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Title of the Proposed Draft Recommendation/Resolution: Draft Recommendation by ICCAT on the follow-up of actions taken in response to the findings of inspections carried out under the Joint International Inspection Scheme (JIS) for bluefin tuna and swordfish
 
Title of currently in force recommendation(s) or resolution(s) addressing the same or related issues: 

Recommendation by ICCAT amending Recommendation 22-08 establishing a multi-annual management plan for bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean (Rec. 24-05) 

Recommendation by ICCAT replacing Recommendation 13-04 establishing a multi-annual recovery plan for Mediterranean swordfish (Rec. 16-05) 
 
1. Does it create new reporting obligation(s) for CPCs?     Yes ☒      No  ☐
 
Brief description of new reporting obligation(s):   

The flag CPC of the inspected vessel will have to report to ICCAT and the inspecting CPC on the follow-up measures taken on inspection reports with possible infringements.
 
2. Does it require additional input or work by the SCRS?    Yes  ☐       No ☒ 
 
Is this work already included in the current SCRS workplan     Yes ☐       No ☒ 
  
 
Brief description of new scientific work required (i.e. stock assessment, analysis, external consultant): 
 
3. Does it involve the creation of a new working group or intersessional process?    Yes  ☐     No  ☒  
 
4. Does it require a new programme or additional activities to be managed by the Secretariat?   
 
Yes   ☒	No  ☐  
 
Brief description of new Secretariat work required:  

The ICCAT Secretariat has to publish on the ICCAT website the information on possible infringement reported under the BFT and SWO Joint International Inspection Schemes.

5. What is the proposed timeframe for implementation, and are there different specific timeframes for certain CPCs, fisheries, regions, etc.:  

 
6. Is there any other relevant information regarding the resource and workload implications of the proposal:  

No.
 
 

 
 






Original: English/French

Explanatory noted on Draft Recommendation by ICCAT on the follow-up of actions taken in response to the findings of inspections carried out under the Joint International Inspection Scheme (JIS) for bluefin tuna and swordfish

(submitted by the European Union)


Proposal of a procedure to ensure effective follow-up and a transparent process for monitoring the follow‑up by the flag State of potential infringements detected under the Joint International Inspection Scheme (JIS) for bluefin tuna and swordfish.  



Original: English/French

Draft Recommendation by ICCAT on the follow-up of actions taken in response to the findings of inspections carried out under the Joint International Inspection Scheme (JIS)
for bluefin tuna and swordfish
(submitted by the European Union)

The deployment of maritime or airborne inspection assets under the ICCAT Joint International Inspection Schemes (JIS) requires a significant effort in terms of human and technical resources and the assumption of significant costs. 

It is essential that these efforts can have a result and that there are guarantees that the follow-up of actions in response to the findings of inspections carried out under the JIS are properly followed up. A lack of follow-up renders these efforts meaningless, sends a message of impunity to operators and jeopardises the entire Joint Inspection Scheme.

To ensure effective follow-up and a transparent process, we propose the following procedure to guarantee the follow-up by the flag State of the findings of inspections carried out under the JIS:

i. In accordance with the Recommendations that set out the international joint inspection schemes (JIS), whenever ICCAT inspectors deployed on patrol vessels detecting a possible infringement, the inspection report shall be immediately sent to the flag CPC and to the ICCAT Secretariat. 

ii. The ICCAT Secretariat shall promptly publish the information of the inspection carried out on its website, in the format indicated in Annex 1. We propose adding the table as an appendix to Annex 7 of Rec. 24-05 and Annex 1 of Rec. 16-05. Each time a potential infringement is reported, there would be an event line in the table. It should be noted that inspection reports with potential infringements are currently published as part of the COC information under COC_303_Annex 12. 

iii. The flag CPC will report to ICCAT and the inspecting CPC on the follow-up measures taken providing the necessary evidence, or the reasons for not taking action where appropriate. ICCAT or the inspecting CPC may request clarification or additional information if deemed appropriate.

iv. Each event line would remain in the table until the case can be considered closed by reporting the necessary information.

v. Cases in which there are disagreements or for which the necessary information has not been provided will be discussed by the Committee of Compliance.

Annex 2 proposes a modification to Annex 7 of Recommendation 24-05, reflecting this change in the JIS procedure in the event of detection of potential infringements. A similar modification could be made for the swordfish joint inspection scheme.
 


[bookmark: _Hlk107908354][bookmark: _Hlk107908355][bookmark: _Hlk107908359][bookmark: _Hlk107908360][bookmark: _Hlk107908361][bookmark: _Hlk107908362]PWG_424_REV_1/2025
20/11/2025 8:37

1 / 9
Annex 1: Appendix to Annex 7

Information to be provided on the follow-up of actions in response to the conclusions of inspections carried out under the JIS


	Inspection report number

	Inspecting party CPC

	Fishing vessel CPC

	Date of inspection

	Vessel/ Fishing gear type

	Inspection findings (1)

	Infringement confirmed by flag CPC: Y/N


	State of play follow- up
(2)

	[…]

	Measures taken 
(3)

	Remarks
(4) 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


(1) Description of findings with indication of the legal provision(s) concerned.
(2) Under investigation, appeal, closed, etc.
(3) Judicial or administrative measures taken, such as rerouting the vessel, seizure of catches or fishing gear, suspension or withdrawal of authorization, fines, etc.
(4) Free text with any details the flag CPC wishes to provide. In case of no action taken, detailed explanation of reasons for not taking action.

Annex 2

Modification Annex 7, Rec. 24-05, and Annex 1, Rec. 16-05


12. Copies of the report shall be given to the master of the vessel and to the government of the inspection party, which shall transmit copies inspection reports with apparent infringements to the appropriate authorities of the flag CPC of the inspected vessel and to the ICCAT Commission. Where any infringement of ICCAT Recommendations is discovered, the inspector should, where possible, also inform any inspection ship of the flag CPC of the fishing vessel known to be in the vicinity.

Upon receipt of inspection indicating apparent infringements, the ICCAT Secretariat shall publish the information on the ICCAT website in a secure manner and with restricted access. Any subsequent information regarding follow-up actions taken by the flag CPC shall also be published as it becomes available to the Secretariat.

