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The designations employed and the presentation of material in this
publication and its lists do not imply the expression of any opinion
whatsoever on the part of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC) or the
Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) of the éthNations concerning

the legal or development status of any country, territory, city or area or of
its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries.

This work is copyright. Fair dealing for study, research, news reporting,
criticism or review is permitted. Selected passages, tables or diagrams may
be reproduced for such purposes provided acknowledgment of the source
is included. Major extracts or the entire document may not be reproduced
by any process without the written pelission of the Executive Secretary,
IOTC.

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission has exercised due care and skill in the
preparation and compilation of the information and data set out in this
publication. Notwithstanding, the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission,
employees and advisers disclaim all liability, including liability for
negligence, for any loss, damage, injury, expense or cost incurred by any
person as a result of accessing, using or relying upon any of the information
or data set out in this publication tihe maximum extent permitted by law.
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Victoria, Mahé, Seychelles
Ph: +248 4225 494
Fax: +248 4224 364
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ACRONYMS
AFAD Anchored fish aggregating device
BIOE OBritish Indian Ocean Territary
BMSY Biomass which produces MSY
CMM Conservation and Management Measure (of the IOTC; Resolutions and Recommendations)
CNCP Cooperating NofContracting Party, of the IOTC
CoC Compliance Committee of the IOTC
CPs Contracting Parties
CPCs Contracting Parties and Cooperating AGantracting Parties
DFAD Drifting fish aggregating device
EEZ Exclusive Economic Zone
FAD Fish aggregating device
FAO Food and Agriculture Organizan of the United Nations
FMSY Fishing mortality at MSY
GEF Global Environment Facility
HCR Harvest control rule
ICRU Improved Cost Recovery Uplift
I0C Indian Ocean Commission
IOTC Indian Ocean Tuna Commission
IPNLF International Pole and Lineoundation
ISSF International Seafood Sustainability Foundation
IUU lllegal, unreported and unregulated
LRP Limit reference point
LSTLV Largescale tuna longline vessel
MPF Meeting participation fund, of the IOTC
MSC Marine Stewardship Council
MSE Management Strategy Evaluation
NGO Non-Governmental Organisation
OFCF Overseas Fishery Cooperation Foundation of Japan
OIG Office of the Inspector General
OPRT Organisation for the Promotion of Responsible Tuna Fisheries
oT Overseas Territories
PEW PEW Charitable Trust
RFMO Regional Fisheries Management Organisation
SC Scientific Committee of the IOTC
SCAF Standing Committee on Administration and FinancéheflOTC
SIOFA Southern Indian Ocean Fisheries Agreement
SBMSY { LI gyAy3a 2N WFHRdzZ 6§Q SljdzAft AGNAdzY 0A2Yl aa i
SWIOFC Southwest Indian Ocean Fisheries Commission
TCAC Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria of the IOTC
TCMP Technical Committee oMlanagement Procedures
TCPR Technical Committee on Performance Review
TRP Target referent point
UNCLOS United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea
VMS Vessel Monitoring System
WPEB Working Party on Ecosystems and Bycatch of the IOTC
WPICMM Working party on the Implementation of Conservation and Management Measures
WPM Working Party on Methods of the IOTC
WPTmMT Working Party on Temperate tunas of the IOTC
WPTT Working Party on Tropical Tunas of the IOTC
WWF World Wide Fund for Nature (a&kWorld Wildlife Fund)
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HOW TO INTERPRET TERMINOLOGY CONTAINED IN THIS REPORT

This report usesthe following terms and associated definitions.

Level 1: From a subsidiary body of the Commission to the next level in the structure@drimaission:
RECOMMENDED, RECOMMENDATADN conclusion or request for an action to be undertaken, from a

subsidiary body of the Commission (Committee or Working Party), which is to be formally provided to the next level
in the structure of the Commissidor its consideration/endorsement (e.ffom a Working Party to the Scientific
Committee; from a Committee to the Commission). The intention is that the higher body will consider the
recommended action for endorsement under its own mandate, if the subgithedy does not already have the

required mandate. Ideally this should be task specific and contain a timeframe for completion.

Level 2: From a subsidiary body of the Commission to a CPC, the IOTC Secretariat, or other body (not the
Commission) to carmgut a specified task:

REQUESTEDhis term should only be used by a subsidiary body of the Commission if it does not wish to have the
request formally adopted/endorsed by the next level in the structure of the Commission. For example, if a
Committee wishes to seek additional input from a CPC on a particular topic, but does not wish to formalise the
request beyond the mandate of the Committee, it may request that a set action be undertaken. Ideally this should
be task specific and contain ianeframe for the completion.

Level 3: General terms to be used for consistency:

AGREEDANy point of discussion from a meeting which the IOTC body considers to be an agreed course of action
covered by its mandate, which has not already been dealt witteuhdvel 1 or level 2 above; a general point of
agreement among delegations/participants of a meeting which does not need to be considered/adopted by the
YSEG tS@St Ay GKS /2YYAaaAirzyQa &iNHzOG dzNB @

NOTED/NOTINGAny point of discussion from a meeting whthke IOTC body considers to be important enough to
record in a meeting report for future reference.

Any other term:Any other term may be used in addition to the Level 3 terms to highlight to the reader of an IOTC
report, the importance of the relevant paragraph. However, other terms used are considered for
explanatory/informational purposes only and shall have no high#ng within the reporting terminology hierarchy
than Level 3, described above (€3PNSIDEREDRGEDACKNOWLEDGED
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EXECUTIVEBUMMARY

The Bth Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (MAZM)eld by videoconference oAl June 2021

Credentials were received fdi30delegates, from 26 Contracting Parties, 1 Cooperating@untracting Party
and 23 Observers includimgvited Experts. The meeting was Chaired by the Midwirperson, Ms Jung Riley
Kim (Rep. of Korea).

The Commission adopted a procedure for the recruitment of the IOTC Executive Seuwreiemywill be
submitted to the FAO Council for approval.

The Commission granted the status of Cooperating-8ontracting Party to Senegal until the close of th&h?2
Session 12022

The IOTC IUU Vessels List was updaneidl6new vessels were added by the Commissid20l The adopted
listisaccessible from\ppendix 8

The Commission adopted a programme of work and budgepéndix 9 and a corresponding scheme
contributions Appendix 19 amounting to USD @71,765for the 2022calendar year.

The Commission agreed to entieto a collaborative arrangement with th&outhern Indian Ocean Fisheri
Agreement,throughaletter of intent.

The Comrission adopted a full schedule of meetings 2022 (Appendix 1).
The Commission adopteiConservation and Management Measurépgendix §, as follows:

Resolution 21/01 On an interim plan for rebuilding the Indian Ocean yellowfin tuna stock in the I0OTC
competence.

Resolution 21/02 On establishing a programmetfanshipment by largescale fishing vessels.

area of

Resolution 21/03 On harvest control rules for skipjack tuna in the IOTC area of competence.
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1. Opening of the session

1. The 25th Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC) was cgethezhairedby the DTCVice
ChairpersorMs Junge Riley Kim (Rep. of Korea)

2. Letters of credentials

2. The CommissioNOTEDRhat 26 Members,1 Cooperating NofContracting Parties, ar2B Observers submitted
credentials.The list of participants is provided Appendix 1

3. Mauritius and the United Kingdoprovided statementgAppendix 13.

3. Admission ofObservers

4. Pursuant to Article VII of the Agreement establishing the IOTC, the Commission admitted the fdlloséngers,
in accordance with Rule X1V of the IOTC Rules of Procedure (2014):

Members and Associate Members of the FAO that are not Members of the Gaonmis
United States of America

Intergovernmental organizations having special competence in the field of activity of the Commission.
Agreement on the Conservation of Albatrosses and Petrels

Indian Ocean Commission

International Commission for th€onservation of Atlantic Tunas
Southern Indian Ocean Fisheries Agreement

South West Indian OcedfisheriesCommission

Nongovernmental organizations having special competence in the field of activity of the Commission.
Blue Marine Foundation

BlueResources Trust

Earthworm Foundation

Earth Island Institute

Global Tuna Alliance

Greenpeace International

International Pole and Line Foundation
International Seafood Sustainability Foundation
Key Traceability

Marine Stewardship Council

PEW Charitable Trusts

SHARKPROJECT International

Sustainable Fisheries Partnership
Sustainable Fisheries and Communities Trust
Sustainabldndian Ocean Tuna Initiative

The Ocean Foundation

World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF)

Invited consultants and experts.
Taiwan, Province of China

4. Adoption of the agenda and arrangements for the session

5. The adopted agenda (I0TC2021-S5-01¢9 is provided in Appendix 2 The documents presented to the
Commission are listed ppendix 3

5. Update on the implementation oflecisionsof the Commission ir2020(S24)
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6. The CommissioNOTEDpaper 10T€021-S5-02 which provided the Commigsi with information on the
progress made during the intexessional period on the requests for action made at4iih Session 2020

6. Amendments to the IOTC procedures

7. The CommissioRECALLE ongoing deliberations with FAO regarding tleelopment of a revised procedure
for the recruitment of the IOTC Executive Secretary being negotiated by the Commission and the Independent
Chairperson of the FAO Council

8. The CommissioNOTEDdocumens 10T€021-S2503 Revlwhich provided clarifications and additional
information on the proposed procedure provided by the Independent Chairperson of Council in response to
guestions posed by the IOTC Chairperaod a revisedFAQGIOTCprocedure for the recruitment of the IOTC
Executive Secraty. The Commission alddOTEDdocumentlOTE2021-S2503 addl revl which outlined a
proposedA Y 1 SN I £ LINRPOSRdAzZNBE (2 3IdzA RS (iHe Gforém2ntionaddFATOZG/ Q &
procedure

9. In accordance with Rule XVIII of the CRles ofProcedure the CommissioMDOPTER procedure for the
recruitment of the IOTC Executive Secretapendix 4 which comprisecamendnents toRule V Rule X and
Appendix Il of the 201Rules ofProcedure

10. The CommissioACKNOWLEDGHfat, given the IOTC Executive Secretary is appointed by the Director General
FAO (IOT@greement VIil.1the proposed procedurenust be consii Sy (i ¢ A (i KBadicKT8xta@l! h Q&
therefore REQUESTHEDe Chairperson to forwardhe proposed procedur¢o the Independent Chairperson of
the Councifor hisconcurrence before it is submitted to the FAO Councibfiproval

11. TheCommissiorREQUESTEDBat, if required,the IOTC Chairperson and thhairperson of the Small Draxig
Group liaise between the FAO and the CommisSideads of Delegains on any further amendments that
mightbe proposedrom FA@a O2y aARSNI GA2Y 2F GKS LINEB OSRdAzNB

12. The CommissionTHANKEDOhe Small Drafting Groughaiperson (Ms KerridRobertson Australia)for her
intersessionaork.

7. Report of the Special Session of the Commission

13. The CommissioNOTEDhe report of the4™" SpeciaSession of th€ommissio{SS# (I0TG2021¢SS4R) which
was presented by théOTCViceChairpersonMs Jungre Riey Kim (Rep. of Kore#42 delegates, comprising
202 delegates from 25 Contracting Parties, 40 delegates from 14 observer organisations incluitiviged 1
Experts participated in the meeting

14. The CommissioRECALLEDat the meeting focused on the yellowfin tuna fishery and considerable progress
was made in understanding the various positions of Members across a wide range of complexaisgubis,
along with anintersessional work plamvas expected to pave the wafor a conservation and management
measure on yellowfin tunto be consideed at the annual session in June 2021.

8. Report of the Scientific Committee

15. The CommissioNOTELthe report of the B Session of the Scientific Committee (SC) (tQUZD¢SC3cR)
which was presented by the Scientific Committee Chair, Dr Toshihide Kitakado (Japan). A total of 141 delegate
comprisingl12 delegates from 20 Contracting Partesl 29 delegatedrom 13 observer organisationgsicluding
Invited Expertsparticipated inthe SC

16. The CommissioNOTEDhat although allscientificmeetings had been succeshjuheld virtually in2020, they
were shortened to facilitate the virtual platformlhe virtual platforms, however, did result in increased
participation to the meetings which the Commissid@@REEBvas beneficialThe Commission furtheNOTED
that the SCproposedthat in the future virtual meetings may still be conducted for certain nivegt (such adata
preparatory meetings) in order to redudbe expenses travel imposes on CPCs as well as the @&/
Participation fund (MPFut for those meetings requiring closén-person collaborations physical meetings
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will be continued asequired. The CommissiddOTEDhat the MPFwas not usedor sciencerelated meetings
in 2020because they were all convened by videoconference

17. The CommissioDlOTEDhat 6 Contracting Parties and 2 Cooperating Maontracting Party did not submit a
National Report to the Scientific Committdéeetingin 2020, and issues with lack of data and pquoality data
persist. The CommissiddOTEDhat this was an improvement over the previous year, but #&TERATE(S
concerns about the lack and poor qualidf data, and again, stronggNCOURAGECPCs to take immediate
steps to review, and where necessary, improve their performance with respect to the provision of data through
improved compliance with Resolutions 15/@h the recording of catch and effort @aly fishing vessels in the
IOTC area of competencand 15/02Mandatory statistical reporting requirements for IOTC contracting parties
and cooperating noontracting parties

The shtus of tropical and temperate tunas

18. The CommissioNOTEDRhat the current status of tropical and temperate tunas is as follows (full details are
provided inAppendix 3:

Bigeye tuna

In 2019 a new stock assessment was carried out for bigeye tuna in the IOTC area of comfretgrdate
the stock status undertaken in 2016. On the weightvidence available in 2019, the bigeye tuna stoc
determined to be not overfished but subject to overfishing.

Yellowfin tuna

No new stock assessment was carried out for yellowfin iar2020, thus, stock status is determined on {
basis of the 2018 assessment and other information presented in ZD2@he weightof-evidence availablg
in 2018, 2019 and 2020, the yellowfin tuna stock is determined to remain overfishedsubjdct to
overfishing

Skipjack tuna

A new stock assessment was carried out for skipjack tuna in 2020 using Stock Synthesis with data ug
The outcome of the 2020 stock assessment model does not differ substantially from the previous ass¢
(2017) despite the large catches recorded in the period 2889, which exceeded the catch lim
established in 2017 for this perio@n the weightof-evidence available in 2020, the skipjack tuna stog
determined to be: (i) above the adopted biomasgjt reference point; (ii) not overfished (£8>SBoswss);

(i) with fishing mortality below the adopted target fishing mortality, and; (iv) not subject to overfig
(Bxo15<B00s8)

Albacore tuna

A new stock assessment was carried outditsacore in 2019 to update the assessment undertaken in 2
¢KS aG201 aidliddza Ay NBfFGA2Y G2 GKS /2YYA&aaa
stock is not overfished but is subject to overfishing.

19. The Commission agaMiOTEDwith concern the current status of yellowfin tuna. The Commission &NSSTED
that an updated stock assessment for yellowfin tuna is due for October 2021 and that this updated assessmen
is anticipatedto addresanany of theissues identified in the past assessments for the species, and in particular
errors associated witthe projections and Kobe Il Strategy Matrix (K28Bl)eloped in 2018The Commission
AGREEDnN the critical importance of this new assessment and the updlahanagement advice that will be
produced at that time antURGEDhe SC to address this task agririty.
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The status of neritic tunas

20. The CommissioNOTEDRhat the current status of neritic tunas is as follows (full details are providégoendix
5):

Kawakawa

A new stock assessment was carried out in 2020 usinglihaited assessment techniqgueBased on the
weightof-evidence available, the kawakawa stock for the Indian Ocean is classified as not overfished
subject to overfishing

Longtail tuna

A new assessment was carried out in 2020 using the Optimised-OatghMethod (OCOM).a8ed on the
weightof-evidence currently available, the stock is considered to be both overfished and subj
overfishing

Indo-Pacific king mackerel

No new stock assessment for InBacific king mackerel was carried out in 2019, thus, the stock sta
determined on the basis of the 2016 assessment when a preliminary assessment was undertaken usit
only methods techniques (CatdhSY and OCOMGEiven that no new assessment was undertaken in 2
0KS 2tb¢ O2yaARSNBR (KFd adtd201 adlddza Ay NBf
remains unknown

Narrowed-Barred Spanish mackerel

A new assessment was carried out in 20@Mhg the Optimised Catebinly Method (OCOMBased on thg
weight-of-evidence available, the stock appears to be overfished and subject to overfishing.

Bullet tuna

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for bullet tuna in the Indian Gaehdue to a lac
of fishery data for several gears, only preliminary stock status indicators can beStgekl status in relatio
G2 GKS [/ 2 ¥Yard&dFavleRrgnOsipoints remains unknown.

Frigate tuna

No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for frigate ituttee Indian Ocean, and due to a Ig
of fishery data for several gears, only preliminary stock status indicators can be used. Stock status in
G2 GKS [/ 2 ¥YarddFa leRrgnOsipoints remainsnknown

The status of billfish
21. The CommissioNOTEDRhat the current status of billfish is as follows (full details are provide&pipendix %:

Swordfish

A new assessment wasdertaken in 2020 using stock synthesis with fisheries data up to.ZDd8he
weightof-evidence available in 2020, the stock is determined to be not overfished and not subj
overfishing

Striped Marlin

No new stock assessment for striped marlin was carried out in 2020, ttleustock status is determined g
the basis of the 2018 assessment and other indicators presented in @diliBe weightof-evidence availablé
in 2018, the stock status of striped rlia is determined to be overfished and subject to overfishing

Blue Marlin

Stock status based on the Bayesian Stpace Surplus Production model JABBA suggests that therg
87% probability that the Indian Ocean blue marlin stock in 201 7lieired zone of the Kobe plot, indicatir
the stock is overfished and subject to overfishing
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Black Marlin

No new stock assessment for black marlin was carried out in 2020,ttustock status is determined o
the basis of the 2018ssessment based on JABBA and other indicators presented inT2@&LBobe plot from|
the JABBA model indicated that the stock is not subject to overfishing and is currently not ovetimsiveder
these status estimates are subject to a high degree of nasy.

Indo-Pacific sailfish

No new stock assessment for InBacific sailfish was carried out in 2020, thus, the stock status is detern
on the basis of the 2019 assessment using tHdSY modelThe data poor stock assessment techniq
indicated that F was above FMSY (F/FMSY=1.22) and B above BMSY (B/BMSY=1.14). On-tfe
evidence available in 2019, the stock status cannot be assessed and is determined to be uncertain.

Matters related to ecosystems, bycatch and the status of sker

22. The CommissioNOTEDhat the current status of sharks is as follows

Blue shark

No new stock assessment for blue sharks was carried out in 2020, thus, the stock status is determine
basis of the 2017 assessme@mn theweight-of-evidence available in 2017, the stock status is determine
be not overfished and not subject to overfishing

Oceanic whitetip shark

There is no quantitative stock assessment and limited basic fishery indicators currently available for
whitetip sharks in the Indian Ocean therefore the stock status is unknown.

Shortfin makoshark

An assessment of shortfin makbarksin 2020 was inconclusive. Tieeis no quantitative stock assessme
currentlyavailable forshortfin makosharks in the Indian Ocean therefore the stock status is unknown.

Scentific CommitteeRecommendations

23. The CommissioNOTEDhe stock status summaries for species of tuna and tiik& species under the IOTC
mandate, as well as other species impacted by IOTC fishapesiidix  and considered the recommendations
made by the ScientificaBhmittee to the Commission. The CommissBNDORSEDK S { OASY G A FA O
2020 list of recommendations as its own.

24. The CommissioBENDORSHiDe Chairpersons and Vigghairpersons elected by the Scientific Committee and its
subsidiary(scientific)bodies for the coming years, as listed Appendix 7of the 2020 Scientific Committee
Report

9. Discussion oronservation and Management Measures
25. The CommissioADOPTEhe following Conservation and management measufggpéndix §:

Resolutior21/01 On an interim plan for rebuilding the Indian Ocean yellowfin tuna stock in theat®3 Gf
competence
This resolution took into account elements of Proposaknd F

Resolution?1/02 On establishing arogramme for transhipment by lareggeale fishing vessels
The basis of this resolution w&esolution 19/06 and took into account elementPobposalA.

Resolution21/03 On harvest control rules for skipjack tuna in the IOTC areangbetence
The basis ofttis resolutionwasProposalG.
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Regarding Resolution 21/Q1

26. China made the statement provided Appendix 13

27. Indonesia made the statement providedAppendix 13

28. Several Membermformed the Commission that they intend to objectResolution 21/01.

29. Mauritius, France(OTand the European Uniomade the statements provideith Appendix 13

Regarding 10T€2021¢S25%PropD On harvest control rules for skipjack tuna in the IOTC area of competence

30. Due to time constraintshe specific elements of the proposal including the catch reduction scheme proposed
were not discussed at this session and the proponegieed to continue to work and collaborate on a revised
proposal intersessionallyvith a view to submitting it at th@ext Commission meeting.

31. The CommissioNOTEDRhat Resolution 21/03ncludes a revision clause for the next Commission meeting.

Regarding 10T€2021cS2% PropEONn management of fish aggregating devices in the IOTC Area of Competence

32. The CommissioNOTEDthe valuable contribution a small working group made to the Commi&sion
deliberations onProposal E. However, the Commission di80TEDthat there were three main issues that
could not be agreed on during the Session, these inclutigthe availability ofsciertific datato determine
FAD limitdy considering both th@recautionary approach &ientific evidencédased approacl) limits on
FADnumbersand 3)supply vesselsand ultimately there was no consensus on the adoption loé¢ foroposal.

33. The CommissioNOTEDRhat the Ad Hod=AD working group will be conveniedOctober 2021 anthayprovide
further insight onthese matters

34. The Proponents of PropE_Rev2 called for a vote on whether this proposal should be aSomedviembers
opposed proceeding to a vote before exhausting every effort to reach a consensus as they felt this would break
the trust and collaborative atmosphere amg MembersFollowing further discussions, a secret vote was
called for and seconded.

35. Noting IR Iran was present in the meeting, ith more than two years in arrears of its contributions, the
Commission in accordance with Article X8lof the IOTC dreement, discussed whether Iramvould be
permitted to vote. The CommissioNOTELthat someMembersopposedallowing Iran to vote on the basis
that it could undermine an important incentive for Members to pay their contributions on time. However, by
a showof hands, less than 1/3 of Members in the room objected to Iran being permitted to vote; ttheis,
CommissioAGREEm permit Iran to voteon the adoption of PropE_Rev1.

36. Because S25 was being held by videoconference, the CommAs$SREE D the electronc voting procedure.
describedin Appendix 7! & GKS GAYS 2F (GKS @23GSTX NBLINB&Iwei G A
Executive Secretary recalled the voting rules and procedures and left the vote opehrforutes.

37. The Executive Secretary informed the Commission 1®avalid votesvere cast 12 voteswere in favour of
adopting Proposal e_Re)2 voteswere againstand?2 voteswereto W 6 & HdwavgrQhe Commission did
not agree on whether the 2/3najority was met as there was disagreement whether the votes cast as
WEoadl Ay Q &Kk 2 dztofdl caus ofvofe®f dzZRSR Ay GKS

38. ¢KS tNRLRYySyidia 2F t NPLOYwSGH NBIljdzSaiSR fS3rt | RO
should be included ithe total count of votesvhen determining if the 2/3 majority was medther Members
disagreed with making such a request.

39. To overcome the impassesulting froma polarisation of views on this matter, the Chairperson indicated that
she would seek adviceoim the FAO Legalounsebn this matter andas a step to resolving the matteeport
back at a Heads of Delegatioreeting the date of whichis to beconfirmed.
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40.

41.

The CommissioNOTEDRhat the IOTC is not bound by any legal advice provided by the FAO that is not related
to the administration of the IOTC.

NOTE Heads of Delegations met on 8 September 2021 to receive the legal advice from FAO Legal Office. Th
advice from the FAO Legal Officeteththat&..only votes irfavouror against a proposal are to be counted for
0KS LlzN1J32aS 2F RSGUSNXYAYAY3I | A @Ringkhis tneeting, tha eGdg afA 2
Delegations were informed about some irregularities in the votingess that were identified after the session

had concludedThe irregularitiesncludedsome potentially valid votes not being countgtlie to the technical
difficulties of taking a vote in a virtual setting) asdmevotes found to have been cast Iopn-authorised
persons.The Heads of Delegations subsequently agreed that any decisions on the validity of the vote taken at
S25 should be made by the Commission at a Special Session to be held late in 2021 or early 2022.

RegardingOT€2021S2%PropBOn the Caservation of cetaceans

42.

43.

The CommissioNOTEDhat the proposal was not based on advice provided by the Scientific Committee. As
such, it was suggested that available information on cetaceans, including bycatch of cetaceans by gillnet withir
the EEZs of coastal States, should be reviewed by thetiBici€ommittee so that the future iteration of this
proposal can be based on the best available science for the species concerned.

Due to time constraints, the proponents agreed to defer this proposal and continue to work and collaborate
on a revised prposal intersessionallyith a view tosubmitting it atthe next Commission meeting.

10. Report of the Technical Committee on Management Procedures

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

The CommissioNOTEDhat the report from the 4 meeting of the Technical Committee on Management
Procedues (TCMP) had not yet been adopted and will be done so by corresponddrec€ommissioNOTED
however, that several Recommendations had been reviewed and agreed during the meeting and these were
presented to the Commission by the SC Chair whoheoredthe meeting. The Recommendations were as
follows:

1 Thatthe WPM and athoc reference points working group continue to have discussions in orgeotide
advice onthe most suitable and robust types of reference points to be used for stock status
determination.

1 That the Commission take note of tHiag inherent in the MSE processé&sue and provide feedback as
to whether this is acceptable or to review different options to reduce this lag in data reporting for
management advice.

1 That the Comnssion endorse eequest thata revised timetable to be developed by CPCs with assistance
from the SC and WPM chairs along with the Secretariat and this could be presented to the SC in 2021.

I The Commission continue to support capacity building initiatiesough the TCMP to improve
understanding and participation in the MSE process

The CommissioNOTEDthat further work is required on understanding the determination of stock status
relative to Reference Points and endorsed the TCMP requgsginue the deliberations of thad-hoc working
group to continue to work on this matter intersessionally in pnegi@n for the TCMP in 2@2

The CommissioBUPPORTEDe important work conducted by the TCMP aN@TEDRhe continued support
received from CPGsd the Commissioto fund the activities The Commission furthé&tOTEDRhe important
platform providedby the TCMHRor increasinglialogue between scientists and managers.

The CommissiodRGEDRhe TCMP to continue with capacity building initiatives to facilitate understanding of
the process and increase participation by all parteefacilitate smooth implemetation of the MSE process

Indiarequested the Scientific Committee and TCBMnsiderincludingsimulations which can differentiate
between the stock in Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs) and those on the High &mamint for the
implications of the MPen these two components of the stocks.
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11. Report of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

Thelndependent chairperson of the TCAG Nadia Bouffardpresented a summary of the report ®CACO7
which was held by videoconference, from 22 25 March 2021(I0OTG2021-TCACB-R). The meeting was
chaired by thelndependent Chairperson. Credentials for the meeting were received 167 delegates,
comprising of 137 delegates from 23 Contracting Parties, 14 delegates from 7 observer organisatidimgin
6 Invited Experts

The CommissioNOTELDthat the TCAGiscussionsat this stagejndicate general agreement oa range of
topics,such asgeneral core principles, eligibility to allocatioadjustments for overcatclapplication process
temporary transfersthe need for a catch validation procesndthe term of the allocationsFurthermore,

while agreement still needs to be reached on the scope of the allocation regime,ithgemerahgreement

that the initial application of the Altations Regimehould prioritizeyellowfin, bigeye, skipjack and albacore
tunas and swordfisiTheCommissiomlsoNOTEDRat, in terms of the structure, there was general recognition

by the TCA@at coastalsi I (i S Q aAnclingtiosedlated to ther status and factors related to developing
O2laidlAy{ G NBAOdz I NJ { YIff LatlyR 5SS @esdsandasgifatiosi | i
and catch historghould form the basis of the allocation criteria

The CommissiolNOTEDthat TCAQViembers currently have polarized views regarding the attribution of
OFi0OKSa GF1Sy 6AGKAY O2Fadl f -Hasedadl®aidn c@iedidea s | & | (
Regarding the way forward for the TCAC, the Commigd@MEDhat the linkages between the work of the
TCAC and the ongoing work of other committees of the 1@illGieed to be addressed. This includes
Scientific Committee in respect ofcommendingTACsand verification of estimation methodologiethe
Compliance Committee in respect of compliance records and their implications on allocations; and the Working
Party on Data Collection and Statistics in respect of data requirements for allocatltm$mmission also
NOTEDthat the Secretariatwill likely be required to have a significant role in terms of staff time¢hin
implementation of an allocation regime.

The CommissioWNOTEDthat the/ K A NJ KF R OANXdz i SR | RNEeTGAC/HoK | A
consider at its TCAC08 meeting.

The CommissioNOTEDhat the TCAC is currently working towarddarget date to complete an allocation
regime proposaby the end of December 2022, for consideratiby the Commission at i@nnual session in
2023, while recognizing that such a target date should not be used to force unwilling compromises on
unresolved issues.

The CommissioNOTEDthat while the TCAC is not explicitly referenced in its Rules of Procedures, as a
subsidiary body of the Commissidghe TCAC is governadutatis mutandisy the IOTC Rules of Procedures.

The Commissiorxtended its appreciation and thanks to Ms Bouffard for her efforts in guiding the work of
TCAC.

Several Members informed the Commission that they will have little time to prepare adequately for TCACO08
given it is planned for one week after S25. In ordeallow Members more time to prepare, the Commission
AGREEID reschedule the TCAC0828 June ® 1 July 2021.

12. Report of the Compliance Committee

12.1 Overview of the Co@lreport

58.

59.

The CommissioNOTEDRhe report of the Bth Session of the Compliance Committee (IZD21¢CoC8¢R),

which was presented by th€ompliance Committe€hairperson, MsAnneFrance Mattlet (France (OT)).
CoC8 was held byideoconference. Attendees comprised delegates of 25 Contracting Parties (Members), 2
Cooperating NotContracting Parties, 11 Observers and Invited Experts

The CommissioNOTEDthe recommendations fronthe 18th Session of the Compliance Committee, which
were presented by the Chairperson of the Compliance Committee.
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60. The CommissioNOTEDMocumentlOTE2021-S2508, which provided additional background information on
changes in the IOTC 20Rtovisional IUU Vessels List.

61. The CommissioENDORSERhe recommendations arising frorthe Report of the 18" Session of the
Compliance Committeexcept for the recommendation to renew the CNCP status of Lifieni@l8 para 142

A ¥ 4 A x

62. Mauritius informedthe 2 YYA aadA 2y GKIG Ad 202S0OG4SR G2 GKS /2YY
CoC18 Report that NB 02 Y Y S yie DRitediKigddm continue to provide the Compliance Committee
with a report on foreign vessels in transit in the Chagos Archipél@he Statement made by Mauritius in this
regard is at Appendix 13.

12.2 Adoption of the List of IUU Vessels

63. The CommissioADOPTEDRhe IOTC IUU Vessels Lispendix §. All CPCs shall be required to take the
necessary measures regarding the I[UU Vessels List in accordance with paragraph 21 of Resolution 18/03.

64. The CommissioNOTEDRhe commitment of India to communicaiaformation on further actions that will be
taken against the owner of the Indian vesseDINN-15- MM8297, which is included in the IOTC IUU Vessels
List.

65. Mauritiusinformed the Commission that it could not endorse any recommendafionthe inclusion on the
IOTAUU Vesselsikt of anyvesses reported by the United Kingdom purporting to actthe coastalSate in
relationto the Chagos ArchipelagoThe Statement made by Mauritius to this effect is at Appendix 13.

66. The United Kingdom referred to its statementAppendix 13

12.3 Requests for the accession to the status of Cooperating {&amtracting Party

67. The CommissioNNOTEDhe applications for Cooperating NePontracting Party (CNCP) status from Liberia,
and Senegal, which were received within the deadline, prior to the commencement of the session.

68. The CommissioNOTEDhe presence of Senegal in the Commission meeting/dBREED renew the CNCP
status of Senegal, until the end of the Commission meeting in 2022.

69. The CommissioNlOTEQ A6 SNA I Qa | 6aSy OS RdzNA yRECALIER 2012 dédsiod & A 2
that applications for CNCP status shall no longer be considankess the concerned party is present at the
Compliance Committee and Commission meetings to present its application and respond to questions from
CPCs.

70. The CommissioAGREEMDot to renew the CNCP status of Liberiue to its absence in the Commission
meeting

13. Conservation and Management Measures

13.1 Current Conservation and Management Measures that include a reference to the year 8020

2021

71. The CommissioNOTEDpaper I0TR021-25-04.

13.2 Review of objections received under Article IX.5tbe IOTC Agreement

72. The CommissiolNOTEDpaper 10T021-25-05 which informs the Commission about the current
WhoaSOhGAzyaQ G2 Lhe/ [/ 2yaSNBlIGA2Y |yR al yl3SYSyi
Article IX.5 of the IOTC Agreement

14. Repaot of the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance

14.1 Overview of theSCAE8report

73. The CommissioNOTEDthe report of the18th Session of the Standing Committee on Administration and

Finance (SCAF) (I@RC21cSCAE8¢R), which was presented byda SCARChairperson, Mr Hussain Sinan
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74.

75.

76.

(Maldives).SCAE8 was held bwideoconference andredentials were received f@&04 delegates from 24
Contracting Parties (Memberahd8 Observersncludinglnvited Experts

TheCommissioNOTEDhe interventions fromBangladeshChinaComoros Koreaand Tanzaniacommitting
to paytheir respectiveoutstandingcontribution paymentsefore the end of the yeaiThe Commissioralso
NOTEDRhat Mozambigueand Somaliavere not present tqorovide an updte onthe status of their respective
outstandingcontributions.

The CommissioNOTEDRhat the IR Iran was responsible for around 45% of the total outstanding contributions
however,IR Iran informed th&€ommissiorthat it is confident of paying most of its arrears by the eh@021
although no details were provided on the modalities of the payment or the amount

The CommissioBENDORSEfDe list of recommendations made by tI®&CAF1&hich, inter alig, included

i to cease pursuing the outstanding contributions ofM&mbers: Belize, Guinea, Vanuatu and Sierra Leone,

but ensure thatthe det#6 S Yl Ay Gl Ay SR | yR NBLR2NISR Fyydzffe
table. Furthermore, that any eilember must pay lhoutstanding debts before rining the Commission.

9 the re-election of Mr. Hussain Sinan (Maldives) as Chairperson and Mr Muhammad Farhan Khan (Pakistan’

as the Vice Chairperson of the SCAF for the next biennium.

14.2 Programme of work and budget of the Commission

77.

78.

The CommissioRECALLED request to the Secretariatt S2 to provide more information on how employer
contributions are derived by the FAO. The Commigddion ERhat the SCAF received a satisfactory explanation
on this matter andhat the costs of employer contributions, proportional to salaries, have beetivelastable
since 2017.

The CommissioMDOPTEDRhe programme of work and budget f&022 the indicative budget fo2023
(Appendix 9, and the schedule of contributions f@022as provided irAppendix 10

14.3 Finalisation of the amendments to the IOTC Financial regulations

79.

80.

Following the advice 8CAF18&he CommissiorADOPTELRhe following dates be included itinnex Reg 5 of
the IOTC Financial Regulations:

1 the latest date contributions should be paid in each budget yalibe 30 June
{ the date, in a budget year, whendrdk AR O2 Yy G NA O dzii A diffGe 1duyt £ o©S Ay

Upon the SCAFs recommendation, the CommissiBRGERhe member States to pay tlirecontributions as

early as possiblepreferably prior to the annual SCAF meetitogmaintain the financial stability of the IOTC.
Members who have difficulties in meeting the deadline due to differences in financial years or other means
SHALlinform the SCAF about any possible delgy®viding the relevant details

14.4 Schedule of meetings faz021-2022

81.

TheCommissioiADOPTEIhe schedule of meetings for its subsidiary bodie2f@22as detailed irAppendix
11

15. Any Other Business

15.1 Cooperation with other organisations and institutions

82.

The CommissioAGREEM the draftLetter ofIntent betweenlOTC andhe Southern Indian Ocean Fisheries
Agreement (SIOFA) providedAppendix 12and REQUESTERe ExecutivéSecretaryto sendthe letter to the
SIOFA for its consideratiofhe Commissionalso AGREERhat the Chairperson fathe Commission may sign
the Letter on behalf of the Commission once it is approved by SIOFA.
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15.2 Participation of the United Kingdom as a coastal State®®A & & . L h ¢ ¢

83. Mauritiusreferredto its statement provided ilAppendix 13and requested thathe terminationof the United
Kingdoma Y SY o6 S NAE K &dd cdagtal StéteSe includedl as a substantive item in the agenda of the
next session of the Commission.

84. The United Kigdom informed the Commission of its ongoing objection to the inclusion of issues of sovereignty
in current and future agendas of the Commission and referred to its statement providezbendix 13

15.3 Implementation of paragraph 6 of the UNGA Resolution 73/295 (FAO)

85. The CommissiomNOTEDpaper I0T€2021;S2%07, which inforned the Commissionabout how FAO is
implementing paragraph 6 of the UNGA Resolution 73/295.

86. Mauritius made a statement provided Appendix 13

15.4Date and place of the &@" Session of the Commission and of its subsidiary bodies2fai22

87. The CommissioAGREEIM hold its Bth Sessiorfrom 16to 20 May 2022. The format of the meeting will be
decided intersessionally depending on the evolution of the Ca¥lpandemicsThe full calendar of 2022
meetings is provided iAppendix 11

16. Election of theChairperson and theVice-Chairpersons of the Commission

88. The CommissioelectedMsJungre Riley Kinfkorea, Rep. gfas Chairperson of the IOTC for the next biennium.

89. The Commissiorlected Mr Adam Ziyad (Maldives) adirat ViceChairperson of the 10T&d Mr Qayiso
Mketsu (South Africa) as second V{Ckairperson, respectivelfgr the next biennium.

17. Adoption of the report of the Bth Session of the Commission

90. The report of the 8th Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (EWPQ;SHCR) wasADOPTEDy
correspondence o October 2021
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Mr Yvon Riva
riva@orthongel.fr

Mr Michel Goujon
mgoujon@orthongel.fr

Ms Alexandra Maudroy
amaufroy@orthongel.fr

Mr Adrien de Chomerau
adechomereau@sapmer.com

Mr Anthony Signour
asignour@sapmer.com

Mr Laurent Pinault
Ipinault@sapmer.com

Mr Armelle Denoize
adenoize@sapmer.com
Mr Diederik Parlevliet

dpa@ppgroup.eu

Mr PierreAlain Carré
pierrealain.carre @cfto.fr

Mr Arie Guilt
argu@ppgroup.eu

Ms Sarah Le Couls
sarah.lecouls@cfto.fr

Ms Ane Laborda
alaborda@azti.es

Mr Borja Alonso
Borja.Alonso@albacora.es

Mr Moisés Pérez
moisesperez@europeadetunidos.
com

Mr JonatarArrien
jonatan@inpesca.com

Mr Margot Richard
margot.richard@agriculture.gouv.
fr

Mr Benoit Guérin
bgseaconsulting@gmail.com

Mr Charif Abdallah
cha.abdallah@gmail.com

Mr Said Anthoumani

said.anthoumani@mayotte.cham
bagri.fr

Mr Issouffi Abdallah
issouffil8 @gmail.com

Mr Pierre Baubet
pierrebauket@gmail.com

Mr Régis Masseaux
captainalandor@wanadoo.fr

Ms Marianna De Benedictis
mdebenedictis@boltonfood.com

France (OT)

Head of Delegation

Ms Alice Boiffin

Ministére de la mer
alice.boiffin@agriculture.gouv.fr

Alternate

Ms Camille Servetto
Ministére des outremer
camille.servetto@outre

mer.gouv.fr

Advisor (s)

Mr Vincent Abt

Ambassade de France au Kenya
vincent.abt@dgtresor.gouv.fr

Mr Nicolas Vuillaume
Groupe CLS
nvuillaume@groupcls.com

Mme AnneFranceMattlet
Ministére de la transition
écologique

anne
france.mattlet@developpement
durable.gouv.fr

India

Head of Delegation

Mr Jujjavarapu Balaji
Department of Fisheries

isfy@nic.in

Alternate
Mr Mahesh Kumar
FSI

dafsimah@nic.in

Advisor (s)
Mr Intisar Anees Siddiqui
Department of Fisheries

ia.siddiqui@gov.in

Ms Prathibha Rohit
Department of Fisheries
prathibharohit@gmail.com

Mr E.M. Abdussamad
Department of Fisheries
emasamadg@gmail.com

Mr Shubhadeep Ghosh
Department of Fisheries
subhadeep 1977@yahoo.com

Mr J Jayasankar
Department of Fisheries
jilsankar@gmail.com

Mr Mohammed Koya
Department of Fisheries
koya313@gmail.com

Mr S. Surya
Department of Fisheries
revandasurya@gmail.com

Mr Sijo P. Varghese
Department of Fisheries
varghesefsi@hotmail.com

Mr Sanjay Pandey
Department of Fisheries
sanjay.rpandey@gov.in

Indonesia

Head of Delegation

Ms Putuh Suadela

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
putuhsuadela@gmail.com

Advisor (s)

Prof. Dr. Wudianto

Ministry of MarineAffairs and
Fisheries
wudianto59@gmail.com

Mr Indra Jaya

Advisor Bogor Agricultural
University
indrajayal23@gmail.com

Mr Ikram Malan Sangadiji
Ministry for MaritimeAffairs and
Investments
ikramsangadji96é@gmail.com

Mr Fayakun Satria
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Ministry for Maritime Affairs and
Investments
fsatria70@gmail.com

Ms Lilis Sadiyah

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
sadiyah.lilis2@gmail.com

Mr Agustinus Purwanto Anung
Widodo

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
anungwd@yahoo.co.id

Mr Ignatius Tri Hargiyatno
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
igna.prpt@gmail.com

Mr Nilanto Perbowo

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
perbowon@Kkkp.go.id

Mr Hary Christijanto

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
hchristijanto@yahoo.com

Mr Yayan Hernuryadin
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
yhernuryadin@gmail.com

Mr Ardiansyah

Coordinating Ministry for
Maritime Affairs and Investments
ardiansyahhasyim@gmail.com

Mr Syahril Abd. Raup
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
chaliarrauf@yahoo.com

Ms Rennisca Ray Damanti
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries

rennisca@kkp.go.id

Ms Sitti Hamdiyah

Ministry of Maine Affairs and
Fisheries
sh_diyah@yahoo.com

Ms Rikrik Kartika Sulistyaningsih
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries

rk.sulistyaningsihll@gmail.com

Mr Bram Setyadji

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
bramsetyadji@kkp.go.id

Mr Susiyanti

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
susiyantidjpt@kkp.qgo.id

Ms Rikrik Rahardian

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
rikrik.rahadian@kkp.go.id

Ms Riana Handayani
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
dayal39@yahoo.co.id

Ms Mumpuni Cyntia Pratiwi
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
mumpuni.cpratiwi@gmail.com

Mr Muhamad Anas

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
mykalambe@yahoo.com

Mr Hendri Kurniawan
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
hendrikurl6@gmail.com

Mr Sri Patmiarsih

Ministry of Marne Affairs and
Fisheries
sripatmiarsih@gmail.com

Mr Edwison Setya Firmana
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
edwisonsf@gmail.com

Mr Satya Mardi

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
satyamardil8@gmail.com

Ms Saraswati

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
cacasaras@gmail.com

Ms Rosna Malika

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
alka.rosna@gmail.com

Mr Anang Wahyu Susilo
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
khautal.nang@gmail.com

Mr Anggraeni Asbry Suryani
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
ashory.anggraenisuryani@gmail.c
om

Mr Muhammad Febrianoer
Coordinating Ministry for
Maritime Affairs and Investments
mfebrianoer@gmail.com

Mr Alza Rendian

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
alzarendian@gmail.com

Mr Ridho Rahmadi

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
ridhorahmadi94@gmail.com

Mr Saut Tampubolon
Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
s.tampubolon@mdpi.or.id

Mr Ivan Hans Jorgih
Indonesian Longline Tuna
Assocition

lorgih@indo.net.id

Dwi Agus Siswa Putra
Indonesian Longline Tuna
Association
atli.bali@gmail.com

Mr Ridwan Nurzeha

Ministry of Marine Affairs and
Fisheries
ridwan.nurzeha@kkp.go.id

Iran

Head of Delegation

Mr Seyed Parviz Mohebbi

Iran Fisheries Organization
parvizmohebbil5@yahoo.com

Alternate
Mr FariborzRajaei
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Iran Fisheries Organization

rajaeif@gmail.com

Japan

Head of Delegation

Mr Hideki Moronuki

Fisheries Agency
hideki_moronuki600@maff.go.jp

Alternate

Mr Hiroyuki Morita

Fisheries Agency
hiroyuki_morita970@maff.go.jp

Advisor (s)

Mr Yuki Morita

Fisheries Agency
yuki_morita470@maff.go.jp

Ms Mako lika
Fisheries Agency
mako _iioka540@matff.go.jp

Ms Natsuki Hosokawa
Fisheries Agency
natsuki_hosokawa730@maff.go.j

Y

MsMaiko Nakasu
Fisheries Agency
maiko _nakasul00@maff.go.jp

Mr Kishimoto Riki
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
riki.kishimoto@mofa.go.jp

Mr Takayuki Matsumoto
Fisheries Resources Institute
matumot@affrc.go.jp

Mr Tsutomu Nishida
Fisheries Resources Institute
aco20320@par.odn.ne.jp

Mr Toshihide Kitakado
Tokyo University of Marine
Science and Technology
kitakado @kaiyodai.ac.jp

Mr Yuji Uozumi
Japan Tuna
uozumi@japantuna.or.jp

Mr Kiyoshi Katsuyama
Japan Tuna
katsuyama@japantuna.or.jp

Mr Hiroyuki Yoshida

Japan Tuna
yoshida@japantuna.or.jp

Mr Nozomu Miura
Japan Tuna
miura@japantuna.or.jp

Mr Daisaku Nagai
Japan Tuna
nagai@japantuna.oip

Mr Shimizu Michio

National Ocean Tuna Fishery
Association
mic-shimizu@zengyoren:jf
net.ne.jp

Ms Yumi Okochi
Japan Nus Co., Ltd.
okochiy@janus.co.jp

Ms Yuka Murayama
Japan Nus Co., Ltd.
murayamayk@janus.co.jp

Mr Akihito Fukuyama

Japan Far Seas Purse Seine Fishing
Association
fukuyama@kaimaki.or.jp

Mr Minoru Honda

Japan Far Seas Purse Seine Fishing
Association

honda@kaimaki.or.jp

Mr Tokimura Muneharu

Oversea Fishery Cooperation
Foundation é Japan (OFCF Japan)
tokimura@ofcf.or.jp

Mr Fujiwara Shuniji

Oversea Fishery Cooperation
Foundation of Japan (OFCF Japan)
roku.pacific@gmail.com

Mr ArisatoEiichi

Oversea Fishery Cooperation
Foundation of Japan (OFCF Japan)
arisato@ofct.or.jp

Mr Kitazawa Taku

Oversea Fishery Cooperation
Foundation of Japan (OFCF Japan)
kitazawa @ ofcf.or.jp

Mr Takeda Ryuiji
Oversea Fishery Cooperation
Foundation of Japan (OFCF Japan)

takeda@ofcf.or.jp

Mr Ota Hajime

Oversea Fishery Cooperation
Foundation of Japan (OFCF Japan)
ota@ofcf.or.jp

Kenya

Head of Delegation

Mr Daniel Mungai

State Department of Fisheries,
Aquaculture and Blue Economy
karemeri@gmail.com

Alternate

Ms Lucy Obungu
StateDepartment of Fisheries,
Agquaculture and Blue Economy
Lucyobungu@yahoo.com

Advisor (s)

Ms Elizabeth Mueni

State Department for Fisheries,
Agquaculture and the Blue
Economy
emuenibf@yahoo.com

Ms Mwaka Barabara

State Department for Fisheries,
Aquaculture and the Blue
Economy
barabaraside@gmail.com

Mr Stephen Ndegwa

State Department for Fisheries,
Agquaculture and the Blue
Econony
ndegwafish@yahoo.com

Mr Benedict Kiilu

State Department for Fisheries,
Aquaculture and the Blue
Economy

kiilub@yahoo.com

Mr Rodrick Kundu

State Department foFisheries,
Aquaculture and the Blue
Economy
rodkundu@yahoo.com

Ms Susan Imende

State Department for Fisheries,
Aquaculture and the Blue
Economy
susanimende@yahoo.com

Ms Beatrice Akunga
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State Department for Fisheries,
Aquaculture and the Blue
Economy
bghettuba@yahoo.com

Ms Ann Nyokabi

State Department for Fisheries,
Aquaculture and the Blue
Economy
nyokabih@gmail.com

KOREA, REPUBLIC OF

Head of Delegation

Mr Sungtaek Oh

Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
republicofkorea@korea.kr

Alternate
Mr llkang Na
Ministry of Oceans anBisheries

ikna@korea.kr

Mr Sung Il Lee

National Institute of Fisheries
Science
k.sungillee@gmail.com

Mr Jung hyun Lim
National Institute of Fisheries
Science

jhliml@korea.kr

Mr Taehoon Won

Korea Overseas Fisheries
Cooperation Center
4indamorning@kofci.org

Mr Yoo Jiho
Fisheries Monitoring Center,
Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries

fmc2104@korea.kr

Mr Kim Taerin
Fisheries Monitoring Center,
Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries

shararak@korea.kr

Mr Byung Gun Kim
Dongwon Industries Co., Ltd.
bkkim67@dongwon.com

Mr Deuk Hwa Kong
Dongwon Industries Co., Ltd.
rhdemr01@dongwon.com

Mr Jung Hoon Hwang
Dong Won fisheries Co.,Ltd.

jhh@dwsusan.com

Mr Jinseok Park
Sajo Industries co.,Itd
goodtime9@sajo.co.kr

Mr Seung hyun Choo
Sajo Industries co.,ltd
shc1980@saj.co.kr

Mr Deoklim Kim
Sajo Industries co.,Itd

liam@sajo.co.kr

Mr Chanwon Jo
Sajo Industries co.,Itd

cwjo@sajo.co.kr

Mr Bongjun Choi
Korea Overseas Fisheries
Association

bj@kosfa.org

Mr Sangjin Baek
Korea Overseas Fisheries
Association

sjbaek@kosfa.org

Madagascar

Head of Delegation

Mr Desire Tilahy
Andrianaranintsoa

Ministere de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
maep.sg@gmail.com

Alternate

Mr Etienne Bemanaja
Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
maep.dgpa@gmail.com

Advisor (s)

Mr Njaka Ratsimanarisoa
Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche

njakka@gmail.com

Mr Mahefa Randriamiarisoa
Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
ranmahefa@yahoo.fr

Mr Yacinthe Razafimandimby
Advisor Ministére de
I'Agriculture, de I' Elevage et de la
Péche

ray_razya@yahoo.fr

Mr Fanazava Rijasoa
Ministére del'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
rijafanazava@yahoo.fr

Ms Donna Leslie Joachim
Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
joachimdonnaleslie@yahoo.fr

Mr Aina Rasamizafy
Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
ainarasamizafy@gmail.com

Mr Andrianaivonavalona
Rakotoniaina

Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevageet de la Péche
cspmprh@madagascascs
peche.mg

Mr Sedera Ramahefalala
Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
sedera.ramahefala@gmail.com

Mr Solofo Andry
Randriamanantena

Ministere de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
tanjonaaloha@gmail.com

Mr Lova Antoine
Rasolomampionona

Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et déa Péche
lovastat.mrhp@gmail.com

Ms Angeline Rasoa

Ministére de I'Agriculture, de I
Elevage et de la Péche
henriet4angel@gmail.com

Malaysia

Head of Delegation

Mr Wan Muhammad Aznan bin
Abdullah

Department of Fisheries
wmaznan.dof@21govuc.gov.my

Alternate

Mr Sallehudin Jamon
Department of Fisheries
sallehudinjamon@dof.gov.my

Advisor (s)
Mr Arthur Besther Sujang
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Department of Fisheries
arthur@dof.gov.my

Mr Mohammad khalilul Ridha
Abd. Ghani
Department of Fisheries

khalil@dof.gov.my

Ms Nor Azlin Mokhtar
Department of Fisheries
nor_azlin@dof.gov.my

Mr Chai Chuan Jian
Department of Fisheries
chaichuanjian@mafi.gov.my

Maldives

Head of Delegation

Mr. Adam Ziyad

Ministry of Fisheries, Marine
Resources and Agriculture
adam.ziyad@fishagri.gov.mv

Alternate

Mr. Hussain Sinan

Ministry of Fisheries, Marine
Resources and Agriculture

hsinan@gmail.com

Advisor (s)

Ms. Aminath Lubna

Ministry of Fisheries, Marine
Resources and Agriculture
aminath.lubna@fishagri.gov.mv

Mr. Ahmed Shifaz

Ministry of Fisheries, Marine
Resources and Agriculture
ahmed.shifaz@fishagri.gov.mv

Ms. Munshidha Ibrahim

Ministry of Fisheries, Marine
Resources and Agriculture
munshidha.ibrahim@fishagri.gov.
mv

Mr. Hussain Zameel

Ministry of Fisheries, Marine
Resources and Agriculture
hussein.zameel@fishagri.gov.mv

Ms. Maleeha Haleem

Ministry of Fisheries, Marine
Resources and Agriculture
maleeha.haleem@fishagri.gov.mv

Ms. Hawwa Raufath

Ministry of Fisheries, Marine
Resources and Agriculture
raufath.nizar@fishagri.gov.mv

Mr. Mohamed Ahusan

Maldives Marine Research
Institute
mohamed.ahuan@mmri.gov.mv

Mr. Mohamed Shimal

Maldives Marine Research
Institute
mohamed.shimal@mmri.gov.mv

Mr. Umar Jamaal

Maldives Seafood Processors and
Exporters Association
umar@oseafood.com

Ms. Shafin Ahmed
Bigfish Maldives
shafin@bigfish.mv

Mr. Hussain Afeef
Ensis Fisheries Pvt Ltd
hussain@ensisgup.com

Mauritius

Head of Delegation

Mr. Virendra. K.Daby

Ministry of Blue Economy, Marine
Resources, Fisheries

vdaby@govmu.org

Alternate

Mr Jagdish Dharamcharikbonijul
Permanent Mission of the
Republic oMauritius to the
United Nations
jkoonjul@yahoo.com

Advisor (s)

Mr. D.Norungee

Ministry of Blue Economy, Marine
Resources, Fisheries
dnorungee@gmail.com

Ms. ShiuChing Young Kim Fat
Minister Counselor
syoungkim-fat@govmu.org

Ms. Annabelle Ombrassine
Principal State Counsel
aombrasine@govmu.org

Mr Rajnish Amabewtohul
First Secretary
rsewtohul@govmu.org

Ms. Meera Koonjul

Ministry of Blue Economy, Marine
Resources, Fisheries
mkoonjul@govmu.org

Mr Subhas Chandra Bauljeewon
Ministry of Blue Economy, Marine
Resources, Fisheries
sbauljeewon@govmu.org

Mrs Clivy Lim Shung

Ministry of Blue Economy, Marine
Resources, Fisheries
cliviim@yahoo.com

Mr Drishty Ramdenee
Ocean Economy, Economic
Development Board
drishty@edbmauritius.org

Mrs. Lilowtee Rajmudooseery
MEXA
lilowtee@mexa.intnet.mu

Ms. Veronique Garrioch
Advisor IBL Seafood
vgarrioch@iblseafood.com

Mr. Andrew Conway
IBL Seafood
andrew.conway@princes.co.uk

Mozambique

Head of Delegation

Mr Xavier Munjovo

Ministry of the Sea, Inland Waters
and Fisheries
Xmunjovo@mimaip.gov.mz

Alternate

Ms Felismina Antia

National Directoate of Fisheries
Polices
afelismina@yahoo.com

Advisor (s)

Mr Jorge Mafuca

Advisor National Fisheries
Research Institute
jorgemafuca@gmail.com

Ms LeonidChimarizene
National Directorate of
Operations
leonidmz@gmail.com

Mr Cassamo Junior
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National Fisheries Administration
cassamo.hassane@gmail.com

Ms Lucinda Mangue
National Fisheries Administration
lucindamangue@gmail.com

Mr Galhardo Naene
National Fisheries Administration
gnaene@gmail.com

Oman

Head of Delegation

Mr Abdul Aziz Marzougqi

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries,
Wealth and Water Resources
aa.almarzougi@ymail.com

Alternate

Mr Al Mutassim Al Habsi
Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries,
Wealthand Water Resources
muatasim4@hotmail.com

Pakistan

Head of Delegation

Mr Farhan Khan

Ministry of Maritime Affairs
farhankhan704@gmail.com

Philippines

Head of Delegation

Mr Benjamin Felipe S. Tabios
Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
btabios@bfar.da.gov.ph

Alternate

Mr Rafael V. Ramiscal

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
rv_ram55@yahoo.com

Advisor (s)

Mr Sammy Malvas

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
rdsambfar4a@gmail.com

Mr Michael Andayog

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
mikeandayog@gmail.com

Mr Peter Erick Cadapan

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
pedangs@yahoo.com

Ms Jennifer Viron

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
jennyviron@gmail.com

Mr Marlo Demaeos

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
mbdemoos@gmail.com

Ms Beverly San Juan

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
beyesanjuan@gmail.com

Mr Isidro Tanangonan

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
sidtango.bfar@gmail.com

Ms Maria Joy Mabanglo

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resource
mj.mabanglo@gmail.com

Seychelles

Head of Delegation
Mr. Roy Clarisse
Ministry of Fisheries

rclarisse @gov.sc

Alternate

Mr. Vincent Lucas
Seychelles Fishinguthority
vlucas@sfa.sc

Advisor (s)

Mr. Philippe Michaud

Ministry of Fisheries
Philippe.michaud@statehouse.go
V.SC

Mr. Nichol Elizabeth
Seychelles Fishing Auttity
ceo@sfa.sc

Ms. Sheriffa Morel
Ministry of Fisheries
sheriffamorel@gov.sc

Ms Stephanie Radegonde
Ministry of Fisheries
sradegonde@gov.sc

Mr. Yannick Roucou
Seychelles Fishing Authority

yroucou@sfa.sc

Mr. Johnny Louys
Seychelles Fishing Authority

jlouys@sfa.sc

Mr Tony Lazazara
ThaiUnion
Tony.Lazazzara@thaiunion.com

Mr. Julien Marques
Hartswater Ltd
Julen@echebastar.co

Mr. lan Scott
Hartswater Ltd
ianroyscott@yahoo.com

Mr. Howard Tan
Deep Sea Fisheries
howard.tan2@gmail.com

Mr. Steve Lin
Deep Sea Fisheries
Yhsl1011@gmail.com

Mr. Anthony Savy
Aquarius shipping
anthony.savy@aquarius.sc

Mr. Selwyn Edmond

INPESCA
Selwyn.edmond@seawardcoltd.c
om

Mr. Beatty Hoareau
Fishermen Boat Owners
Association
beatty.hoarau@gmail.com

Mr. Peter Purvis
Hunt Deltel
Legal@huntdeltel.com

Mr. Imanol Loinaz
Imanol.Loinaz@albacora.es

Mr. Alfonso Beitia
Ab.Lachaga@albacora.es

Mr. Jon Ander Etxebarria
cubyper@inpesca.com

Mr. Borja Soroa
borjasoroa@pevesa.es

Somalia
Absent
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South Africa

Head of Delegation

Mr Mandisile Mgoqi

Department of Forestry, Fisheries
and Environment
mandisile.mqogi@gmail.com

Alternate

Mr Qayiso Mketsu

Department of Forestry, Fisheries
and Environment
QMketsu@environment.gov.za

Advisor (s)

Mr Thembalethu Vico
Department of Forestry, Fisheries
and Environment
TVico@environment.gov.za

Mr Thabiso Maratsane
Department of Forestry, Fisheries
and Environment
TMaratsane@environment.gov.za

Ms Marisa Kashorte

Department of Forestry, Fisheries
and Environment
mkashorte@environment.gov.za

Mr Buyekezwa Mamaila
Department of Forestry, Fisheries
and Environment
BMamaila@environment.gov.za

Sri Lanka

Head of Delegation

Mr Dammika Ranathunga
Ministry of Fisheries
dhammikadsr@yahoo.com

Alternate

Mrs Kalyani Hewapathirana
Department of Fisheries & Aquatic
Resources
hewakal2012@gmail.com

Advisor (s)

Mr Marcus Malikage

Department of Fisheries & Aquatic
Resources

mmallikage67 @gmail.com

Mr M.M Ariyarathne

Department of Fisheries & Aquatic
Resources

mma_fi@yahoo.com

Mr Nuwan Gunawardane

Department of Fisheries & Aquatic
Resources
nuwan.dfar@gmail.com

Mr Sisira Haputhantri
Research and Development
Agency
sisirahaputhantri@yahoo.com

Mr Steve Creech
Pelagikos pvt Itd
steve@pelagikos.lk

S.J. Kahawatte

Department of Fisheries & Aquatic
Resources
siksusantha@yahoo.com

Sudan
Absent

TanzaniaRepublic of

Head of Delegation

Mr Rashid A. Tamatamah
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
rashid.tamatamah@uvuvi.go.tz

Mr Aboud S. Jumbe
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
aboud.jumbe@gmail.com

Alternate

Mr Emmanuel A. Sweke
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
emmanuel.sweke@dsfa.go.tz

Advisor (s)

Mr Emmanuel M. Bulayi
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
emmabulayi@gmail.com

Mr Salum S. Hamed
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
salumhus@gmail.com

Mr Ameir H. Mshenga
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
haidarameir@gmail.com

Ms Esther MUL Vila
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
esther.mulyila@uvuvi.go.tz

Mr Abass M. Juma
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
abass.juma@njgo.tz

Ms Mariam Ntuah

Deep Sea Fishing Authority
mariam.ntuah@nje.go.tz

Mr Christian A. Nzowa
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
christiannzowa@gmail.com

Mr Juma 0. Haji
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
changaaweni@gmail.com

Mr Shunula P. Shunula
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
pshunula20@gmail.com

Mr Daniel P. Kawiche
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
bababelinda07@gmail.com

Mr Hakimu Matola
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
matolakim@gmail.com

Mr Silvanus N. Mbukwah
Deep Sea Fishing Authority
mwakawakibali@gmail.com

Thailand

Head of Delegation

Mr Bancha Sukkaewas
Department of Fisheries
banchas@fisheries.go.th

Alternate

Ms Sampan Panjarat
Department of Fisheries
spanjarat@yahoo.com

Advisor (s)

Mr Piyachoke Sinanun
Department of Fisheries
platalay@gmail.com

Mr Pavarot Noranarttragoon
Department of Fisheries
pavarotn@gmail.com

Mr Sarayoot Boonkumjad
Department of Fisheries
sboonkumjad@yahoo.com

Mr Aekkarat Wongkeaw
Department of Fisheries
aekfish@hotmail.com

Ms Thanyalak Ratanadilok Na
Phuket

Department of Fisheries
trthanya@gmail.com

tF 3 HH


mailto:mandisile.mqoqi@gmail.com
mailto:QMketsu@environment.gov.za
mailto:TVico@environment.gov.za
mailto:TMaratsane@environment.gov.za
mailto:mkashorte@environment.gov.za
mailto:BMamaila@environment.gov.za
mailto:dhammikadsr@yahoo.com
mailto:hewakal2012@gmail.com
mailto:mmallikage67@gmail.com
mailto:mma_fi@yahoo.com
mailto:nuwan.dfar@gmail.com
mailto:sisirahaputhantri@yahoo.com
mailto:steve@pelagikos.lk
mailto:sjksusantha@yahoo.com
mailto:rashid.tamatamah@uvuvi.go.tz
mailto:aboud.jumbe@gmail.com
mailto:emmanuel.sweke@dsfa.go.tz
mailto:emmabulayi@gmail.com
mailto:salumhus@gmail.com
mailto:haidarameir@gmail.com
mailto:esther.mulyila@uvuvi.go.tz
mailto:abass.juma@nje.go.tz
mailto:mariam.ntuah@nje.go.tz
mailto:christiannzowa@gmail.com
mailto:changaaweni@gmail.com
mailto:pshunula20@gmail.com
mailto:bababelinda07@gmail.com
mailto:matolakim@gmail.com
mailto:mwakawakibali@gmail.com
mailto:banchas@fisheries.go.th
mailto:spanjarat@yahoo.com
mailto:platalay@gmail.com
mailto:pavarotn@gmail.com
mailto:sboonkumjad@yahoo.com
mailto:aekfish@hotmail.com
mailto:trthanya@gmail.com

I0TC2021cS25R[E]

Ms Jariya Jiwapibantanakit
Department of Fisheries
jriyaya@hotmail.com

Mr Weerapol Thitipongtrakul
Department of Fisheries
weerapol.t@gmail.com

Ms Jaruwan Songphatkaew
Department of Fisheries
conyakkee@gmail.com

Ms Chutima Sittiwong
Department of Fisheries
chusittiwong@gmail.com

Ms Sawitre Yawanopas
Department of Fisheries
sawitre_yawa@hotmail.com

Ms Tirabhorn Yothakong
Department of Fisheries
tirabhorn@gmail.com

Ms Chonticha Kumyoo
Department of Fisheries
chonticha.dof@gmail.com

Ms Thitirat Rattanawiwan
Department of Fisheries

Séneégal

Mr Mamdou Seye

Direction des Péches maritimes
mdseye@gmail.com

Agreement on the Conservation
of Albatrosses and Petrels

Dr Christine Bogle
christine.bogle@acap.ac

Blue Marine Foundation
Ms Jessica Rattle
jess@bluemanefoundation.com

Mr Guillermo Gomez
gomezhall@gmail.com
Blue Resources Trust

Mr Daniel Fernando
daniel@blueresources.org

Earthworm Foundation
Ms Florie Hovine
f.loth@earthworm.org

milky gm@hotmail.com

Ms Supaporn Samosorn
Department of Fisheries
regis_dof@hotmail.co.th

United Kingdom

Head of Delegation

Ms Jess Keedy

Department for Environment,
Food and Ruraffairs
Jess.Keedy@defra.gov.uk

Alternate

Mr Marc Owen

Department for Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs
marc.owen@defra.gov.uk

Advisor (s)

Mr HarrySampson
Department for Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs
harry.sampson@defra.gov.uk

Ms Charlotte Wicker
Department for Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs
charlotte.wicker@defra.gov.uk

Mr Luke Townley

Liberia
Absent

OBSERVER

Ms Jeanne Delor
j.delor@earthworm.org

Earth Island Institute
Ms Jacqueline Sauzier
jsauzier@earttsland.org

Greenpeace
Mr Francois Chartier
francois.chartier@greenpeace.org

Ms Louisa Casson
louisa.casson@dgreenpeace.org

Mr Will McCallum
will.mccallum@aqreenpeace.org

Global Tuna Alliance
Mr Tom Pickerell

Department for Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs
Luke.Townley@defra.gov.uk

Mr Chris Mees
MRAG Ltd
c.mees@mrag.co.uk

Mr Stuart Reeves

Centre for Environment, Fisheries
and Aquaculture Science
stuart.reeeves@cefas.gov.uk

Ms Serena Wright

Centre for Environment, Sheries
and Aquaculture Science
serena.wright@cefas.co.uk

Mr Ziya Hakki

Foreign, Commonwealth and
Development Office
Ziya.Hakki@fcdo.gov.uk

Mr Stephen Hilton

Foreign, Commonwealth and
Development Office
Stephen.Hilton@fcdo.gov.uk

Yemen
Absent

COOPERATING N@ONTRACTING PARTY

tom@globaltunaalliance.com

International Commission for the
Conservation ofAtlantic Tunas
Mr Camille Jean Pierre Manel
camille.manel@iccat.int

Ms Jenny Cheatle
jenny.cheatle@iccat.int

Indian Ocean Commission

Mr TianaRandriambola
I0CMonitoring, Control and
Surveillance Expert of the Ecofish
Programme
tiana.randriambola@ceibc.org

Mr Jude Talma
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Monitoring, Control and
Surveillance Expert of the Ecofish
Programme
ecofish.tat.jude@incatemaconsult

Ing.es

Mr Mauree Daroomalingum
d.mauree@caioc.org

International Pole and Line
Foundation

Mr Martin Purves
martin.purves@ipnlf.org

Mr John Burton
john.burton@ipnlf.org

Mr Roy Bealey
roy.bealey@ipnlf.org

Mr Shiham Adam
shiham.adam@ipnlf.org

Mr Valentin Schatz
v.j.schatz@gmail.com

Ms Linda Wood
Linda.Wood@markand

spencer.com

Ms Amanda Hamilton
ahamilton@trimarinegroup.com

Ms Angelina Ton
angelinatan@trimarinegroup.com

International Seafood
Sustainability Foundation
Mr Hilario Murua
hmurua@isgoundation.org

Ms Holly Koehler
koehler@isgoundation.org

Mr Michael Cohen
mcohen@isgoundation.org

Key Traceability
Mr Tom Evans
t.evars@keytraceability.com

Marine Stewardship Council MSC
Dr Andrew Gordon
Andrew.Gordon@msc.org

Mr Alberto Martin
Alberto.Martin@msc.org

The Pew Charitable Trusts

Mr Glen Holmes
gholmes@pewtrusts.org

Ms Kristine Beran
kberan@pewtrusts.org

Ms Raiana McKinney
rmckinney@pewtrusts.org

Mr Robin Davies
rdavies@pewtrusts.org

Ms Laura Eeles
leeles@pewtrusts.org

Mr Ashley Wilson
awilson@pewtrusts.org

Ms Dawn Borg Costanzi
dborgcostanzi@pewtrusts.org

Mr Nils Courcy  Advisor
fishconsult.bxl@gmail.com

Sustainable Fisheries Partnership
Mr Geoff Tingley
geoff.tingley@sustainablefish.org

Ms Alexia Morgan
alexia.morgan@sustainablefish.or
g

ShakProject
Ms Iris Ziegler
i.ziegler@sharkproject.org

Southern Indian Ocean Fisheries
Agreement

Mr Thierry Clot
thierry.clot@siofa.org

Mr Pierre Peries
pierre.peries@siofa.org

Mr Thibault Pivetta
thibault.pivetta@siofa.org

Sustainable Indian Ocean Tuna
Initiative

Mr Jan Robinson

Coordinator of SIOTI
janrobinson71@gmail.com

Mr Chris Shearlock
Princes
Chris.Shearlock@princes.co.uk

Mr Francisco Leotte
Thai Union Europe
Francisco.Leotte@thaiunion.com

Sustainable Fisheries and
Communities Trust

Mr John Burton
John.burton@sustainablefisheries
andcommunitiestrust.org

Mr SarahEames
sarah.eames@worldwisefoods.co.
uk

South West Indian Ocean
Fisheries Commission

Mr Emmanuel Bulayi
emmabulayi@gmail.com

Mr Vasco Schmidt
Vasco.Schmidt@fao.org

Ms Dulce Panguana
dulce.panguana@fao.org

The Ocean Foundation
Ms Shana Miller
smiller@oceanfdn.org

Mr Ignacio Fresco Vanzini
International Fisheries
Conservation
i.frescovanzini@gmail.com

United States of America (USA)
Mr Bryan Keller

International Affairs and Seafood
Inspection
bryan.keller@noaa.gov

Mr Raymond P. Clarke
BumbleBee SeaFoods
Ray.clarke@bumblebee.com

WorldWide Fund for Nature
Dr Antonia Leroy
WWFBelgium
aleroy@wwf.eu

Mr Umair Shahid
WWFMozambique
ushahid@wwf.org.pk

Ms Adriana Fabra
WWFItaly
tuna@wwf.it

Ms Dora Dabizzi
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WWFItaly
d.dabizzi@wwi.it

Mr Dresy Lovasoa
WWFMadagascar

Idresy@wwf.m
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APPENDIZ.
AGENDA OF THEBTHSESSION OF THMDIANOCEANITUNA COMMISSION

o g RN

10.
11.
12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

LETTERS OF CREDENTIALS

ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE SESSION

UPDATE ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF DECISIONS OF THE COMMISSION IN 2020 (S24)

AMENDMENTS TO THE IOTC PROCEDURES
Finalisation of a permanent procedure to select the Executive Secretary (Chairperson of the small
group)

REPORT OF THE SPECIAL SESSION OF THE COMMISSION

REPORT OF THE SCIENTIFIC COMMITTEE

DISCUSSION ON CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT PROPOSALS
REPOR OF THE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ON MANAGEMENT PROCEDURES
REPORT OF THE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA

REPORT OF THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

12.1. Overview of the CoC18 Report

12.2. Adoption of the List of IUU Vessels

12.3. Requests for accession to the status of Cooperating@ontracting Party

CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES
13.1. Current Conservation and Management Measures that include a reference to the years 2020 or
13.2. Review of objections received under Articie3 of the IOTC Agreement

REPORT OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE
14.1. Overview of the SCAF18 Rep@@CAF Chairperson)

14.2. Adoption of the Programme of Work and Budget of the Commission

14.3. Schedule of meetings for 202023

ANY OTHER BUSINESS

15.1. Cooperation with other organisations and institutions

15.2. Participation of the United Kingdom as a coastal Statd@sh & & . L h ¢ ¢

15.3. Implementation of paragraph 6 of the UNGA Resolution 73/F38)

15.4. Date and place of the 965ession of the Commission and the meetings of its associated subsidiary
in 2022

ELECTIONS OF THE CHAIRPERSON ANIHXIBREERSONS OF THE COMMISSION
16.1. Election of the IOTC Chairperson
16.2. Election of 2 IOTC Vi€ghairpersons

ADOPTION OF THE REPORTHEFR25th SESSION OF THE COMMISSION
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APPENDIS.
LIST OEDOCUMENTS
Document Title
I0TG2021-S2%01a Provisionahgenda for S2(vBApril).
I0TG2021-S2%01b Provisionahgenda for S2(vOMay).
I0TG2021-S2%,01c Provisional agenda for SRgJune)
I0TG2021-S2%,02 Progress on the requests for action made to the Secretariat.

Regarding the development of a proposal for a permanent procedure to s

I0TC2021:52503 Revl the Executive Secretary

Regarding the development of a proposal for a permanent procedure to s

10TE2021-52%03_add]_revl the Executive Secretary

Conservation and management measures that include a reference to the

IOTGE2021-S25,04 20200r 2021

I0TC2021-S2%,05 Review of objectionseceived under Article IX.5 of the IOTC Agreement
Proposed Letter of Intent between the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (

I0TC2021:52%06 and the Southern Indian Ocean Fisheries Agreement (SIOFA)

I0TG2021-S2%,07 Implementation of paragraph 6 ¢fie UNGA Resolution 73/246A0)

I0TG2021-S2%,08 Additional information related to théOTCprovisionallUUvessels list

I0TG2021-S25PropA_Revl Revised Proposalt Sea Transhipment Programme (Indonesia) cf R6619

I0TG2021-S25PropB_Revl On the conservation of cetaceans (Rep. of Korea) cf R&$13

On an interim plan for rebuilding the Indian Ocean yellowfin tuna stock in

I0TC2021-525PropC_Rev2 IOTC area of competence (European Union) cf Re@$19

On harvest control rules for skipjack tuna in the IOTC area of compet

I0TC2021-525PropD (European Union) cf ResD@

On management of fish aggregating devices in the IOTC area of compe

|0TC2021-525PropE_Rev2 (Kenya et al) cf ResT®2 Withtrack changes

On management of fish aggregating devices in the IOTC area of compe

|0TC2021-525PropF_Rev2 (Kenya et al) cf ResT® clean

On an interim plan for rebuilding the Indian Ocean yellowfin tuna stock in

|0TE2021-525Pr0pG_Rev2 IOTC eea of competence (Maldives et al) cf Re€119

Reference documents

Statement01 China
Statement02 Mauritius
Statement03 Mauritius
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Document Title
Statement04 Mauritius
Statement05 United Kingdom
Statement06 Mauritius
Statement07 UnitedKingdom

Relevantreports from other meetings

I0T€2021cCoC18R Report of the 18 session of the IOTC Compliance Committee.

I0T@2021cSCAFIGR Repor_t of the 18 session of the IOTC Standing Committee on Administrg
and Finance.

I0TG2021cTCACOTR Report of the 7th session of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criter|

I0TEG202;SC28R Report of the 2% Session of the IOTC Scientific Committee

I0TC202 - TCMPOR Report of the # session of the Technical Committee on Managem
Procedures

IOTC2021-SS4R Report of the # Special Session of the IOTC

NGO Statements

I0TG2021-S25INFO1

International Seafood Sustainability Foundation position statement

I0TG2021-S25INF02

Global Tuna Alliance statement

I0TG2021-S25INFO3

Global Tuna Alliance report on juvenile yellowfin tuna catches

I0TC2021-S25INF0O4

ThePewCharii 6t S ¢NHzaGaQ {dlGdSYSyi

I0TC2021-S25INFO5

WWEF statement

I0TG2021-S25INFO6

Earthworm statement

I0TG2021-S25INFO7

Blue Marine Foundation & International Pole and Line Foundation statem

I0TGC2021-S25INFO8

Collaborative supply chain letter

I0TG2021-S25INF09

Position Statement from the Indian Ocean tuna and large pelagpcgline

I0TGC2021-S25INF10

Oceana, PEW, WWF policy bifigfl IUU coalition

I0TG2021-S25INF11

Key Traceability Statement

I0TG2021-S25INF12

Joint NGOstatement

IOTG2021-S25INF13

Sustainable Indian Ocean Tuna Initiative statement

IOTG2021-S25INF14

Lettre Plaidoyer groupe CASINO
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APPENDIX.
ADOPTED PROCEDURE FOR THE SELECTION AND APPOINTMEDT GEXEGE TIVEECRETARY

1. Appendix Il of the IOTC Rules of Procedure

1)  Within 30days following a request from the IOTC Chairperson to commence a recruitment process, a Vacand
Announcement will be drafted by FAO technical departments in consultation with the IOTC Chairperson, with
support of the Office for Human Resources (CSH).

2) The Vacancy Announcement will be issued and posted for at least 46 days unless the IOTC requests longer.
will publish the Vacancy Announcement on the FAO website and the IOTC will publish it on its website and b
Circular, and share the advertisemenith other RFMOs and relevant organisations.

3) A first review and screening of candidates is undertaken by CSH based on the minimum criteria and qualifica
set out in the Vacancy Announcement.

3)bis ** The list of candidates prepared after the provisional first review by CHS in paragraph 3 shall be provided tg
IOTC for its internal review and nomination of five preferred candidates for consideration by the interview par
prepare a shortlist pursant to paragrapht .

4) A second review will be undertaken by the offices of the relevant Deputy Dir&staeral and the relevant Directo
(D2) and three representatives of the Members of the IOTC to establish a shortlist of candidates for idtérkiw,
interview shortlist must contain at least seven candidates including at least one female candidate. If there is 1
female candidate in the shortlist, the Panel Report must contain a justification. If the interview shortlist does
contain seven candidas, the Report must contain a justification.

5) An Interview Panel will be established, and composed of:

a) The relevant Deputy Direct@eneral or Director (D2);
b) Two Senior FAO officers;

c) Three representatives of the Members of the I®Bad
d) oneexternal member, to be selected by the Interview Panel from among three candidates proposed by C

e) One representative of CSH. The role of the CSH representative is to offer administrative support to the ¢
He/She will not be involved in intervievgror assessing the candidates.

6) Interviews of shortlisted candidates will be conducted by the Interview Panel which will prepare a report. The
Report will identify a minimum of 3 and a maximum of 5 qualified candidates. If there is no femaleatandid
selected at this stage, the Panel Report must contain a justification.

7) Both the shortlist of candidates for interview as well as the three to five candidates submitted to the Birector
General will be compiled with due regard to gender gedgraphic balance in line with the policy of the
Organization. If this balance is not achieved, the Panel Report must contain a justification.

8) The Panel Report will be submitted for consideration by the DireGtemeral.

9) Reference checks will be uedaken by CSH.

10) The DirectostGeneral will identify one proposed candidate for appointment, whose name and curriculum vitae
be referred to the IOTC for approval in accordance with the provisions of the IOTC Agreement. The name an
curriculum vitaewill be transmitted to the IOTC Chairperson within ten weeks of the closure of the Vacancy
Announcement.

11) Upon approval of the Body, an offer will be issued to the candidate. Should there bappooval, the Directer
General will propose to the Bodyather candidate recommended for appointment.

12) Upon acceptance, the Direct@eneral will appoint the candidate.

The representatives of the IOTC Commission shall be the Chairperson ai@h¥igeersons of the Commission unless
otherwise decided by th€OTC Commission.
2As above.

*x The IOTC adopted above recruitment procedure, Appendix Il of its Rules of Procedure. In doing so, the 10T(
changes from the procedure adopted in 2020 as proposed by the FAO but requested the additional paragrap
(shown as para&bis) be consideredHowever, recognising the need to reach agreement on this matter, the 10T]
agreed that if the FAO is unable to acctpsy S¢ LJ NI INJ LIKX GKS Lh¢/ g2dzZ R
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2. Adopted amendments to Rule V and Ruleokthe IOTC Rules of Procedure

Additional text shaded in blue. Deletions as marked.

RULE V: THE SECRETARIAT

The Executive Secretary of the Commission shall be elected by the Commission and appointed b dhnei(
in accordance with the procedure set out at Appendikhé three IOTC representatives referred to in Append
shall be the IOTC Chairperson and two Mbairpersons, unless otherwise decided by the Commission. Thes¢
representatives shall conduct themselves impartially and consult members of the Commission with the obje
ensuring an IOTC view is represented throughout the recruitment process. The three IOTC representati
request the list of candidates @pared after the first provisional review pursuant to paragraph 3 of Anne
completed for internal review by the IOTC. The three IOTC representatives shall ensure that the list of ¢
candidates is circulated to Heads of Delegations for at [8@slays after applications have closed. The Heag
Delegations shall be invited to rank their top 5 candidates in order of preference using a point score of five
with 5 being the most preferred candidate, within 30 days of receiving the applicatrom the IOTC Chairpersdg
The rankings shall be transmitted to the Executive Secretary and he/she shall collate the results and identify
5 candidates overall based on the highest aggregate scores from the rankings received. The Commiisbm®
advised of the outcome of the ranking and the names of the top 5 candidates shall be conveyed by tk
representatives to the rest of the interview panel for consideration in the shortlisting process referred
paragraph 4 of Annex I.

V.2 bis. Upon receiving the name of the proposed candidate from the DireGtmeral in accordance wit
paragraph 10of the procedure set out in Appendix Il of theBeiles of Procedure, the IOTC Chairperson
transmit the name and curriculum vitae to th @ TC Commission for approval in accordance with Articles VI(2
VIII(1) of the IOTC Agreement and Rule X(4) of these IOTC Rules of Procedure. If the candidate does n¢
majority of the votes cast, the IOTC Chairperson shall request the Di@etmral to propose another candidat
to the Commission, in accordance with paragraph 11 of Appendix II.

RULE X/OTING ARRANGEMENTS AND PROCEEDINGS

4, Unless the Commission decides otherwise, voting on matters relating to individuals, including treng
of officers of the Commission and, if applicable, the recommendation regarding the name of the Ex
Secretary to be forwarded to the Direct@eneral for appointment, shall be by secret ballot.

5. Except for the Executive Secretary positisimen o nominee for an office obtains on the first ballof
majority of the votes cast, there shall be taken a second ballot confined to the two candidates obtain
largest number of votes. If the votes are equally divided on the second ballot, as manyg Balhecessar
will be held to determine the elected candidate.

6. Votes cast means votes "in favour" and "against".

7. If the Commrssron is equaIIy divided when a vote is taken on a questron other than an etaddidhe

fepappemtment a second vote and a thrrd vote may be taken at the current Sessron at the request
proposer. If the Commission remains equally divided, the proposal shall naotrtherf considered at the
current Session.
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APPENDIS.
STOCKSTATUSUMMARESFOR THEDTCSPECIE®2020

Temperate and tropical tuna stocksnain stocks being targeted by industrial, and to a lesser exétisanal fisheries throughout the Indian Ocean, both on the high seas and in the EEZ of coastal states.

Stock

Indicators

Albacore

Thunnus
alalunga

Catch 2019:

Average catch 2012019:

MSY (1000 195% Cl)]
Fusy(95% CI):

SBusy(1000 t) (95% ClI

Fa017/Fusv(95% Cl):
SBo17/SB1sv(95% CI):

SBo017SBios0 (95% Cl):

39,876 t

38,365 t

35.7 (27.844.4)
0.21 (0.1950.237)
23.2 (17.629.2)
1.346 (0.5882.171)
1.281 (0.5742.071)

0.262 ¢)

Bigeye tuna

Thunnus
obesus

Catch in 2019;

Average catch 2012019:

MSY (1000 80% Cl):
Fusy(80% CI):

SBusy(1,000 t) (80% ClI

Fo18/Ausy (80% CI):
SBo1sSBusy (80% C|)Z
SBo1¢SB (80% CI):

73,165 t

88,303

87 (75¢ 108)
0.24 (0.18 0.36)
503 (370c 748)
1.20 (0.7 2.05)
1.22 (0.8 1.81)
0.31 (0.21¢ 0.34)

Skipjack tuna

Catch in 2019:

Average catch 2018019 (MT):
Cio%sedMT)(80% CI)

547,248 t
506,555 t
535,964 (461,99%574,536)

1 Considering the alternative purse seilog-associated catch composition for the EU fleet in 2018 as per-20T@WPTT24R[E]

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

Advice to the Commission

A new stock assessment was carried out for albacore in 2019 to ug
the assessment undertaken in 2016.

Although considerable uncertainty remains in the SS3 assess
conducted in 2019, particularly due to the conflicts in key data input
precautionay approach to the management afbacore tuna shoulte
applied. The K2SM indicates that catch reductions are required in @
to prevent the biomass from declining to below MSY levels in the s
term, due to the low recent recruitment levels. Althoughere is
considerable uncertainty in the projections, current catches are excee|
the estimated MSY levés5,700 }.

¢KS ad201 adGlidza Ay NBfFGA2Yy
reference points indicates that the stogknot overfished but issubject
to overfishing

38%

In 2019 a new stockssessment was carried out for bigeye tuna in
IOTC area of competence to update the stock status undertaken in 2

The stock status determination changed qualitatively in 201ao
overfished but subject to overfishing If catches remain a2018 levels
there is a risk of breaching MSY reference points with 58.9% and 6
probability in 2021 and 2028. Maintaining catches of at least 10% b
2018 levels will likely reduce the probabilities of breaching refere]
levels to 49.1% in 2028. Camied monitoring and improvement in dat|
collection, reporting and analyses is required to reduce the uncertain
assessments.

A new stock assessment was carried out for skipjack tuna in 2020
Stock Synthesis with data up to 20Ch the weightof-evidence availablg
in 2020, the skipjack tuna stock is determined to be: (i) above the ado|
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Katsuwonus
pelamis

Gois/ Caonese§80%Cl)
E40%s8¢80% CI)

Ero10/ E40%sa¢80% CI)
SB (MT)(80% Cl)

SBo19(MT)(80% Ct)
SBo%ssdMT)(80% Ct)
SBo%ssdMT)(80% Cl)

SBo1s/ SBO(80% Cl)

SBoig/ SBiowss80% Cl)
SBo1s/ SBusv(80% CI)
MSY (MT}80% CI)

1.02 (0.8%1.18)

0.59 (0.580.66)

0.92 (0.671.21)
1,992,089 (1,691,710
2,547,087)

870,461 (660,4141,253,181)
794,310 (672,8251,019,056)

397,155(336,412509,528)
0.45 (0.380.5)

1.11 (0.951.29)

1.99 (1.472.63)

601,088 (500,134767,012)

MSY (1000 t) (80% C

FMsy(SO% C|)Z

SBusy(1,000 t) (80% ClI

Fo017Fusy(80% Cl):
8501#3343\((80% C|)Z
SBo017/Sh (80% Cl):

Exo19/ Emsv(80%Cl) | 0.48 (0.350.81)
Yellowfin tuna Catch 2019:| 427,240 %
Thunnus Average catch 2012019: | 424,103 ¢
albacares

403 (332436)
0.15 (0.180.17)
1069 (7891387)
1.20 (1.0Q1.71)
0.83 (0.740.97)
0.30 (0.27¢ 0.33)

2 Considering the alternative purse seine-msociated catches for the EU fleet in 2018 as per ZDIGWPTT21R

I0T@2021cS2% R[E]

biomass target reference point; (iot overfished (SBo1s>SBowse); (i)
with fishing mortality below thedopted target fishing mortalitygnd; (iv)
not subject to overfishing (Bo1<Eowss) The catch limit calculateg
applying the HCR specified in Resolution 16/02 is 513,572t for the p
2021 -2023. The SC noted that this catch limit is higher than for
previous periodnotwithstandingregular overshooting of the previou
established catch limitThis is attributed to the new stock assessmg
which estimates a higher productivity of the stock and a higher stock
relative to the target reference point, possibly due to skipjackHitory
characteristics and favourable environmental conditions. Thus, it is |
that the recent catches that have exceeded the limits established for
period 20182020 have been sustained by favourable environme
conditions. Therefore, the Commsisn needs to ensure that catches
skipjack tuna during this periog@021¢ 2023)do not exceed the agree
limit.

No new stock assessment was carried out for yellowfin tuna in 2020,
stock status is determined on the basis of the 2018 assessment and
information presented in 20200n the weighiof-evidence available in
2018 and 2019, the yellowfin tuna stodk determined to remain
overfishedandsubject to overfishing.

The decline in stock status to below MSY reference level is not
understood due to various uncertainties. As a precautionary measure
Commission should ensure that CPCs takeegiéssary action to achiev
the catch reductions in their fleets, as per Res 19/01, to red
overfishing. It is recommended that catches be reduced to a level at
below the CMSY estimate (403, 000 MT) from the 2018 assessment
new information baed on the 2021 stock assessment and its associ
projections are carried out. It is reminded thabf was 20% above the
target reference point.

In the 2018 Scientific Committee a Workplan was developed to adg
the issues identified in the assessmeaview, aimed at increasing th
I2YYAGGiS8SQa lLoAatAGe (2 LINRPOARS
2019 meeting of the Scientific Committee. The workplan starteq
January 2019 which aimed at addressing the issues identified by the
and the extenal reviewer in 2018. The draft workplan is attached
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Appendix 38 of the 2018 Scientific Committee Report (20X8SC21

R). The Commission should ensure that this workplan is budg
appropriately. Despite the progress made to reduce the uncertain
inherent to this assessment, the WPTT agreed that no new K2SM col
provided in 2019 and 2020.

The Commission has an interim plan for the rebuilding the yellowfin st
with catch limitations based on 2014/2015 levels (Resolution 19
which supersedd 17/01 and 18/01). Some of the fisheries subject
catch reductions had fully achieved a decrease in catches in 20
accordance with the levels of reductions specified in the Resolut
however, these reductions were offset by increases in the atdhom
CPCs exempt and some CPCs subject to limitations on their catch
yellowfin tuna (seeAppendix 33 Thus, the total catches of yellowfin

2019 increased by around 5.22% from 20&4els. The Commissio|
should ensure tht any revision of the management measure ¢
effectively achieve any prescribed catch reduction to ensure

effectiveness of the management measure.

Neritic tunas and mackerelThese six species have become as important or more important as the three tropical tuna species (bigeye tuna, skipjadkélioavfin tuna) to most IOTC coastal states. Neritic
tunas and mackerels are caught primarily by coastal fisheries, includiagscale industrial and artisanal fisheries, and are almost always caught within the EEZs of coastal states. Historiealecatch
often reported as aggregates of various species, making it difficult to obtain appropriate data for stock assessifysasa

Advice to the Commission

Stock Indicators 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Bullet tuna Catch 2019:| 22,245t No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for bulle
Auxis rochei Average catch 2012019: | 18,878 t tuna in thelndian Ocean, and due to a lack of fishery data for
MSY (1,000 t) unknown several gears, only preliminary stock status indicators can be usg
Fusv: | unknown {G201 adGlidaAa Ay NBtlLGAz2y G2
Busv(1,000 t): | unknown reference points remaingnknown
BFCU"E”"BTA@ z:llzzgxz For assessed species of neritic tunas iidn Ocean (longtail tuna,
current/=MSY: kawakawa and narrow barred Spanish mackerel), the MSY was
Beurrent/Bo: | unknown

estimated to have been reached between 2009 and 2011 and b
FMSY and BMSY were breached thereafter. Therefore, in the
absence of a stock assessment of bullet tuna & tionihe catches
should be considered by the Commission, by ensuring that futu
catches do not exceed the average catches estimated between
2009 and 2011 (8,870 t). The reference period (22091) was
chosen based on the most recent assessments of thesiic
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species in the Indian Ocean for which an assessment is availab
under the assumption that also for bullet tuna MSY was reacheg
between 2009 and 2011. This catch advice should be maintaine
until an assessment of bullet tuna is available. Considefiat
MS¥based reference points for assessed species can change o
time, the stock should be closely monitored. Mechanisms need
be developed by the Commission to improve current statistics b
encouraging CPCs to comply with their recording and ntépm
requirements, so as to better inform scientific advice

Catch 2019:| 84,738t No quantitative stock assessment is currently available for frigat

Average catch 2012019: | 93,846 t tuna in the Indian Ocean, and due to a lack of fishery data for
MSY (1,000 t) unknown several gears, only preliminary stostiatus indicators can be used,
Fusv: | unknown {0201 adl GdzA Ay N3IB fkvlntl Byreférehce

Bwsy(1,000 t): | unknown points remainsinknown.

BFC“"emQ:'S‘f Ezmgxz For assessed species of neritic tunas in Indian Ocean (longtail t
cBurrent/ ! st: . kawakawa and narrow barred Spanish mackerel), the MSY was
current/Bo- | UNKNOWN estimated to have been reached between 2009 and 2011 and b

FMSY and BMSY were breached thereafter. Therefore, in the
absence of a stock assessment of frigate tuna a limit to the catc
. should be considered by the Commission, by ensuring that futun

Frigate tuna .

Auxis thazard catches do not exceed the average catches e_stlmated between
2009 and 2011 (94,921 t). The reference period (20091) was
chosen based on the most recent assessments of those neritic
species in the Indian Ocean for which an assessment is availab
under theassumption that also for bullet tuna MSY was reached
between 2009 and 2011. This catch advice should be maintaine
until an assessment of frigate tuna is available. Considering that
MS¥based reference points for assessed species can change o
time, the stock should be closely monitored. Mechanisms need t
be developed by the Commission to improve current statistics b
encouraging CPCs to comply with their recording and reporting
requirements, so as to better inform scientific advice

Kawakawa Catch 2019:| 128,042 t 50% A new assessment was carried out in 2020 using the Optimised

Euthynnus affinis Average catch 2018019: | 148,084 t CatchOnly Method (OCOM).

0,
MSY (80% Cf 332:252)924,114 Based on the weightf-evidence available, the kawakawa stock f

Fusv(80% Cl)
Busv(80% CI)

FeurrenvFusy(80% CI)
Bcurrem/BMSY(SO% C|)

0.44 (0.2%0.82)
355,670 (192,08Q
764,530) t

0.98 (0.851.11)
1.13 (0.7§1.58)

the Indian Ocean is classifiedrast overfishedandnot subject to
overfishing.

However, the assessment models rely on catch data, which is
considered to be highly uncertain. The catcR®18(173,367 MT)
was above thehen estimated MSY152,000MT) The available
gillnet CPUE of kawakawa showed a somewhat increasing tren
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although the reliability of the index as abundance indices remair|
unknown. Despite the substantial uncertaintiese tstock is
probably very close to being fished at MSY levels and that highe
catches may not be sustained in the longer term. A precautional
approach to management is recommended

Longtail tuna
Thunnus tonggol

Catch 2019:
Average catcl2015;2019:
MSY (80% CI
Fusy(80% Cl)
Busv(80% ClI)

Fcurrent/FMSY(SO% C|)
Beurren?Bmsy(80% Cl)

107,088 t
133,872t

128,750 (99,902 151,357)
0.32 (0.1% 0.66)

395,460 (129,24Q
751,316)

1.52 (0.75X; 2.87)

0.69 (0.45 1.21)

A new assessment was carried out in 2020 using the Optimised
CatchOnly Method (OCOM).

Based on the weighbf-evidence currently available, the stock is
considered to be botloverfishedand subject to overfishing

The catch in 20181L36,906 MTjvas just below the estimated MSY|
(140,000 MThut the exploitation rate has been increasing over t
last few years, as a result of the declining abundance. Despite t
substantial uncertainties, this suggests that the stock is very clo
to being fished at MSY levels and that higher catches majenot
sustained. A precautionary approach to management is
recommended.

Click here for a full stock status summatypendix 20

Indo-Pacific king
mackerel
Scomberomorus
guttatus

Catch 2018:

Average catch 2012018:
MSY (1,000 t)

Fusy:

Bumsy(1,000 t):

FeurrenyFusy

Beurrent/Busy:

Beurrent/Bo:

42,488 t

44,833 t

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

No new stock assessment for In@acific king mackerel was carrie
out in 2019, thus, the stock status is determined on the basis of
2016assessment when a preliminary assessment was undertak
using catckonly methods techniques (Cat®iSY and OCOM).

Given that no new assessment was undertaken in 2020, the WH
O2yaARSNBR GKFG aitz201 adl ddza
and FMSY targeeference points remaingnknown.

For assessed species of neritic tunas in Indian Ocean (longtail t
kawakawa and narrow barred Spanish mackerel), the MSY was
estimated to have been reached between 2009 and 2011 and b
FMSY and BMSY were breachesrafter. Therefore, in the
absence of a stock assessment of hirixific king mackerel a limit
to the catches should be considered by the Commission, by
ensuring that future catches do not exceed the average catches
between 2009 and 2011 estimated at thime of the assessment
(46,787 t). The reference period (262011) was chosen based or
the most recent assessments of those neritic species in the Indi
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Ocean for which an assessment is available under the assumpti
that also for IndePacific king mackel MSY was reached between
2009 and 2011. This catch advice should be maintained until an
assessment of Ind®acific king mackerel is available. This catch
advice should be maintained until an assessment of HRdoific
king mackerel is available. Congidg that MSYbased reference
points for assessed species can change over time, the stock sh
be closely monitored. Mechanisms need to be developed by the
Commission to improve current statistics by encouraging CPCs
comply with their recording and perting requirements, so as to
better inform scientific advice.

A new assessment was carried out in 2020 using the Optimised

Narrowbarred Catch 2019 152,574 t
CatchOnly Method (OCOM).

Spanish mackerel | Ayerage catch 2018019: | 170,298 t
Scomberomorus

commerson MSY (80% CI] 157,760 (132,14€187,190)
Fusy(80% Cl)] 0.49 (0.250.87)
Busy(80% Cl)] 323,500 (196,26¢692,530)
Feurren{Fusv(80% Cl)| 1.24 (0.652.13)
Beuren?Buisy(80% CI){ 0.80 (0.541.27)

Based on the weightf-evidence available, the stock appears to k
overfishedandsubject to overfishing.

The catch in 208was just below the estimated MSY and the
available Gillnet CPUE show a somewhat increasing trend in req
years although the reliability of the Index as abundance indices
remains unknown. Despite the substantial uncertainties, the sto
is probably very close to being fished at MSY levels anchtbher
catches may not be sustained.

Billfish: The billfish stocks are exploited by industrial and artisanal fisheries throughout the Indian Ocean, both on the higt setedfEZ of coastal states. While marlins and sailfish are not usually targeted
by most fleets, they are caught anetained as byproduct by the main industrial fisheries, and are also important for localiseessalaland artisanal fisheries or as targets in sports and recreational fisheries.

Stock Indicators 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Advice to theScientific Committee
Swordfish Catch2019j oHZcTm U 98% | A new assessment was undertaken in 2020 using stock synthesig
Xiohias gladius Average catch 2018019: oM X T MH (i fisheries data up to 2018. On the weigbftevidence available in 202(
P gladiu MSY (1,000t) (80% C{ o0 caA® the stock is determined to beot overfished and not subject to
Fusy(80% Cl){ n ® 8 a ¢mdpo m 0 overfishing

SBusy(1,000t) (80% CI) p ¢ cO m &
Fo18Fusv(80% CI)| n ® ¢ n ¢odnydonon
SBo1s/SR1sv(80% Cl);f M @ T p gHOGMOPpHLY
SBo1dSBi950(80% Cl);| 1 ®n H ¢odnndrodc

The most recent catches (32,671 MT in 2019) are at approximately
MSY level (33,000 MT). Under the current levels of catchespianening
biomass is projected to remain relatively stable, with a high probabilit
maintaining at or above the SBMSY tfuer longer term. Nevertheless, th
Commission should consider limiting the catches so as not to excee
2018 catch level (30,847 t) to ensure that the probability of exceeding
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Black marlin
Makaira indica

Catch 2019:
Averagecatch 201§2019:
MSY (1,000 t) (80% C
Fusy(80% CI):

Bwsy(1,000 t) (80% CI
F2017Fumsv(80% Cl):
Boo17Bmsv(80% ClI);
82017/80 (80% C|)Z

17,4151
18,599 t

12.93 (9.4418.20)
0.18 (0.110.30)
72.66 (45.52119.47)
0.96 (0.771.12)
1.68(1.322.10)
0.62 (0.490.78)

SBMSY target reference points in the long term remains minimal
Prgections indicate that an increase of 40% or more from 2018 c
levels will likely result in the biomass dropping below the SBMSY lev
the longer term (>75% probability). Taking into account the upda
information regarding swordfish stock structuflOT€020WPB1809),
as well as the differential CPUE and biomass trends between region
WPB should continue to discuss the swordfish stock assessment 1
specifications and consider the feasibility of including a nraitick
assessment in 202Recognising that there is recurring evidence
localised depletion in the southern regions (particularly the South W|
the WPB expresses concern and suggests this shmrtnue to be
monitored.

No new stock assessment for black marlin was carried out in 2020
the stock status is determined on the basis of the 2018 assessment &
on JABBA and other indicators presented in 2019. The Kobe plot frof
JABBA model indicated that the stock@t subject to overfishingand is
currently not overfished however these status estimates are subject
a high degree of uncertainty.

Current catches (>17,400 MT in 2019) (Fig. 1) are higher than
estimate (12,930 MT), which is highuncertainty. Thecatch limit as
stipulated in Resolution 18/08,932 MThave also been exceeded. T
Commission should provide mechanisms to ensure that catch limitg
not exceeded by all concerned fisheries. Projections were not carrieg
due to the poor predictivecapabilities identified in the assessme)
diagnostics.

Blue marlin
Makaira nigricans

Catch 2019:

Average catch 2018019:
MSY (1,000 t) (80% C
Fusv(80% CI);

Bumsv(1,000 t) (80% ClI
H2017/Hr\/|sy(80% Cl)
Bo017Bmsv(80% ClI);
Br017Bo (80% ClI):

8,316

8,958 t

9.98 (8.18;11.86)
0.21 (0.1%; 0.35)
47 (29.% 75.3)
1.47 (0.96; 2.35)
0.82 (0.56 1.15)
0.41 (0.28; 0.57)

Stock status based on the Bayesian S&pace Surplus Production mod
JABBA suggests that there is &6 probability that the Indian Oced
blue marlin stock in 2017 is in the red zone of the Kobe plot, indicg
the stock ioverfishedandsubject to overfishing

The current catches of blue marlin (average of 8,958 MT in the |3
years, 2018019) are lower than MSY (9,984 MT). The assessn|
conducted in 2017 indicated that the stock was overfished and subje
overfishing. In order to achieve the Commission objectives of being il
green zone of the Kobe Plot by 2027 (F2027 < FMSY and BB023¥)
with at least a 60% chance, the catches of blue marlin would have t
reduced by 35% compared to the average of the last 3 years,
maximum value of approximately 7,800 MZEIl below the currect catch
limit established by Resolution 18/05 (11(BMIT).

Striped marlin
Tetrapturus audax

Catch 2019:
Average catch 2018019:
MSY (1,000 t) (JABBA

Fusv(JABBA)

2,860t
3,455t

No new stock assessment for striped marlin was carried out in 2020
thus, the stock status is determined on the basis of the 2018 assess
and other indicators presented in 2010n the weightof-evidence




Busv(1,000 t) (JABBA
F2017Fmsy(JABBA)
B2017Bmsy(JABBA)

SBo17SBusv(SS3):

B2017K(JABBA)
SB017SBigs0(SS3):

4.73 (4.275.18p
0.26 (0.2@0.34)

17.94 (14.2823.13)

1.99 (1.2£3.62)
0.33 (0.180.54)
0.373

0.12 (0.020.20)
0.13 (0.090.14)

Indo-Pacific Sailfish

Istiophorus
platypterus

Catch 2019:

Average catch 2018019:
MSY (1,000 t) (80%!):

H\Asy(SO% C|)Z

Bwsy(1,000 t) (80% CI

Fo17/Fmusv(80% ClI);
Boo17Busy(80% CI);
B2017B0 (80% ClI):

29,872t
30,306 t

23.9 (16.1¢ 35.4)
0.19 (0.14 0.24)
129 (81,206)
1.22 (1¢ 2.22)
1.14 (0.6% 1.39)
0.57 (0.31¢ 0.70)

I0T@2021cS2%R[E]

available in 2019, the stock status of stripedrlimais determined to be
overfishedandsubject to overfishing

Current or increasing catches have a very high risk of further decling
the stock status. Current catches of 2,860 t (2019) are lower than M
(4,730 MT)and of the cach limit stipulated by Resolution 18/05 (3,26
MT) but the stock has been overfished for more than two decades a
is now in a highly depleted state. If the Commission wishes to recovg
the stock to the green quadrant of the Kobe plot witprabability
ranging from 60% to 90% by 2026, it needs to provide mechanisms
ensure the maximum annual catches remain between 1,50 2,200
MT.

No new stoclassessment for Ind@acific sailfish was carried out in 202
thus, the stock status is determined on the basis of the 2019 assess
using the @MSY model. The data poor stock assessment technig
indicated that F was above FMSY (F/FMSY=1.22) andbBvis BMSY,
(B/BMSY=1.14)However, both assessment models rely on catch d
only, and the catch series is highly uncertain. In addition, aspects o
biology, productivity and fisheries for this species, combined with
data poor status on which to basa more formal assessment, are als(
cause for concern. On the weigbf-evidence available in 2019, the sto
status cannot be assessed and is determined toreertain

The catch limits as stipulated in Resolution 18(25,000 MThave
beenexceeded. The Commission should provide mechanisms to eng
that catch limits are not exceeded by all concerned fisheries. Reseal
emphasis on further developing possible CPUE indicators from gillng
fisheries, and further exploration of stock assessmegiroaches for
data poor fisheries are warranted. Given the limited data being repo
for coastal gillnet fisheries, and the importance of sports fisheries for
this species, efforts must be made to rectify these information gaps.
lack of catch recals in the Persian Gulf should also be examined to
evaluate the degree of localised depletion in Indian Ocean coastal a

3 JABBA estimates are the range of centedlies shown in Fig.df Appendix 15
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APPENDIY.
CONSERVATION ANDANAGEMENMEASURES ADOPTED AT2ABIHSESSION

RESOLUTION 21/01

ONAN INTERIM PLAN FORREBUILDING THE INDIAN OCEAN YELLOWFIN TUNA STOCK IN
THE IOTC AREA OF COMPETENCE

Keywords:Yellowfin tuna, Kobe Process, MSY, Precautionary Approach

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I0TC),

CONSIDERING the objectives of the Commission to maintain stocks in perpetuity and with high probability, at
levels not less than those capable of producing their maximum sustainable yield as qualified by relevan
environmental and economic factors inclglthe special requirements of developing States in the IOTC area of
competence;

BEING MINDFUL of Article XVI of the IOTC Agreement regarding the rights of Coastal States and of Article 87
and 116 of the UN Convention of the Law of the Sagarding the right to fish on the high seas;

RECOGNISING the special requirements of the developing States, particularly Small Island developing States i
Article 24(b),of theAgreementor the Implementatiorof the Provisionsof the United NationsConwentionof the

Law of the Sea of December 1982, relating to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks ar
Highly Migratory Fish Stock§UNFSA);

FURTHER RECOGNISING the need to ensure that conservation and management measures do not result
transferring, directly or indirectly, a disproportionate burden of conservation action onto developing States, Article
24(c) of UNFSA;

RECALLING that Article 5, of UNFSA entitles the conservation and management of highly migratory fish stocks
are basean best scientific evidence available and with special reference to IOTC Resolution 15/10 for a stock
where the assessed status places it within the red quadrant, and with an aim to end overfishing with a hig
probability and to rebuild the biomass of 8teck in as short time as possible;

FURTHER RECALLING that Article 6, of UNFSA and IOTC Resolution 12f00n t he i mpl e me nf
precaut i on arequirestiperSiatesaocthl aaytious during the application of precautionary approach when
information is uncertain, unreliable or inadequate and this should not be a reason for postponing or failing to tak
conservation and management measures;

CONSIDERINGtherecommendationsdoptedy theKOBE I, heldin SanSebastiarSpain June23i July32009;
implementing where appropriate a freeze on fishing capacity on a fishery by fishery basis and such a freeze shot
notconstrairtheacces$o, developmenbf, andbenefitfrom sustainabléunafisheriesby developingcoastalStates;
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FURTHERCONSIDERINGtherecommendatiorsdoptedy theKOBE I, heldin La Jolla,California,12- 14 July

2011; considering the status of the stocks, each RFMO should consider a scheme for reduction of overcapacity
a way that does not constrain the accesdewelopment of, and benefit from sustainable tuna fisheries, including
on the high seas, by developing coastal States, in particular Small Island Developing States, territories, and Sta
with small and vulnerable economies; and Transfer of capacity deraloped fishing members to developing
coastal fishing members within its area of competence véampriate;

FURTHER CONSIDERING the concern of the™8ession of the Working Party for Tropical Tuna held in
Seychelles, 29 Octobér3 November 2018he change in strategy by increase of usage of FADs by the purse seine
vessels to maintain catch level targets has led to a substantial increase of juvenile yellowfin tuna and bigeye tun:

NOTING THAT supply vessels contribute to the increase in effattcapacity of purse seiners and that the number
of supply vessels has increased significantly over the years;

FURTHER CONSIDERING the call by the United Nations General Assembly Resolution 70/75 upon the States tc
increase the reliance on scientific advio developing, adopting and implementing conservation and management
measures and to take into account the special requirements of developing States, including Small Island Developi
States (SIDS) as highlighted in the SIDS Accelerated Modalities GIiA(EAMOA) Pathway;

NOTING THAT Article V.2b of theAgreemenfor the Establishmenof the Indian OceanTunaCommissiorgive

full recognition to the special interests and needs of Members in the region that are developing countries, in relatic
to theconservation and management and optimum utilization of stocks covered by this Agreement and encouragir
development of fisheries based on sattitks;

FURTHERNOTING THAT Article V.2d requires the Commission to keep under review the economic and social
agectsof thefisheriesbasedon the stockscoveredby this Agreemenbearingin mind, in particular theinterests

of developing coastal States. This includes ensuring that conservation and management measures adopted by i
not result in transferring,igkctly or indirectly, a disproportionate burden of conservation action onto developing
States, especially Small Island Develop8tgtes;

RECOGNIZING FURTHER the interactions that occur between the fisheries for yellowfin, skipjack and bigeye
tuna;

FURTHER CONSIDERING the management advice of the 23rd session of the Scientific Committee, that given
the limitations and uncertainties in the stock assessment and the inability to use K2SM derived from the 201¢
yellowfin tuna stock assessment, the catchés t@duced to a level at least below thev@stimate (403, 000MT)

and the need to decrease fisbing mortality from the 2017 level in order to remove overfishing on the stock;

FURTHER CONSIDERING the issues raised in thé® 2&ssion of the Scientifi Committee regarding the
estimated K2SM probabilities derived from the 2018 stock assessment, and that due to critical errors in projectior
and estimations in computing probabilities in the K2SM developed in 2018, the K2SM is not suitable to provide
mana@ement advice;
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FURTHER CONSIDERING the SC 2020 advice that Commission should ensure that CPCs take all necessar
action to achieve the catch reductions in their fleets as per Resolution 19/01.

ADOPTS, in accordance with the provisions of Article IX,gmaaph 1 of the IOTC Agreement, the following:
Application
1. This resolution shall apply to all CPCs within the IOTC arecoofipetence.

2. This resolution will be effective from 1 January 202Be measures contained within this Resolution shall be
considered as interim measure and will be reviewed by the Commission no later than at its annual Session
2022,

3. Notwithstanding paragraph 2, this Resolution shall be reviewed when a formal Management Procedure for th
management of the yellowfin tunabek is adopted by the Commission and in effect.

4. Nothing in this resolution shall pempt or prejudice futurallocation of fishing opportunities.

Catch limits

5. CPCs whose reported catches of yellowfin tuna for 2014 were above 5000t shall reducectiesrafat
yellowfin tuna by 21% compared to 2014 yellowfin tuna catch, except
a. Ifthose CPCs are Coastal Developing States, they shall reduce their catches of yellowfin tuna by
12% compared to 2014 yellowfin tuna catch;
b. Ifthose CPCs are Small Islabgveloping States or Least Developed States, they shall reduce their
catches of yellowfin tuna by 10% compared to 2014 yellowfin tuna catch.

6. CPCs whose reported catches of yellowfin tuna for 2014 were below 5000t and their average catches of
yellowfin tuna for the period from 2017 to 2019 inclusive, were above 5000t, shall reduce their catches of
yellowfin tuna by 21% compared to 2014 yellowfin tuna catch, except;

a. Ifthose CPCs are Coastal Developing States, they shall reduce their catches of yell@ddin tun
12% compared to average of 2012019 yellowfin tuna catch;

b. Ifthose CPCs are Small Island Developing States or Least Developed States, they shall reduce their
catches of yellowfin tuna by 10% compared to average of QD49 or 2018 yellowfin tuneatch,
whichever is higher.

7. CPCs whose reported catches of yellowfin tuna for 2014 were below 5000t and their average catches of
yellowfin tuna for the period from 2017 to 2019 inclusive were between 2000t to 5000t, shall not exceed their
maximum reporte yellowfin tuna catches between 2017 to 2019.

8. CPCs whose reported catches of yellowfin tuna for 2014 were below 5000t and their average catches of
yellowfin tuna for the period from 2017 to 2019 inclusive were below 2000t, shall not exceed their catches

above 2000t

9. Inrespect of paragraph 8, and recalling paragraph 4, for conservation purposes three CPCs have agreed
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exceptionally for 2022 (or 1 year) not to exceed yellowfin tuna catches at different levels

10. In applying the catch reductions in paragr&p8mall Island Developing State CPCs and Least Developed State
CPCs can either choose between catches of yellowfin tuna reported for either 2014, ar th@irsaverage
catches for the period from 2017 tol120

11. In applying the catch reductions in paragraph 5 for Distant Water Fishing CPCs, if the average yellowfin tuna
catches between 20172019 were below 10,000t, CPCs shall reduce their yellowfin catch by 13% compared
to 2014 levels.

12. CPCs will cetermine appropriate methods for achieving these catch reductions, which could include capacity
reductions, effort limitsetc., and will report to the IOTC Secretariat in their Implementation Report every year.

13. Any CPC who submits updated catcktbries of yellowfin tuna in accordance with IOTC resolution 15/01 and
verified by the secretariat and the IOTC Scientific Committee, shall have a right to access yellowfin tuna in
accordance with the limits prescribed in the Resolution.

Over catch of annal limit
14. If over catch of an annual limit for a given CPC listegh@magraph5 to 11 occurs, catch limits for that CPC
shall be reduced as follows:

a. for overcatchof limits setforth in Resolution19/01,in 2020and/or2021,100%o0f thatovercatch
shallbedeductedrom following two yearslimit, and;

b. overcatch in 2022 and following years, 100% of that esetich shall be deducted from the
foll owing two yearsdé | imit, unl ess;

c. over-catchfor thatCPChasoccurredn two or moreconsecutie years,in which casel25%of the
overcatchshallbe deductedrom thefollowing two yearslimit.

15. CPCs that are subject to catch reductions due to-aateh shall inform the Commission via the IOTC
Compliance Committee, corrective actidaken by the CPC to adhere to the prescribed catch levels, in their
implementation Report.

16. The revised limits fronparagraph 14 wilapply in the following year and CPCs compliance shall be assessed
against the revised limits reported to the IOTC Clismge Committee.

17. The tropical tuna data submitted by CPCs in accordanceRegblution 15/06 On t he r ecor di ng
effort data by fishing vessels in the IO&@ao f ¢ o mpand Resolut® 15/08 Ma n d asthtisticay
reportingrequirementgor IOTC ContractingPartiesand CooperatingNonContractingParties( C P Cshall o

L France (OT) 500t; Philippines 700t; and theitgd Kingdom500t.
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be reviewed by the Secretariat and discussed by the Scientific Committee for possible inconsistencies. In su
cases, the Scientific Committee shall providertiimnale of the detected inconsistencies and justify the choice

of the best solution available with regard the scientific analysis to be carriedat#t used for catch limit
calculations shall be based on the data reviewed, including possible estbydbtesSecretariat

Supply Vessels
18. CPCs shall gradually reduce supply vegdalpurse seine operations targeting tropical tuna, by 31 December 2022
as specified below in (@nd(b). Flag States shall submit the status of reducing the use of supply vessel as part of
the report of Implementation to the Compliance Committee.
a. From 1 January 2022 to 31 December 2024: 3 supply vessels in support of not less than 10 purse seinel
all of the same flag State

b. No CPC is allowed to register any new or additional supply vessel on the IOTC Record of Authorized
Vessels

19. A singlepurse seine vessel shall not be supported by more than one single supply vessel offtag Staieat any
point of time.

20. Complementary to Resolutidi/08 and to Resolution 15/02, CPC/flag States shall report annually before the 1st of
January ér the coming year of operations which Purse seiners are served by each supply vessel. This informatio
will be published on IOTC website so as to be accessible to all CPCs and is mandatory.

Gillnet

21. Without prejudice to Article 16 of the IOTC Agreement, CPCs shall encourage phasing out or convert gillnet
fishing vessels to other gears, considering the huge ecological impact of these gears and fast track tt
implementation of Resolution 17/¢7On  tohildtionRouselarges c al e dr i f t nmotingthat n t
large-scale driftnets are prohibited in the IOTC Area of Competence from 1 January 2022.

22. CPCs shall set their gillnets at 2m depth from the surface in gillnet fisheries by 2023 tiaretiglogical
impacts of gillnets.

23. CPCs are encouraged to increase their observer coverage or field sampling in gilinet fishing vessels by 10¢
using alternative data collection methodologies (electronic or human) verified by the IOTC Scientific
Commitee by 2023.

24. CPCs shall report the level of implementation of paragrapk&32tb the Commission via the Compliance
Committee.

Administration
25. The IOTC Secretariat under advice of the Scientific Committee shall prepare and a &illeavéd catch
limits disaggregated as per the conditions set out in paragraph$ob following year, in December of the
current year.

26. For the purposes of the implementation of this resolution, each CPC shall, by 15 February of the following year

2For the purpose of this resolution, the term fAsupply ve

3 The subparagraph (a) shall not apply to CPCs which useoaglgupply vessel
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27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

notify to the Executive Secretary the list of vessels, which have fished for yellowfin tuna in the IOTC area of
competence for the preceding year.

The IOTC Secretariat shall report each year these lists of active vessels to the IOTC Compliantte€omm
and to the IOTC Scientific Committee in the form of aggregated statistics concerning fishing fleets capacity
metrics.

CPCs shall monitor the yellowfin tuna catches from their vessels in conformity with ResolutiofilG/61 t h e
recording of catch and effort data by fishing vessels in the 1@®80 f ¢ 0o mpand Resolutom 15/02

i Ma n d atatisticafreportingrequirementsor IOTC ContractingPartiesandCooperatingNonContracting
Parties( C P Candwil provideasummaryof mostrecentyellowfin catchedor theconsideratiorf thelOTC
Compliance Committee.

Each year, the IOTC Compliance Committee shall evaluate the level of compliance with the reporting
obligations and the catch limits deriving from this Resolution and shall make recommendations to the
Commission accordingly.

The IOTC Scientific Commig#e via its Working Party on Tropical
i mprove <current assessment of yell owfin tunabo
administrational requirements to further strengthen the work undertaken to mithienizeues and complexities
regarding yellowfin tuna stock assessment.

The I0TC Scientific Committee and its Working Parties shall prioritise the work on the yellowfin tuna
management procedure and to provide advice to the Technical Committee oreiMantgrocedures and to
enable the Commission to adopt the yellowfin tuna management procedure at the earliest opportunity.

The Scientific Committee via its Working Party on Tropical Tunas shall undertake evaluation of the
effectiveness of the meassrdetailed in this Resolution, taking into account all sources of fishing mortality
possible aiming at returning and maintaining bio

This Resolution supersedes IOTC Resolution 196%n interim plan forebuilding the Indian Ocean
yellowfin tunastock.
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RESOLUTION 21/02
ON ESTABLISHING A PROGRAMME FOR TRANSHIPMENT BY LARGE -SCALE
FISHING VESSELS

Keywords transhipment

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commissior(IOTC),
TAKING ACCOUNT of theneedto combatillegal, unregulateéndunreporteqlUU) fishing activitiesbecaus¢hey
undermine the effectiveness of the Conservation and Management Measures already adopi®d Gy the

EXPRESSINGGRAVE CONCERNthatorganizedunalaunderingoperationdiavebeenconductedndasignificant
amount of catches by IUU fishing vessels have been transhipped under the names of duly licensessBstsng

IN VIEW THEREFORE OF THE NEED to ensure the monitoring oftthashipment activities by lareggeale
longline vessels in the IOTC area of competence, including the control of their landings;

TAKING ACCOUNT of the need to collect catch data of such large scaldlilmaguna to improve the scientific
assessments didse stocks;

ADOPTS, in accordance with paragraph 1 of Article IX of the IOTC Agreement, that:

SECTION 1. GENERAL RULE S

1. Except under the programme to monitor transhipments at sea outlined below in Section 2, all transhipment
operations of tuna and tuti&e species and sharks caught in association with tuna antikerigheriesn the
| OTC area of competence (hereinafter referred to a
port.,

2. The flag Contracting Parties a@@operating NorContracting Parties (collectively termed CPCs) shall take the
necessary measures to ensure that large scale tunaiedsedsr e af t er referred as the
comply with the obligations set out in Annex | when transhipping in port.

3. Transhipment operations within the Maldives between pole and line fishing vessels, and collector vessels flagged
in the Maldives and registered on the IOTC Record of Authorized Vessels shall be exempted from the data
reporting requirements specified in Annex | and Annex lll. Such transhipment operations shall conform to the
criteria set forth in Annex Il of this resolution.

SECTION 2. PROGRAMME TO MONITOR TRANSHIPMENTS AT SEA

4. The Commission hereby establishes a programme to monitor transhipment at sea which applies only to largescale
tuna |l ongline fishing vessels (hereaft erisedtoectewe r ed
transhipments from these vessels at sea. Meatranshipment of tuna and tdike species and sharks by
fishing vessels other than LSTLVs shall be allowed. The Commission shall review and, as appropriate, revise

I Port includes offshore terminals and other installations for landing, transshipping, packaging, processing, refuelling or
resupplying (as defined by FAO Port State Measures Agreement)

2 Large Scale Tuna Vessel (LSTVYishing vessels targeting tunachtuna like species that are over 24m LoA and are on the
IOTC Record of Authorized Vessels
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this Resolution.

The CPCs that flag LSTLVs shall determine whether or not to authorise their LSTLVs to tranship at sea.
However, if the flag CPC authorises thesat transhipment by its flag LSTLVs, such transhipment shall be
conductedn accordancevith the procedureslefined in Sections3, 4 and5, andAnnexedlIl andlV below.

SECTION 3. RECORD OF VESSELS AUTHORISED TO RECEIVE TRANSHIPMENTS -AT-SEA IN THE
IOTC AREA OF COMPETENCE

6.

10.

The Commission shall establish and maintain an IOTC Record of Carrier Vastelased to receive tuna and
tunalike species and sharks at sea in the IOTC area of competence from LSTLVs. For the purposes of this
Resolution, carrier vessels not entered on the record are deemed not to be authorised to receive tuna and tuna
like speges and sharks in-&ka transhipment operations.

Each CPC shall submit, electronically where possible, to the IOTC Executive Secretary the list of the carrier
vessels that are authorised to receiveeat transhipments from its LSTLVs in the IOTC areaahpetence.
This list shall include the following information:

The flag of thevessel;

Name of vessel, registaumber;

Previous name (iny);

Previous flag (ifany);

Previous details of deletion from other registrieaKiy);

-~ 0 o0 T w

International radieall sign;

Type of vessels, length, gross tonnage (GT) and carcgpacity;

;0 Q@

Name and address of owner(s) aperator(s);

Time period authorised faranshipping.

Each CPC shall promptly notify the IOTC Executive Secretary, after the establishmentioitith IOTC
Record, of any addition to, any deletion from and/or any modification of the IOTC Record, at any time such
changes occur.

The I0TC Executive Secretary shall maintain the IOTC Record and take measures to ensure publicity of the
record through electronic means, including placing it on the IOTC website, in a manner consistent with
confidentiality requirements notified by CPCs for their vessels.

Carrier vessels authorised fors#a transhipment shall be required to install and opendéssel Monitoring
System (VMS).

SECTION 4. AT-SEA TRANSHIPMENT

11.

Transhipments by LSTLVs in waters under the jurisdiction of the CPCs are subject to prior authorisation from
the Coastal State concerned. CPCs shall take the necessary measures thansgid Vs flying their flag
comply with the following conditions:

Flag State Authorization

12.

LSTLVs are not authorised to tranship at sea, unless they have obtained prior authorisation from their flag State.

Notification obligations

Fishing vessel:
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13. To receve the prior authorisation mentioned in paragraph 12 above, the master and/or owner of the LSTLV must
notify the following information to its flag State authorities at least 24 hours in advance of an intended
transhipment:

a. Thenameof theLSTLV, its numberin thelOTC Recordof Vesselsandits IMO number,f issued;

b. The name of the carrier vessel, its number in the IOTC Record of Carrier Vessels authorised to
receive transhipments in the IOTC area of competence, and its IMO number, and the proeluct to
transhipped;

The tonnage by product to be transhipped;
d. The date and location of transhipment;
e. The geographic location of the catches.

14. The LSTLV concerned shall complete and transmit to its flag State, not later than 15 days tfteshigment,
the IOTC transhipment declaration, along with its number in the IOTC Record of Fishing Vessels, in accordance
with the format set out in Annex III.

Receiving carrier vessel:

15. Before starting transhipment, the master of the recenamnger vessel shall confirm that the LSTLV concerned
is participating in the IOTC programme to monitor transhipment at sea (which includes payment of the fee in
paragraph 13 of Annex IV) and has obtained the prior authorisation from their flag Staezlreefén paragraph
12. The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall not start such transhipment without such confirmation.

16. The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall complete and transmit the IOTC transhipment declaration to the
IOTC Secretariband the flag CPC of the LSTLV, along with its number in the IOTC Record of Carrier Vessels
authorised to receive transhipment in the I0OTC area of competence, within 24 hours of the completion of the
transhipment

17. The master of the receiving carrier vasshall, 48 hours before landing, transmit an IOTC transhipment
declaration, along with its number in the IOTC Record of Carrier Vessels authorised to receive transhipment in
the I0TC area of competence, to the competent authorities of the State whanelithgetakes place.

Regional Observer Programme:
18. Each CPC shall ensure that all carrier vessels transhipping at sea have on board an IOTC observer, in accordance
with the IOTC Regional Observer Programme in Annex IV. The IOTC observer shall obsereentiizace
with this Resolution, and notably that the transhipped quantities are consistent with the reported catch in the
IOTC transhipment declaration.

19. Vessels shall be prohibited from commencing or continuirggattranshipping in the IOTC area of catgmce
without an | OTC regional observer on board, excep!
Secretariat.

20. In the case of the twelve (12) Indonesian wooden carrier vessels listed on the IOTC Record of Authorised Vessel
and listed inAnnex V, a national observer programme may be used in place of an observer from the regional
observer programme for Indonesian wooden carrier vessels listed on the IOTC Record of Authorised Vessel.
National observers shall be trained to at least one efRHFMO regional observer programme standards and
will carry out all of the functions of the regional observer, including provision of all data as required by the IOTC
regional observer programme and the reports equivalent to those prepared by the R&FoC drttis provision
shall only apply to the twelve (12) specific wooden carrier vessels referenced in this paragraph as indicated in
Annex V. Replacement of those wooden carrier vessels are only permitted if the material of substitute vessel
shall remairwooden and the carrying capacity or fish hold volume not larger than the vessel (s) being replaced.
In such case, the authorisation of the replaced wooden vessel shall be immediately revoked.

Pageb3 of 92



21.

The provision of Paragraph 20 will be rescheduled in consuitatith the IOTC Secretariat as a twyear pilot

project to be starteth 2021. The results of the project, including data collection, reports and the effectiveness
of the project shall be examined in 2d38the IOTC Compliance Committee on the basia oéport prepared

by Indonesia and analysis by the IOTC Secretariat. This review shall include whether the programme offers the
same level of assurances as those provided by ROP. It shall also explore the feasibility of obtaining an IMO
number for the ves$s concerned. The extension of the project or the integration of the project into ROP
programme shall be subject to a new decision of the Commission.

SECTION 5. GENERAL PROVISIONS

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

To ensure the effectiveness of the IOTC Conservation and Managementédqastaining to species covered
by Statistical Document Programs:

a. Invalidating the Statistical Document, flag CPCs of LSTLVs shall ensure that transhipments are consistent
with the reported catch amount by each LSTLV

b. The flag CPC of LSTLVs shall validathe Statistical Documents for the transhipped fish, after confirming
that the transhipment was conducted in accordance with this Resolution. This confirmation shall be based
on the information obtained through the IOTC ObsePregramme;

c. CPCsshallrequirethatthespeciesoveredoy the StatisticalDocumentrogramsaughtoy LSTLVs in the
IOTC area of competence, when imported into the territory of a Contracting Party, be accorhpanied
statisticaldocumentssalidatedfor the vesselson the IOTC record anda copy of the I0TC transhipment
declaration.

The CPCs shall report annually before 15 September to the IOTC Executive Secretary:
a. The quantities by species transhipped during the preyears

b. The list of the LSTLVs registered in the I0TR&cord of Fishing Vessels which have transhipped during
the previouyear,

c. A comprehensive report assessing the content and conclusions of the reports of the observers assigned to
carrier vessels which have received transhipment fromUitB&iLVs.

All tunaandtunalike speciesandsharkslandedor importedinto the CPCseitherunprocessedr after having
been processed on board and which are transhipped, shall be accompanied by the IOTC transhipment declaration
until the first sale has takgrace.

Each ar, the IOTC Executive Secretary shall present a report on the implementation of this Resolution to the
annual meeting of the Commission which shall review compliance witRésslution.

The I0TC Secretariat shall, when providing CPCs with copies lafaal data, summaries and reports in
accordance with paragraph 10 Ahnex IV to this Resolution, also indicate evidence indicating possible
infraction of IOTC regulations by LSTLVs/carrier vessels flagged to that CPC. Upon receiving such evidence,
each CE shall investigate the cases and report the results of the investigation back to the IOTC Secretariat three
months prior to the IOTC Compliance Committee meeting. The IOTC Secretariat shall circulate among CPCs
the list of names and flags of the LSTLVsI@er vessels that were involved in such possible infractions as well

as the response of the flag CPCs 80 days prior to the IOTC Compliance Commaitesy

Resolutionl906 On establishinga programmeor transhipmenby large-scalefishingvesselss superseded by
this Resolution
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ANNEX |
CONDITIONS RELATING TO IN PORT TRANSHIPMENT
General

1. Transhipmenbperationsn portmayonly beundertakenn accordancavith the proceduresletailed
below:

Notification obligations
2. Fishingvessel:
2.1. Prior to transhipping, the Captain of the LSTV must notify the following information to the port
State authorities, at least 48 houradvance:

a) the name of the LSTV and its number in the IOTC record of fishisgels;
b) the name of thearrier vessel, and the product tottamshipped,;

¢) The tonnage by product to banshipped,;

d) the date and location @fanshipment;

e) the major fishing grounds of the tuna and tika species and sharkatches.

2.2. TheCaptainof aLSTV shall,atthetime of thetranshipmentinform its flag Stateof thefollowing;
a) the products and quantities/olved;

b) the date and place of tiranshipment;
c) the name, registration number and flag of the receiving capssel;

d) the geographic location of the tuna aundalike species and sharkatches.

2.3. The captain of the LSTV concerned shall complete and transmit to its flag State the 10TC
transhipment declaration, along with its number in the IOTC Record of Fishing Vessels, in
accordance with the format set outinnex Il not later than 15 days after thenshipment.

3. Receivingvessel:
Not later than 24 hours before the beginning and at the end of the transhipment, the master of the
receiving carrier vessel shall inform the port State authorities of the quaotities and tuna
like species and sharks transhipped to his vessel, and complete and transmit the IOTC
transhipment declaration, to the competent authorities within 24 hours.

Landing State:
4. The master of the receiving carrier vessel shall, 48 Hmfge landing, complete and transmit an IOTC
transhipment declaration, to the competent authorities of the landing State where the landpigdakes

5. The port State and the landing State referred to in the above paragraphs shall take the appropriate
measures to verifgheaccuracyof theinformationreceivedandshallcooperatevith theflag CPCof the
LSTV to ensurdghat landings are consistent with the reported catches amount of each vessel. This
verification shall be carried out so that the vessi#émithe minimum interference and inconvenience and
that degradation of the fish @voided.

6. Eachflag CPCof theLSTVsshallincludein its annualreporteachyearto IOTC thedetailsonthe
transhipments by itgessels
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ANNEX I

CONDITIONS RELATING TO TRANSHIPMENTS BETWEEN MALDIVIAN
COLLECTOR VESSELS AND POLE AND LINE FISHING VESSELS

General requirements

1.

The pole and line fishing vessel(s) involved shall be flagged in the Maldives and shall have a valid license to
fish issued by the competent authorities of the Maldives.

The collector vessel(s) involved shall be flagged in the Maldives and shall hale lecegase to operate
issued by the competent authorities of the Maldives.

The vessel(s) involved shall not be authorized to fish or engage in fisheries related activities outside the area of
national jurisdiction of the Maldives.

Transhipment operatioshall only take place inside the atolls within the area of national jurisdiction of the
Maldives.

The Collector Vessel(s) involved must be equipped and tracked by the competent authorities of the Maldives
via a functional vessel monitoring system and shiath be equipped with an electronic observer system

suitable for monitoring the transhipment activity. The requirement for monitoring through electronic observer
system shall be achieved by 31 December 2019.

The fishing vessel(s) involved in the tranghignt operation should be tracked by the competent authorities of
the Maldives via a functional vessel monitoring system as required by the Resolutio®@@3t@8vessel
monitoring system (VMS) programme

Reporting requirements

7.

The flag S$ate shouldeport to the IOTC in its annual report each year the details on such transhipments by its
vessels.

The data recording and reporting requirements set forth by the competent authorities of the Maldives for shore
based reporting or recording requirementdl stiso be applicable to transhipment operations between
Maldivian collector vessels and pole and line fishing vessels.
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ANNEX

IOTC TRANSHIPMENT
DECLARATION

Carrier Vessel

Fishing Vessel

Name of the Vessel and Radio Call Sign:
Flag:
Flag State license number:

National Register Number, if available:

IOTC Register Number, if available:

Name of the Vessel and Radio Call Sign:
Flag:

Flag State license number:

National Register Number, if available:

IOTC Register Number, if available:

Day Month  Hour Year ‘ ‘ ‘ Agent 6s
Departure from
Return to Signature:

Transhipment

Indicate the weight in kilograms or the unit used (e.g. box, basket) and the landed weight in kilogteunsitf

LOCATION OF TRANSHIPMENT

Master 6s name Master 6s

Signature: Signature:

kilograms

nan

Species | Port Sea Type ofproduct

Whole Gutted Headed

Filleted

If transhipment effected at sea, IOTC Observer Name and Signature:
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1.

ANNEX IV
IOTC REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME

Each CPC shall require carriegssels included in the IOTC Record of Carrier Vessels authorised to receive
transhipmentsn the IOTC areaof competenc@ndwhich transhipat sea,to carryan|OTC observerduring
each transhipment operation in the IOTC arecoafipetence.

The IOTCExecutive Secretary shall appoint the observers and shall place them on board the carrier vessels
authorisedto receivetranshipmentdn the IOTC areaof competencedrom LSTLVs flying the flag of
Contracting Parties and of Cooperating Noontracting Parties that implement the IOTC observer program.

Designation of the observers

3.

The designated observers shall have the following qualifications to accomplighghksir
a) sufficientexperience to identify species and fishgear;

b) satisfactory knowledge of the IOTC Conservation and Managdvieagures;
c) the ability to observe and record informatamcurately;

d) a satisfactory knowledge of the language of the flag of the vassetved.

Obligations of the observer

4.

Observershall:
a) have completed the technical training required by the guidelines establist@dy

b) not be, to the extent possible, nationals of the flag State of the receivingwessiel
c) be capable gberforming the duties set forth in poinb&low;

d) beincluded in the list of observers maintained by the IS&Cretariat;

e) not be a crew member of an LSTLV or an employee of an LSddripany.

The observer tasks shall be in particutar

a) OntheFishingVesselintendingto transhipto the carriervessebndbeforethetranshipmentakesplace,
the observeshall:

I check the validity of the fishing viksmdesds a
and sharks in the IOTC areaafmpetence;

. check and note the total quantity of catch on board, and the quantity to be transferred to the carrier
vessel;

iii. check that the VMS is functioning and examineltigbook;

iv. verify whether any of the catch on board resulted from transfersdtioen vessels, and check
documentation on sudhansfers;

V. in thecaseof anindicationthatthereareanyviolationsinvolving thefishing vesselimmediately
report the violatmasers to the carrier vessel b

Vi. report the results of these dutiestba fishing vessel in the observesport.

b) On the Carrier Vessel

Monitor the carrier vesselds compliance with t
Measures adopted by the Commission. In particular the observers shall:

I. record and report upon tir@nshipment activities carriext;
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. verify the position of the vessel when engagetanshipping;

iii. observe and estimate produtenshipped,;

iv. verify and record the name of the LSTLV concerned and its I@ir@ber;
2 verify the data contained in thianshipmentleclaration;
Vi. certify the data contained in the transhiprastiaration;
Vii. countersign the transhipmedeclaration;
Viil. issue a daily report of the carrier vessels transhipgotigities;
iX. establish general reports compiling the information collected in accordance with this paragraph

andprovide the captain the opportunity to include therein any reléviammation;

X. submit to the IOTC Secretariat the aforementioned general report witdey2Grom the end of
the period obbservation;

Xi. exercise any other functions as defined by the Commission.

Observers shall treat as confidential all information with respect to the fishing operations of the LSTLVs and
of the LSTLVs owners and accehts requirement in writing as a condition of appointment asbaarver.

Observers shall comply with requirements established in the laws and regulations of the flag State which
exercises jurisdiction over the vessel to which the obserassigned.

Observersshall respectthe hierarchyand generalrules of behaviourwhich apply to all vesselpersonnel,
provided such rules do not interfere with the duties of the observer under this program, and with the obligations
of vessel personnel set forthparagraph 9 of thigrogram.

Obligations of the flag States of carrier vessels

9.

10.

The responsibilities regarding observers of the flag States of the carrier vessels and their captains shall includ
the following,notably:

a) Observers shall be allowed accesthmvessel personnel and to the geareapipment;

b) Upon request, observers shall also be allowed access to the following equipment, if present on the
vessels to which they are assigned, in order to facilitate the carrying out of their dutieth set
paragrap:

i. Satellite navigatiomquipment;
. Radar display viewing screens wheruse;
iii. Electronic means afommunication.

c) Observers shall be provided accommodation, including lodging, food and adequate sanitary facilities,
equal to those daffficers;

d) Observers shall be provided with adequate space on the bridge or pilot house for clerical work, as well
as space on deck adequate for carrying out observer cutees;

e) Theflag Stateshallensurahatcaptainscrewandvessebwnersdo notobstructjntimidate,interfere
with, influence, bribe or attempt to bribe an observer in the performance of kisties:.

The IOTC Executive Secretary, in a manner consistent with any applicable confidentiality requirements, shall
provideto the flag Stateof the carriervesselunderwhosejurisdictionthe vesseltranshippedandto the flag

CPCof the LSTLV, copies of all available raw data, summaries, and reports pertaining to the trip four months
prior to the IOTC Compliance Committee meeting.

Obligations of LSTLV during transhipment

11.

Observershallbeallowedto visit thefishing vesseljf weatherconditionspermitit, andaccesshallbe
granted to personnel and areas of the vessel necessary to carry out their duties s@ei@dnapltd.
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12. The IOTC Executive Secretary shall submit the observer reports to the IOTC Compliance Committee and to
the IOTC ScientificCommittee.

Observer fees

13. The costs of implementing this program shall be financed by the flag CPCs of LSTLVs wisbimgage in
transhipment operations. The fee shall be calculated on the basis of the total dusfgajram. This fee
shall bepaidinto aspecialiccounof thelOTC SecretariaandthelOTC ExecutiveSecretarghallmanagehe
account foiimplementing the@rogram.

14. No LSTLV may patrticipate in the &ea transhipment program unless the fees, as required under paragraph
13, have beepaid
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ANNEX V

INDONESIAN CARRIER VESSELS AUTHORISED TO TRANSHIP AT SEA

No. Name of Wooden Carrier Vessel Gross Tonnage
1 BANDAR NELAYAN 2017 300
2 PERMATA TUNA WIJAYA 01 298
3 HIROYOSHI- 17 171
4 KILAT MAJU JAYA -21 197
5 KMC - 102 282
6 PERINTIS JAYA- 89 141
7 NUSANTARA JAYA -12 149
8 NAGA MAS PERKASA 89 146
9 UNITED - XVII 199
10 MUTIARA 36 204
11 BAHARI - 116 167
12 GOLDEN TUNA 99 199
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REsoLuTION 21/03

ON HARVEST CONTROL RULES FOR SKIPJACK TUNA IN THE |OTC AREA OF
COMPETENCE

Keywords: Skipjack tuna; Reference Points; Harvest Control Rules; Precautionary Approach; Management Strate
Evaluation.

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (I0TC),

NOTING Article V, paragraph 2(c), of the IOTC Agreement is to ado@caordance with Article IX and on the basis
of scientific evidence, Conservation and Management Measures to ensure the conservation of the stocks covered b
Agreement;

BEING MINDFUL of Article XVI of the IOTC Agreement regarding the rights of CoaStates, Article 87 and 116 of

the UN Convention of the Law of the Sea regarding the right to fish on the high seas and of Article 24 of the Agreem:
for the Implementation of the Provisions of the United Nations Convention of the Law of the Sea of Dei@8be
relating to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks (UNFS/
regarding recognition of the special requirements of developing states;

RECOGNISINGResolution 12/010n the implementation of the preciaumiary approachcalls on the Indian Ocean
Tuna Commission to implement and apply the precautionary approach, in accordance Article 6 of the Agreement
the Implementation of the Provisions of the United Nations Convention of the Law of the Sea of Dd&88elating

to the Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks (UNFSA);

RECOGNISING the ongoing discussions on allocation and the need to avoid prejudicing future decision of tt
Commission;

FURTHER CONSIDERNG the call by the United Nations General Assembly Resolution 70/75 upon the states tc
increase the reliance on scientific advice in developing, adopting and implementing conservation and managen
measures and to take into account the special requiteraBdeveloping states, including Small Island developing
States as highlighted in the SIDS Accelerated Modalities of Action (SAMOA) Pathway;

CONSIDERING the recommendations adopted by the KOBE II, held in San Sebastian, Spain,iJdaky 332009;
implementing where appropriate a freeze on fishing capacity on a fishery by fishery basis and such a freeze should
constrain the access to, development of, and benefit from sustainable tuna fisheries by developing coastal States;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT theneed to have due regard for the interests of all Members concerned, in conformity with
the rights and obligations of those Members under international law and in particular, to the rights and obligations
developing countries;

RECALLING Article 6, paragraph 3(b) of UNFSA that calls on States to implement the precautionary approach usin
the best scientific information available, using stspkcific reference points and outlining the action to be taken if they
are exceeded;

FURTHERRECALLING that Article 7.5.3 of the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries also recommend:
the implementation of stock specific target and limit reference points, inter alia, on the basis of the precautione
approach;

ACKNOWLEDGING that implementig preagreed harvest strategies including harvest control rules is considered a
critical component of modern fisheries management and international best practices for fisheries management;

FURTHER NOTING that a harvest control rule encompasses a selladefined, preagreed rules or actions used for
determining a management action in response to changes in indicators of stock status with respect to reference poi

NOTING that the Scientific Committee at its"™l Bession, recommended the Commissionsider an alternative
approach to identify biomass limit reference points, such as those based on biomass depletion levels, when the MS

based reference points are difficult to estimate. In cases wherelld&d reference points can be robustly estichat
limit reference points may be based around MSY;
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FURTHER NOTING that the Scientific Committee also recommended that in cases wherbdg&Yreference
points cannot be robustly estimated, biomass limit reference points be set at 20% of unfishéBlLievel9.2B);

ACKNOWLEDGING that the IOTC Scientific Committee has initiated a Commission requested process leading to a
management strategy evaluation (MSE) process to improve upon the provision of scientific advice on HCRs;

RECALLING obligations and agreements under Resolutions $216201°, 15/02%, and 15/1%,

RECOGNIZING the SC20 advice that the total catches of skipjack tuna in 2018 were 30% larger than the resulting
catch limit from the skipjack HCR for the period 264@&20(470,029 t);

RECALLING that the 2019 skipjack catch from the Indian Ocean was 547,248t and the maximum catch limit
calculated applying the HCR specified in Resolution 16/02 is 513,572t for the peric@ @221

FURTHER RECOGNIZING that reaching the mgeanent objectives defined in Resolution 16/02 requires that the
catch limits adopted by the skipjack HCR are implemented effectively and the need for the Commission to ensure tt
catches of skipjack tuna during this period do not exceed the agreed limit.

ADOPTS in accordance with paragraph 1 of Article IX of the IOTC Agreement, that:

Objectives

1. To maintain the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission skipjack tuna stock in perpetuity, at levels not less than thc
capable of producing maximum sustainable yield (M&¥ qualified by relevant environmental and economic
factors including the special requirements of Developing Coastal States and Small Island Developing States in
IOTC area of competence and considering the general objectives identified in Reddlitibfor any subsequent
revision).

2. Touse a pragreed harvest control rule (HCR) to maintain the skipjack tuna stock at, or above, the target referen
point (TRP) and well above the limit reference point (LRP), specified in Resolution 15/10 (sulzsgquent
revision).

Reference Points
3. Consistent with paragraph 2 of Resolution 15/10, the biomass limit reference peinshll be 20% of
unfished spawning biomdsgi.e. 0.2B)).

4. Consistent with paragraph 3 of Resolution 15/10, the biotaagst reference point,tdg, shall be 40% of
unfished spawning biomass (i.e. 0g}B

5. The HCR described in paragraphisd 8 seeks to maintain the skipjack tuna stock biomass at, or above, the target
reference point while avoiding the limit reference point

Harvest Control Rule (HCR)

912/02: Data Confidentiality, policy and procedures
1015/01: On the recording of catch and effort data by fishing vessels in the IOTC Area of competence

1115/02: Mandatory statistical reporting requirements for IOTC Contracting Parties and Cooperatingdworacting Parties
(CPCs)

1215/10: On Target and Limit Reference Points and a decision framework

13 The symbol B is used to refer to spawning biomass, the tots ofanature fish, i.e. BO, Blim, Btarg and Bcurr all refer to
different levels of spawning biomass.
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6. The skipjack tuna stock assessment shall be conducted every three (3) years, with the next stock assessme
occur in 2023. Estimates of 7@ shall be taken from a modehsed stock assessment that has begéewed by
the Working Party on Tropical Tunas and endorsed by the Scientific Committee via its advice to the Commissic

7. The skipjack tuna HCR shall recommend a total annual catch limit using the following three (3) values estimat
from each skipjackteck assessment. For each value, the reported median from the reference case adopted by
Scientific Committee for advising the Commission shall be used.

a) The estimate of current spawning stock biomassr(B

b) The estimate of the unfished spawning ktbiomass (B);

c) The estimate of the equilibrium exploitation rateafg associated with sustaining the stock atd

8. The HCR shall have five control parameters set as follows:

b)

c)

d)

a) Threshold level, the percentage af lilzlow which reductions in fishing mortality are requireghrdn

= 40%HBy. If biomass is estimated to be below the threshold level, then fishing mortality reductions,
as
output by the HCR, will occur.

Maximum fishing intensity, the percentage argthat will be applied when the stock status is at, or
above, the threshold levehdx = 100%. When the stock is at or above the threshold level, then fishing
intensity (1) = hax

Safety level, the percentage af Below which norsubsistence catches areteetero i.e. the non
subsistencé® fishery is closed Baftey= 10%B.

Maximum catch limit (Gax), the maximum recommended catch limit = 900,000t. To avoid adverse

effects of potentially inaccurate stock assessments, the HCR shall not recomoaecid lamit greater

than Gnax This value is based upon the estimated upper limit of the MSY range in the 2014 skipjack stoc
assessment.

Maximum change in catch limit (&), the maximum percentage change in the catch limit = 30%. To
enhance the stabpitof management measures the HCR shall not recommend a catch limit that is 30%
higher, or 30% lower, than the previous recommended catch limit.

9. The recommended total annual catch limit shall be set as follows:

a)

b)

If the current spawning biomass«{R) is estimated to be at or above the threshold spawning biomass
i.e., Beurr>= 0.4Bp, then the catch limit shall be set aibk X EtargX Beurr]

If the current spawning biomassdR) is estimated to be below the threshold biomass &gy 8 0.4Bp,
but greater than the safety level i.esuB > 0.1Bp, then the catch limit shall be set at [ | #dgX Beurr ].
See Table 1 in Appendix 1 for values of fishing intensity (1) for speciig/Bo.

If the spawning biomass is estimated to be abetow, the safety level, i.e.cBr<= 0.1B then the
catch limit shall be at O for all fisheries other than subsistence fisheries.

In the case of (a) or (b), the recommended catch limit shall not exceed the maximum catchlgiari@
shall not increse by more than 30% or decrease by more than 30% from the previous catch limit.

In the case of (¢) the recommended catch limit shall always be 0 regardless of the previous catch limit.

1 A subsistence fishery is a fishery where the fish caught are consumed directly by the families of the fishers ratheg than bei
bought by middlgwo)menand sold at the next larger market, per the FAO Guidelines for the routine collection of capture fishery
data. FAO Fisheries Technical Paper. No. 382. Rome, FAO. 1999. 113p.
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10. The HCR described in 8@) produces a relationship between stockistégpawning biomass relative to unfished
levels) and fishing intensity (exploitation rate relative to target exploitation rate) as shown below (See Table 1
Appendix 1 for specific values):

150

Maximum fishing intensity (Imax) = 100

[=]
o

Fishing intensity (%Etarg)
3

SeeysmN =10 . ..-.

0 25 50 75 100
Stock status (%B0)

11. The catch limit shall by default, plemented in accordance with the allocation scheme agreed for skipjack
tuna by the Commission. In the absence of an allocation scheme, the HCR shall be applied as follows:

a) If the stock is at or above the Threshold level (i.ew®= 0.4B), then theHCR shall establish an
overall catch limit and catches of skipjack tuna for any given year shall be maintained at or below the
overall catch limit established by the HCR.

b) If the stock falls below the Threshold level (i.ecuB< 0.4Bp), the fishing maality reductions shall be
implemented proportionally by CPCs for catches over 1 percent of the catch limit established by the HC
with due consideration to the aspirations and special requirements of Developing Coastal States and Sr
Island Developing &Gtes.

c) The Commission may consider to develop and adopt Conservation and Management Measure(s) to en
catches of skipjack tuna are maintained at or below the overall catch limit established by the HCR and
apply fishing mortality reductions if the sfofalls below the Threshold level (i.eB< 0.4B), with due
consideration to the aspirations and special requirements of Developing Coastal States and Small Isle
Developing States, no later than the annual session of the IOTC in 2022.

d) This paragralp shall not preempt or prejudice future allocation negotiations.

Review and exceptional circumstances
12. The HCR, including the control parameters, will be reviewed through further Management Strategy Evaluatic

(MSE).

13. In the case that thesstimated spawning biomass falls below the limit reference point, the HCR will be reviewed,
and consideration given to replacing it with an alternative HCR specifically designed to meet a rebuilding ple
as advised by the Commission.

14. The recommended totahnual catch produced by the HCR will be applied continuously as set forth in paragrapt
11 above, except in case of exceptional circumstances, such as caused by severe environmental perturbat
In such circumstances, the Scientific Committee shallsadwi appropriate measures.

Scientific Advice
15. The IOTC Scientific Committee shall:
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a) Include the LRP and TRP as part of any analysis when undertaking all future assessments of the sta
of the IOTC skipjack tuna stock.

b) Undertake and report to the Comnidssa modebased skipjack tuna stock assessment every three
(3) years, commencing with the next stock assessment in 2023.

c) Undertake a programme of work to further refine Management Strategy Evaluation
(MSE) for the 10TC skipjack tuna fishery as requiregaragraph 12 including, but not
limited to,

i. Refinement of operating model(s)/ used,
ii. Alternative management procedures,

iii. Refining performance statistics.

Final Clause

16. The Commission shall review this measure at its annual session in 202 er if there is reason and/or
evidence to suggest that the skipjack tuna stock is at risk of breaching the LRP.
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Appendix 1

Table 1 Values of fishing intensity for alternative levels of estimated stock s&éus (Bo) produced by the HCR

Stock status (Burr | Fishing Intensity Stock status (Burr /Bo) Fishing Intensity
/Bo) ) )

At or above 0.40 | 100% 0.24 46.7%
0.39 96.7% 0.23 43.3%
0.38 93.3% 0.22 40.0%
0.37 90.0% 0.21 36.7%
0.36 86.7% 0.20 33.3%
0.35 83.3% 0.19 30.0%
0.34 80.0% 0.18 26.7%
0.33 76.7% 0.17 23.3%
0.32 73.3% 0.16 20.0%
0.31 70.0% 0.15 16.7%
0.30 66.7% 0.14 13.3%
0.29 63.3% 0.13 10.0%
0.28 60.0% 0.12 6.7%
0.27 56.7% 0.11 3.3%
0.26 53.3% 0.10 or below 0%
0.25 50.0%
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APPENDIX.
VOTINGPROCEDURE

Secret Voting procedure (Zoom)

1.
2.

Credentialed Heads of Delegation (HODJlay authorised alternates (ALWgre eligible to vote.
|l h5 YR I'[ ¢ ¢gSNB NBIl|dzSaiSR (2 SyadNR!{kKE
before their name for identification purposes.

Using theon-screenparticipants list, a count of Members in the room was m&meonfirm that
at least 16 HOD / ALT (quorum) were present.

The votewasset up by the hostisingthe questionagreal by the Chaipersort.

The meetingvasreminded that only Credentialed HOD Ak Tshouldcast voteqas everyone in
the meeting roonwouldsee the question and wouylgdotentially, be able to vote)

The votewaslaunched.

The Secretariatan a confidential Zoonpoll report to confirmthe eligibility of votergchecking
Username and UsdEmail) ando count the votes

The final resultvaspresented to the meetingpy the Executive Secretary

*\/oting question
G! NB BR@2deyI 2F t NBLRalf SywSgué

Response choice

f Yes
 No
1 Abstain
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APPENDI8.
IOTAQUUVESSELSST(9 JUNE2021)

PLEASE ACCESS THE DOCUMENT DIRECTLY IF@@WVEEESITEOJCK HEBE
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APPENDI9.

IOT(BUDGET FARD22AND INDICATIVE BUDGET ROR3

Actuals 2020 2021 2022 2023
1 Staff costs
1.1 Professional
Executive Secretary (D1) 190,360 194,790 194,797 198,693
Science Science Manager (P5) 141,059 145,468 145,473 148,383
Stock Assessment Expert (P4) 122,091 124,533 127,083 129,624
Fishery Officer (Science P3) 62,832 96,943 96,944 98,883
Compliance Compliance Manager (P5) 91,630 140,197 140,200 143,004
Compliance Coordinator (P4) 53,755 132,158 134,717 137,412
Compliance Officer (P3) 116,303 129,899 96,949 98,888
Data Data Coordinator (P4) 126,453 129,836 129,837 132,434
Statistician (P3) 51,744 96,943 96,944 98,883
Fishery Officer (P1) 59,947 61,351 63,145 64,408
Admin. Administrative Officer (P3/P4) 122,114 124,960 124,965 127,464
1.2 General Service
Administrative Assistant 16,956 21,222 13,599 13,871
Office Associate 13,909 17,327 11,174 11,398
Database Assistant 17,111 21,871 13,595 13,867
Office Assistant 9,970 12,448 8,373 8,540
Driver 9,057 11,576 7,196 7,340
Overtime 356 5,100 5,100 5,202
Total Salary Costs 1,205,647 1,466,622 1,410,092 1,438,293
1.3 Employer Pension and Health 352,131 417,773 411,844 420,081
1.4 Employer FAO Entitltement Fund 604,170 748,437 703,368 717,435
15 Adjustment entitlement fund (104,595)
1.6 Improved Cost Recovery Uplift 59,652 76,352 73,234 74,698
Total Staff Costs 2,117,006 2,709,184 2,598,537 2,650,508
2  Operating Expenditures
2.1 Capacity Building 2,072 40,000 40,000 40,000
2.2 Co-funding Science/Data grants -115,842 26,700 0 0
2.3 Co-funding Compliance grants 2,478 0 0 0
2.4 Misc. Contingencies 0] 0 0 0
25 Consultants/Service Providers 446,192 597,800 588,200 588,200
2.6 Duty travel 11,016 165,000 165,000 165,000
2.7 Meetings 6,939 145,000 145,000 145,000
2.8 Interpretation 26,763 135,000 135,000 135,000
2.9 Translation 69,238 110,000 110,000 110,000
2.10 Equipment 23,416 25,000 25,000 25,000
2.11 General Operating Expenses 55,510 71,300 75,000 75,000
2.12 Printing 0 0 0 0
2.13 Contingencies 0] 10,000 10,000 10,000
Total OE 527,782 1,325,800 1,293,200 1,293,20(
SUB-TOTAL 2,644,787 4,034,984 3,891,737 3,943,704
3 Additional Contributions Sevchelles 0 -20,100 -20,100 -20,100
4 FAO Servicing Costs 128,850 181,574 175,128 177,46
5 Deficit Contingency - 0
6 Meeting Participation Fund 250,000 25,000 25,000 250,00
GRAND TOTAL 3,023,638 4,221,458 4,071,765 4,351,074
-4% 6.9%
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APPENDIAO.

IOTGXONTRIBUTIONS F@R22
World Bank Average catch for Total
Classification in OECD 2017-2019 (in Base Operations GNI Catch Contribution
Country 2019 Membership metric tons) ContributionContribution: Contribution ; Contribution (in USD)

Australia High Yes 5,235 $13,573 $16,966€ $127,742 $13,887 $172,167%
Bangladesh Middle No 264 $13,573 $0 $31,935 $140: $45,648
China Middle No 71,936 $13,573 $16,966€ $31,935 $38,166 $100,64C
Comoros Middle No 11,312 $13,573 $16,966€ $31,935 $6,002 $68,475
Eritrea Low No 219 $13,573 $0 $0 $116 $13,689
European Union High Yes 263,918 $13,573 $16,966 $127,74z  $700,126 $858,40€
France(Terr) High Yes 0 $13,573 $0 $127,742 $0 $141,314
India Middle No 173,082 $13,573 $16,966€ $31,935 $91,831 $154,30%
Indonesia Middle No 383,125 $13,573 $16,966 $31,935 $203,27Z $265,74¢€
Iran, Islamic Republic of Middle No 264,379 $13,573 $16,96¢€ $31,935 $140,27C $202,744
Japan High Yes 13,521 $13,573 $16,96€ $127,742 $35,868 $194,148
Kenya Middle No 3,450 $13,573 $16,966 $31,935 $1,83C $64,304
Korea, Rep of High Yes 22,144 $13,573 $16,96€ $127,7472 $58,744 $217,024
Madagascar Low No 8,523 $13,573 $16,966 $0 $4,522 $35,06C
Malaysia Middle No 23,726 $13,573 $16,96€ $31,935 $12,588 $75,062
Maldives Middle No 141,191 $13,573 $16,96€ $31,935 $74,911% $137,38%
Mauritius High No 23,380 $13,573 $16,96€ $127,742 $12,405 $170,685
Mozambique Low No 7,001 $13,573 $16,966€ $0 $3,715 $34,253
Oman High No 60,092 $13,573 $16,966€ $127,7472 $31,882 $190,162
Pakistan Middle No 69,426 $13,573 $16,96€ $31,935 $36,835 $99,309
Philippines Middle No 81 $13,573 $0 $31,935 $43 $45,551
Seychelles High No 133,828 $13,573 $16,96€ $127,7472 $71,004 $229,284
Somalia Low No 0] $13,573 $0 $0 $0 $13,573
South Africa Middle No 795 $13,573 $16,96€ $31,935 $422 $62,896
Sri Lanka Middle No 113,022 $13,573 $16,966€ $31,935 $59,965 $122,43¢
Sudan Low No 34 $13,573 $0 $0 $18 $13,59C
Tanzania Middle No 10,320 $13,573 $16,96€ $31,93E $5,475 $67,94¢
Thailand Middle No 14,983 $13,573 $16,96¢€ $31,935 $7,950 $70,423
United Kingdom High Yes 417 $13,573 $16,96€ $127,742 $1,106 $159,386
Yemen Low No 29,425 $13,573 $16,96€ $0 $15,612 $46,15C

Total 407,177 407,177 1,628,706 1,628,70¢€ 4,071,765

The World Bank has replaced GNP with gross national income (GNI per capita). GNI more fairly compares nations with widely different populations and standards of liv
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APPENDIA 1.
CALENDARF MEETINGS F@R22

Meeting

Date

MSE Task Force

7-10 February

Working Party otmplementation of Conservation and Managemeni 15-17 February
Measures (WPICMM)

Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (TCIR®)eeting 14-17 March
Working Party on Ecosystems & Bycatatata preparation (WPEBP) 12-14 April
ComplianceCommittee (CoC) 8-10 May
Standing Committee on Administration and Finance (SCAF) 11 May
Report adoption: CoC (am) / SCAF (pm) 12 May
Technical Committee on Management Procedures (TCMP) 13-14 May
Commission (S2 16-20 May

Working Party offropical Tunag data preparation (WPTFDP)

30 May¢ 3 June

Working Party on Neritic Tunas (WPNT) 4-8 July
Working Party on Temperate Tunas (WPTmT) 1822 July
Working Party on Ecosystems and Bycatch (WPEB) 5-9 September
Working Party omBillfish (WPB) 12-16 Sepember
Ad hocWorkingGroup on FADGVGFAD) 3-5 October

Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (TCROheeting

10-13 October

Working Party on Methods (WPM)

19-21 October

Working Party on Tropical Tunas (WPTT)

24-29 October

Working Party on Data Collection and Statistics (WPDCS)

30 November
2 December

Scientific Committee (SC)

5-9 December
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APPENDIA 2.
LETTER ONTENT BETWEER TCANDSIOFA
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LETTER OF INTENT
Between
THE INDIAN OCEAN TUNA COMMISSION
and the
SOUTHERN INDIAN OCEAN FISHERIES AGREEMENT

The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (hereafter IOTC) and the Southern Indiam Ocean fisheries
Agreement (hereafter SIOFA):

MNOTING that the objectives of SIOFA are to ensure the long-term conservation and sustainable use of
the fishery resources in the Area through cooperation among the Contracting Parties, and to promote
the sustainable development of fisheries in the Area, taking into account the needs of developing
States bordering the Area that are Contracting Parties to the SI0FA, and in particular the least
developed among them and small-island developing States.

NOTING ALSO that the SIOFA covers resources of fish, molluscs, crustaceans and other sedentary
species within the Area, but excluding highly migratory species listed in Annex | of the 1582 United
Mations Convention on the Law of the Sea and sedentary species subject to the fishery jurisdiction of
coastal states pursuant to Article 77(4) of the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea.

NOTING FURTHER that the Agreement for the Establishment of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission
(hereafter IOTC Agreement) seeks to promote cooperation with a view to ensuring, through
appropriate management, the conservation and optimum utilization of tuna and tuna-like species and
to and encourage the sustainable development fisheries based on_such stocks.

RECOGHNISING that Article 16 of the SIOFA calls upon the contracting parties to cooperate closely with
other international fisheries and related organisations in matters of mutual interest, in particular with
the South West Indian Ocean Fisheries Commission and any other regional fisheries management
organisations with competence over high seas waters adjacent to the Area.

RECOGMNISING FURTHER that Article XV of the IOTC Agreement calls on the 10TC to cooperate and
make appropriate arrangements with other intergovernmental organization, especially those active
in the fisheries sector, which might contribute to the work and further the objectives of the
Commission. In particular, with any intergovernmental organization or institution dealing with tunas
in the area of competence of the IOTC and to seek to promote complementarity and to avoid
duplication and conflict.

MNOTING that the IOTC and SIOFA areas of competence partially overlap.
CONSCIOUS that some members of the 10TC and some Parties to SIOFA belong to both organizations.

AWARE that there are stocks and species respectively covered by the I0TC Agreement and the
SI0FA that migrate through their shared / respective geographic area of competence.
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DESIRING to put inte place arrangements and procedures to promote and facilitate the cooperation
called for by the IOTC Agreement and the SIOFA in order to enhance the conservation and sustainable
use of species which are within the competence of each organizations.

DESIRING FURTHER to promote complementarity between the two organizations.

NOW THEREFORE the 10TC and the SIOFA record the following understanding:
1. AREAS OF COOPERATION

The 10T and the SIOFA agree to establish and maintain consultation, co-operation and collaboration
in respect of matters of commen interest to the two organizations, including but not limited to, the
following areas:

a) exchange of date and information consistent with the information-sharing policies of each
organization;

b) collaboration on research efforts relating to stocks and species of mutual interest, including stock
assessments; and

C) consenvation and management measures for stocks and species of mutual interest.

2. MANNER OF COOPERATION
Cooperation between the 10TC and the SIOFA shall include:

a) reciprocal participation as observers in relevant meetings of each organization, including those of
relevant subsidiary bodies

b) information sharing about stocks and species of mutual interest

¢} clear definition of the species of interest of each organization for management purposes (eg.,
pelagic sharks)

d) development of processes to promote harmonization and compatibility of conservation and
management measures as relevant; and

e) exchange of relevant meeting reports, information, technologies, research data and results, project
plans, documents, and publications regarding matters of mutual interest.

3. MODIFICATION, AMENDMENT
This Letter of Intent may be modified at any time by the mutual written consent of both Organizations.

4, LEGAL 5TATUS

This Lol does not create legally binding rights and obligations. This Lol does not alter the obligations
of Members or Parties of either Organisation to comply with the Conservation and Management
Measures adopted under the IOTC Convention and the SIOFA.

5. COMING INTO EFFECT AMD TERMINATION

This Lol will continue to operate for five years from the date of signature. At that stage both sides will
review the operation of the Lol and decide whether it will be renewed or modified.

a) Either side may terminate this Lol by giving six months prior written notice to the
other side.
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b) This Lol will come into effect on the day of signature.

Signed on behalf of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission and the Southern Indian Ocean Fisheries
Agresment:

MName Mame
IOTC Chairperson SIOFA Executive Secretary
Date: Date:
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APPENDIA 3.
STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS

China

Al. 9(I0TC2021-S25Statement0)

Position Statement of China on Conservation and Management of Yellowfin Tuna in IOTC Area
May 2021

Thedelegation of China participated &pecial Session of IOTC, and made its contribution in the deliberation of
resolution on an Interim Plan for Rebuilding the Indian Ocean Yellow Tuna Stock in the IOTC Area of Comppietence
regrettedhat no consensus can be reached during the sefisour wish that the new conservation and management
be adopted at #5Session of IOTC, therefore, the delegation of China would like to state the following position on so
important issues, so that the position can be better understood b&@e of IOTC:

1. Itis view of this delegation that the new conservation and management measures for yellowfin tuna shall bg
applicable to the stock across their distribution range in the IOTC area of competence, and it is key element for 107
manageyellowfin tuna stock.

2. Consider the large amount of overharvested yellowfin tuna by some CPCs, It is view of this delegation that t
current issue of conservation and management of yellowfin tuna in the Indian Ocean is not one of new measures b
conpliance with existing measures, namely the need for the CPCs subject to the limit to comply with the limit, for th
not subject to the limit to refrain from exceeding the threshold in their catch and for strict compliance with the retjui
for payback for overharvested catch.

3. If the agreement of the above two points can be reached at 25th Session of IOTC, the reference year(s) for
fleet that had yellowfin tuna catch less than 5000 mt in 2014 will be discussed. The following taldeélshtapical tuna
catch by Chinadés mainland fleet since 1995 to 2019:

Tropical Tuna Catch by Chinaés Mainland FIl ee
YeanSpecies Bigeye Tuna Yellowfin Tuna
1995 140 138
1996 466 494
1997 1652 750
1998 2,164 402
1999 2,182 2335
2000 2699 2362
2001 2994 1771
2002 2792 1325
2003 4569 2279
2004 8321 3781
2005 8867 4259
2006 8702 3857
2007 7167 2825
2008 4963 897
2009 2661 453
2010 1398 496
2011 240 191
2012 2405 538
2013 4311 922
2014 3862 1078
2015 4730 1793
2016 4086 1812
2017 4918 2962
2018 4055 4641
2019 1837 3212

From the table, it is easy to understand why this delegation cannot accef2@@ldverage as a basis, and it is ev
harder to accept 2014 as a reference year for longline fleet that had yellowfin tuna catch less than 5000 mt in 2014
this delgation agrees that 2014 shall be a reference year for fleet that had yellowfin tuna catch higher than 5000 m
in 2014.
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4. Catch reporting frequency. It is the view of this delegation that timely reporting the catch is necessary. How
thesake of usefulness, tlsamereport frequency shall apply to all CPCs that have yellowfin tuna catch, partial catch
reported by month, and partial catch reported by quarter will be meaningless to understand the whole situation of y
tuna catch.

5. FAD management. It is view of this delegation that FAD management is part of agreement to have new
conservation and management measures on yellowfin tuna. This delegation wishes the CPCs that have purse sein
can show their flexibility in termsfaiumber of deployed FAD, number of FAD set and duration and area of prohibitiof
using FAD.

Lastly, the new conservation and management measures on yellowfin tuna if adoptesessii of IOTC shall be
reviewed and adjusted based on new SC retendations after a new stock assessment completed before implementi
new measures in 2022.

European Union

Al 9
The European Union does not recognize any legal value to the statement made by the Union of the Como
fails toconsider that the Island of Mayotte is a French territory and a European outermost region over whic
as a State Member, has constantly exercised full and total sovereignty.

The European Union enjoys hence sovereign rights and jurisdiction unidarational law in the Exclusiv
Economic Zone adjacent to the Island of Mayotte. The RFMOs meetings of the Indian Ocean are not the a
place to discuss territorial sovereignty issues. However, the European Union stresses that it will camdive
a constructive dialogue with the Union of the Comoros on this matter.

France (OT)

France declares that it does not recognize the Mauritian declaration as having any legal value, because
the fact that the island of Tromelin isFaench territory over which France consistently exercises full soverei

Thus, France enjoys sovereign rights or jurisdiction conferred on it by international law in the exclusive e(
zone adjacent to the island of Tromelin. Meetings of Indian @deshing organizations are not the place
discuss issues of territorial sovereignty, but France stresses that it will continue to maintain a consi
dialogue on this subject with the Republic of Mauritius.

Indonesia

Al. 9
Thank you, Madam Chair.

Madam Chair and distinguished Delegates,

First and foremost, Indonesia wishes to take note and appreciate the efforts made by Maldives and EU to take
account some concern from CPCs on their revised proposals regarding to the interim plan of Yellowfin Tuna.
Indonesia is on the same direction with all CPCs to ensure the sustainability of this highly valuable resource in the
future. [In this juncture, Indonesia would like to reiterate that we are strongly support the global concern of the YFT
in the Indian Ocean which in the over fishing status and support the IOTC to resolve the issuel].

Madam Chair and Delegates, webve seen the simulatiog
Yellowfin Tuna as mentioned in the proposal, Indonesia would like to maintain our position as deliberated since
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the Special Session Meeting in March and during the 1st day of this Session. We humbly suggest and ask all CPCs
and the Secretariat to highly consider using Official Reported Catch by Indonesia or 1RC form as the only valid
reference to be used in determining the adjustment of YFT Catch limit through the proposal.

Currently, we are working with the Secretariat and our stakeholders in Indonesia to review our nominal species
catch data series. We consider that the data we have submitted in the recent years is reliable and should not
require any re-estimation. However, Indonesia is also committed to work with the Secretariat to resolve this issue
as we have done in the past few weeks and will continue as required from the last workshop with the Secretariat.
We are hoping that this issue will be resolved before the upcoming stock assessment meeting for YFT.

Indonesia remains committed to improve our compliance, particularly as required by IOTC resolution 15/01 and
15/02, through several essential efforts, notably, through One Data Policy, implementation of e-logbook, and
National Observer Programme. Subsequently, Indonesia will also actively engage with the IOTC Secretariat Data
Team to explore way forward on the Data Discrepancy Issue.

Furthermore, Indonesia wishes to reiterate that the impact of using the re-estimated IOTC Data Sets will not only
reduce our catch limit, but also will jeopardize the sustainability of our artisanal and small-scale fisheries who are
highly dependent on this species as a pr i ma restimaed catclt
data, we estimate that the Catch Limit for Indonesia will be plummeted by more than 40%, not 12% compared to
the Resolution 19/01. This is a drastic change and not acceptable at all. Meanwhile, the Commission tasks is not
only to ensure the conservation of the stocks and to promote the objective of optimum utilization of the stocks
throughout the Area, but also to keep under review the economic and social aspects of the fisheries based on the
stocks, in particular, the interests of developing coastal states, as stipulated in Article V of the IOTC Agreement.
Therefore, once again, we kindly ask the Commission to highly consider using our official reported catch data in
the proposals [, or possible in merged proposal to determine the adjustment of Catch Limit by all CPCs on Yellowfin
Tuna]. For future discussion of any issue, as appropriate, we request that the Secretariat use Indonesia's official
reported catch as reference.

Finally, we would like to strongly express once again, Indonesia could only support the proposal in condition
that, for the purposes of any catch reduction required from Indonesia under related paragraphs of the
proposal, Indonesia shall use its official reported catch (or the 1RC form data), not the re-estimated catch
data set from the Secretariat. Thus, Indonesia is not in the position to negotiate regarding the reported catch
issue. For that purpose, the same data shall be referred to in relation to the adjustment of YFT Catch Limit in the
Interim Plan of YFT Rebuilding Stock, through Maldives Proposal as a base, or potentially merged proposal.

Madam Chair, apologize for this long intervention, but Indonesia requests that this statement be included in the
report of this meeting and we will provide the Secretariat with the text shortly.

Thank you.

Mauritius

Al. 2 (OTC2021-S25Statement02
25" Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission
7-11 June 2021

Agenda Item 2: Letters of Credentials

Statement by the Republic of Mauritius

The Republic of Mauritius reiterates its lestanding position that the United Kingdom is not entitled tornember
of the I ndian Ocean Tuna Commi ssion (1 OTC) as a fico
the Commi ssion]o and wishes to place on record its

Kingdom in the 28 Session of the IOTC as a coastal State purporting to represent the Chagos Archipelago.

In addition to the reasons provided in the past to support its stand, the Republic of Mauritius wishes to
attention of the Commission to ahet recent development which confirms that the United Kingdom cannot be recogn
a member of the IOTC as a coastal State. In a Judgment delivered on 28 January 2021 in thdazageusfv. Maldives,
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the Special Chamber of thieternational Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (ITLOS) held that the Republic of Mauritiu

undisputed sovereignty over the Chagos Archipelago.

In its Judgment, the Special Chambeter alia, ruled that:

€) the determinations made by the Internationaln® of Justice (ICJ) in its Advisory Opinion of 25 Febru
2019 on thd_egal Consequences of the Separation of the Chagos Archipelago from Mauritius mat8¢

legal effect and clear implications for the legal status of the Chagos Archipelago;

(b) the Unt ed Kingdombés continued claim to soverei
determinations made by the ICJ that the detachment of the Chagos Archipelago by the United K
from Mauritius was unl awful aad caddminibtration of thee Chady
Archipelago constitutes an unlawful act of a continuing character;

(c) the fact that the timémit of 22 November 2019 set by the UN General Assembly for the withdrawal ¢
United Kingdombés admi nihipelagahas passed fwithoumthet United Kihgd
complying with that demand further strengthe
over the Chagos Archipelago is contrary to the authoritative determinations made in the Advisaop
of the ICJ;

(d) while the process of decolonization of the Republic of Mauritius has yet to be completed, the Rep

Mauritiusd sovereignty over the Chagos Archi

(e) the continued claim of thé&nited Kingdom to sovereignty over the Chagos Archipelago canng
considered anything more than fia mere asser

dispute;

()] the Republic of Mauritius is to be regarded as the coastal State in resgiectChagos Archipelago.

It is crystal clear that as a matter of international law, the Republic of Mauritius is the only State lawfully en
exercise sovereignty and sovereign rights over the Chagos Archipelago and its maritime zones, swtt®tateaand the
the United Kingdom is not in a position to claim any rights over the Chagos Archipelago. The United Kingdom

accordingly be a member of the IOTC as a coastal State.

The Republic of Mauritius notes that in the Instrument of Atarege which it deposited with the Direci@eneral
of FAO last December, the United Kingdom claimed that it meets the conditions for membership of the IOTC, as s
paragraph (1)(a) of Article IV of the Agreement for the Establishment of the Indi@anOruna Commission. In this regal
and taking into account the UN General Assembly Resolution 73/295, the Republic of Mauritius would like th
Secretariat to confirm that the United Kingdom submitted that Instrument of Acceptance on the batsiseafVAl)(a)(ii)

only.

In the absence of a clear and immediate decision by the Commission to confirm that the United Kingdom i
cannot be a member of the IOTC as a coastal State, the Republic of Mauritius will proceed to invoke its mghtse

Agreement and international law, including Article XXIII.
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The Republic of Mauritius requests that this statement be annexed to the report of this meeting.

Al. 9

25" Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission

7-11 June 2021

Statement by the Republic of Mauritius on draft resolution on an interim plan for
rebuilding the Indian Ocean vellowfin tuna stock in the IOTC Area of Competence
(IOTC-2021-S25-PropF)

The Mauritius delegation is not agreeable to the proposal made by the UK delegation to amend
the Appendix to specify or reflect that the UK is a coastal State in the IOTC Area of

Competence.

Mauritius remains committed to the conservation and management measures and to the

sustainability of tuna stocks.

The rights of Mauritius over ifs territory are clear under international law.

This statement should be recorded in the report of this meeting.
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25 Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission
7-11 June 2021

Statement bv the Republic of Mauritius on draft resolution on an interim plan for
rebuilding the Indian Ocean vellowfin tuna stock in the IOTC Area of Competence
(IOTC-2021-S25-PropF-Rev2)

Madam Chairperson.

My delegation wishes to clarify that the use of the term “France (OT)” in the draft resolution
which has just been adopted should not be interpreted as a change in the position of the Republic
of Mauritius as regards its sovereignty over the Island of Tromelin.

My delegation requests that this statement be annexed to the report of this meeting.

Thank you, Madam Chairperson.

Al12.1

25" Session-of-the Indian-Ocean-Tuna-Commission®|

7-11-June-20219]

Statements-made-by-the-Republic-of-Mauritius¥

Agenda-Item-12—Report-of-the-Compliance-Committee
T

Agenda-Item-12.1—Overview-of-the-CoC18-Reporty
l'[

Madam-Chairperson.

I'[
Since-the- United- Kingdom- 15- not- the- coastal- State- in- relation- to- the- Chagos- Archipelago_- it-

cannot- lawfully- take- any- action- in- respect- of- the- Chagos- Archipelago.- including- providing-
reports-on-vessels-in-transit-through the -waters -of-the-Chagos-Archipelago. -

T

In-this- regard,- my- delegation- strongly- objects- to- the- endorsement- by- the- Commission- of- the-
recommendation-contained-in-paragraph-78-of-the report-of-the- 18%-Session-of-the- Compliance-
Committee-that-the-United-Kingdom-continue-to-provide-such-reports.- -My- delegation-requests-
that-its-objection-be recorded-in-the report-of-this - meeting

q

Thank you, Madam-Chairperson

arr

Al12.2
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IAgenda-Item 12.2.-—Adoption-of the-List-of-ITUU -Vesselst]

l'[
Madam-Chairperson.

l'[
My-delegation-reiterates-that-Mauritius-does-not-condone-TUU-fishing -and-that-1t-1s-not-opposed-

to-the-adoption-and-implementation-of-any-measure-against-TUU-fishing-provided-that-any-such-
measure-1s-taken- or- implemented- in- conformity - with- international- law. - including- the- rights- of-
Mauritius-under-such-law. -

However, -forthe reasons mentioned-in-the-statement I-have made-earlier-under-agenda-item-12 1 -
Mauritius-cannot-endorse-any -recommendation-for-the-inclusion-on-the TUU-Vessels-List-of-any-
vessels-reported-by-the-United-Kingdom-purporting-to-act-as-the- coastal-State-m-relation-to-the-
Chagos-Archipelago

q

Thank-you, Madam-Chairperson |

Al. 15.2 (I0TG2021-S25Statement03

25" Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission
7-11 June 2021

Agenda ltem 14.2: Participation of the United Kingdom as a coastal Statevésvi s fiBl OT 0

Statement by the Republic of Mauritius

The Republic oMauritius wishes to recall that at the®Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IO
held in June 2019 in Hyderabad, India, it had, in line with UN General Assembly Resolution 73/295, proposed the
on the agenda of that session of amiter el ati ng to the termination of th
coastal State. General Assembly Resolution 73/295, which fully endorsed the determinations made by the Internati
of Justice (ICJ) in its Advisory Opinion of 25 Felry 2019, recognizes that as a matter of international law, the C

Archipelago forms an integral part of the territory of the Republic of Mauritius.

By a ruling of the then Chairperson of the IOTC, the consideration of this item was postpone24tbShesion of
the IOTC in order to allow Members to seek instructions from their capitals. The Republic of Mauritius accordingly v
4 March 2020 to the then Chairperson of the IOTC to formally request the inclusion on the agenda'&Sssi4 of an
item entitled ATermination of United Kingdomds memb

Subsequently, the Republic of Mauritius wrote on 8 July 2020 to the then Chairperson of the IOTC to infor
had no objection to the considerationtloét item being postponed to the2Session of the IOTC in view of the situati
surrounding the COVIEL9 pandemic and the conduct of thé"Bession as a virtual meeting focused on essential m

requiring urgent attention.

On 2 April 2021, the Raublic of Mauritius addressed a letter to the Chairperson to formally request that the i
inscribed on the agenda of the"Session of the IOTC.
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The Republic of Mauritius has noted that furthe
the United Kingdom as a coastal Statedsi s A Bl OT00 and has been include

other businesso.

The Republic of Mauritius would like to point out that in the light of the Advisory Opinion of the ICJ, UN Ge
Assembly Resolution 73/295 and the Judgment of the Special Chamber of the International Tribunal for the Law of {
28 January 2021 wbi has confirmed that the Republic of Mauritius has undisputed sovereignty over the Chagos Arch
the United Kingdom is not and cannot be the coastal State in relation to the Chagos Archipelago. It cannot ther
member of the IOTC as a coalsbtate.

Considering that the item has been listed as an item under AOB, in which case no formal decision is lik
taken, and taking into account the virtual nature of this Session of the Commission, the Mauritius delegation will oot
the item being formally considered during this session. The Republic of Mauritius however formally requests
termination of the United Kingdombés membership in

agenda of the 26Ses#n of the IOTC, as initially agreed.

The Republic of Mauritius requests that this statement be annexed to the report of this meeting.

Al. 15.3 (I0TG2021-S25Statement04
25" Session of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission
7-11 June 2021

Agenda Item 14.3: Implementation of paragraph 6 of the UNGA Resolution 73/925 (FAO)

Statement by the Republic of Mauritius

The Republic of Mauritius welcomes the actions which the FAO has takenplement UN General Assemb
Resolution 73/295.

As a matter of fact, it is worth noting that specialized agencies of the United Nations have taken a range of g
measures in line with the UN General Assembly Resolution. As an example ApriB2021, the Council of Administratio
of the Universal Postal Union (UPU) considered the following recommendations from the International Bureau of {

for the implementation of Resolution 73/295:

€) to formally acknowledge henceforth that, for fheposes of any and all activities of the UPU, the Chg

Archipelago forms an integral part of the territory of Mauritius;

(b) to request Mauritius to keep the UPU, through the International Bureau, regularly informed of any d

regarding internatiorigpostal operations on the Chagos Archipelago;

(c) to cease the registration, distribution and forwarding of any and all postage stamps issued Hogltad

ABritish I ndian Ocean Territoryo (ABI OTOo) ;

(d) to refrain from making any reference, in URldcumentation, to thesbpal | ed @A Bl OTO

Archipelago as forming part of the UK overseas territories which are collectively a member of the UF

(e) to take any other measures to ensure the implementation of UN General Assembly ResdRen 73
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In the light of its discussions, the Council of Administration decided to submit a draft resolution along the

those recommendations to the next Universal Postal Congress schedullfor August 2021 in A
adoption.

It is the understanding of the Mauritius delegation that similar actions are being envisaged by other UN ager|
actions taken by the FAO are therefore very timely and since the FAO has indicated that the implementation of R

73/295 will bea continuous process, we would appreciate receiving regular updates on actions it will be taking.

The Republic of Mauritius requests that this statement be annexed to the report of this meeting.
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