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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 (FAQ) of the United Nations 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 permission 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 to the maximum extent permitted by law.

Contact details:

Indian Ocean Tuna Commission
Abis Centre, Providence

PO Box 1011

Victoria, Mahé, Seychelles
Email: iotc-secretariat@fao.org
Website: http://www.iotc.org
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AFAD
BMSY
CMM
CNCP
CoC
CPs
CPCs
DCS
DFAD
EEZ
FAD
FAO
FMSY
HCR
IUU
LRP
LSTLV
MSE
NCP
NGO
oT
RFMO
SC
SCAF
SIDS
TAC
TCAC
TCMP
TRP
UNCLOS
VMS

ACRONYMS

Anchored fish aggregating device

Biomass which produces MSY

Conservation and Management Measure
Cooperating Non-Contracting Party, of the IOTC
Compliance Committee of the IOTC

Contracting Parties

Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-Contracting Parties
Developing Coastal State

Drifting fish aggregating device

Exclusive Economic Zone

Fish aggregating device

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations
Fishing mortality at MSY

Harvest control rule

Illegal, unreported and unregulated

Limit reference point

Large-scale tuna longline vessel

Management Strategy Evaluation
Non-Contracting Party

Non-Governmental Organisation

Overseas Territories

Regional Fisheries Management Organisation
Scientific Committee of the I0OTC

Standing Committee on Administration and Finance of the I0OTC

Small Island Developing States

Total Allowable Catch

Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria of the IOTC
Technical Committee on Management Procedures
Target referent point

United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea
Vessel Monitoring System
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HOW TO INTERPRET TERMINOLOGY CONTAINED IN THIS REPORT

This report uses the following terms and associated definitions.
Level 1: From a subsidiary body of the Commission to the next level in the structure of the Commission:

RECOMMENDED, RECOMMENDATION: Any 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 Commission for its consideration/endorsement (e.g. from 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 subsidiary body 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 carry out a specified task:

REQUESTED: This 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 a timeframe for the completion.

Level 3: General terms to be used for consistency:

AGREED: Any 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 with under Level 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 next
level in the Commission’s structure.

NOTED/NOTING: Any point of discussion from a meeting which the 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 higher rating within the reporting terminology hierarchy
than Level 3, described above (e.g. CONSIDERED; URGED; ACKNOWLEDGED).
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The 12th Session of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (TCAC12) was held in Eden Island, Seychelles
from 16 to 19 October 2023. The meeting was opened and chaired by the Independent TCAC Chairperson, Ms
Nadia Bouffard. Delegates from 25 Contracting Parties and 10 observer organisations, including invited experts,
participated in the session.

The TCAC focused on the 6th draft Allocation Regime text. The Chairperson outlined the major changes made to
v5 based on the comments made at TCAC11 and intersessional submissions, before Members shared their views
on the latest text.

Discussions were structured around themes that comprised provisions of the text that are related or have
common elements. The TCAC convened six working groups during the session which produced constructive
outputs for the Chair to consider on allocation adjustment to address key thematic elements in the next version
of the draft Allocation Regime.

The Chair considered that TCAC12 had made important progress on the allocation regime, although it was clear
that several members are still concerned that the progress has been slow and needs to be accelerated.

The TCAC AGREED to a work plan leading up to TCAC13. Furthermore, to allow delegations more time to consider
the draft allocation regime texts and consult both internally and externally, the TCAC AGREED to cancel the TCAC
session scheduled for February 2024 on the I0TC calendar and focus its efforts on an October 2024 meeting
(TCAC13).
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4,

OPENING OF THE SESSION

The 12th Session of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (TCAC12) was held on Eden Island,
Seychelles from 16 to 19 October 2023. The meeting was opened and chaired by the Independent TCAC
Chairperson, Ms Nadia Bouffard.

The meeting was held in a hybrid format that included participants attending in-person and by
videoconference.

LETTERS OF CREDENTIALS AND ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS

Letters of Credentials were received from 25 Contracting Parties. China, Republic of Korea, Kenya and
Philippines participated virtually. The list of participants is provided in Appendix 1.

Pursuant to Article VII of the IOTC Agreement and Rule XIV of the I0TC Rules of Procedure, the Commission
admitted the following observers:

Members and Associate Members of the FAO that are not Members of the Commission:

Intergovernmental organizations having special competence in the field of activity of the Commission:

e South West Indian Ocean Fisheries Commission

Non-governmental organizations having special competence in the field of activity of the Commission:

e Australian National Centre for Ocean Resources and Security
e BLOOM Foundation

e Blue Marine Foundation

e Européche

e Marine Affairs Program (Dalhousie University)

e South West Indian Ocean Tuna Forum

e Sustainable Fisheries and Communities Trust

e  World Wide Fund for Nature

Invited consultants and experts:

e |nvited Experts

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE SESSION

The Chairperson provided an overview of the agenda and introduced the documents available to the meeting
(Appendix 3), including:

e the Chairperson’s Explanatory Memorandum (I0TC-2023-TCAC12-04);

e the Chairperson’s proposed 6th draft Allocation Regime text (v6) (IOTC-2023-TCAC12-02, I0OTC-2023-
TCAC12-REF02, IOTC-2023-TCAC12-REF03).

The Chairperson proposed that the meeting would focus mainly on the v6 draft text under agenda items 4 and
5. First, reviewing the changes made from the previous version; then, on the basis of themes (comprising
groups of provisions of the text) as this was the approach used at TCAC10 and TCAC11 to assist the Committee
to focus on the core issues contained in the draft allocation regime.

The TCAC ADOPTED the revised agenda provided in Appendix 2.

PRESENTATION OF CHAIR’S PROPOSED ALLOCATION REGIME TEXT, ANNEXES AND APPENDICES

Changes made and reflected in v6 draft

8. The Chairperson made a detailed presentation, outlining the most substantive changes made and reflected in

the v6 draft text, including:
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adjustments made to the Definitions (Art. 1) including the deletion of Appendix 1, the definition of fish
stocks to explicitly refer to the fish stocks covered by the IOTC Agreement, the definition of significant
non-compliance to reflect the terms and regime in the Commission’s recently adopted AppendixV to
the Commission’s Rules of Procedure in respect of the Compliance Committee’s Terms of Reference and
process for identifying non-compliance, and lastly to the definition of TAC, which reflects the outcome of
the discussions held at TCAC11, with some words remaining in brackets;

the Purpose clause and Scope provisions have been combined (Art. 2). This was to streamline the text and
eliminate duplication;

changes to the Allocation Principles (Art. 3) were made to reflect the consensus achieved in the discussions
at TCAC11 on the issues;

the Eligibility clause (Art. 4) was streamlined by moving some of the content related to the conditions for
receiving allocations to Article 6 (in reference to CNCPs). Changes as agreed by the TCAC11 were also
reflected with regards to new entrants;

clarifications were made to the prioritization of implementation of the allocations;

changes to the structure of Allocation Regime (Art. 6), confirming that the structure is based on sharing
TAC for each stock. The alternative options for this structure were removed;

changes to the Coastal State Allocation Criteria (Art. 6.6) to embed economic criteria for allocations to
developing coastal States;

substantive changes to the Allocation Criteria component of the regime text. It was highlighted that the
Weighting of allocation criteria was reinserted (Art. 6.4) and that there were changes to the Coastal State
Allocation Criteria (Art. 6.6), including new Coastal State criteria, eligibility in respect of Outermost Regions
and Overseas Territories and the revisions to the Extenuating Circumstances (Art. 6.9);

changes were made to the New Entrants provision (Art. 6.10), and to the CNCP provision (Art. 6.11) to
reflect previous outcomes on the topic reached during TCAC11. Timelines were added as required for the
implementation;

movement of the provision proposing a stepwise transition for allocation implementations from where it
previously stood in Article 9, to where it currently is found in Article 6.12;

changes were made to the provisions related to over-catch based on working group discussions during
TCAC11 including the removal of detailed reporting requirements, referring rather to the current reporting
requirements in Resolutions 15/01 and 15/02. This was done with the understanding that more detailed
rules required to implement an allocation regime will be proposed at the WPDCS for the Commission to
consider embedding in the existing data Resolutions;

changes were made to Art. 7.2 on Significant Non-Compliance, reflecting views expressed during TCAC11
and the Commission’s most recent decision to adopt revisions to Appendix V to the IOTC Rules of
Procedure in respect of the Compliance Committee’s Terms of Reference;

revisions to the Carry Forward provisions (Art. 7.1) to reflect recent discussions;

substantive changes were made to Article 8 of the text, in respect of rights and obligations of States once
they receive allocations pursuant to the regime, ensuring that the allocation regime does not infringe on
Members rights to regulate fleets and, for Coastal States in particular, to regulate fishing activities in their
waters while also ensuring the long-term sustainability of the fish stocks; and

minor adjustments were made to the Allocation Calendar and Process (Art. 9), especially to clarify the
allocation process cycle as well as changes to some terminology, based on discussions during TCAC11.

The Chair further noted what had not been changed with respect to v5. This related to the allocation regime
area. The current draft references the IOTC Agreement “Area of Competence”. There had previously been
some debate as to the extent of this area, with some Members seeking to exclude certain waters (territorial
and archipelagic waters) from the application of the allocation regime. During the previous meeting, the TCAC
requested that legal opinion from FAO be sought, however, their advice has not yet been provided, at the time
version 6 of the text was drafted or during the meeting.

Page 8 of 26



IOTC-2023-TCAC12-R[E]

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

21.

The Chair noted that the above issues needed more discussion in order to find text that could reflect the
general consensus view of delegations.

ALLOCATION TEXT DISCUSSIONS

Following the Chair’s presentation, the Members shared views on the revised text around themes reflecting
groupings of provisions of the text. Certain themes were discussed in a Working Group format, which the
Members appreciated for the flexibility and informality. In particular, the TCAC convened 6 working groups
during its session: (1) Coastal State Allocation Criteria and Indicators, chaired by Indonesia; (2) Eligibility of
Outermost Regions and Overseas Territories to Coastal State Allocation Criteria, chaired by Japan; (5) Stocks
Covered by Allocation Regime, chaired by Mozambique; and, (6) Allocation Calendar and Process, chaired by
the UK. The TCAC Chairperson chaired Working Group 3 on Historical Catch, Catch Attribution and Transition,
and Working Group 4 on Geographical Scope of Allocation Regime.

The TCAC also discussed and reviewed the provisions of the allocation regime text related to allocation
adjustments for non-compliance with IOTC measures, and the eligibility of new entrants and CNCPs to IOTC
allocations.

Important progress was made on all topics, with the exception of the geographical scope theme for which
delegations expected to be informed by the FAO legal advice sought in respect of the IOTC Area of Competence
under the IOTC Agreement. TCAC Members expressed disappointment in not having received this opinion in
time for the TCAC meeting and preferred suspending discussions on the topic until the advice is provided.

Coastal States Members presented new Coastal State Allocation Criteria and indicators to replace those found
in Draft 6 of the Allocation Regime (Art 6.6(1) and Annex 2). While TCAC Members indicated openness to
consider the new criteria and indicators, they reserved their position on these. As they recognized that data
was not readily available to simulate and support some of the indicators, they agreed, in the near term, to
simulate the new indicators based on available data alongside the previous UN-based indicators, as
alternatives, found in Draft 6 of the allocation regime text.

To address data challenges associated with the newly proposed indicators, Members raised the need for the
IOTC Socioeconomics Working Party to consider the development of a mechanism to harmonise the collection
of data for the highlighted indicators with the intention to include them in the allocation regime in the future.

Some members also pointed out that they are also members of the Regional Commission for Fisheries (RECOFI)
and were concerned that there may be an overlap in responsibilities between RECOFI and the IOTC for several
neritic tuna species. The Secretariat clarified that RECOFI is an advisory body, whereas the IOTC has the
mandate to manage all tuna and tuna-like species in the Indian Ocean and so the responsibilities are clearly
defined, however, the Secretariat agreed to contact RECOFI and invite them to attend IOTC meetings as
observers to ensure the advice being provided in that forum is consistent with the advice being deliberated
by the TCAC.

CHAIR’S SUMMARY

The Chairperson thanked all Delegations for their excellent preparations and hard work during the meeting.
She noted that while the delegations may feel that they were hoping to achieve more during the meeting,
substantial progress had been made. The Chairperson did, however, note that faster progress was needed on
several key issues.

The Chairperson indicated that she would amend the current text of the Allocation Regime to reflect the input
and views received during the meeting and provide a version 7 for simulations of the allocation criteria.

A summary of the group discussions was provided by the Chairperson in Appendix 4
Statements made to TCAC12 are provided in Appendix 5.

APPROACH FORTCAC13

A member requested the Secretariat to provide an update on the Commission requests with regards to the
TCAC Chairperson contract as raised during the 2023 Commission meeting.

Page 9 of 26



IOTC-2023-TCAC12-R[E]

22.

The TCAC agreed that the Chairperson’s term should only be discussed when it is up for endorsement by the
Commission in May 2024 as the matter was outside the mandate of the TCAC and there was no agenda item
in the current meeting to accommodate this issue.

Production of a v7 draft allocation regime text

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

To allow delegations more time to consider the draft allocation regime texts and consult both internally and
externally, the TCAC AGREED to cancel the TCAC session scheduled for February 2024 on the IOTC calendar
and focus its efforts on an October 2024 meeting (TCAC13).

The TCAC AGREED to focus its work in 2024 on simulating the allocation criteria as provided by the revised
allocation regime text (Draft 7). In this respect, delegations agreed to submit proposals for numbers on which
the following simulations could be based:

e The portion of the TACs to be attributed to each of the 3 allocation criteria pursuant to Art. 6.4;
e The amount or percentage of EEZ catches to be attributed to Coastal States under Art. 6.8(2); and,

e The annual increments of transition for the allocations related to the EEZ attributed catches pursuant
to Art. 6.12.

It was recognized that more details are required for the newly proposed Coastal State economic indicators to
be able to simulate and implement the Coastal State Allocation Criteria under Art. 6.6(1), particularly in respect
of the socio-economic criteria in 6.6(1)(b). Coastal State Members offered to provide more information in this
respect, to enable the simulation of the criteria. The TCAC also AGREED to simulate these new indicators and
the UN indicators provided in the previous version of the text, to enable a comparison and facilitate a
discussion.

Members recognized the need to provide more precise information on the geo-localisation of catches for
those which are caught in the overlap area between Coastal States EEZ and High Seas.

Members also recognized the need to discuss the meaning and implementation of the “best 5 year average
catch per CPC” in option 3 of Art. 6.8(1)(a)(i).

The TCAC AGREED to hold an online Working Group meeting to address these issues and to narrow down
simulation options proposed by Members. The TCAC requested that the Secretariat then simulate the
allocation criteria based on proposed numbers from the Members, as may be adjusted following the Working
Group meeting. It was AGREED that Members should be provided the opportunity to comment on the first
round of simulations before a final version is provided by the Secretariat.

29. The TCAC AGREED on the following schedule of work leading to TCAC13.
DATE WORK
30 November 2023 Draft v7 of Allocation text completed by the Chairperson and posted on the TCAC12
webpage.
30 December 2023 Deadline for simulation option numbers to be provided by Members
5 January 2024 Summary of the proposed simulation option numbers submitted by Members, published

on the IOTC Website by the Secretariat

26 — 28 February 2024 | Informal online Working Group

29 March 2024 First round of simulations to be provided by Secretariat

30 March — 15 April Adjustments based on input from Members

2024

30 April 2024 Second round of simulations by Secretariat

Early May Results of the simulations to be published by the Secretariat.

21— 24 October 2024 | 13™ Session of the Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (TCAC 13) in Oman

TBC

1t Session of the Working Party on Socio-Economics (WPSE)

8.

DRAFT REPORT
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10.

30.

31.

32.

33.
34.

The TCAC AGREED that, like recent TCAC reports, the TCAC12 Report would be succinct and not contain details
of the interventions made on the floor, except when they influenced the proceedings of the meeting.
However, Members were invited to provide the statements underpinning their interventions on matters they
wanted to be recorded, and these would be appended to the report.

The TCAC AGREED to adopt the meeting report by correspondence. The report was adopted on 12 December
2023.
OTHER BUSINESS

No matters were raised.

MEETING CLOSURE
The TCAC12 meeting was closed at 17.30 hr on Thursday 19 October 2023.

The TCAC acknowledged the offer from Oman to host the 13" session of the TCAC in October 2023. The TCAC
thanked Oman for their generous offer and accepted the invitation.
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APPENDIX 1.
LiIST OF PARTICIPANTS

(According to the videoconference participant list)

CHAIRPERSON
Ms Nadia Bouffard
nadiabouffard55@gmail.co

m
AUSTRALIA

Head of Delegation

Mr Neil Hughes
Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry
Neil.Hughes@aff.gov.au

Alternate

Mr George Day
Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry
George.Day@aff.gov.au

Advisor(s)

Mr Patrick Sachs
Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry
Patrick.Sachs@aff.gov.au

Mr Marc Colautti
Attorney General's
Department
Mark.Colautti@ag.gov.au

Mr Terry Romaro OAM
Ship Agencies Australia
terry@saa.com.au

Mr Kim Newbold
Independent Fishery
Professional
knewbold@wn.com.au

BANGLADESH

Head of Delegation

Mr Mohammed Parvej
Department of Fisheries
rajufims@gmail.com

CHINA

Head of Delegation

Mr Xiaobing Liu

Shanghai Ocean University
xiaobing.liu@hotmail.com

Alternate
Mr Jiangfeng Zhu

Shanghai Ocean University
ifzhu@shou.edu.cn

Advisor(s)

Ms Huihui Shen

Shanghai Ocean University
hhshen@shou.edu.cn

Ms Xiaolin Chu
Shanghai Ocean University
xlchu@shou.edu.cn

Ms Qiuning Li

China Overseas Fisheries
Association
ligiuning@cofa.net.cn

Ms Yan Li

China Overseas Fisheries
Association
liyan@cofa.net.cn

COMOROS
Absent

ERITREA
Absent

EUROPEAN UNION

Head of Delegation

Mr Marco Valetta
Directorate-General for
Maritime Affairs and
Fisheries
marco.valletta@ec.europa.
eu

Alternate

Ms Laura Marot
Directorate-General for
Maritime Affairs and
Fisheries
Laura.Marot@ec.europa.eu

Advisor(s)

Mr David Pablo Nordlund
Sierra

MAPA
dpnordlund@mapa.es

Ms Juliette Haziza
French Administration

juliette.haziza@agriculture.
gouv.fr

Ms Delphine Goguet
European Commission —
Delegation to Port Louis
Delphine.GOGUET@eeas.eu

ropa.eu

Mr Laurent Pinault
Sapmer
Ipinault@sapmer.com

Mr Daniel Gaertner
Institut de recherche pour
le développement
daniel.gaertner@ird.fr

Mr Xavier Leduc
Orthongel
xleduc@orthongel.fr

Mr Michel Goujon
Orthongel
mgoujon@orthongel.fr

Ms Alexandra Maufroy
Orthongel
amaufroy@orthongel.fr

Mr Gorka Merino

AZTI

gmerino@azti.es

Ms Mariana T. Tolotti
Institut de recherche pour
le développement
mariana.travassos@ird.fr

Ms Angela Cortina
Burguefio

Organizacion de
Productores Nacional de
Palangre de Altura
(OPNAPAS89)
angela@arvi.org

Mr Jodo Nunes
DGRM
jnunes@dgrm.mm.gov.pt

FRANCE(OT)
Head of Delegation
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Ms Olivia Berkeley-
Christmann

Anmbassade de France aux
Seychelles
olivia.christmann@diplomat

ie.gouv.fr

Alternate

Ms Lucie Orozco
Direction générale des
affaires maritimes, de la
péche et de I'aquaculture
lucie.orozco@mer.gouv.fr

INDIA
Absent

INDONESIA

Head of Delegations

Mr Indra Jaya

Ministry of Marine Affairs
and Fisheries
indrajayal23@gmail.com

Alternate

Mr Hary Christijanto
Ministry of Marine Affairs
and Fisheries
hchristijanto@yahoo.com
IRAN

Head of Delegations

Mr Fariborz Rajaei

Iran Fisheries organisation
rajaeif@gmail.com

JAPAN

Head of Delegations

Mr Yoshitsugu Shikada
Fisheries Agency

yoshitsugu shikad530@maf

f.go.ip

Alternate

Mr Kimiyoshi Hiwatari
Fisheries Agency
kimiyosi_hiwataril90@maff

.£0.]1p

Advisor(s)
Ms Maiko Nakasu
Fisheries Agency

maiko nakasulO0@maff.go
.ip

Mr Muneharu Tokimura
Oversea Fishery
Cooperation Foundation
tokimura@ofcf.or.jp

KENYA

Head of Delegations

Mr Stephen Ndegwa
Kenya Fisheries Services
ndegwafish@yahoo.com

Advisor(s)

Ms Elizabeth Mulwa
Kenya Fisheries Services
emuenibf@yahoo.com

Mr Rashid Imam
Kenya Fisheries Services
imamrshd@yahoo.com

KOREA

Head of Delegation
Ms Soobin Shim
Ministry of Oceans and
Fisheries
sbin8shim@korea.kr

Alternate

Ms Soomin Kim

Korea Overseas Fisheries
Cooperation Center
soominkim@kofci.org

Advisor(s)

Mr Sangjin Baek

Korea Overseas Fisheries
Association
sibaek@kosfa.org

MADAGASCAR

Head of Delegation

Ms Nirintsoa Zo Olive
Rakotonanahary

Direction Générale de la
péche et de I'Economie Bleu
znirintsoa@gmail.com

Advisor(s)

Mr John Burton

Sustainable Fisheries and
Communities Trust
John.burton@sustainablefis
heriesandcommunitiestrust.

org

MALAYSIA

Head of Delegation

Mr Muhammad Shakirin bin
Suhaimi

Department of Fisheries
muhammadshakirin@dof.g

ov.my

Alternate

Mr Arthur Besther Sujang
Department of Fisheries
arthur@dof.gov.my

Advisor(s)

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

MALDIVES

Head of Delegations
Mr Hussain Sinan
Ministry of Fisheries,
Marine Resources and
Agriculture
hsinan@gmail.com

Alternate

Ms Munshidha Ibrahim
Ministry of Fisheries,
Marine Resources and
Agriculture
munshidha.ibrahim@fishag

ri.gov.mv

Advisor(s)

Mr Adam Ziyad

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

Ms Maleeha Haleem
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Ministry of Fisheries,
Marine Resources and
Agriculture
maleeha.haleem@fishagri.g
ov.mv

Mr Ahmed Shifaz

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

Mr Mohamed Shimal
Maldives Marine Research
Institute
mohamed.shimal@mmri.go
v.mv

Mr Hussain Zameel
Ministry of Fisheries,
Marine Resources and
Agriculture
hussein.zameel@fishagri.go
v.mv

MAURITIUS

Head of Delegation

Mr Dharmendra Degambur
Ministry of Blue Economy
Marine Resources, Fisheries
and Shipping
ddegambur24@gmail.com

Advisor(s)

Ms Veronique Garrioch

IBL Seafood
VGarrioch@iblseafood.com

Ms Hanista Jhumun-
Foolhea

Ministry of Blue Economy
Marine Resources, Fisheries
and Shipping
hfoolheea@govmu.org

Ms Marie Clivy Lim Shung
Ministry of Blue Economy
Marine Resources, Fisheries
and Shipping
cliviim@yahoo.com

Ms Anabelle Ombrasine
Attorney General's Officer
aombrasine@govmu.org

MOZAMBIQUE

Head of Delegation

Mr Avelino Munwane
Ministry of the Sea, Inland
Waters and Fisheries
avelinomunwane@gmail.co
m

OMAN

Head of Delegation

Mr AbdulAziz Al Marzouqi
Fisheries Resources
Development
Abdullaziz.AIMarzougi@ma

fwr.gov.om

Alternate

Mr Al Muatasim Al Habsi
Commercial Fleet
Development
AlMutasim.Alhabsi@mafwr.

gov.om

Advisor(s)

Mr Jose Ramon Gallardo
Expert
ramon@g-gallardolegal.eu

Mr Obaid Selim Al Jassasi
Legal Department
Obaid.Aljassasi@mafwr.gov
.om

Mr Tariq Al Alawi

Fish Control and Licensing
Department
Tarig.AlAlawi@mafwr.gov.o

m

Mr Bader Al-Naby
Fisheries Development
Oman
Badar.alnaabi@fdo.om

PAKISTAN
Head of Delegation

Mr Farhan Khan
Ministry of Maritime Affairs
farhankhan704@gmail.com

PHILIPPINES

Advisor(s)

Ms Jennifer G. Viron
Bureau of Fisheries
jennyviron@bfar.da.gov.ph

Mr Isidro Tanangonan
Bureau of Fisheries
itanangonan@bfar.da.gov.p
h

Ms Mary Joy Mabanglo
Bureau of Fisheries
mj.mabanglo@gmail.com

Mr Benjamin Felipe S.
Tabios

Bureau of Fisheries
benjotabios@gmail.com

SEYCHELLES

Head of Delegation

Mr Roy Clarisse

Ministry of Fisheries and
Blue Economy
rclarisse@gov.sc

Alternate
Mr Vincent Lucas
Seychelles Fishing Authority

vlucas@sfa.sc

Advisor(s)

Mr Philippe Michaud
Seychelles Fishing Authority
pmichaud@gov.sc

Mr Jan Robinson
Seychelles Fishing Authority
janrobinson71@gmail.com

Ms Christine Vel
Seychelles Fishing Authority

cvel@sfa.sc

Ms Karyss Auguste
Seychelles Fishing Authority
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kauguste@sfa.sc

Mr Yannick Roucou
Seychelles Fishing Authority
yroucou@sfa.sc

Mr Jose Luis Jauregui
Echebastar
jliauregui@echebastar.com

Mr Selwyn Edmond
Seaward
selwyn.edmond@seawardc
oltd.com

SOMALIA

Head of Delegation

Mr Abdullahi Abdi Addow
Ministry of Fisheries and
Blue Economy
planning@mfmr.gov.so

Alternate

Mr Mohamoud Abdullahi
Ministry of Fisheries and
Blue Economy
dg@mfmr.gov.so

SOUTH AFRICA

Head of Delegation

Mr Qayiso Mketsu
Department of Forestry,
Fisheries and the
Environment
QMketsu@dffe.gov.za

Alternate

Mr Saasa Pheeha
Department of Forestry,
Fisheries and the
Environment
spheeha@dffe.gov.za

Advisor(s)

Mr David Wilson
Department of Forestry,
Fisheries and the
Environment
davetroywilson@gmail.com

SRI LANKA

Head of Delegation

Mr M.M Ariyarathne
Department of Fisheries
and Aquatic Resources
mma_fi@yahoo.com

Alternate

Mr N.D.P Gunawardhana
Department of Fisheries
and Aquatic Resources
nuwan.dfar@gmail.com

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

SUDAN
Absent

TANZANIA

Head of Delegation

Mr Emmanuel Sweke

Deep Sea Fisheries
Authority
emmanuel.sweke@dsfa.go.
1z

Alternate

Mr Saleh Yahya

Deep Sea Fisheries
Authority
Saleh.yahya@dsfa.go.tz

Advisor(s)

Mr Christian Nzowa

Deep Sea Fisheries
Authority
Christian.nzowa@dsfa.go.tz

THAILAND

Head of Delegation

Mr Pavarot
Noranarttragoon
Department of Fisheries
pavarotn@gmail.com

Alternate
Ms Chonticha Kumyoo
Department of Fisheries

chonticha.dof@gmail.com

Advisor(s)

Ms Pattaraporn
Jitanutarachote
Department of Fisheries
pattarapornj@gmail.com

Ms Thanyalak Na Phuket
Department of Fisheries
trthanya@gmail.com

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

Ms Prompan
Hiranmongkolrat
Department of Fisheries
prompan.hiranmongkolrat

@gmail.com

Mr Woramate Chatinakrob
Department of Fisheries
woramate33600@gmail.co
m

Ms Supaporn Samosorn
Department of Fisheries
regis_oversea@hotmail.co
m

Mr Pisitsan Nualanong
Department of Fisheries
pisitsan.nual@gmail.com

UNITED KINGDOM

Head of Delegation

Ms Jess Keedy
Department for
Environment Food & Rural
Affairs
Jess.Keedy@defra.gov.uk

Alternate

Mr Carlo Bella
Department for
Environment Food & Rural
Affairs
Carlo.Bella@defra.gov.uk
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Advisor(s)
Mr John Pearce

AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL
CENTRE FOR OCEAN
RESOURCES AND SECURITY
Ms Bianca Haas
bhaas@uow.edu.au

Mr Quentin Hanich
hanich@uow.edu.au

Mr Kamal Azmi
kamala@uow.edu.au

Mr Nyokabi Waititu
Hnw986@uow.edu.au

BLOOM
Mr Frédéric Le Manach
fredericlemanach@bloomas

sociation.org

Mr Chia-Chun Wu
jlachun@msl.fa.gov.tw

Mr Paul De Bruyn
paul.debruyn@fao.org

Mr Howard Whalley
howard.whalley@fao.org

Ms Sylvia Amisi
sylviaamisi@yahoo.com

MRAG
J.Pearce@mrag.co.uk

OBSERVERS

BLUE MARINE
FOUNDATION

Ms Jessica Rattle
jess@bluemarinefoundatio
n.com

EUROPECHE

Ms Anne-France Mattlet
anne-
France.mattlet@europeche.

org

MARINE AFFAIRS
PROGRAM

Mr Abdirahim Ibrahim Sheik
Heile
abdirahim.ibrahim@dal.ca

SOUTHWEST INDIAN
OCEAN FISHERIES
COMMISSION

Mr Mahamoudou Abidina
papawassiaan@gmail.com

INVITED EXPERTS

Mr Shih-Ming Kao
kaosm@udel.edu

I0TC SECRETARIAT

Mr Francis Kilindo

YEMEN
Absent

Ms Dulce Panguana
Dulce.Panguana@fao.org

SUSTAINABLE FISHERIES
AND COMMUNITIES TRUST
Ms Beatrice Kinyua
beatrice.kinyua@sfact.org

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

Ms Ma'ia Perraudeau
Maia.Perraudeau@eui.eu

SOUTH WEST INDIAN
OCEAN TUNA FORUM
Mr John Kareko
jkarekok@gmail.com

WORLDWIDE FUND FOR
NATURE

Mr Umair Shahid
ushahid@wwf.org.pk

Mr Chien-Nan Lin
chiennan@ms1.fa.gov.tw

francis.kilindo@fao.org

Ms Claudette Matombe
claudette.matombe@fao.org

Ms Mirose Govinden
mirose.govinden@fao.org

INTERPRETERS

Ms Michelle Searra
searra.michelle@gmail.com

Mr Mesfin Wolde-Giorghis
meswolde@gmail.com
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Ms Joselyne Teuma Mr Muteba Kasanga
teumajoselyne@gmail.com kasangam@gmail.com
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APPENDIX 2.
ADOPTED AGENDA OF THE 12™ TECHNICAL COMMITTEE ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA

Date: 16 - 19 October, 2023
Location: Eden Island, Seychelles
Time: 9:00AM — 8 hours, daily
Chairperson: Mrs Nadia Bouffard

1. OPENING OF THE SESSION (Chairperson & IOTC Secretariat)
2. LETTER OF CREDENTIALS AND ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS (IOTC Secretariat)
3. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE SESSION (Chairperson)

e Provisional Agenda I0TC-2023-TCAC12-01
e Chair’'s Memorandum IOTC-2023-TCAC12-04

4. PRESENTATION OF CHAIR’S PROPOSED ALLOCATION REGIME TEXT, ANNEXES AND APPENDICES (Chairperson)

e Chair’s Draft #6 Proposed Allocation Regime Text, Annexes and Appendices I0TC-2023-TCAC12-02

5. ALLOCATION CRITERIA (All Delegations)

A. Working Group 1 on Coastal State Allocation Criteria and Indicators
e Discussion
e Summary Report

B. Working Group 2 on Eligibility of Outermost Regions and Overseas Territories to Coastal State Allocation
Criteria

e Discussion
e Summary Report

C. Secretariat Presentation on Catch Estimates
e Historical Catch Estimates (1950-2021) IOTC-2023-TCAC12-DATA01
e Questions & Comments

D. Working Group 3 on EEZ Catch Attribution and Transition
e Discussion
e Summary Report

6. SCOPE OF ALLOCATION REGIME (All Delegations)

A. Working Group 4 on Geographical Scope of Allocation Regime
e Discussion
e Summary Report

B. Working Group 5 on Stocks Covered by Allocation Regime
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e Discussion
e Summary Report

7. ALLOCATION IMPLEMENTATION CALENDAR (All Delegations)

A. Secretariat Presentation on Allocation Implementation Calendar
e Calendar of Allocation Implementation I0TC-2023-TCAC12-03
e Questions

B. Working Group 6 on Allocation Calendar and Process
e Discussion
e Summary Report

8. DISCUSSION ON OTHER TOPICS IN THE ALLOCATION TEXT
9. CHAIR’S SUMMARY (Chairperson)
10. APPROACH FOR TCAC13

e Chair's Recommendations
o Delegations Views

11. DRAFT REPORT
12. OTHER BUSINESS

13. MEETING CLOSURE

Page 19 of 26



IOTC-2023-TCAC12-R[E]

APPENDIX 3.
LisT oF DOCUMENTS

All documents are available on the IOTC website [click here]

Document number

Title

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-01

Draft agenda version 6 September 2023

IOTC-2023-TCAC12-01b

Draft agenda version 16 October 2023

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-01c

Draft agenda version 17 October 2023

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-02

TCAC Chairs draft proposal for an Allocation Regime v6 - TC without
comments

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-03

Calendar of Allocation Implementation

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-04

Chair's explanatory memorandum to TCAC12 participants

Reference Papers

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-REFO1

TCAC comments on the v5 draft Allocation Regime resolution

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-REF02

TCAC Chairs draft proposal for an Allocation Regime v6 - TC &
Annotated

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-REF0O3

TCAC Chairs draft proposal for an Allocation Regime v6 - clean

IOTC-2023-TCAC12-REFO4_Rev1l

Chair's Presentation on Provisional Agenda for TCAC12

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-REFO5

Chair's Presentation on Allocation Regime Text Draft #6 TCAC12

Information Papers

IOTC-2023-TCAC12-INFO1

Indicators in support of fisheries allocation in the IOTC: Special
considerations for developing coastal States

Member Statements

I0OTC-2023-TCAC12-StatementO1

Statement by Mauritius

I0TC-2023-TCAC12-Statement02

Statement by France(OT)
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APPENDIX 4.
CHAIRS SUMMARY OF THE DISCUSSIONS

1. Coastal States Allocation Criteria and Indicators

Discussions were advanced on the Coastal State Allocation Criteria and related indicators. New proposals
were made for the criteria as well as the indicators. Based on the discussions these will be adjusted to
reduce the number of indicators to those for which data are accessible from third party internationally
agreed sources.

While delegations need time to consider these new criteria and indicators, there was a general openness
to consider these changes, if they can be operationalized into quantifiable indicators that may be
simulated for the next phase in the negotiations.

Coastal States leading the work on this section have agreed to do further work to evolve the wording of
the indicators to make them quantifiable so that they may be simulated.

There was also an opinion expressed on the need to simulate the previous version of these criteria and
indicators relying on HDI and GNI information, so that delegations may see the difference between the
two options of Coastal State Allocation Criteria.

2. Eligibility of Outermost Regions and Overseas Territories to Coastal State Allocation Criteria

Progress was made on the issue of eligibility of outermost territories and overseas territories to the
criteria and indicators under the coastal State Allocation Criteria.

A proposal has been agreed to adjust the text of the allocation regime to make it clear that France OT is
treated as a Coastal State CPC under the Allocation Criteria.

There was a recognition that the REIO has a coastline in the IOTC Area from its outermost territories, and
as such, it should benefit from an allocation that relates to the size of the EEZ of its outermost territories
in the IOTC Area of Competence.

There was also a recognition that the REIO would not be seeking the application of paragraph 6.6(1)(b) of
the Coastal State Allocation Criteria for its outermost territories.

There remains a difference of views as to whether such REIO in relation to its outermost territories should
benefit from the portion of the Coastal State Allocation Criteria related to aspirations under paragraph
6.6(1)(a). This will need to be resolved.

Changes to the text will be required to affect all of these views.

3. EEZ Catch Attribution and Transition

Catch Estimates

Member delegations were pleased to hear the Secretariat’s presentation on the Updated Catch Estimates
Document produced for the meeting.

It was recognized that the process for estimating catches was largely already in place for assisting stock
assessments, but that an added layer of information and estimations was made (and required) to factor
in the requirements of the current draft Allocation regime.

Some concerns were expressed with the need for a process to validate catches, particularly those catches
estimated in overlap areas differentiating catches within national jurisdictions from those on the high
seas.

The Catch Estimates and Process and methodology information presented a good pathway into the
discussion on catch history, the reference period associated to this, and the EEZ catch to be attributed to
Coastal States.

Catch History Reference Period
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Delegations provided their preferences in respect of the four current options provided in the text of the
allocation regime to determine catch history for the purpose of Catch Based Allocations.

Some delegations expressed the need to factor in that catches were affected following piracy issues in
the East African waters post 2007.

A summary table was provided by the Chairperson and adjusted to reflect the views of delegations
expressed during the meeting. Four options for reference time periods were provided, namely (1) 2000 —-
2016, (2) 2012 — 2016, (3) Best 5 year average from 1950 — 2016, and (4) 2000 — 2018.

A majority of delegations supported option 3, while some delegations also supported options 1 and 4.

Most delegations who supported option 2 initially expressed flexibility and a preference for another
option. This led to one delegation proposing the elimination of Option 2. Conversely at least one
delegation insisted on simulating all 4 options.

While generally supporting a simple approach for determining allocations, delegations appeared to be
flexible in supporting the use of catch history distinct for each stock to be covered by the Allocation
Regime.

EEZ Attributed Catches

With respect to EEZ catches and their attribution to Coastal States, there was an unequivocal position
expressed by Coastal States in support of 100% of these catches to be attributed, and allocated to Coastal
States.

There was also an expression of willingness on the part of Coastal States to consider a phasing in of the
EEZ catch allocation through as short a transition period as possible.

The delegations with recorded catch history in these EEZ waters expressed a willingness to transition the
allocations of EEZ catches in an amount or proportion that they believe should be negotiated, and in a
transition time that would depend on the amount to be attributed.

Transition Period

There was a majority view in support of a transition period of six years, essentially representing the
equivalent of two allocation cycles.

Other delegations preferred to leave the text open to negotiate the time period once simulations are
provided.

One such delegations proposed a 10-year period, subject to such negotiations.

The Chairperson proposed to reflect the discussion by including both the 6 year and 10 year options to
help narrow down the future simulations, but both options would be put in brackets to reflect the lack of
consensus on the period.

At the request of TCAC members, the Chairperson proposed text and two options for an Annex that
reflected a table for a calendar and methodology for transitioning the EEZ attributed catch allocation.

While no specific proposals were presented for the progression of the transition within the transition
period, some delegations preferred that the transition start with a larger amount to support a commercial
fishery from the start of the allocation period tapering off to a smaller amount of allocation over the
transition period up to 100% of the allocation being provided by the end of the transition period, while
others preferred starting small and growing the allocated amount over the period, to reduce the
disturbance and economic impacts on their fleet.

Some delegations indicated flexibility on a longer time period if the initial year one allocation during the
transition, was a larger amount.
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The proposed transition table reflected annual increments within the transition period, but no specific
amount or percentage were included in the annual increments. The text and table, with adjustments, will
be included in the text of the Allocation Regime.

There was support for considering different transition periods for each stock to be allocated and the
alternative option related to this will be reflected in the next version of the text of the allocation regime.

4. Geographical Scope of Allocation Regime

There was an expression of general disappointment with the lack of legal advice from the FAO in time for
this TCAC meeting, that may have provided clarity on the scope of the Area of Competence of the IOTC,
which may impact views expressed by some delegations in support of excluding territorial seas and
archipelagic waters from the application of the allocation regime with a view to protecting Coastal State
sovereignty in these waters.

While no progress was made on the scope of application clauses of the text, the TCAC members were
generally supportive of the new provisions added to the text regarding the rights and obligations of CPCs
in respect of allocations, as laid out in Art. 8.1.

5. Stocks Covered by Allocation Regime

In respect of the scope of stocks to which the allocation regime would apply, Members reiterated their
consensus view that all 5 major stocks should be covered as a matter of priority, in the allocation regime.

The TCAC considered a new proposal for changes to the text that would see the regime apply to the 5
major stocks (3 tropical tunas, albacore and swordfish), and a reference to an eventual decision to be
made on whether to apply this regime or some other allocation measures to the remaining stocks of the
IOTC.

Concerns were expressed about the lack of data for some neritic species on the “other species list”. It was
also noted that some IOTC Member countries are also members of the Regional Commission for Fisheries
(RECOFI) who may be providing conflicting advice on the stocks in question.

Some Members also expressed their opinion that the neritic species are not pelagic and therefore should
be excluded from the allocation regime as they could be more appropriately managed using bilateral
negotiations between neighbouring countries that share these resources.

Other members clearly preferred to apply the allocation text to all IOTC stocks and did not support
excluding these stocks from the regime.

It was also pointed out that in the list of “other species”, there were species that are not neritic. The
billfish species are pelagic and highly migratory. This may influence how the committee may wish to
consider this issue in the context of determining which species to exclude, if any.

There was agreement to insert the proposed changes to the text from the Coastal States in brackets, to
enable all delegations to consult further on this issue, and perhaps come back with alternative proposals
to help achieve consensus.

There was also agreement to insert the remaining part of Article 5 (5.3) in brackets until this resolution
can be found, with a view to determine whether this section is required.

6. Allocation Calendar and Process

The TCAC heard a presentation from the Secretariat on the calendar and implementation process for the
eventual allocation regime, and the different milestones, requirements and timelines.

An alternative, faster track, process was also presented by the Secretariat, with the caveat that such an
approach would be challenging to implement given current resources in the Secretariat.

Several delegations spoke in favour of a faster process that would see an allocation regime adopted as
quickly as possible, including the need to simulate allocation criteria in the near future, and some of the
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administrative steps outlined in the calendar implemented concurrently with the ongoing negotiations of
the text.

OTHER OBSERVATIONS BY THE CHAIR

7. Review of Allocation Process

A detailed review of the current options for an allocation process in the text in Art. 9 was conducted. Based on these

discussions:

Changes were proposed throughout this section to reflect the consensus view that allocation related
decisions should be taken directly by the Commission and to avoid the creation of an added layer — the
Allocation Committee - proposed as one option throughout the text.

Consensus was achieved on most of the changes to be made to Art. 9.

There remains an outstanding issue regarding the legal vehicle used to effect Commission decisions on
allocations — such as a resolution or the Commission Report — including, specifically, decisions regarding
adjustments made to allocations, to ensure that CPCs may legally recognize these decisions and
implement them into their national laws in their respective jurisdiction.

Delegations agreed to consult with their respective lawyers and a follow up discussion will be required to
finalize this text.

8. Other Provisions of the Allocation Text

Delegations agreed to discuss three other themes in the text of the Allocation Regime: The Non-
compliance provisions in Article 7; the new entrants provisions in Article 6.10 and the CNCP provisions in
Article 6.11.

Non-Compliance

In terms of the Task Group’s review of other provisions of the Allocation Text, progress was made in
relation to the overcatch provisions in article 7.1 and the Significant non-compliance provisions in article
7.2, while one or two brackets remain in the text.

Some proposals were made to add precision and make the text related to significant non-compliance
more objective. There was also a recognition of the need to better align the text of article 7.2, in particular
paragraph (c) with the Compliance Committee rules for consistency.

New Entrants

Clarifications were also provided in respect of the application of the allocation regime to New Entrants
and consensus was achieved on the text proposed by the Chair with some minor adjustments.

It was recognized that a process will be needed to verify and validate catch data for catch history of not
only new entrants, but existing CPCs and that discussions would be held in the future on this, which may
need to be reflected in the text of the Allocation Regime.

CNCPs

The TCAC then considered the provisions of the text related to CNCPs. Some changes were agreed to
simplify the text.

Some delegations requested that the text related to the condition around the status of the stock and
reference to the Kobe plot be put in to brackets for further reflection.

One delegation opposed the idea of allocating any quota to CNCPs and hence the provision was put into
brackets.
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APPENDIX 5.
STATEMENTS

France(OT)

12w Session of IOTC Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria (TCAC)- 16 to 19% of
October 2023

Statement by the Republic of France in response to the statements by the Republic of
Mauritins

In a declaration during the 12% Meeting of IOTC Technical Committee on allocation Criteria,
Mauritins objects the sovereignty of France over the Island of Tromelin as well as soversign
rights or junisdiction over its Exclusive Economic Zone and rejects the inclusion of the Island
of Tromelin mn the French Southem and Atlantic Lands (TAAF) or the Scattered Islands (iles
Eparses).

France does not recognize any legal value of the remstration of this objection by the Republic
of Mauritius submitted to the IOTC Secretaniat, which fails to consider that the Island of
Tromelin is a French temtory over which France has constantly exercised full and total
sovereignty. Thus France also emjoys sovereigmty, soversign rights and jurisdiction under
international law in the mantime areas adjacent to the Island of Tromelin

France would like to point cut that neither the Secretanat of this Agreement. nor the regional

fisheries management organizations meetings of the Indian Ocean are the appropnate place to
discuss territonal sovereignty 1ssues.

Thus statement applies to other agenda items and to all documents circulated for this meeting.
The Republic of France requests that this statement be annexed to the report of this meeting.

Mauritius

12 Meeting of IOTC Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria
16-19 October 2023, Lden Island, Sevchelles

Agenda Ttem 2: Letter of Credentials and Admission of Observers

Statement by the Republic of Mauritius

The long-standing position of the Republic of Mauritius as regards the United Kingdom's
purported membership of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC) as a “coastal State situated
wholly or partly within the Area [of competence of the Commission]” remains unchanged. This is
all the more relevant in the context of the commitment given by the United Kingdom at the last
Session of the Commiasion that it would clarify the status of its IOTC membership before the end
of the year.

The Republic of Mauritius would like to take this opportunity to inform this Committee
that the Republic of Mauritius and the United Kingdom have decided to begin negotiations on the
exercise of sovereignty over the Chagos Archipelago.

This statement also applies to other apenda items and to all documents circulated for this

meeting.

The Republic of Mauritius requests that this stalement be annexed to the report of thas
meating.
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12" Meeting of IOTC Technical Committee on Allocation Criteria
16-19 October 2023, Eden Island, Seychelles

Agenda Ttem 5: Alloeation Criteria

Statement by the Republic of Mauritius

The Republic of Mauritius reiterates the statements which it had made with regard to the
Chagos Archipelago and the Island of Tromelin under agenda item 6 at the 10™ meeting of the
Technical Committes held from 20 to 23 June 2022 in Seychelles and which are annexed fo the
report of that meeting (Document I0TC-2022-TCAC10-R[E], Appendix 4).

The Republic of Mauritius also reaffirms that since the Chagos Archipelago and the
Tsland of Tramelin form an integral part of its territory, no State other than the Republic of
Mauritius can be granted any allocations in respect of the Chagos Archipelago and the Island of

Tromelin.

The Republic of Mauritius requests that this statement be annexed to the report of this

meeting.
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