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Background

This proposal responds to IOTC Resolution 10/01 which requires CPCs to adopt a quota allocation
system (or other relevant measure) at its plenary session in 2012 for the yellowfin and bigeye tunas
and Swordfish. Allocation criteria are presented within a quota allocation system. An Explanatory
Note (Addendum 1) accompanies and should be read in conjunction with this proposal. It includes
examples of the application of the allocation criteria for yellowfin tuna, bigeye tuna and swordfish
and hypothetical examples of quota allocation.

Resolution 10/01 calls for proposals to be submitted to a technical meeting in 2011 to discuss
allocation criteria and to recommend a quota allocation system. The quota allocation criteria cannot be
discussed separately from the quota allocation system as it is through the combination of the
allocation criteria and the implementation mechanism for uptake and use of the quota that an equitable
system can be developed.

Recognising the legitimate sovereign rights and aspirations of coastal states, in particular small island
developing coastal states and territories and small and vulnerable economies; and, the interests of
distant water fishing nations that have historically fished and invested in an area is a challenge. This
proposal draws on the experience of other tuna RFMOs in presenting a proposal that through a
combination of suitable quota allocation criteria and a phased implementation approach delivers a fair
and equitable quota allocation system. We propose a hybrid scheme based on catch per area in the
EEZs and fishing zones of Coastal States, and on historical levels of catch by all eligible flag state
fishing vessels on the high seas. As more than 50% of historical catches have been taken on the high
seas this does not disadvantage distant water fishing nations that have historically invested in the
Indian Ocean fisheries whilst by considering where the fish are caught it recognises the sovereign
rights of Coastal States to a share of the resource.

It will ensure that in the short term the status quo is approximately maintained whilst over the longer
term the development plans of coastal states can be realised. By providing an objective framework to
clearly define the baseline allocation to each CPC at the start of the quota allocation system in 2012, it
avoids uncertainty that would follow from having less clearly defined criteria that require negotiation
at the start of each new quota allocation period. It thus provides a sound basis for sustainable
management of fish stocks.

Technical Committee Meeting on Quota Allocation Criteria I0TC-2011-SS4-PropB [E]
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The Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC)

RECOGNISING that based on past experience in the fishery, the potential production from the
resource can be negatively impacted by excessive fishing effort;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the available scientific information and advice, in particular the IOTC
Scientific Committee conclusions whereby the yellowfin and bigeye tuna stocks might have been over
or fully exploited in recent years;

RECOGNISING that during the 13th IOTC scientific meeting held in Seychelles from 6 to 10
December 2010, the Scientific Committee recommended that yellowfin and bigeye tuna catches
should not exceed the MSY levels which have been estimated at 300,000 tonnes for yellowfin and at
102,000 tonnes for bigeye tuna;

RECOGNISING that IOTC Resolution 10/01 requires the development of a quota allocation system
for yellowfin and bigeye tuna stocks and for swordfish stocks;

ACKNOWLEDGING that the implementation of a TAC without a quota allocation system would
result in an inequitable distribution of the catches and fishing opportunities among the CPCs and non
CPCs;

FURTHER RECOGNISING that the tuna artisanal fisheries sector needs strengthening in terms of
catch statistics reporting in order to more closely follow the catch situations and notwithstanding
improvement in the industrial fishery catch statistics reporting requirements;

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT the sovereign rights of coastal states for the purpose of exploring and
exploiting, conserving and managing the natural resources, whether living or non-living, within their
respective exclusive zones in accordance with Article 56 (1) of the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea, Montego Bay of 10 December 1982;

NOTING the importance of applying the precautionary approach for the management of the tropical
tuna and swordfish stocks, in particular yellowfin and bigeye tuna in the Indian Ocean;

NOTING the 13" Scientific Committee recommendation to develop a Compliance Monitoring
Scheme;

ADOPTS, in accordance with the provisions of Article IX, paragraph 1 of the Agreement establishing
the IOTC, the following:

PART 1
GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. Use of terms
1.1. For the purposes of this proposal:

a) The term ‘CPC’ will be used as shorthand to include all IOTC members and Cooperating
non contracting parties to IOTC.

b) ‘Fish’ means all or any identified species of highly migratory fish stocks covered by the
IOTC convention.

¢) The ‘Quota Allocation System’ is the totality of the mechanism described in this proposal
for allocating resource rights, implementation and management (monitoring, compliance
etc) of those rights
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d)

2)

h)

)

k)

D

n)
0)

The ‘Total Allowable Catch’ (TAC) is the upper limit for the sum of all CPC catches of a
fish species in a particular year within the IOTC area of competence.

The ‘Effective TAC” is the total allowable catch minus any ‘Set Aside’ amount agreed by
the Commission at the start of the quota allocation period (e.g. to allow for new entrants).
The ‘Baseline Nominal Catch Proportion’ is the long-term base allocation proportion (%)
to each eligible CPC defined at the start of the programme in 2012 before any deductions
are applied (see Section 6).

The ‘Adjusted Nominal Catch Proportion’ is the nominal allocation proportion (% to a
CPC after adjustments to the baseline to accommodate factors such as new entrants to the
fishery or permanent trade of quota, if permitted (Section 7).

The Nominal Catch Allocation’ is the nominal allocation at the start of any specific quota
allocation period before any adjustments for membership or compliance.

The ‘Effective Allocated Catch Limit’ is the catch allocated to a CPC for a specific quota
allocation period after deductions and/or additions (see Section 8).

The ‘Historical Reference Period’ defines the period for which historical data will be
analysed in setting the baseline nominal catch proportion.

‘The ‘Quota Allocation Period’ is the short term allocation period, that may be varied,
during which the Effective Allocated Catch Limit applies.

The term ‘Quota’ will be used as shorthand to describe the effective allocated catch limit
allocated to a particular CPC.

‘Transfer’ refers to a temporary exchange of an allocation or part allocation, including
renting such allocation to a third party.

‘Trade’ means the permanent purchase or exchange of a quota allocation.

‘Artisanal vessels’ refers to any vessel within a coastal CPC that fishes for tuna or tuna
like species and that is less that 24 m in length and therefore not on the IOTC list of
authorised vessels. CPC artisanal vessels are only authorised to fish inside the EEZ of the
CPC. ‘Artisanal catch’ refers to the catch of tuna and / or tuna like species taken by
artisanal vessels.

2. Objective

2.1.

The objective of this proposal is to:

* define the rights allocation mechanism (allocation criteria) amongst members and
cooperating non contracting parties of IOTC to a share of the catch of any fish for
which IOTC sets a total allowable catch limit (currently recommended for yellowfin
tuna, big-eye tuna and swordfish); and,

* define the mechanism for implementing the quota allocation system, identifying the
duties of the responsible party amongst the different bodies and CPCs of IOTC

3. Application and Eligibility for receiving quota

3.1.

3.2.

3.3.

The defined historical reference period for determining eligibility to the quota allocation system

and for setting the baseline nominal catch proportion will be from 1981 to the December
2010, the latter date being the most recent information available to IOTC prior to adoption of
the quota allocation system in 2012 as required in Resolution 10/01.

The rights allocation mechanism defined in this proposal relates to a single species allocation.

The same mechanism will be applied to each IOTC fish species for which a TAC has been
agreed by the Commission.

A proportion of the total allowable catch will be set aside for new coastal state entrants only.

The level of the catch to be ‘Set Aside’ for new entrants will be agreed by the Commission at
start of the quota allocation system in 2012 and will be reviewed and adjusted as appropriate
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3.4.

3.5.

3.6.

3.7.

at the end of each quota allocation period. The balance of the TAC remaining will be the
Effective TAC to be allocated to all eligible CPCs.

New entrant Distant Water Fishing Nations will not be excluded from the fishery and can enter
the fishery if they meet the membership criteria and have rented or purchased quota made
available by another CPC for transfer or trade. They will not be eligible to receive any set
aside.

A baseline nominal catch proportion (%) for each fish species will be allocated to all coastal
states within the IOTC area of competence, irrespective of membership status, and to all
existing distant water fishing nations with a catch history during the defined reference period
within the IOTC Area of Competence that are currently members or Cooperating non
contracting parties of IOTC. (See Section 5 for the control rules for defining the baseline
nominal catch proportion).

When setting the effective allocated catch limit only full member CPCs can receive 100%
quota allocation before other adjustments. Cooperating non contracting parties will be eligible
to receive only 80% of the nominal catch before other adjustments. Non members will not be
eligible to receive an effective allocated catch limit.

The TAC, effective TAC and effective allocated catch limits will be set for a Quota Allocation
Period of three years in the first instance to allow fleets to plan accordingly enabling greater
economic stability. The effective allocated catch limit will only be varied during that three
year period if the Science Committee indicates that the status of the stock has significantly
changed and the TAC must be adjusted early. The Quota Allocation Period will be reviewed
by the Commission after three years with advice from the Science Committee and subsequent
periods set may be varied as appropriate.

PART 2
RIGHTS ALLOCATION

4. Setting the Total Allowable Catch: Defining a Management Procedure

4.1.

4.2.

In 2011 the Assessment/Management Procedure for setting the TAC will be defined by the
Science Committee and its associated Working Groups specifically the Working Group on
Tropical Tunas and the Working Group on Billfish, based on best available science and stock
status. It will take into account any uncertainty in the stock assessments and set the level of
TAC accordingly. This procedure will define the mechanism for setting the Total Allowable
Catch. It will also define whether the TAC for a species relates to the whole of the IOTC area
of competence, or to sub areas for the species in question.

The assessment/management procedure will define the frequency with which stock assessments
shall be undertaken with reference to stock status and both targeted and incidental catch
levels, and any indicators that might trigger the need for a stock assessment earlier than
planned if assessments are not to be undertaken annually.

5. Setting the Effective Total Allowable Catch

5.1.

After applying the management procedure and having set the TAC for the fish species for the
quota allocation period, the agreed set aside amount will be subtracted. The remaining
Effective TAC (see ‘J’ in Table 5) will be allocated amongst all eligible CPCs according to
the control rules defined in Sections 6 to 8.
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6. Setting the Baseline Nominal Catch Proportion

6.1.

A hybrid scheme based on catch per area in the EEZs of coastal states and on historical catch
levels by all eligible flag state fishing fleets on the high seas will be applied to set the baseline
nominal catch proportion in 2012.

6.2. The following control rules will be applied to each species for which an allocation has been set:

6.3.

1.

The total catch taken by all CPC vessels in the EEZ of each coastal state (including that
CPCs artisanal catches) will be calculated for the reference period (1981-2010). (A, see
Annex 1, Table 1, transcribed to Table 2)

The proportion of the total catch taken in each EEZ, will be calculated [(Total Catch in
Country EEZ during reference period / total catch in IOTC area of competence during
reference period)*100%] (B, Annex 1, Table 1, Table 2)

The total high seas catch by flag state during the reference period will be calculated (C,
Annex 1 Table 1, Table 2).

The high seas catch by flag state (from C) will be calculated as a proportion of the sum of
the total catch in the IOTC area of competence during the reference period (from A)
[(Total Catch by flag state from the high seas during reference period / sum total catch in
IOTC area of competence during reference period)*100%] (D, Annex 1, Table 1, Table 2)

The baseline nominal proportion of the catch (unadjusted) attributable to each country
will be calculated based on the sum of the catch in the EEZ plus the catch by flag state on
the high seas (i.e. B+D). This will be called the baseline nominal catch proportion (E,
Annex 1, Table 2)

The baseline nominal catch proportion is set once only at the start of the quota allocation
system (2012) and is based on historical catches by location up to that point in time. The first
and all future quota allocations will start from this baseline.

7. The Adjusted Nominal Catch Proportion

7.1.

7.2.

All quota allocations are derived from application of control rules for the effective allocated
catch limit to the baseline nominal proportion. However, there are two factors that may result
in a need to adjust the baseline as an intermediate step prior to setting the quota:

(i) Due to the fact that artisanal catches have been poorly reported to date, it may be
necessary to make an adjustment after 5 years to incorporate more accurate artisanal
catch data after implementing recommendations for artisanal fishery data reporting in
Resolution 10/01. At present the IOTC catch and effort database estimates artisanal
catches. It will only be necessary to update the baseline nominal proportion if those
estimates differ significantly from the improved estimates of artisanal catch that
become available.

(iii) To accommodate any permanent trade of quota between CPCs should this be
permitted in future (see paragraph 10.2)

Any such adjustment will be called the ‘Adjusted Nominal Catch Proportion’. The original
historical reference period will not be adjusted in such circumstances.

At the start of the quota allocation system in 2012 no adjustments will be made to the baseline
nominal catch proportion and control rules are not defined here for setting the ‘Adjusted
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Nominal Catch Proportion’. This will only become necessary depending on future decisions
of the Commission with respect to the permanent trade of quota (see paragraphs 10.2). The
present control rules therefore only refer to the Baseline Nominal Catch Proportion.

8. Setting the Nominal Allocated Catch and the Effective Allocated Catch Limit

8.1. The baseline nominal catch proportion is set only once at the start of the quota allocation
system. The effective allocated catch limit is calculated at the start of every quota allocation
period. The first application will be in 2012 for the defined quota allocation period. The
Effective Allocated Catch Limit is not necessarily in proportion to the baseline nominal catch
proportion. It is the quota (catch-limit) allocated to a CPC for a specific period after
application of a number of control rules.

8.2. To calculate the Nominal Allocated Catch for each CPC the following control rule is applied
(see Annex 1 Table 5).

6.

Nominal Allocated Catch: The product of the baseline nominal catch proportion (E) and
the Effective TAC (J) is the nominal catch allocation, K, (see Table 5) [E x J, Tonnes]

8.3. To calculate the Effective Allocated Catch Limit for each CPC the following control rules (see
Annex 1 Tables 3-5) must be applied in the order shown.

7.

10.

Membership status: Adjustment 1. Membership status (G, Table 4) determines eligibility
to receive a quota (see paragraph 3.6) and the relevant proportions are recorded in
Column H (Table 4) [members entitled to 100% quota before other adjustments;
cooperating non contracting parties, 80%; non members, 0%].

Compliance: Adjustment 2. The Standard Compliance Table (Annex 1 Table 3, see
paragraphs 13.1 - 13.5) is applied to determine any reduction of allocation to any
particular CPC due to non compliance. The balance of quota (F, Table 3) that remains to
be allocated after penalty deductions for non compliance is expressed as a proportion and
is summarised in Column F in Table 5 for all CPCs. The product of Adjustment 1 (H)
and Adjustment 2 (F) is the combined adjustment, I (Column I in Table 4), and it is
applied to the nominal catch allocation (K) to determine the effective allocated catch limit
after penalty adjustments, L [K x I, tonnes, Table 5].

‘Penalty deductions’ are treated as follows:

* CPC: held in a CPC specific set aside (M, Table 5) and can be reclaimed by the
CPC once either membership status has been confirmed, or full compliance has
been demonstrated to the satisfaction of the Compliance Committee;

* Non Member: the full nominal catch allocation of non members will be assigned

to an unallocated balance (N, Table 5) for redistribution as a ‘bonus’ to eligible
CPCs

Reallocation of unallocated balance of quota: Final Adjustment. The sum of any
unallocated balance of quota will be reallocated in equal parts to all remaining fully
compliant CPCs eligible to receive a quota for that period. This is the ‘bonus’ allocation,
P (Table 5) [(Sum of unallocated balance, N / Number of fully compliant CPCs eligible
for a quota), tonnes]|

Final effective Allocated catch limit, i.e. CPC Quota: The final effective allocated catch
limit, or CPC quota for the current quota allocation period is the sum of the effective
allocated catch limit (L) and any bonus applied (P) (Q, tonnes, Table 5).
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PART 3
IMPLEMENTATION

9. Utilisation of a quota

9.1.

9.2.

9.3.

9.4.

9.5.

The effective allocated catch limit is the quota allocated to a particular CPC. CPCs will be free,
subject to appropriate bilateral agreements in the case of waters within coastal state EEZs, to
take their quota anywhere within the area to which the TAC for the species in question relates
i.e. the IOTC area of competence or sub areas. The Science Committee will monitor the
spatial distribution of catches in order to ensure that this does not lead to excessive fishing in
any one particular area or part of the stock (e.g. on juveniles).

In the event that CPCs have received more quota than they can fish themselves they may
transfer all or part of their quota to one or more CPCs to take on their behalf anywhere in the
IOTC area of competence. They may also choose to allocate part of any surplus to a voluntary
CPC set aside for one or more years, and that may or may not be taken up during that quota
allocation period.

CPCs receiving a quota will be responsible for defining how that quota will be allocated
amongst it’s fleet and for monitoring and ensuring compliance of the uptake of the quota by
it’s fleet.

With the exception of artisanal vessels, only vessels on the IOTC record of authorised vessels
will be eligible to receive a quota from their flag state. CPCs will however need to indicate
the number, size and fishing gear of artisanal vessels fishing for tuna.

Where a quota is transferred or traded, the CPC receiving the quota will take over responsibility
for monitoring and ensuring compliance of the uptake of the quota by it’s fleet.

10.Trade and transfers of a quota between CPCs

10.1. The transfer of quota or part of a quota between CPCs is permitted. Quota may not be

transferred to any third party that is not an IOTC member or cooperating non contracting
party.

10.2. For the first fifteen years of the quota allocation system, or three quota allocation periods,

whichever is greater, the trade of quota or part of a quota between CPCs is NOT permitted.
After this time, this will be reviewed by the Commission and a decision made as to whether
permanent trade of quota will be permitted. Permanent trade between CPCs has the effect of
modifying the baseline nominal catch proportion, by removing it from one CPC and adding it
to another. Appropriate control rules will need to be developed if permanent trade of quota is
to be permitted in future.

11.Reallocation of quota between years

11.1. Underutilised quota in any one year by any CPC will NOT be added to that CPC allocation for

the following year.

11.2. The Compliance Committee will define the sanctions to be imposed in the case that a CPC

exceeds its quota in any one year. This will be reflected in the Standard Compliance Table.
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12.0bligations of CPCs receiving a quota

All recipients of a quota

12.1. Receipt of a quota carries the obligation to adhere to and report on the rules of implementation
of the quota system as defined in this proposal and to adhere to and apply all other relevant
IOTC conservation and management measures.

12.2. The Compliance Committee of IOTC will arbitrate to address any disputes that may arise (e.g.
arising from application of the allocation criteria) and ensure that quota is utilised
appropriately.

12.3. CPCs anticipating to receive a quota will submit a Utilisation Plan to the IOTC Secretariat at
least 30 days prior to the Commission Meeting detailing how that quota will be utilised
amongst vessels flagged to that CPC, or any transfers anticipated, or any voluntary set aside.

Coastal States quota

12.4. During the first fifteen years of the quota allocation system (i.e. up to 2027) coastal states that
receive a quota allocation that exceeds their current capacity to fish may transfer their quota
to flag state CPCs that have fishing capacity, for example, to those that have fished during the
historical reference period in their zone thereby maintaining the status quo and ensuring
economic stability of the existing fishing fleet. Where existing agreements occur between
DWFNs and coastal states for access to resources and that overlap with the introduction of the
quota allocation system, these will remain in place without duplication, and with amendments
to reflect permitted catch levels consistent with combined quota allocations.

12.5. The terms of the transfer (rent) of the allocation are for negotiation between the Coastal State
and fishing flag state and will be undertaken subject to market forces. The Compliance
Committee will address any disputes that may arise and ensure that quota is utilised
appropriately.

12.6. At the start of the quota allocation system in 2012 Coastal States will update their fleet
development plans (Resolutions 03/01; 09/02) which will be linked to the quota allocated to
them. Over the first fifteen year period any uptake of quota by coastal states will also be
reflected against the report on the implementation of their fleet development plan. As the
coastal state develops its own capacity to fish during this period, it will reduce the amount of
quota offered for transfer accordingly.

High Seas quota

12.7. In respect of the baseline nominal catch proportion defined in 2012 and the effective allocated
catch (quota) allocated to flag state CPCs in any subsequent year in respect of historical levels
of catch on the high seas up to 2012 (the ‘high seas quota’ see Annex 1, Table 1), the
Commission agrees that all transfers of ‘high seas’ quota will be undertaken subject to market
forces.

New Entrants / Set Aside

12.8. The set aside allocation will only be available to new Coastal State entrants that have attained
the status of Cooperating non contracting party or full Member and the same control rules for
allocation as defined above will be applied. As part of their application to IOTC new
applicants shall also indicate the amount of quota they wish to receive from that available in
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the set aside. The Compliance Committee will review that application and the Commission
will decide on the level of the set aside allocated to the new entrant. New DWFN may enter
the fishery through transfer or trade of quota.

12.9. New entrants, like any other CPC, will be able to rent additional quota that may be made
available for transfer by another party.

13.Compliance

13.1. The record of compliance in the application of IOTC conservation and management measures
by the CPCs wishing to participate in the quota allocation process will be evaluated annually
against a Standard Compliance Table (Annex 1, Table 3). The standard compliance table will
be harmonised with other compliance rules defined by the Compliance Committee.
Application of the standard compliance table is amongst the criteria used to set the Effective
Allocated Catch Limit for each quota allocation period. Where the quota allocation period is
more than one year (e.g. 3 years) this allows the uptake of any CPC quota held as a penalty in
the CPC specific set aside to be taken up during the quota allocation period once compliance
is demonstrated at the next Compliance Committee meeting (i.e. the next year), thus the
penalty will apply for a minimum of one year.

13.2. In addition to conservation and management measures, the standard compliance tables will also
include details on payment of contributions to IOTC. Failure to pay IOTC contributions in
any year will result in a sliding scale of penalties with a 20% reduction in quota for the first
year, 40% for the second year in arrears, and will disqualify that CPC from receiving a quota
allocation for that quota allocation period where the CPC is three or more years in arrears.

13.3. There will be one standard compliance table produced each year for each participating CPC —
these tables will collate and summarise the data already generated by the Secretariat each year
for the review of the Compliance Committee. Additionally it will collate and summarise any
additional reporting requirements related to monitoring and control of this quota allocation
system that may be introduced from time to time.

13.4. A summary table will be prepared by the Secretariat that indicates the eligibility of each CPC to
participate in the quota allocation scheme each year, and the level of any reduction in quota
that will be applied that year arising from sanctions applied in respect of failure to comply
with IOTC conservation and management measures (Annex 1, Table 4).

13.5. It is proposed that the Compliance Committee reviews and finalises the proposed standard
compliance table, and level of sanctions during its meeting in 2012.

14.Monitoring implementation

14.1. The Compliance Committee meeting held prior to the Commission Plenary Session in 2012
will discuss any additional requirements that are necessary to administer and monitor the
quota allocation scheme over and above the current mandatory requirements for reporting
against IOTC conservation and management measures. CPCs are encouraged to submit
proposals one month prior to the meeting.

15.Duties of the IOTC, the Secretariat, its various bodies and of CPCs

15.1. The following table provides a timeline for implementation of the quota allocation system and
identifies the duties of the different bodies of the Commission.
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Responsible body and actions to be taken Deadline
/ date of
meeting

Technical meeting on quota allocation: Feb-11

¢ Agree proposal on allocation criteria and allocation system.
* Recommend proposal to Commission

Commission Meeting : Mar-11
* Adopt proposed quota allocation criteria and a quota allocation system for
implementation during 2012 (specific parameters to be applied within the system can be
further developed and adopted in 2012);
* Agree the factors to be taken into consideration when developing a management
procedure for the TAC;

IOTC Secretariat and CPCs Jul 11
* The Secretariat to develops and validates with CPC’s their historical catch record, as soon
as possible for years 1981-2010.

WPB and WPTT: Jul 11
* Develop a management procedure for setting the TAC for billfish and tuna species Oct-11

Science Committee: Dec-11
* Review, approve and recommend the management procedure to the Commission

CPCs: Feb-12

* Submit proposals to the Compliance Committee for additional monitoring and control
requirements needed to administer the quota allocation system and indicate how they
would be reflected in the standard compliance table.

Compliance Committee: Mar-12
* Review proposals for additional monitoring and control related to implementation of the
quota allocation system and recommend them to the Commission
* Agree the sanctions to be applied in the standard compliance table, update the table to
reflect additional monitoring and control requirements, and recommend them to the
Commission

Commission Mar -12

* Adopt the management procedure for setting the TAC

* Agree the historical reference period for application by subsidiary bodies later in 2012 in
calculation of the baseline nominal catch proportion.

¢ Agree parameters used in the control rules to set the effective allocated catch limit
(Membership, compliance, etc)

* Agree the level of set aside if any.

* Define the quota allocation period to be applied.

WPB and WPTT: Jul-12
* Apply management procedure and set the TAC for Yellowfin tuna, big-eye tuna and Oct-12
swordfish
IOTC Secretariat: Nov-12
* Apply control rules for the agreed reference period to determine the baseline nominal
catch proportion by CPC
Science Committee: Dec-12

* Review, approve and recommend the TAC derived by WPTT to the Commission
* Review and approve the estimates of baseline nominal catch proportion.

CPCs Variable
¢ Fulfil all mandatory reporting requirements as required under IOTC conservation and deadlines
management measures in 2011
* Submit Utilisation Plan to IOTC detailing how the quota will be utilised (i.e. mechanism 12
of allocation amongst domestic fleets, level of transfers anticipated and to which CPC,
etc)
* Submit revised fleet development plans.
IOTC Secretariat Feb-13

* Complete usual generation of reports on compliance with [OTC conservation and
management measures submitted during 2011/12
* Complete the Standard Compliance Table
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* Confirm that CPC plans for utilisation of quota conform to rules defined in Part 3 of the
proposal.

Compliance Committee: Mar-13
* Review completed standard compliance table and agree its application for the allocation
of quotas — Recommend to the Commission.
* Review summary of CPC utilisation plans and for any that do not conform, recommend
course of action to the Commission.

Commission: Mar 13
* Adopt the level of TAC set for Yellowfin tuna ,big-eye tuna and swordfish
* Adopt the completed standard compliance table
* Agree CPC utilisation plans (with revisions as appropriate)

IOTC Secretariat Apr-13
* Apply agreed level of TAC and control rules and derive effective allocated catch limits
per CPC (quota).
* Inform each CPC of its quota for the present quota allocation period.

CPCs From
* Utilise quota according to agreed utilisation plan Apr-13
¢ Submit any complaints to the Compliance Committee
* Comply with all IOTC conservation and management measures and ensure that quota

allocations are not exceeded.

Compliance Committee May-13
* Review complaints and require CPCs to act according to decisions of the Committee

All bodies Annual
* Report on and review the implementation of the quota allocation system on an annual cycle

basis during the defined quota allocation period.
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Annex 1
Standard tables to be applied in the quota allocation
system for IOTC.

Table 1: Setting the Baseline nominal Catch Proportion (%): For each species for which the
Commission has agreed a TAC, and for the defined reference period, to calculate the total
catch (A) and proportion (%) of the total catch (B) in the EEZ of coastal states within the
IOTC area of competence and the total high seas catch by flag states that have fished during
the reference period (C)

Table 2: Setting the baseline nominal catch proportion: Application of the values derived in Table 1 to
set the baseline nominal catch proportion (E)

Table 3: Standard Compliance Table, to set the level of reduction of the nominal catch for each CPC
due to non compliance, F. This Table will be completed by the Compliance Committee during
its meeting in 2012 when the level of sanctions for non compliance will be agreed. Over time
the Standard Compliance Table is expected to evolve. Comments and examples are provided
for guidance only.

Table 4: Summary of eligibility of each CPC to receive a full quota based on membership status (G,
H) and compliance with IOTC conservation and management measures (F), and calculation of
the combined adjustment (I) to be applied to the nominal catch allocation when setting the
effective allocated catch limit.

Table 5: Setting the Effective allocated catch limit and final quota allocation, indicating the nominal
catch allocation (K), effective allocated catch limit (L) and penalty CPC set-aside (M), the
bonus allocation (P) and final quota allocated to each CPC (Q) for the quota allocation period.
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Table 1: Setting the Baseline nominal Catch Proportion (%): For each species for which the Commission has agreed a TAC, and for the defined
reference period, to calculate the total catch (A) and proportion (%) of the total catch (B) in the EEZ of coastal states within the IOTC area
of competence and the total high seas catch by flag states that have fished during the reference period (C)

Country

Catches within Coastal State EEZ within the 10TC area of

AUSTRALIA

COMOROS

ERITREA

FRANCE

(Territories)

INDIA

INDONESIA

IRAN

KENYA

MADAGASCAR

MALAYSIA
MAURITIUS
OMAN
PAKISTAN
SEYCHELLES
SRI LANKA

TANZANIA

THAILAND

UK (Territories)

MALDIVES

SOUTH AFRICA

BANGLADESH

MOZAMBIQUE

MYANMAR

SOMALIA

YEMEN

C. TOTAL HIGH SEAS
BY FLAG STATE

D. FLAG STATE HIGH
SEAS CATCH (C) ASA

% OF THE SUM TOTAL

LANDED CATCH (A)

Coastal state within I0TC area of competence

AUSTRALIA

COMOROS

ERITREA

FRANCE (

INDIA

INDONESIA

IRAN

KENYA

MADAGASCAR

MALAYSIA

MAURITIUS

OMAN

PAKISTAN

SEYCHELLES

SRI LANKA

 TANZANIA

THAILAND

UNITED KINGDOM (Territories)

MALDIVES

SOUTH AFRICA

BANGLADESH

MOZAMBIQUE

MYANMAR

SOMALIA

YEMEN

Flag-States fishing (note, only necessary to retain those that fished during Reference Period.

Distant Water fishing Nation

BELIZE

CHINA

TAIWAN.CHINA

EUROPEAN UNION

GUINEA

JAPAN

KOREA

PHILIPPINES

SIERRA LEONE

SUDAN

VANUATU

SENEGAL

URGUAY

A. TOTAL CATCH IN ZONE OF COUNTRY

B. % OF CATCH IN ZONE OF COUNTRY
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Table 2: Setting the baseline nominal catch proportion: Application of the values derived in

Table 1 to set the baseline nominal catch proportion (E)

D. High seas
A. Tot.al B. . C.. Total ;z;t;l;;asl:g:e E. Bz.lseline
Membership catch in zone | Proportion high seas (in C) as a nominal
Country status of country of total catch | catch taken proportion catch .
for reference | taken by by flag state proportion
. . of the sum
period (mt) zone (%) for period total landed (B+D)
catch (in A)
TAC set in 2012
(mt)
AUSTRALIA Member
COMOROS Member
ERITREA Member
FRANCE
(Territories) Member
INDIA Member
INDONESIA Member
IRAN Member
KENYA Member
MADAGASCAR Member
MALAYSIA Member
MAURITIUS Member
OMAN Member
PAKISTAN Member
SEYCHELLES Member
SRI LANKA Member
TANZANIA Member
THAILAND Member
UK (Territories) Member
MALDIVES Coop NCP
SOUTH AFRICA Coop NCP
BANGLADESH -
MOZAMBIQUE -
MYANMAR -
SOMALIA -
YEMEN -
BELIZE Member
CHINA Member
TAIWAN.CHINA
EU Member
GUINEA Member
JAPAN Member
KOREA Member
PHILIPPINES Member
SIERRA LEONE Member
SUDAN Member
VANUATU Member
SENEGAL Coop NCP
URGUAY Coop NCP
HIGH SEAS n%
TOTAL 100.00% n% 100.000%
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Table 3: Example Standard Compliance Table, to set the level of reduction of the nominal catch
for each CPC due to non compliance, F. This Table will be completed by the Compliance
Committee during its meeting in 2012 when the level of sanctions for non compliance
will be agreed. ver time the Standard Compliance Table is expected to evolve.

Comments and examples are provided for guidance only.

Standard Compliance Table for: (CPC)

Year

Relevant Conservation and Compliance Comments (e.g. Proposed level of reduction
management measures (Data reported | reported, but not to | in quota allocation for
to IOTC IOTC standards) failure to comply with this
standards) measure.
(Y/N)

Payment of membership fees

(e.g. 20% reduction of quota
for each year’s non payment
with 100% reduction after 3
years)

Attendance at IOTC meetings

Reporting of mandatory statistics
(08/01) and other reporting
requirements [authorised vessels
(07/02); fleet development plans
(03/01 & 09/02); port inspections
(05/03); Bigeye tuna statistical
document programme (01/06);
VMS (06/03); transhipment by
large-scale fishing vessels (08/02);
Observer schemes (10/04)]

(e.g. Variable sanctions for
different elements of the
mandatory reporting
requirements)

CPC vessels listed on TUU list
(09/03)

(e.g. A higher level of
sanction if CPC does not
demonstrate control of its
flag vessels according to
IOTC standards)

Any new mandatory reporting
requirements defined by the
compliance committee for
monitoring and enforcing the quota
allocation system scheme

(e.g. A high level of sanction
- CPC must demonstrate
ability to enforce the quota
allocation system)

Total deductions to quota for this
CPC this year [sum of all above — if
greater than 100%, apply 100%]

(Sum of all above)

F. Balance (proportion) of quota
to be allocated this period [i.e
(100-total deductions)/100]

F, transfer this value to
Table 4 for each CPC
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Table 4: Summary of eligibility of each CPC to receive a full quota based on membership status
(G, H) and compliance with IOTC conservation and management measures (F), and
calculation of the combined adjustment (I) to be applied to the nominal catch allocation
when setting the effective allocated catch limit.

F. Adjustment 2 :
Balance of quota I. Combined
H. to be allocated Adjustment 1 . . .
. after total Summary explanation of factors leading to deductions
G. Adjustment 1 and 2 to be . A L
. penalty . .| and any particular issues / uncertainties to be drawn to
Country Membership| based on R applied in setting . . A
status membership .d.eductlons the effective the attention of the Cor.np.llance Committee /
Status arising from the allocated catch Commission.
Standard limit (H*F)
Compliance

Table (Table 3))
Proportion of baseline Member 1.0
nominal catch retained | Coop NCP 0.8
for each category of CPC Non 0.0
AUSTRALIA Member 1.0
COMOROS Member 1.0
ERITREA Member 1.0
FRANCE (Territories) Member 1.0
INDIA Member 1.0
g INDONESIA Member 1.0
§ IRAN Member 1.0
2 [KENYA Member 1.0
§ [maDAGASCAR Member 1.0
‘s |[MALAYSIA Member 1.0
§ MAURITIUS Member 1.0
S |OMAN Member 1.0
5 |PAKISTAN Member 1.0
lTE: SEYCHELLES Member 1.0
fé SRI LANKA Member 1.0
@ |TANZANIA Member 1.0
& [THAILAND Member 1.0
= UK (Territories) Member 1.0
§ MALDIVES Coop NCP 0.8
© |SOUTH AFRICA Coop NCP 0.8
BANGLADESH - 0.0
MOZAMBIQUE - 0.0
MYANMAR - 0.0
SOMALIA - 0.0
YEMEN - 0.0
BELIZE Member 1.0
CHINA Member 1.0
§|  TAIWAN.CHINA 1.0
§ EUROPEAN UNION Member 1.0
2 |GUINEA Member 1.0
< [1aPan Member 1.0
% |KOREA Member 1.0
© |PHILIPPINES Member 1.0
z SIERRA LEONE Member 1.0
g SUDAN Member 1.0
B |VANUATU Member 1.0
SENEGAL Coop NCP 0.8
URGUAY Coop NCP 0.8
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Table 5: Setting the Effective allocated catch limit and final quota allocation, indicating the
nominal catch allocation (K), effective allocated catch limit (L) and penalty CPC set-
aside (M), the bonus allocation (P) and final quota allocated to each CPC (Q) for the
quota allocation period. (Note that the colours applied to each column correspond to
those in Boxes 1-4 of the explanatory note)

P. B
I. Combined . M. Ring o!qus
; N L. Effective allocation -
K. Nominal | adjustments allocated fenced from equal
E. Baseline catch 1and 2 to be nalty CPC
L . ) L catch limit (3 ty redistribution | Q. Final CPC allocation
N for in set aside to . N
G. N . after N. of unallocated|for this quota allocation
R catch this quota setting the N be reallocated R R
Country Membership . ) A adjustments Unallocated | balance (Sum period [effective
proportion | allocation effective on -
status ) 1and2 . balance of N) to allocated catch limit, L
(From Table period allocated B membership .
L applied for eligible CPCs + bonus, P]
2)% (tonnes) catch limit . &/or
allocation , [sum of N /
[E*)] (from Table ) compliance [K:
2 period [K*I] u number
eligible CPCs]
TAC set in year / quota allocation Only fully
s N This applies B . N
period in question only to This applies| compliant
|Agreed set aside 5 v only to non | members are
s and .
. . coop NCPs b eligible for
J. Effective TAC (TAC-set aside) P the bonus
CPC ALLOCATIONS
AUSTRALIA Member
COMOROS Member
ERITREA Member
FRANCE (Territories) Member
INDIA Member
@ |INDONESIA Member
& [IRAN Member
8 [KENYA Member
g MADAGASCAR Member
‘s | MALAYSIA Member
g MAURITIUS Member
S [OMAN Member
5 |PAKISTAN Member
£ |SEYCHELLES Member
=
-‘é SRI LANKA Member
o [TANZANIA Member
& [THAILAND Member
= UK (Territories) Member
@ [MALDIVES Coop NCP
S SOUTH AFRICA Coop NCP
BANGLADESH -
MOZAMBIQUE -
MYANMAR -
SOMALIA -
YEMEN -
BELIZE Member
CHINA Member
§ TAIWAN.CHINA Exception
=]
S |EUROPEAN UNION Member
2 |GUINEA Member
Z |sapan Member
s |KOREA Member
& |PHILIPPINES Member
z SIERRA LEONE Member
g SUDAN Member
B |VANUATU Member
SENEGAL Coop NCP
URGUAY Coop NCP
TOTAL, all CPCs
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Addendum 1
Explanatory Note

This Explanatory Note provides a summary and explanation of the quota allocation system presented
by Republic of Seychelles to the Technical Meeting on Quota allocation held in Nairobi 16-18
February 2011.

Recognising the legitimate rights and aspirations of both coastal states, in particular small island
developing coastal states and territories and small and vulnerable economies; and, distant water fishing
nations that have historically fished and invested in an area is a challenge. This proposal draws on the
experience of other tuna RFMOs presented at the Kobe 2 workshop on managing tuna fishing capacity
in Brisbane during 2010, and on the particular situation of IOTC and tuna stocks in the Indian Ocean.

This proposal describes a fair and transparent quota allocation system through a combination of
suitable rights based quota allocation criteria and a phased implementation system. We propose a
hybrid scheme based on catch per area in the EEZs and fishing zones of Coastal States, and on
historical levels of catch by all eligible flag state fishing vessels on the high seas. As more than 50% of
historical catches have been taken on the high seas this does not disadvantage distant water fishing
nations that have historically invested in the Indian Ocean fisheries whilst by considering where the
fish are caught it recognises the sovereign rights of Coastal States to a share of the resource.

UNCLOS Article 56(1) defines coastal states sovereign rights within their EEZs. Coastal states have
the necessary jurisdiction related to those sovereign rights giving them the power to regulate the terms
of use relating to activities for the exploitation of the living resources in their EEZs. In the past this has
included the sale of licences and agreements with third parties for them to fish inside the EEZ of a
coastal zone for a defined period. Fixed term licences and agreements do not confer a future right to
the resources within an EEZ. Any catch history within an EEZ indicates the resource availability
within that EEZ and it is appropriate to attribute it to the coastal state that claims the sovereign rights.
High seas catches by contrast are not claimed as sovereign rights and it may therefore be more
appropriate to allocate quota on the basis of historical catch.

In this proposal by the Republic of Seychelles, the combination of the quota allocation criteria and the
implementation system proposed for use of the allocated quota enables an equitable system to be
developed so that in the short term the status quo is approximately maintained, thus ensuring economic
stability for existing fleets, whilst over the longer term the development plans of coastal states can be
realised in a phased and planned way. The quota allocation system must be considered in its entirety.

The system proposed provides an objective framework to define quota allocation which is a strength
of the proposal. A baseline allocation is clearly defined at the start of the quota allocation system in
2012, and once established removes uncertainty for all CPCs. Each CPC knows its baseline allocation
that is achievable if fully compliant. Economic stability is thus provided and the ability to plan for
future development, including the accumulation of additional, or sale of surplus quota as desired. It
avoids uncertainty that would follow from having less clearly defined criteria that require negotiation
at the start of each new quota allocation period. It thus provides a sound basis for sustainable
management of fish stocks.

A summary of the quota allocation system proposed is provided in Boxes 1-4. Box 1 indicates the
rights allocation mechanism. More detail explaining how control rules for the quota allocation criteria
will be applied is provided in Box 2 (The baseline nominal catch proportion) and box 3 (the effective
allocated catch limit, or quota). Box 4 describes the Implementation of the quota allocation system.
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Box 1: Rights Allocation: Setting each CPC’s quota based on the Total Allowable
Catch for the IOTC Area of Competence and the allocation criteria

Set TAC for IOTC Area

Management Procedure
defined by Science Committee
to set a Total Allowable Catch
(TAC) for relevant species for
the whole 10TC area or
subarea

Set aside for new entraD
-
(TAC - Set aside) = Effectiv«D

Applyallocation criteria per CPC

Determine baseline nominal
catch proportion and
nominal catch allocation

Two
Adjustments

Effective allocated

catch limit after
adjustment

Expanded in boxes 2 and 3

Unallocated
amounts added

Effective allocated catch limit set
for each eligible CPC (i.e. Quota)
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Box 2: Baseline nominal catch percentage for any one CPC - based on a hybrid
scheme of catch by areain coastal state EEZs & catch by flag state on the high seas

For defined Historical

Reference Period, e.g.

1981-2010, 30 years

Catch by area in Coastal State
EEZs as a percentage of total
IOTC catch

Only applies to Coastal States:

Total catch in EEZ (all fleets, domestic,
artisanal, DWFN) calculated as a % of total
catch by all fleets in the IOTC area of
competence.

=

Total high seas catch by flag
state as a percentage of total
IOTC catch

Applies to all CPCs: DWFN and Coastal States

Total catch on high seas by vessels flagged to
that CPC calculated as a % of total catch by all
fleetsinthe IOTC area of competence

J

Baseline nominal catch
percentage for that CPC

%

Effective TAC

Nominal catch allocation (tonnes)
for that CPC
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Box 3: Setting the effective allocated catch limit for each CPC

Nominal catch allocation

No Quota Allocated

D) No
Is CPCan IOTC Member Assigned to unallocated =
- Yes balance for redistribution as a
1%t Adjustment *Full member: retain 100% the baseline allocation ‘bonus’ in equal shares to
*Cooperating non contracting party: retain 80% of the eligible CPCs
baseline allocation
\|/ 20% of baseline to ring fenced
- - CPC set aside
CPC compliant with IOTC measures?
° £z " e.g. Membership fee paid? Reduced or No
c © o 3o
2nd Adjustment 2,928 No:
! § § g '_E“_E e.g. Any IUU listed vessels? Ngt QUOta Allocated
285 g€ Penalty (variable %) inring
222388 Oth li h ti comp- ]
g ESOC €.g. er comp |§nce, such asreporting liant fenced CPC Set Aside and can
<8 e mandatory statistics? be reclaimed by CPC once
Yes, fully compliant: retain 100% of the allocation after compliance is demonstrated

adjustment 1
No: retain less than 100% of the allocation after
adjustment 1

Effective Bonus(oNLY applies to
Final Adjustment | allocation after I remaining fully compliant | g | Effective allocated

. CPCs for the current quota [ ] T
adjustments allocation period) catch limit (i.e. Quota)
1&2

Box 4: Implementation of the Quota Allocation System for any one CPC
Set Aside

In current quota allocation period:
*May be allocated to new entrants
(coastal CPCs only)

Ring fenced CPC Set Aside

*Allocated to cooperating non
contracting parties on full membership

Effective allocated
catch limit (i.e. Quota)

CPC submits quota
utilisation plan - 10TC

Arbitration committee

for disputes Surplus quota:

*Build fleet development plan to

(20% of baseline) match quota if desired

*Penalty returned to non com-pliant Y During fleet development

CPCs when show compliance process CPCs may transfer
surplus to other CPCs that have

fishing capacity (e.g. maintaining
Quota allocated amongst flag state vessels status quo) for first 15 years.

*Vessels must be on IOTC register « Voluntary ring fenced CPC set
*Number size, type of artisanal vessels notified in utilisation plan aside: CPCs may not utilise part
* Vessel utilisation plan to include details of anticipated transfer of
quota or voluntary set aside

*Quota includes CPC allocation plus any transferred (rented by) that

CPC from another.
Fishing

*CPCinreceipt of own or transferred quota responsible for compliance and reporting to IOTC standards

* Quota may be taken anywhere in IOTC area of competence

*No reallocation of underutilised quota between years

*Sanctions for fishing over quota &/or non compliance during quota allocation period

*CPCs to submit proposals to Commission on any additional monitoring required to implement and control the
allocation system

of quota
* No permanent Trade of quota
permitted initially
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A summary description of the system:
For any species for which the IOTC will apply a quota allocation system (e.g. yellowfin tuna, bigeye
tuna) the system involves:

* An assessment/management procedure to set the total allowable catch (TAC) in the whole
of the IOTC area of competence or sub areas as relevant for each species. Any set aside
allocation for new coastal state members is subtracted from the TAC to give the Effective
TAC before allocation amongst CPCs.

* Application of allocation Criteria

o Based on catches recorded during a defined historical reference period, applying
control rules that set a baseline nominal catch proportion for all eligible CPCs (i.e. all
coastal states and all distant water fishing nations that have fished in IOTC waters).
The baseline is set only once in 2012.

o Deriving the CPC nominal catch allocation for the current quota allocation period
from the effective TAC and the baseline nominal catch proportion.

o Applying adjustments to the nominal catch allocation related to membership status
and compliance with IOTC conservation and management measures.

o The reallocation of any unallocated balance as a bonus to all fully compliant eligible
CPCs. The final effective allocated catch , or quota, is thus derived for each CPC.

o An arbitration committee will be formed to deal with disputes

* Implementation — i.e. use of quota, fishing (amongst others:)

o The quota will apply for a fixed Quota Allocation Period before it is recalculated (e.g.
3 years) to ensure economic stability and to enable fleet development.

o Quota may be taken anywhere in the area to which the TAC for the species in question
relates i.e. in the IOTC area of competence, or a defined sub area,

o Only vessels on the IOTC register can utilise a quota

o CPCs will submit quota utilisation plans to IOTC — for use by their own flagged
vessels and listed artisanal fleet. Any surplus may be transferred (rented) to CPCs that
have fishing capacity, for example those that have historically fished, thus maintaining
the status quo in the short term. In the medium to longer term, fleet development plans
will take effect for the uptake of that surplus. The Arbitration Committee will deal
with disputes.

o No reallocation of underutilised quota between years; sanctions may be imposed for
CPCs exceeding quota

o CPCs responsible for monitoring and compliance of fishing by their own fleet on their
own quota and any quota rented (transferred) to them.

A summary of responsibilities and a timeline to achieve implementation by 2012 is presented in
Section 15 of the Proposal.

Annex 1 provides fully worked up tables for the application of control rules to set the baseline
nominal catch proportion for each of yellowfin tuna, bigeye tuna and swordfish, and provides a
detailed explanation of the methodology used. The calculations of the baseline nominal catch
proportion (Tables 1 and 2 of the Proposal itself) are based on an historical reference period of 1981-
2008, the latter being the latest information available within the IOTC database. Hence these tables are
shown in this explanatory note but have been left blank in the proposal itself — the proposal indicates
an historical reference period of 30 years, 1981-2010, and this dataset will be available by 2012.
Annex 2 provides hypothetical examples of setting the effective allocated catch limit, or quota (i.e.
Tables 3-5 of the Proposal itself; actual examples can only be provided after details such as the level
of sanctions to be applied have been defined by the Compliance Committee during 2012).

This system:
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* Provides a fair rights based distribution of benefits between coastal states and distant water fishing
nations

* In the short term aims to maintain the status quo, providing economic stability

* In the longer term allows fleet development up to the level of any quota allocated to a CPC.

* Allows for new coastal state entrants by allocating a set aside

* Encourages full membership of IOTC by applying a sliding scale of allocations for members and
cooperating non contracting parties; An exception will be made for Taiwan.China pending
discussions on its membership, but this will be the only exception.

* Encourages full compliance with IOTC conservation and management measures, including
payment of fees by setting sanctions (quota reductions) for non compliance.

Thus the system proposed has the potential to address more than just a means of sharing out the catch.
It also has the potential to encourage full compliance with all of IOTC’s conservation and
management measures, making it a strong tool for the Commission.
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Annex 1
Calculation of the Baseline nominal Catch Proportion for
yellowfin tuna, bigeye tuna and swordfish for an historical
reference period of 1981-2008 (i.e. Tables 1 and 2 of the
Proposal for each species).

The Proposal indicates that the IOTC Secretariat is responsible for applying the control rules (i.e.
methodology for estimation) for the agreed reference period to determine the baseline nominal catch
proportion by CPC. The Science Committee will review and approve the estimates derived for
submission to the Commission. This Annex is presented for guidance only and is based on the
estimation procedure described below. Refinements to this procedure are also indicated below and
may be recommended by the Technical Meeting on quota allocation. The final baseline nominal
proportion allocated to each CPC may differ from the figures shown based on any such refinements to
the estimation procedure and on the historical reference period adopted. It is noted that IOTC have
developed a tool that enables the calculation of catches on the high seas and in CPC EEZs that uses the
same approach as that outlined below.

The data sources used for all calculations of catch by area, flag, gear and species were the individual
IOTC catch and effort databases for the different gear types. It is important to use an agreed data
source that has been submitted by IOTC Members and CNCPs and is readily available to all parties to
enable verification and transparency throughout the process. Longline data are available by year, flag
and by 5° x 5° grid, purse seine and bait boat (pole and line) by a 1° x 1° grid. In order to divide the
Indian Ocean catch by EEZ relating to the coastal states and those catches taken on the high seas, a
series of 5° x 5° and 1° x 1° grids were overlaid with a chart of the EEZ or equivalent definitions for
the entire region. Zone definitions were taken from the Global Maritime Boundaries Database
(GMDB). The approximate proportion of each zone within each individual grid square was
determined by visual estimation manually and the process repeated until the entire Indian Ocean
region (FAO Areas 51 and 57) had been covered. It is recommended that for transparency that the
process of allocating the proportion of grid squares to coastal state zones is repeated using a detailed
GIS to determine the exact proportion of each zone inside a grid square; the IOTC tool does this.
Further refinements, such as allocating all catches in a grid square to the high seas where fishing is
excluded from a coastal state EEZ except under license can also be made. At present IOTC does not
have all such information and if this refinement is agreed during the Technical Meeting, CPCs should
make the details available to the Secretariat.

Annual catch totals by species are then calculated for each gear type, coastal state zone and flag state
in each grid square by multiplying the catch within a grid square by the proportion. For the purpose of
this estimation the High Seas are considered the equivalent of a coastal state zone. The total catches
for each coastal state zone for each species can then be calculated by adding the catch totals for all
gears and all years within the defined period for each coastal state zone. Catches are assumed to be
distributed uniformly throughout a grid square. These figures form the basis of Table 1. Artisanal
catches (assumed to only occur in a coastal state’s own zone) are estimated by the secretariat and have
been included in the IOTC catch and effort database. The total catch in a particular zone and as a
proportion of the total Indian Ocean catch overall can now be calculated (Columns A and B in Table
2) along with the total high seas catch and as proportion of the total Indian Ocean catch for all fishing
nations (Columns C and D in Table 2). The baseline catch proportion is calculated as the proportions
taken inside the zone of a state and taken by the state on the high seas added together (Column E in
Table 2).

EU catch data are disaggregated in the IOTC catch databases as they have historically been reported as
such (hence France, Spain, Portugal appear as separate lines in the tables, and Table 1 shows the
disaggregated catch data). In Tables 2 and 5, these catch data have been aggregated in the model so
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that all French, Portuguese and Spanish catches are included as “European Union” (and thus
Spain/Portugal appear as zero in Table 2 and 5). French catches that have been recorded separately for
the French territories of Mayotte and Reunion are recorded as French catches only for the calculation
of coastal state allocation in these tables.

A further refinement could be to use logbook data submitted to CPCs by vessels licensed to fish in
their zones. However such information is not currently publically available and will be more difficult
to verify. It is therefore recommended that the approach described above, with refinements to improve
the estimation, is employed using the publically available and agreed IOTC database. By taking an
historical reference period the catch by area over time is averaged; , the method applied similarly
proportionately apportions catches by area. Furthermore, currently unreported elements such as
artisanal catches are estimated within the IOTC database. Consequently even with accurate logbook
data from the commercial and licensed part of the fishery there will still be an element of estimation in
the procedure. Thus the above method provides a good approximation on which to base quota
allocations and takes into account both commercial and artisanal catches. It provides a good basis for
quota allocation.
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Yellowfin — Table 1

Coastal State Zone C:Total HS_|D: Flag State
Type Fleet = AU BD ER FR D IN 1o IR KE KM LK MG MM MU MV MY MZ oM PK sC o) TH Tz YE ZA Total by Flag | HS as %

Coastal |Australia 133.92|  1150.47] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00f 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00} 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 1284.39] 133.% 0.00%)|
Coastal [Bangladesh 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00f 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00) 0.00] 0.00%)|
Coastal [Comoros 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00f 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00 0.00) 0.00] 0.00%)|
Coastal |European EU 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00 0.00| 0.00] 0.00%)|
Coastal |France 464659.14 122.51 0.00) 0.00{ 21317.67] 143.76 1.16] 51199.98| 0.00] 3675.45| 12809.05| 51.25| 27164.97 0.00] 39884.46] 1759.42] 0.00| 17183.26 0.00 0.00] 344327.40|  36084.82] 0.00] 24738.29 284.30 0.00[ 1045406.88| 464659.14] 13.02%)
Coastal |India 665.55 0.00] 0.30) 0.00 0.00) 2.20 1114.71 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 63.85) 0.00 76.68| 0.00] 22.88 0.02 0.00] 0.00 143.23 0.00 0.00] 0.10} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 2089.51 665.55 0.02%|
Coastal |Indonesia 0.00 0.00] 0.00) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00) 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00%|
Coastal |Iran, Islamic Rep. of 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00) 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00| 0.00]| 0.00%|
Coastal [Kenya 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00| 0.00]| 0.00%|
Coastal |Madagascar 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00| 0.00]| 0.00%|
Coastal [Malaysia 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00| 0.00]| 0.00%|
Coastal |Maldives 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00) 0.00] 0.00| 0.00| 0.00%|
Coastal |Mauritius 10302.99] 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 88.52] 1.35 0.00 835.89 0.00 3.20} 51.55] 0.07] 122.27] 0.00} 51.17| 30.45 0.00} 26.47| 0.00 0.00[ 1699.63 84.94] 0.00 12.99 2.00) 0.18] 13313.66| 10302.99] 0.29%
Coastal |Mayotte 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00| 0.00| 0.00%|
Coastal i 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00| 0.00| 0.00%|
Coastal |Myanmar 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00| 0.00| 0.00%|
Coastal |Oman 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00%|
Coastal |Pakistan 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00%|
Coastal [Réunion 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00
Coastal [Seychelles 141850.91 0.54] 0.00 0.00{ 3107.09 3.20] 377.71|  12216.90 564.29| 2217.61| 2342.57| 32.44|  2627.97| 5.10 1276.28)| 506.52 0.00| 2563.56f 6103.85| 1275.09 52573.36| 12686.46 0.00[ 15729.12| 2291.45] 6.16
Coastal |Somalia 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00
Coastal |South Africa 341.94 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 20.07] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 51.35 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 176.35 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 236.29
Coastal |Sri Lanka 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00}
Coastal |Thailand 2521.16 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.23 3.58] 2.57 1.20 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.97] 11.87| 1.80 0.25] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 14.69] 42.92 0.65 0.00] 0.00} 0.25
Coastal |United Rep. of Tanzania 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00}
Coastal |Yemen, Republic of 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00}
Distant |Belize 266.55 0.00] 0.00} 0.08] 13.12f 0.02] 0.63 6.30] 0.00} 4.42] 0.77} 0.00] 15.32] 0.00} 27.01 7.44] 0.00} 4.42f 0.00] 0.00 61.89 61.24] 0.00} 1.10 0.35] 16.33
Distant |China 15203.31 0.41 0.00} 0.00] 51.09) 31.54] 914.84f 539.68 62.62] 329.61 152.12f 899.55 17.60] 0.00} 235.17f 1072.58 0.00} 0.05 761.66 410.71| 2161.75 550.17f 0.00} 542.04 31.24] 1.91
Distant |Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep 16382.46| 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 1215.00 0.00} 0.00} 2.40| 0.00] 12.00] 0.00} 147.64] 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00[ 1628.20 6.60] 0.00} 6.70] 0.00} 0.00}
Distant [Guinea-Bissau 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00}
Distant |Japan 176548.95|  7461.77] 1.57] 0.00] 16127.11| 3114.53| 2894.66| 3865.70 0.42f 198.01| 8250.29| 1136.94 25873.13 85.81 7673.27 2102.88| 1.13[ 20526.53] 17.59] 1.48| 36330.74| 2621.86 0.00} 7400.78 295.13|  5666.04f
Distant |Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00f 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00}
Distant |Korea, Republic of 6548.42] 9.55] 0.00f 0.26] 1004.05f 6.10] 15.51 92.96 8.83 369.14 258.36 13.45( 1512.75 0.00} 490.43 101.54] 0.00] 520.73] 318.98 30.23)  1736.16| 1501.04 0.00} 581.58 12.81 46.95]
Distant |Panama 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00} 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f
Distant |Philippines 7271.03] 10.53 0.00f 0.00] 160.25] 0.97 472.90] 422.05| 17.77] 269.64 44.83] 74.85] 180.29] 0.03] 326.51 298.12 0.00] 57.87] 155.22] 199.57] 831.05 646.12 0.00f 40.28 74.086] 47.43]
Distant |Portugal 24.60 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 1.57] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00f 0.00} 0.16 0.00] 1.90 0.00} 2.83 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00 0.66 0.93] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 21.13]
Distant [Senegal 1.91 0.01 0.00) 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00f 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f . .
Distant [Spain 718114.24] 4.68] 0.00] 0.00| 16008.71 137.66| 37.33] 48849.24| 4342.58| 8937.08| 10183.98 0.00] 22410.73] 0.00} 8081.10f 2598.36 0.00| 14796.88 2415.23] 409.39(248261.80  54703.75| 0.00[ 30662.91| 5116.90| 0.00| 1196072.53 718114.24| 20.12%
Distant [Taiwan 334202.55| 767.53] 65.85) 0.00] 4741.03] 3175.21| 55040.20] 12440.47| 7000.40] 1491.56] 1035.21] 3447.20| 6720.55| 642.86 11379.06[ 12649.47| 6.32| 2218.02] 104725.40| 39286.24| 31280.62] 8589.80| 4.66| 2881.74| 3666.68| 1590.50) 649049.11 334202.55| 9.36%)|
Distant [United Kingdom 0.00] 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00f 0.00} 0.00f 0.00] 0.00] 0.00} 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00f 0.00) 0.00] 0.00%)|
Distant |Vanuatu 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00] 0.00 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00 0.00f 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00 0.00] 0.00} 0.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00%)|

TOTAL 1895030.63] 9527.99]  67.71 0.32[ 62640.50 6620.11] 60872.21] 131685.36| 11996.91] 17495.71] 35131.28] 5719.58] 86710.83] 811.45| 69586.80] 21151.47] 7.72[ 58074.13 114497.93] 41755.95]720907.96 117580.64 5.41| 82597.53] 11774.92] 7633.16] 3569893.22 1895039.63 53.08%

8.

A. Total catch in zone 1895039.63| 9527.99 67.71] 0.32| 62640.50[ 6620.11| 60872.21) 131685.36| 11996.91| 17495.71| 35131.28| 5719.58| 86710.83 811.45| 69586.80[ 21151.47] 7.72| 58074.13] 114497.93| 41755.95|720907.96| 117580.64f 5.41] 2597.53| 11774.92] 7633.16
B. % of catch in zone of country 53.08% 0.27% 0.00% 0.00%)| 1.75%) 0.19%) 1.71%] 3.69% 0.34% 0.49% 0.98%| 0.16% 2.43% 0.02% 1.95%) 0.59%| 0.00% 1.63%) 3.21% 1.17%|  20.19%| 3.29% U.DC'%| 2.31% 0.33% 0.21%
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Yellowfin — Table 2

D. High seas
B. C. Total high| catch taken | E. Baseline
A. Total catch in|Proportion of| seascatch | by flag state nominal
zone of country for| total catch |taken by flag| (inC)asa catch
reference period| taken by state for |proportion of| proportion
Country Membership status [(mt) zone (%) period the sum total (B+D)
Australia Member 9527.99  0.2669% 133.92 0.0038% 0.2707%
Bangladesh Non-Member 67.71|  0.0019% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0019%
Comoros Member 35131.28| 0.9841% 0.00 0.0000% 0.9841%
Eritrea Member 0.32| 0.0000% 0 0.0000% 0.0000%
France (Territories) Member 62640.50( 1.7547% 0.00 0.0000% 1.7547%
India Member 60872.21|  1.7052% 665.55 0.0186% 1.7238%
Indonesia Member 6620.11|  0.1854% 0.00 0.0000% 0.1854%
Iran, Islamic Rep. of Member 11996.91] 0.3361% 0.00 0.0000% 0.3361%
Kenya Member 17495.71]  0.4901% 0.00 0.0000% 0.4901%
Madagascar Member 86710.83| 2.4289% 0.00 0.0000% 2.4289%
§ Malaysia Member 7.72|  0.0002% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0002%
% Maldives Cooperating NCP 21151.47|  0.5925% 0.00 0.0000% 0.5925%
w Mauritius Member 69586.80| 1.9493% 10302.99 0.2886% 2.2379%
Q Mozambique Non-Member 58074.13| 1.6268% 0.00 0.0000% 1.6268%
38 Myanmar Non-Member 811.45[ 0.0227% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0227%
Oman Member 114497.93|  3.2073% 0.00 0.0000% 3.2073%
Pakistan Member 41755.95| 1.1697% 0.00 0.0000% 1.1697%
Seychelles Member 720907.96| 20.1941% 141850.91 3.9735% 24.1676%
Somalia Non-Member 117580.64| 3.2937% 0.00 0.0000% 3.2937%
South Africa Cooperating NCP 7633.16]  0.2138% 341.94 0.0096% 0.2234%
Sri Lanka Member 5719.58 0.1602% 0.00 0.0000% 0.1602%
Thailand Member 5.41|  0.0002% 2521.16 0.0706% 0.0708%
United Rep of Tanzania Member 82597.53| 2.3137% 0.00 0.0000% 2.3137%
United Kingdom (Territories) Member 131685.36| 3.6888% 0.00 0.0000% 3.6888%
Yemen, Republic of Non-Member 11774.92|  0.3298% 0 0.0000% 0.3298%
Belize Member 266.55 0.0075% 0.0075%
China Member 15203.31 0.4259% 0.4259%
Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep - 16382.46 0.4589% 0.4589%
Guinea-Bissau Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Japan Member 176548.95 4.9455% 4.9455%
8 Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
g Korea, Republic of Member 6548.42 0.1834% 0.1834%
< Panama Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
g Philippines Member 7271.03 0.2037% 0.2037%
a Portugal Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Senegal Cooperating NCP 1.91 0.0001% 0.0001%
Spain Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Taiwan, China Cooperating NCP 334202.55 9.3617% 9.3617%
Vanuatu Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
European Union Member 1182797.97 33.1326% 33.1326%
High Seas — 1895039.63| 53.0839% - — —

Page 27 of 36




I0TC-2011-SS4-PropBI|E]

Bigeye tuna — Table 1

Coastal State Zone C:Total HS|D: Flag State
Type Fleet = AU BD ER FR D IN 10 IR KE KM LK MG MM MU MV MY MZ oM PK sC SO TH Tz YE ZA Total by Flag HS as %

Coastal |Australia 204.9184( 1087.152 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0] 0] 1292.07| 204.92] 0.01%
Coastal |Bangladesh 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) [y 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0] 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal |Comoros 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0f 0| 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0| 0.00) 0.00%
Coastal |European EU 0 0 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0| 0| 0.00} 0.00%
Coastal |France 76059.5991| 118.883| 4349.709| 128.781 0.21| 4870.228 0f 718.0162| 2442.384) 3.5905| 5396.322| 2229.832| 482.143 0| 2984.309 0) 0f 37513.17| 7872.061 0] 198.811 0| 145368.053) 0) 0) 0] 290736.1066|  76059.60 3.55%
Coastal |India 2.0908 0| 0.0003| 0] 0 0.6525| 12.4524| 0| 0 0 0f 1.41 0) 0.767 0 0.705 0.017 0 0f 0 0| 0 0.085 0 0 0 18.18 2.09] 0.00%
Coastal |Indonesia 0| 0 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) [y 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0| 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal |lIran, Islamic Rep. of 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0f 0| 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0f 0| 0 0 0 0 0f 0) 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0| 0.00] 0.00%
Coastal |Kenya 0 0 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0| 0] 0| 0.00} 0.00%
Coastal 0| 0 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) [y 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0] 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal [Malaysia 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0| 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0f 0) 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0| 0.00] 0.00%
Coastal [Maldives 0 0 0 0f 0) 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0| 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal [Mauritius 3828.129962| 0 47.2| 0| 0.703259(  287.24] 0 3 13.7 0 90.8| 54.75(  32.069] 0 12.59202 0) 0f 428.092 17.75] 0) 0 0) 4719.16| 0) 0) 0.4093| 9535.595545 3828.13] 0.18%
Coastal [Mayotte 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0| 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0f 0) 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0| 0.00] 0.00%
Coastal [Mozambique 0 0 0 0f 0) 0) 0) 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0| 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal |[Myanmar 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0| 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0| 0.00) 0.00%
Coastal [Oman 0 0 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0| 0| 0| 0.00} 0.00%
Coastal |Pakistan 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0 [y 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0| 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal |Réunion 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0| 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0| 0.00} 0.00%
Coastal [Seychelles 41031.8091| 14.5175( 890.2494 2.0635| 268.6299| 1198.457| 135.1884| 815.1339| 537.1148| 713.815( 895.6962| 287.3435| 565.4349) 0.36| 1036.456| 522.0474| 0f 5498.222( 3126.591 1.967| 4591.834| 1119.734 38458.6425| 716.9146| 139.258| 13.3161 102580.795| 41031.81 1.91%
Coastal |Somalia 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0 [y 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0] 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal [South Africa 214.0331 0| 0| 0] 7.8777] 0 0| 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 9.773 0 0 0 0| 113.169 0f 0 0| 0 0) 0 0 225.0972 569.95 214.03] 0.01%
Coastal |Sri Lanka 0 0 0 0f 0) 0) 0) 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0| 0| 0.00f 0.00%

Coastal |Thailand 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0f 0| 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0) 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0|
Coastal |United Rep. of Tanzania 3981.3722] 0 0) 0.05 0.325(  3.6455] 1.9884 0) 0) 4.8 0f 0] 7.45| 0.1805| 13.2485| 0) 0.127 23.58 46.14f 0) 5) 0| 3949.775 0) 0| 0.5311 8038.2132] 3981.37] 0.19%
Coastal |Yemen, Republic of 0| 0| 0 0f 0] 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) Y [y 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0| 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Distant |Belize 220.2447861 0| 0| 0.07] 4.910099 0.198| 0.26135| 7.417321 0 4.514] 0.11413] 0] 3.181236 0[ 12.22058| 8.459864) 0| 27.59606) 0f 0f 13.18713| 56.9201 0] 1.027253( 0.270217| 27.90878| 388.5009031 220.24] 0.01%.
Distant |China 35657.5616 7.495 0) O 45824 53.296| 767.9337| 1559.12 20.607| 651.869| 370.1665| 1104.527 17.044) 0| 282.9636| 1848.397| 0) 0.246 152.06| 73.6645( 4465.641| 1135.555 0] 1301.536( 145.2685|  2.1857| 49662.96| 35657.56) 1.66%
Distant |Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep 773.65 0) 0 0f 0] 0.01 0) 0) 1 0 0f 55 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 207.35] 0f 0] 0) 0) 1037.01 0) 0) 0] 2074.02 773.65] 0.04%
Distant |Guinea-Bissau 0| 0| 0| 0) 0f 0f 0| 0| 0| 0| 0] 0f [ 0| 0| 0] 0] 0| 0| 0f 0] 0] 0f 0| [J 0] 0) 0.00] 0.00%
Distant |Japan 266918.5897| 15523.08 22.05( 271.625| 2603.552| 8159.353( 2706.645| 3986.427 0] 220.6476( 1632.737| 1868.351| 8112.507| 0.283134| 3311.312| 5664.765( 11.03904| 7220.691| 89.41409) 0] 14479.48|  2617.8| 25680.3| 2328.843| 853.9967| 7227.649| 381511.1343| 266918.59) 12.44%
Distant |Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0| 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0| 0 0 0 0 0f 0) 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0| 0.00] 0.00%
Distant |Korea, Republic of 18248.4187| 73.2805 0) 0f 346.1512 51.8625| 146.5242| 296.1143 0f 358.335 274.24| 113.715| 505.5185) 0| 981.71| 468.2387| 0) 65.921 0.78] 0] 3695.824| 2184.608| 0] 826.9811| 71.5505 19.517| 28729.29| 18248.42] 0.85%
Distant [Panama 0| 0| 0 0f 0) 0) 0 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) [y 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) [J 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Distant |Philippines 9143.0793| 66.41 0| 0] 113.2273} 2.6915| 382.1721| 309.7354 1.539] 125.401 40.042| 287.407| 90.2852] 0.1046| 187.9258| 612.6844| 0| 80.8005f 85.7| 10.8865| 1030.677| 388.7485 0] 37.3259 82.135| 20.2322] 13099.21] 9143.08 0.43%
Distant |Portugal 12.228| 0 0 0f 6.09] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0.7375 0] 12.12f 0) 1.672] 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 22125 0) 0] 0) 0) 36.57 71.63 12.23) 0.00%
Distant |Senegal 0| 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0 [y 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0] 0| 0.00f 0.00%
Distant |Spain 133872.439 4.4505| 3853.781| 128.1225) 7.7729| 4334.921| 212.2429| 1631.571| 1809.338| 0| 5408.458| 451.0848| 369.4799) 0| 2165.385| 108.7976 44.064| 32059.49| 13932.16 0] 1150.514] 0/ 201544.067| 0 0 0| 403088.134| 133872.44) 6.24%
Distant |Taiwan 643815.9375| 3993.538| 0.1782 0f 7041.596| 8275.01| 7133.399| 23963.64| 124.033| 2303.909| 2039.898( 7041.191| 10950.54|  24.386| 16459.66| 29329.55| 2.24| 4190.96| 2975.011] 484.0055| 56496.89| 14213.77| 4.86| 4941.719| 3765.309| 3841.272|  853412.49| 643815.94| 30.02%
Distant |United Kingdom 0| 0| 0| 0] 0 0 0| 0| 0| 0| 0f 0) 0) 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0) 0 0 0 0| 0.00) 0.00%
Distant |Vanuatu 0 0 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0f 0] 0] 0) 0) 0) 0) 0 0f 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0) 0] 0| 0.00} 0.00%
TOTAL 1233984.10| 20888.81| 9163.17| 530.71( 10446.87| 27237.56| 11498.81| 33290.17| 4949.72| 4386.88| 16149.21( 13494.61| 21157.54| 26.08| 27449.45| 38563.65) 57.49| 87429.29| 28297.66|  570.52| 86130.06| 21717.13| 420761.95| 10154.35| 5057.79| 11414.69| 2144808.28|1233984.10) 57.53%

A. Total catch in zone 1233984.10| 20888.81) 9163.17| 530.71| 10446.87| 27237.56| 11498.81| 33290.17) 4949.72| 4386.88| 16149.21( 13494.61| 21157.54| 26.08| 27449.45| 38563.65 57.49| 87429.29| 28297.66|  570.52| 86130.06| 21717.13| 420761.95| 10154.35| 5057.79| 11414.69| 2144808.28

B. % of catch in zone of country 57.53% 0.97% 0.43%| 0.02% 0.49%| 1.27%) 0.54% 1.55%| 0.23% 0.20%| 0.75% 0.63% 0.99% 0.00% 1.28%| 1.80%| 0.00%| 4.08%) 1.32%) 0.03% 4.02% 1.01%| 19.62% 0.47% 0.24%| 0.53% 100.00%
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Bigeye tuna — Table 2

D. High seas
catch taken by
A. Total catch in| B. Proportion C. Total high | flag state (in C) E. Baseline
zone of country [ of total catch seas catch as a proportion | nominal catch
for reference | taken by zone | taken by flag | of the sum total proportion
Country Membership status period (mt) (%) state for period |landed catch (in (B+D)

Australia Member 20888.81 0.9739% 204.92 0.0096% 0.9835%
Bangladesh Non-Member 9163.17 0.4272% 0.00 0.0000% 0.4272%
Comoros Member 16149.21 0.7529% 0.00 0.0000% 0.7529%
Eritrea Member 530.71 0.0247% 0 0.0000% 0.0247%
France (Territories) Member 10446.87 0.4871% 0.00 0.0000% 0.4871%
India Member 11498.81 0.5361% 2.09 0.0001% 0.5362%
Indonesia Member 27237.56 1.2699% 0.00 0.0000% 1.2699%
Iran, Islamic Rep. of Member 4949.72 0.2308% 0.00 0.0000% 0.2308%
Kenya Member 4386.88 0.2045% 0.00 0.0000% 0.2045%
Madagascar Member 21157.54 0.9865% 0.00 0.0000% 0.9865%
5’3 Malaysia Member 57.49 0.0027% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0027%
g Maldives Cooperating NCP 38563.65 1.7980% 0.00 0.0000% 1.7980%
= Mauritius Member 27449.45 1.2798% 3828.13 0.1785% 1.4583%
‘g Mozambique Non-Member 87429.29 4.0763% 0.00 0.0000% 4.0763%
38 Myanmar Non-Member 26.08 0.0012% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0012%
Oman Member 28297.66 1.3194% 0.00 0.0000% 1.3194%
Pakistan Member 570.52 0.0266% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0266%
Seychelles Member 86130.06 4.0157% 41031.81 1.9131% 5.9288%
Somalia Non-Member 21717.13 1.0125% 0.00 0.0000% 1.0125%
South Africa Cooperating NCP 11414.69 0.5322% 214.03 0.0100% 0.5422%
Sri Lanka Member 13494.61 0.6292% 0.00 0.0000% 0.6292%
Thailand Member 420761.95 19.6177% 0.00 0.0000% 19.6177%
United Rep of Tanzania Member 10154.35 0.4734% 3981.37 0.1856% 0.6591%
United Kingdom (Territories) Member 33290.17 1.5521% 0.00 0.0000% 1.5521%
Yemen, Republic of Non-Member 5057.79 0.2358% 0 0.0000% 0.2358%
Belize Member 220.24 0.0103% 0.0103%
China Member 35657.56 1.6625% 1.6625%
Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep -— 773.65 0.0361% 0.0361%
Guinea-Bissau Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%

Japan Member 266918.59 12.4449% 12.4449%
I Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
g Korea, Republic of Member 18248.42 0.8508% 0.8508%
I Panama Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
% Philippines Member 9143.08 0.4263% 0.4263%
a Portugal Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Senegal Cooperating NCP 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Spain Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Taiwan, China Cooperating NCP 643815.94 30.0174% 30.0174%
Vanuatu Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
European Union Member 209944.27 9.7885% 9.7885%

High Seas 1233984.10 57.5335% — — —
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Swordfish - Table 1

Coastal State Zone C:Total HS |D: Flag State
Type Fleet - AU BD ER FR D IN 10 IR KE KM LK MG MM MU MV MY MZ oM PK SC SO TH Tz YE ZA Total by Flag HS as %

Coastal Australia 1092.6724( 3886.578 0 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 [y 0) 0) 0 0] 0 0] 4979.25 1092.67] 0.33%
Coastal Bangladesh 0f 0| 0] 0 0| 0| 0 0f 0| 0 0f 0| 0 0f 0] 0 0f 0 0) 0) 0 0 0) 0 0) 0) 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal Comoros 0f 0| 0] 0 0| 0| 0 0f 0] 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0f 0| 0 0] 0 0) 0) 0.00f 0.00%|
Coastal European EU 0f 0| 0| 0f 0| 0| 0f 0f 0| 0f 0f 0| 0f 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0 0f 0| 0 0] 0 0] 0) 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal France 0] 0) 0 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0) 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal India 115.70817| 0| 0.0651 0 0| 0.8831| 332.8016} 0f 0] 0 0f 14.382] 0] 35.549 0 1.005) 0.018 0 0) 3.55] 0| 0 0.09) 0 0) 504.052] 115.71] 0.04%|
Coastal Indonesia 0f 0| 0| 0f 0| 0| 0 0f 0| 0 0f 0| 0] 0] 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0f 0| 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00f 0.00%|
Coastal Iran, Islamic Rep. of 0) 0) 0) 0] 0 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0) 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal Kenya 0f 0] 0| 0f 0| 0| 0 0f [ 0 0f 0| 0 0f 0| 0 0f 0 0) 0) 0 0 0) 0 0) 0) 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal Madagascar 0f 0| 0| 0 0| 0| 0 0f 0] 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0 0] 0 0) 0 0) 0) 0.00f 0.00%
Coastal Malaysia 0f 0| 0| 0f 0| 0| 0f 0f 0| 0 0f 0| 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0 0f 0| 0 0) 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal Maldives 0] 0) 0) 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0) 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal Mauritius 2179.3532 0| 0| 0f 14.9488 0| 0 0f 0| 0 0f 0| 123.7615] 0] 102.8705 0) 0) 1.185 0) 0f 0| 0| 0 0 32.561 2454.68| 2179.35) 0.66%|
Coastal Mayotte 0f 0| 0] 0 0| 0| 0 0f 0] 0 0f 0| 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0f 0| 0 0) 0 0) 0) 0.00f 0.00%|
Coastal Mozambique 0f 0| 0| 0f 0| 0| 0f 0f 0| 0f 0f 0| 0] 0] 0 0) 0) 0 0 0f 0| 0 0) 0 0] 0) 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal Myanmar 0] 0) 0 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0) 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal Oman 0f 0| 0 0 0| 0| [y 0f 0| 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0 0| 0 0) 0 0) 0] 0.00] 0.00%)|
Coastal Pakistan 0f 0| 0| 0f 0| 0| 0 0f 0] 0 0f 0| 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0f 0| 0 0) 0 0] 0] 0.00f 0.00%|
Coastal Réunion 0] 0) 0) 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0) 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal Seychelles 3064.311316} 0.818] 0| o 26.1771 1.072 53.173]  45.125] 1.558 85.675) 23.362)] 19.945| 70.2765 1.0336 45.5365| 43.2746 0] 18.6795| 73.723] 5.483| 485.9475| 218.889 0) 25.7105 19.0903| 4328.860385) 3064.31 0.93%|
Coastal Somalia 0f 0| 0] 0 0| 0| 0 0f 0] 0 0f 0] 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0 0| 0 0) 0 0) 0) 0.00] 0.00%)|
Coastal South Africa 613.6118| 0| 0| 0f 35.0496 0| 0f 0f 0| 0 0f 0| 55.967| 0) 0 0) 0] 361.4575 0 0f 0| 0| 0f 0[ 506.3141 1572.4) 613.61] 0.19%|
Coastal Sri Lanka 0] 0) 0) 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Coastal | Thailand
Coastal United Rep. of Tanzania 6.3511 0| 0] 0f 0.012] 0.6715 0.585 0f 0] 0 0f 0 0] 0.2195 0 0) 0.044| 0 0) 0f 0| 0| 0.125 0 0.0919] 8.1 6.35] 0.00%|
Coastal 'Yemen, Republic of 0f 0| 0| 0f 0| 0| 0f 0f 0| 0f 0f 0| 0f 0) 0) 0) 0 0 0f 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Distant Belize 98.47938667( 0.001656) 0 0]  3.1608| 0] 0.013993| 1.081731 0 7.466( 0.160575 0] 1.845465) 0] 7.296973| 1.092599 0] 3.744466 0] 0] 9.981529| 66.9465) 0] 0.0405| 4.588279| 205.9004531 98.48| 0.03%|
Distant China 3263.1378] 0.745 0 0 11.96 2.432| 56.3602| 144.8293] 1.056 85.154| 33.3745| 186.282 2.378] 0] 49.1725| 188.3203 0) 1.356 24.843) 3.696| 562.7243| 160.388 0) 12.4965) 0.9036 4791.609 3263.14] 0.99%)|
Distant Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep 0f 0| 0| 0f 0| 0| 0 0f 0] 0 0f 0| 0 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0f 0| 0 0) 0 0] 0) 0.00] 0.00%|
Distant Guinea-Bissau 0] 0) 0) 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0) 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Distant | Japan 25688.43061| 1857.322| 0.053338 0] 866.2838| 363.0631| 594.0475| 465.9828| 0.023706| 26.90586| 415.3754| 180.4796( 1478.275| 10.48973| 418.2338| 541.7032( 0.237056| 1445.816| 12.58471| 0.08297| 2523.224| 361.0067 0) 100.7784 1661.62| 39012.02027 25688.43| 7.83%|
Distant Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of 0f 0| 0| 0 0| 0] 0 0f 0] 0 0f 0] 0 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0f 0| 0 0) 0 0) 0) 0.00f 0.00%|
Distant Korea, Republic of 2277.8589| 2.576 0| 0f 43.1832] 2.2295 10.6208( 30.0683 0.041 94.315 35.674] 3.969| 63.8303 0] 59.8473| 50.5631 0) 25.561 9.1435 0.1435| 361.3432( 690.9495 0) 10.296| 8.6999 3780.913 2277.86) 0.69%|
Distant Panama 0] 0) 0 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0) 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|
Distant Philippines 1171.8123] 0.231 0] of 17.5791 0.7705| 41.56249( 59.58696 0.084| 18.8874] 6.9108| 14.0453| 24.93324 0.0003| 22.84778| 37.37683| 0] 18.5671 6.8615) 3.064| 131.8177| 91.5985 0) 9.55| 8.98604| 1687.07282] 1171.81] 0.36%)|
Distant Portugal 2041.4302 0| 0] 0 594.878 0| 0 0f 0] 0 61.851 0| 831.5495 0] 420.3672] 0) 0] 14.3875| 0) 0f 196.5436 30.348| 0) 0| 1368.645) 5560) 2041.43 0.62%|
Distant Senegal 86.1075|  0.1725 0 0) 0 0 0) 0] 0) 0] 0] 0) 0] 0] 0) 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0) 0) 0] 0) 0] 86.28 86.11f 0.03%
Distant Spain 30391.4516|  47.638] 0 0] 969.9144| 171.241| 15.0855| 10.4745) 0 452.6]  30.143 3.741| 2735.719 0] 813.3071 24.859 0] 1375.791 0.0715 0] 397.2045| 330.167| 0] 0.715] 790.9169|  38561.039) 30391.45 9.27%
Distant Taiwan 150790.0563| 465.9| 24.7314] 0| 4544.838| 872.9315| 6174.291| 3533.708| 36.015 415.22| 498.8645| 852.1533| 13228.04| 152.286| 2868.981| 3688.646 2.769| 7064.492| 1079.412| 165.9875| 8452.491| 6731.561 3.41 1149.774( 7677.022| 220473.5754|  150790.06 45.97%
Distant United Kingdom 0f 0| 0| 0f 0| 0| 0 0f 0| 0 0f 0| 0] 0) 0 0) 0) 0 0) 0f 0| 0 0) 0 0] 0) 0.00f 0.00%|
Distant Vanuatu 0] 0) 0 0) 0 0 0) 0) 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0 0 0) 0 0] 0 0] 0] 0.00] 0.00%|

TOTAL 222880.77| 6261.98| 24.85) 0.00] 7127.98) 1415.29| 7278.54] 4290.86| 38.78] 1186.22| 1105.72| 1275.00| 18616.57) 199.58| 4808.46| 4576.84] 3.07| 10331.04| 1206.64] 13121.28| 8681.85 3.63 1309.36| 12079.44| 328005.75| 222880.77| 67.95%

A. Total catch in zone 222880.77| 6261.98 24.85 0.00] 7127.98| 1415.29| 7278.54| 4290.86) 38.78] 1186.22| 1105.72| 1275.00( 18616.57] 199.58| 4808.46| 4576.84f 3.07] 10331.04| 1206.64| 13121.28| 8681.85 3.63] 1309.36| 12079.44[ 328005.75| 222880.77] 67.95%

B. % of catch in zone of

|:ountry 67.95%) 1.91%] 0.01%) 0.00%) 2.17%) 0.43%| 2.22%| 1.31%] 0.01%) 0.36%) 0.34%| 0.39%) 5.68%| 0.06%| 1.47%| 1.40%| 0.00%) 3.15%) 0.37%) 0.06%| 4.00%)| 2.65%)| 0.00%) 0.40%)| 3.68%| 100.00%
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Swordfish — Table 2

D. High seas
A. Total catch C. Total high | catch taken | E. Baseline
in zone of |[B. Proportion| seas catch by flag state nominal
country for | of total catch | taken by flag| (inC)asa catch
reference taken by state for proportion of | proportion
Country Membership status | period (mt) zone (%) period the sum total (B+D)
Australia Member 6261.98 1.9091% 1092.67 0.3331% 2.2422%
Bangladesh Non-Member 24.85 0.0076% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0076%
Comoros Member 1105.72 0.3371% 0.00 0.0000% 0.3371%
Eritrea Member 0.00 0.0000% 0 0.0000% 0.0000%
France (Territories) Member 7127.98 2.1731% 0.00 0.0000% 2.1731%
India Member 7278.54 2.2190% 115.71 0.0353% 2.2543%
Indonesia Member 1415.29 0.4315% 0.00 0.0000% 0.4315%
Iran, Islamic Rep. of Member 38.78 0.0118% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0118%
Kenya Member 1186.22 0.3616% 0.00 0.0000% 0.3616%
Madagascar Member 18616.57 5.6757% 0.00 0.0000% 5.6757%
g‘”g Malaysia Member 3.07 0.0009% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0009%
% Maldives Cooperating NCP 4576.84 1.3954% 0.00 0.0000% 1.3954%
= Mauritius Member 4808.46 1.4660% 2179.35 0.6644% 2.1304%
? Mozambique Non-Member 10331.04 3.1497% 0.00 0.0000% 3.1497%
8 Myanmar Non-Member 199.58 0.0608% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0608%
Oman Member 1206.64 0.3679% 0.00 0.0000% 0.3679%
Pakistan Member 182.01 0.0555% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0555%
Seychelles Member 13121.28 4.0003% 3064.31 0.9342% 4.9345%
Somalia Non-Member 8681.85 2.6469% 0.00 0.0000% 2.6469%
South Africa Cooperating NCP 12079.44 3.6827% 613.61 0.1871% 3.8698%
Sri Lanka Member 1275.00 0.3887% 0.00 0.0000% 0.3887%
Thailand Member 3.63 0.0011% 0.00 0.0000% 0.0011%
United Rep of Tanzania Member 0.00 0.0000% 6.35 0.0019% 0.0019%
United Kingdom (Territories) Member 4290.86 1.3082% 0.00 0.0000% 1.3082%
Yemen, Republic of Non-Member 1309.36 0.3992% 0 0.0000% 0.3992%
Belize Member 98.48 0.0300% 0.0300%
China Member 3263.14 0.9948% 0.9948%
Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep — 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Guinea-Bissau Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Japan Member 25688.43 7.8317% 7.8317%
I Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
g Korea, Republic of Member 2277.86 0.6945% 0.6945%
€ Panama Non-Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
% Philippines Member 1171.81 0.3573% 0.3573%
a Portugal Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Senegal Cooperating NCP 86.11 0.0263% 0.0263%
Spain Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
Taiwan, China Cooperating NCP 150790.06 45.9718% 45.9718%
Vanuatu Member 0.00 0.0000% 0.0000%
European Union Member 32432.88 9.8879% 9.8879%
High Seas - 222880.77 67.9503% - — —

Page 31 of 36




I0TC-2011-SS4-PropB|E]

ANNEX 2
Hypothetical worked examples applying control rules
defined in the proposal to set the effective allocated catch
limit for each species for each CPC (i.e. Table 4-5 of the
Proposal).
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All species — Table 4 wusing Hypothetical Standard
Compliance Table outputs (F) to derive hypothetical
values for the combined adjustment (I) to be applied to the
nominal catch when setting the effective allocated catch
limit.

F. Adjustment 2 :
Balance of quota 1. Combined
H. to be allocated Adjustment 1
G. Adjustment 1 after total and 2 to be Summary explanation of factors leading to deductions and
Country Membership| based on penal_ty applied in setting| any particular issues / uncertainties to be drawn to the
status membership .d.eductlons the effective attention of the Compliance Committee / Commission.
Status arising from the allocated catch
Standard limit (H*F)
Compliance
Table (Table 3))
Proportion of baseline Member 1.0
nominal catch retained | Coop NCP 0.8
for each category of CPC Non 0.0
AUSTRALIA Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
COMOROS Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
ERITREA Member 1.0 0.80 0.80 e.g. Outsanding membership fees
FRANCE (Territories) Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
INDIA Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
g INDONESIA Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
§ IRAN Member 1.0 0.60 0.60 e.g. Outsanding membership fees; IUU listed vessels
& |KENYA Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
g MADAGASCAR Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
‘5 [MALAYSIA Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
§ MAURITIUS Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
8 OMAN Member 1.0 0.80 0.80 e.g. Outsanding membership fees
'6 PAKISTAN Member 1.0 0.60 0.60 e.g. Outsanding membership fees; no VMS records
E SEYCHELLES Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
g SRI LANKA Member 1.0 0.70 0.70 e.g. No mandatory statitics
2 TANZANIA Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
g THAILAND Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
® [UK (Territories) Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
§ MALDIVES Coop NCP 0.8 1.00 0.80
© |SOUTH AFRICA Coop NCP 0.8 1.00 0.80
BANGLADESH - 0.0 0.00 0.00
MOZAMBIQUE - 0.0 0.00 0.00
MYANMAR - 0.0 0.00 0.00
SOMALIA - 0.0 0.00 0.00
YEMEN - 0.0 0.00 0.00
BELIZE Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
CHINA Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
§| TAIWAN.CHINA 1.0 1.00 1.00
§ EUROPEAN UNION Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
% |GUINEA Member 1.0 0.00 0.00 e.g. Outsanding membership fees, No reporting
< |:aPAN Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
E KOREA Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
® |PHILIPPINES Member 1.0 1.00 1.00
i SIERRA LEONE Member 1.0 0.00 0.00 e.g. Outsanding membership fees, No reporting
.3 SUDAN Member 1.0 0.00 0.00 e.g. Outsanding membership fees; No reporting
B |VANUATU Member 1.0 0.80 0.80 e.g. Outsanding membership fees
SENEGAL Coop NCP 0.8 0.70 0.56 e.g. No mandatory statistics
URGUAY Coop NCP 0.8 1.00 0.80
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Yellowfin — Table 5 Hypothetical example of CPC quota
allocations and set aside using hypothetical input values

| 1. combined ) M. Ring P. Bonus
K. Nominal . L. Effective allocation -
adjustments fenced
E. Baseline e 1and 2 to be et enalty CPC from equal
. N allocation L catch limit p i redistribution | Q. Final CPC allocation
Nominal applied in set aside to )
G. (tonnes) for . after N. of for this quota
R catch R setting the - be reallocated N R
Country Membership N this quota ; adjustments Unallocated | balance (Sum period [effective
proportion N effective on .
status allocation 1and2 . balance of N) to allocated catch limit, L
(From Table . allocated N membership o
period . applied for eligible CPCs + bonus, P]
2)% catch limit B &for
(tonnes) (from Table allocation compliance [K. [sum of N /
i
[E*)] 2 period [K*1] P u number
eligible CPCs]
TAC set in year / quota allocation period in question 300000.000 This applies . . Only ff-'"Y
. only to This applies compliant
Agreed set aside 15000.000 LY only tonon | members are 15000.000
and members eligible for
] . ] . NCP:
J. Effective TAC (TAC-set aside) 285000.000 coop S the bonus
CPC ALLOCATIONS
Australia Member 0.270650% 771.353 1.00 771.353 0.000 0.000 742.791 1514.143
Bangladesh Non-Member 0.001897% 5.406 0.00 0.000 0.000 5.406 0.000
Comoros Member 0.984099% 2804.682 1.00 2804.682 0.000 0.000 742.791 3547.473
Eritrea Member 0.000009% 0.026 0.80 0.020 0.005 0.000 0.020
France (Territories) Member 1.754688% 5000.862 1.00 5000.862 0.000 0.000 742.791 5743.652
India Member 1.723798% 4912.825 1.00 4912.825 0.000 0.000 742.791 5655.616
° Indonesia Member 0.185443% 528.512 1.00 528.512 0.000 0.000 742.791 1271.303
E Iran, Islamic Rep. of Member 0.336058% 957.765 0.60 574.659 383.106 0.000 574.659
2
"é. Kenya Member 0.490091% 1396.758 1.00 1396.758 0.000 0.000 742.791 2139.549
8 |Madagascar Member 2.428947% 6922.500 1.00 6922.500 0.000 0.000 742.791 7665.290
Pl
: Malaysia Member 0.000216% 0.616 1.00 0.616 0.000 0.000 742.791 743.407
o
Li Maldives Coop NCP 0.592496% 1688.613 0.80 1350.890 337.723 0.000 742.791 2093.681
'§ Mauritius Member 2.237876% 6377.947 1.00 6377.947 0.000 0.000 742.791 7120.738
;E Mozambique Non-Member] 1.626775% 4636.309 0.00 0.000 0.000 4636.309 0.000
=
3 |Myanmar Non-Member] 0.022730% 64.781 0.00 0.000 0.000 64.781 0.000
9
E Oman Member 3.207321% 9140.864 0.80 7312.691 1828.173 0.000 7312.691
&
= Pakistan Member 1.169669% 3333.558 0.60 2000.135 1333.423 0.000 2000.135
%
§ Seychelles Member 24.167638% | 68877.768 1.00 68877.768 0.000 0.000 742.791 69620.559
Somalia Non-Member| 3.293674% 9386.971 0.00 0.000 0.000 9386.971 0.000
South Africa Coop NCP 0.223399% 636.687 0.80 509.350 127.337 0.000 742.791 1252.140
Sri Lanka Member 0.160217% 456.619 0.70 319.633 136.986 0.000 319.633
Thailand Member 0.070774% 201.707 1.00 201.707 0.000 0.000 742.791 944.498
United Rep of Tanzania Member 2.313725% 6594.118 1.00 6594.118 0.000 0.000 742.791 7336.908
United Kingdom (Territories) Member 3.688776% 10513.012 1.00 10513.012 0.000 0.000 742.791 11255.802
Yemen, Republic of Non-Member| 0.329840% | 940.043 0.00 0.000 0.000 940.043 0.000
Belize Member 0.007467% 21.280 1.00 21.280 0.000 0.000 742.791 764.070
China Member 0.425876% 1213.746 1.00 1213.746 0.000 0.000 742.791 1956.537
Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep 0.458906% 1307.883 0.00 0.000 0.000 1307.883 0.000
Guinea-Bissau Member 0.000000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
c
»g Japan Member 4.945497% 14094.666 1.00 14094.666 0.000 0.000 742.791 14837.456
©
fn Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of Non-Member] 0.000000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
= N
= Korea, Republic of Member 0.183435% 522.789 1.00 522.789 0.000 0.000 742.791 1265.579
E Panama Non-Member| 0.000000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
]
’3“ Philippines Member 0.203677% 580.478 1.00 580.478 0.000 0.000 742.791 1323.269
E Portugal Member 0.000000% 0.000 1.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
£
-g Senegal Coop NCP 0.000054% 0.153 0.56 0.085 0.067 0.000 0.085
Spain Member 0.000000% 0.000 1.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Taiwan, China Coop NCP_| 9.361696% | 26680.833 1.00 26680.833 0.000 0.000 742.791 27423.624
Vanuatu Member 0.000000% 0.000 0.80 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
European Union (see France, Portugal, Spain) | Member | 33.132587% | 94427.873 1.00 94427.873 0.000 0.000 742.791 95170.663
TOTAL, all CPCs 100.000000% | 285000.000 - 264511.788 | 4146.820 16341.392 16341.392 280853.180
Total quota allocation Q, plus CPC set aside M 285000.000
Total quota allocation Q, plus CPC set aside M, plus agreed Set aside 300000.000
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Bigeye tuna — Table S Hypothetical example of CPC quota
allocations and set aside using hypothetical input values

for the adjustments (I), from Table 4 above.

1. Combined M. Rin P- Bonus
K. Nominal | =~ ! L. Effective - Ring allocation -
adjustments fenced
N catch allocated from equal
E. Baseline . 1and2tobe - penalty CPC R " .
N allocation . catch limit N redistribution | Q. Final CPC allocation
Nominal applied in set aside to R N
G. (tonnes) for ) after N. of unallocated|for this quota allocation
R catch . setting the _ be reallocated N R
Country Membership N this quota ’ adjustments Unallocated | balance (Sum period [effective
proportion N effective on .
status allocation 1and2 . balance of N) to allocated catch limit, L
(From Table N allocated N membership o
period o applied for eligible CPCs + bonus, P]
2)% catch limit R &for
(tonnes) allocation . [sum of N /
(from Table ) compliance [K:
[E*)] ) period [K*1] U number
eligible CPCs]
i i iod i i Only full
TAC set in year / quota allocation period in question 102000.000 This applies ) . nly u y
) only to This applies compliant
Agreed set aside 5100.000 LY - only tonon | members are 5100.000
R . members eligible for
J. Effective TAC (TAC-set aside) 96900.000 coop NCPs
the bonus

CPC ALLOCATIONS
Australia Member 0.983% 952.991 1.00 952.991 0.000 0.000 254.988 1207.978
Bangladesh Non-Membe 0.427% 413.982 0.00 0.000 0.000 413.982 0.000
Comoros Member 0.753% 729.603 1.00 729.603 0.000 0.000 254.988 984.591
Eritrea Member 0.025% 23.977 0.80 19.182 4.795 0.000 19.182
France (Territories) Member 0.487% 471.978 1.00 471.978 0.000 0.000 254.988 726.965
India Member 0.536% 519.597 1.00 519.597 0.000 0.000 254.988 774.585

° Indonesia Member 1.270% 1230.562 1.00 1230.562 0.000 0.000 254.988 1485.550

::: Iran, Islamic Rep. of Member 0.231% 223.623 0.60 134.174 89.449 0.000 134.174

2

é’_ Kenya Member 0.205% 198.194 1.00 198.194 0.000 0.000 254.988 453.182

8 [Madagascar Member 0.986% 955.874 1.00 955.874 0.000 0.000 254.988 1210.861

g

: Malaysia Member 0.003% 2.597 1.00 2.597 0.000 0.000 254.988 257.585

o

g Maldives Coop NCP 1.798% 1742.262 0.80 1393.809 348.452 0.000 254.988 1648.797

'é Mauritius Member 1.458% 1413.086 1.00 1413.086 0.000 0.000 254.988 1668.073

;E Mozambique Non-Membe 4.076% 3949.956 0.00 0.000 0.000 3949.956 0.000

£

2 [Myanmar Non-Membe 0.001% 1.178 0.00 0.000 0.000 1.178 0.000

o

E Oman Member 1.319% 1278.456 0.80 1022.765 255.691 0.000 1022.765

w

® Pakistan Member 0.027% 25.776 0.60 15.465 10.310 0.000 15.465

%

§ Seychelles Member 5.929% 5745.029 1.00 5745.029 0.000 0.000 254.988 6000.017
Somalia Non-Membe 1.013% 981.155 0.00 0.000 0.000 981.155 0.000
South Africa Coop NCP 0.542% 525.372 0.80 420.298 105.074 0.000 254.988 675.286
Sri Lanka Member 0.629% 609.671 0.70 426.770 182.901 0.000 426.770
Thailand Member 19.618% 19009.547 1.00 19009.547 0.000 0.000 254.988 19264.534
United Rep of Tanzania Member 0.659% 638.636 1.00 638.636 0.000 0.000 254.988 893.623
United Kingdom (Territories) Member 1.552% 1504.012 1.00 1504.012 0.000 0.000 254.988 1759.000
Yemen, Republic of Non-Member|  0.236% 228.505 0.00 0.000 0.000 228.505 0.000
Belize Member 0.010% 9.950 1.00 9.950 0.000 0.000 254.988 264.938
China Member 1.663% 1610.968 1.00 1610.968 0.000 0.000 254.988 1865.956
Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep - 0.036% 34.953 0.00 0.000 0.000 34.953 0.000
Guinea-Bissau Member 0.000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

.é Japan Member 12.445% 12059.078 1.00 12059.078 0.000 0.000 254.988 12314.066

2 Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of Non-Membe 0.000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

-

;é Korea, Republic of Member 0.851% 824.443 1.00 824.443 0.000 0.000 254.988 1079.430

]

%t [Panama Non-Membe 0.000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

o

g Philippines Member 0.426% 413.074 1.00 413.074 0.000 0.000 254.988 668.062

¢ |Portugal Member 0.000% 0.000 1.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

]

.g Senegal Coop NCP 0.000% 0.000 0.56 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Spain Member 0.000% 0.000 1.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Taiwan, China Coop NCP 30.017% 29086.872 1.00 29086.872 0.000 0.000 254.988 29341.860
Vanuatu Member 0.000% 0.000 0.80 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
European Union (see France, Portugal, Spain) [ Member 9.788% 9485.043 1.00 9485.043 0.000 0.000 254.988 9740.031
TOTAL, all CPCs 100.000000% | 96900.000 - 90293.597 996.674 5609.729 5609.729 95903.326
Total quota allocation Q, plus CPC set aside M 96900.000
Total quota allocation Q, plus CPC set aside M, plus agreed Set aside 102000.000
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Swordfish — Table S Hypothetical example of CPC quota
allocations and set aside using hypothetical input values
for the adjustments (I), from Table 4 above.

1. Combined M. Rin P- Bonus
K. Nominal | =~ L. Effective - Ring allocation -
adjustments fenced
. catch allocated from equal
E. Baseline N 1and 2 to be L penalty CPC L . n
N allocation o catch limit N redistribution | Q. Final CPC allocation
Nominal applied in set aside to . .
G. (tonnes) for . after N. of unallocated|for this quota allocation|
) catch N setting the . be reallocated . .
Country Membership roportion this quota effective adjustments on Unallocated | balance (Sum period [effective
status prop allocation 1and2 . balance of N) to allocated catch limit, L
(From Table . allocated N membership .
period . applied for eligible CPCs + bonus, P]
2)% catch limit . &for
(tonnes) allocation . [sum of N /
(from Table ) compliance [K.
[E*J] 2 period [K*1] u number
eligible CPCs]
TAC set in year / quota allocation period in question 50000.000 This applies ' ' Only frJIIy
This applies compliant
Agreed set aside 2500.000 only to only tonon | members are 2500.000
bers and
members igil
). Effective TAC (TAC-set aside) 47500.000 coop NCPs eligible for
the bonus
CPC ALLOCATIONS
Australia Member 2.242% 1065.061 1.00 1065.061 0.000 0.000 135.248 1200.309
Bangladesh Non-Membe 0.008% 21589 0.00 0.000 0.000 3.599 0.000
Comoros Member 0.337% 160.124 1.00 160.124 0.000 0.000 135.248 295.372
Eritrea Member 0.000% 0.000 0.80 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
France (Territories) Member 2.173% 1032.236 1.00 1032.236 0.000 0.000 135.248 1167.484
India Member 2.254% 1070.795 1.00 1070.795 0.000 0.000 135.248 1206.043
° Indonesia Member 0.431% 204.955 1.00 204.955 0.000 0.000 135.248 340.203
§ Iran, Islamic Rep. of Member 0.012% 5.616 0.60 3.369 2.246 0.000 3.369
2
ﬂé. Kenya Member 0.362% 171.782 1.00 171.782 0.000 0.000 135.248 307.030
8 |Madagascar Member 5.676% 2695.950 1.00 2695.950 0.000 0.000 135.248 2831.198
-
: Malaysia Member 0.001% 0.444 1.00 0.444 0.000 0.000 135.248 135.692
o
5 Maldives Coop NCP 1.395% 662.793 0.80 530.234 132.559 0.000 135.248 665.483
'§ Mauritius Member 2.130% 1011.937 1.00 1011.937 0.000 0.000 135.248 1147.185
;E Mozambique Non-Membe 3.150% 1496.084 0.00 0.000 0.000 1496.084 0.000
£
2 [Myanmar Non-Membe 0.061% 28.902 0.00 0.000 0.000 28.902 0.000
]
E Oman Member 0.368% 174.739 0.80 139.791 34.948 0.000 139.791
&
= Pakistan Member 0.055% 26.357 0.60 15.814 10.543 0.000 15.814
%
§ Seychelles Member 4.935% 2343.908 1.00 2343.908 0.000 0.000 135.248 2479.157
Somalia Non-Membe 2.647% 1257.259 0.00 0.000 0.000 1257.259 0.000
South Africa Coop NCP 3.870% 1838.138 0.80 1470.511 367.628 0.000 135.248 1605.759
Sri Lanka Member 0.389% 184.638 0.70 129.247 55.391 0.000 129.247
Thailand Member 0.001% 0.525 1.00 0.525 0.000 0.000 135.248 135.773
United Rep of Tanzania Member 0.002% 0.920 1.00 0.920 0.000 0.000 135.248 136.168
United Kingdom (Territories) Member 1.308% 621.378 1.00 621.378 0.000 0.000 135.248 756.626
Yemen, Republic of Non-Member|  0.399% 189.614 0.00 0.000 0.000 189.614 0.000
Belize Member 0.030% 14.261 1.00 14.261 0.000 0.000 135.248 149.509
China Member 0.995% 472.550 1.00 472.550 0.000 0.000 135.248 607.798
Former Un.Sov.Soc.Rep - 0.000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Guinea-Bissau Member 0.000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
5 |Japan Member 7.832% 3720.058 1.00 3720.058 0.000 0.000 135.248 3855.306
‘Z‘a Korea, Dem. Pop. Rep. of Non-Membe 0.000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
& |Korea, Republic of Member 0.694% 329.867 1.00 329.867 0.000 0.000 135.248 465.115
=
£ |Panama Non-Membe 0.000% 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
% Philippines Member 0.357% 169.695 1.00 169.695 0.000 0.000 135.248 304.944
‘;E Portugal Member 0.000% 0.000 1.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
E Senegal Coop NCP 0.026% 12.470 0.56 6.983 5.487 0.000 6.983
e Spain Member 0.000% 0.000 1.00 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Taiwan, China Coop NCP 45.972% 21836.592 1.00 21836.592 0.000 0.000 135.248 21971.840
Vanuatu Member 0.000% 0.000 0.80 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
European Union (see France, Portugal, Spain) | Member 9.888% 4696.753 1.00 4696.753 0.000 0.000 135.248 4832.001
TOTAL, all CPCs 100.000000% | 47500.000 43915.741 608.801 2975.458 2975.458 46891.199
Total quota allocation Q, plus CPC set aside M 47500.000
Total quota allocation Q, plus CPC set aside M, plus agreed Set aside 50000.000
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