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1. OPENING OF THE MEETING AND ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

1. The Eighth Meeting of the Working Party on Billfish (WPB) was opened on 12 July 2010 in Victoria,
Seychelles. The chair, Mdan Robinson, subsequently welcomed the participants (Appendix I) and the Agenda for
the meeting was adopted as presented in Appendix .

2. The WPB reiterated its concerregarding the low level of participation of scientists to the WPB, in particular
scientists from coastal countries in the IOTC Regitime WHB recalled that the Commission has agreed to the use

of IOTC funds to invite scientists from the region to IOTC Technical Meetidgsing important fisheries for
billfish, the WPB recommended thdiet Secretariat contact the following countries to ensure that atdeast
scientist from each country is invited to the next meeting of the WPB: Sri Lanka, Iran, Pakistan, India and
Indonesia. In addition, the WPB noted that both Spain and Portugalmpeetant fisheries for swordfish in the
Indian Ocean and reiterated its concern that, in spite of the WPB efforts, no scientists from these countries ha
participated in meetings in recent years.

3. The WPB welcomed the participation of an invited expert @eve Martell) from the UBC Fisheries Centre,
Canadaan invitation aimed aproviding critical review of the assessment process following recommendations
made at the Kobe 2 meeting in Barcelona, Spain in June 2010 for greateevieerand collaborath among
RFMOs. Invitations were organised by the Chair and Secretariat but it was agread filitare, scientists from
other member states will be involved in the selection process for invited experts.

4. The list of documents presented to the meesrgjvien in Appendix lIl.

2. REVIEW OF STATISTICAL DATA FOR BILLFISH
5. The Secretariat presented the data available for billfish in the document2@ISVPB-07.

2.1 Catch trends - nominal catch (NC) data

SWORDFISH
6. Swordfish is caught mainly using drifting longdis (95%) and gillnets (5%) (Figure 1). Swordfish was mainly
a bycatch of industrial | ongline fisheries before

the catches of targeted species (such as tropical and temperate tunasgdn@athes increased markedly after
1990 to peaks of around 35,000 tonnes in 1998 and 36,000 tonnes in 2003 and 2004. The current catch of swordf
is around 25,000 tonnes. The increase i n ocpedesfromsi n
tunas to swordfish by part of the Taiwanese fleet, the development of longline fisheries in Australia, La Reunion
Seychelles and Mauritius targeting swordfish, and the arrival of longline fleets from the Atlantic Ocean (Portugal,
Spain and dter fleets operating under various flags) also targeting swordfish (Figure 2).
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Figure 1. Catches of swordfish in the Indian Ocean by gear type (2888). From document IOF2010WPB07
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Figure 2. Catches of Swordfish by fleet recorded in the IOTC Database {4888). From document IOF2010WPB07
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SWO.NO 1990 s SWO.NO 2000 's

Figure 3. Total annual catches of swordfish (number) by Taiwanese, Japanese and Spanish longlineperasielg in the Indian Ocean for the last 6
decades. From document IOTZD10WPB 15.

MARLINS

7. Blue, black and striped marlins are caught mainly using drifting long(in@%) and gillnets (20%) and
some troll and hand lines. These species are considered as bycatch for industrial and artisanal fisheries, but tt
are targeted by sport fisheries. Minimum catch estimates for the three marlin species have been derieeg from v
small amounts of information and are therefore highly uncertain. The total catch of all marlin species varies fron
year to year. It reached a maximum of around 23,000 tonnes in 1997 while current catches are around 16,0
tonnes to 20,000 tonnes.

8. Catcles of blue marlin are usually greater than those of black and striped marlin combined. The minimum
average annual catch estimated for blue marlin for the period 2004 to 2008 is around 10,000 tonnes (Figure 4).
recent years, the fleets of Taiwan,Chiranlline), Japan, several NEI fleets (longline) and Sri Lanka (gillnet) are
attributed with the highest catches of this species. The distribution of blue marlin catches has changed since t
19800 s, with catches i n t he inereasairethercatch bydhe dawanese fleta |
(Figure 5).

9. The minimum average annual catch of black marlin estimated for the period 2004 to 2008 is around 4,50
tonnes (Figure 4). The fleets of Taiwan,China, China (longline), Japan, (longline), Sri (gilhket) and
Indonesia (longline and gillnet) are attributed with the highest catches of black marlin. The distribution of black
marlin catches has changed since the 1980s with most of the catch now taken in the western areas of the Ind
Ocean. Sincehie 1990s most of the longline catch has been taken by the Taiwanese fleets (Figure 6).

10. The minimum average annual catch estimated for striped marlin for the period 2004 to 2008 is around 3,00
tonnes (Figure 4). In recent years, the fleets of Taiwan,Glongline) and to a lesser extent several NEI fleets
(longline) are attributed with the highest catches of this species. The distribution of striped marlin catches ha
changed since the 198006s with most odfthelddi@an Qceam A i n e
with the other marlin species, since the 19906s m
(Figure 7).
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Figure 4. Estimated catches of marlifes. blue marlin, b. black marlin, c.
8 m Other gears striped marlin) by gear recorded in the IOTC Database (12608). From
Tl «tine document IOTE010WPBO7.
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Figure 5. Total catches of blue marlin (number) by longline vessels operatitige Indian Ocean per decade over the period 1952 to 2008. From docy
I0TC-2010WPB-15.
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