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REPORT OF THE INTER-SESSIONAL MEETING OF THE CONSERVATION AND 
MANAGEMENT MEASURES COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE (COC) 

(Barcelona, Spain – March 24 to 27, 2009) 
 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 
 
The Inter-Sessional meeting of the Conservation and Management Measures Compliance Committee 
(COC) was opened on Tuesday, March 24, 2009 in Barcelona, Spain under the chairmanship of Dr. 
Chris Rogers (USA).  
 
The Chairman of ICCAT, Mr. Fabio Hazin, welcomed all parties to Barcelona and thanked the EC for 
hosting the meeting. He stated that it was time for ICCAT to show the world that it is committed to the 
protection of tuna. The rules should apply to all, including non ICCAT members. 
 
The Executive Secretary, Mr. Driss Meski, informed the meeting of the recent passing of one of the 
ICCAT interpreters, Ms. Christine Marie Pierre Bourgoin. A minute of silence was observed. 
 
The Chair of the Compliance Committee reminded parties of the Terms of Reference of the 
Committee [Ref. 95-15] and the Recommendation by ICCAT to Hold a Compliance Committee Inter-
Sessional Meeting in 2009 [Rec. 08-13] which established the need for this inter-sessional meeting. 
There was a sense of urgency to ensure that measures are in place for the 2009 fishing season. The 
Chair recalled that issues previously highlighted by the SCRS included a lack of data and undeclared 
catches. 
 
The List of Participants is attached at Appendix 2. 
 
 
2. Nomination of Rapporteur 
 
Mr. Conor O’Shea (European Community) was appointed Rapporteur. 
 
 
3. Adoption of Agenda and meeting arrangements 
 
The Agenda was adopted with one amendment proposed by the Chair. A new Agenda item 4 was 
inserted which allowed parties present to give a synopsis of the questionnaire they had submitted in 
advance of the meeting. The revised Agenda is attached at Appendix 1. 
 
 
4. Initial review of responses to Questionnaire 
 
The Chair invited CPCs to give a brief synopsis of the questionnaires they had completed and 
submitted prior to the meeting. Following the presentation of the synopsis by each CPC, other CPCs 
were invited to raise any preliminary queries they had on the questionnaire of the CPC concerned. 
 
Following the Tour de Table, the Chair summarized the main points raised by the CPCs as follows: 
 
• Parties were concerned about declarations of overharvest and believed a remedy must be found to 

address this. 
 
• Joint Fishing Operations (JFOs) were mentioned several times and were considered problematic 

by CPCs present. There were issues of monitoring and control of these JFOs, and parties 
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expressed a need for clear authorization procedures together with follow up by the involved 
parties regarding approval of requests for JFOs. 

 
• Parties noted that in some cases trade data (import and export figures) did not correspond. It was 

understood that differences could be due to conversion factors, growth rates, etc., but this needs to 
be examined in greater detail. 

 
• Some parties were unclear about accounting for fish caught in traps and transferred to processing 

vessels. There was uncertainty about whether landing or transfer documents should be completed. 
 
• Concerns were raised by CPCs about the capacity controls in the Recommendation by ICCAT to 

Establish a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean [Rec. 06-05] and the apparent lack of implementation by some CPCs. 

 
• Several concerns were raised about application of the catch documentation scheme (CDS). In  

particular, accounting for catches under a chartering arrangement and correct implementation of 
the scheme when catch is exported through an intermediary country required clarification. 

 
• Concerns were raised regarding the enforcement of minimum size limits at landing. 
 
• Concerns were raised regarding reported infractions and the enforcement actions taken by CPCs. 
 
• It was noted that some CPCs do not appear to be fully complying with VMS requirements. In 

response, several parties raised technical issues regarding transfer of VMS data to the ICCAT 
Secretariat.  

 
• IUU catches of bluefin tuna continue to be a serious concern. SCRS reported that up to 60,000 t 

of bluefin may have been caught, which is nearly double the authorized TAC. Several parties 
noted such fish have a market and therefore this matter must be investigated. 

 
• Several parties noted the need for clarity on the issue of the required level of observer coverage. It 

was suggested that a common terminology would provide a basis to calculate the percentage of 
observer coverage. 

 
• Monitoring and recording of catches taken in sport and recreational fishing was seen as 
 incomplete for some parties, especially with regard to Task II data. 
 
The Chair then led an examination of the “Tabulation of Responses Received to the Compliance 
Questionnaire” (i COC-004) for the purposes of reviewing the situations of CPCs not present at the 
meeting. In some cases CPCs had not responded to the questionnaire. In other cases, responses were 
incomplete or indicated that compliance issues existed.  
 
In the case of Panama, it was noted that no response to the questionnaire had been received. It was a 
concern that many of the tugs and carrier vessels were Panamanian flagged and VMS requirements 
were not being fulfilled.  A second issue was raised in that there appeared to be transshipments by 
Panamanian vessels in EC ports in 2007 and 2008. The Committee agreed that the situation of Panama 
required further examination. 
 
 
5. Review of implementation of and compliance with Rec. 06-05 based on the answers to the 

questionnaire on compliance 
 
6. Review of implementation of and compliance with Rec. 06-07 based on the answers to the 

questionnaire on compliance 
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7. Examination of the compliance status of Contracting Parties based on point 6 of Rec. 08-13: 
 
 a) undeclared overshooting of the CPC’s quota; 
 b) unjustified failing to provide catch and farming reports within the agreed ICCAT 

deadlines; 
 c) failing to participate in the meeting of the COC where the concerned CPCs compliance 

status is discussed; 
 d) lack of meaningful monitoring, verification and enforcement measures; 
 e) failing to implement the Bluefin tuna catch documentation on the market. 
 
 
Items 5, 6 and 7 of the Agenda were taken together in order to have a comprehensive review of each 
party’s response to the questionnaire. The Chair led a detailed examination of each CPC’s responses to 
the questionnaire by asking each party for explanations and inviting comments and questions by other 
CPCs.  
 
Libya  
 
The Delegate from Libya provided information on vessels that were no longer active and differences 
in the methodology used to compile the 2007 and 2008 catch data. The delegate updated the meeting 
of changes currently taking place in Libyan law to take into consideration Rec. 08-05. Libya provided 
information on the procedures followed to validate BCDs and on queries regarding import and export 
records. 
 
A discussion ensued on JFO’s conducted by Libyan vessels with EC and Turkish vessels.  
 
The Delegate of the EC advised that the catch of any EC vessels involved in the JFOs with Libya had 
been recorded against EC quotas. They stated that the main element of EC control of a JFO is the 
assignment of an individual quota to the EC vessel. There is a requirement to record catches on a daily 
basis and a distribution key for each vessel is agreed beforehand. 
 
In the case of Turkey in 2008, six Turkish vessels were listed as being involved in JFOs with Libya. 
There appeared to be a discrepancy between the catch figures recorded by Libya for these vessels and 
the figures reported by Turkey. The two parties agreed to investigate the catch figures and report back 
to the Committee in November 2009.  
 
The EC expressed surprise that no infractions were detected by Libya in 2007 and 2008 because this 
has been recognized by the Committee as a difficult period for monitoring and control.  
 
Libya also provided information on how its VMS system operated with all the information being sent 
directly to the ICCAT Secretariat. Libya confirmed the intent to put the infrastructure in place over the 
next two years to establish its own monitoring center.  
 
The Delegate of Japan advised that he was happy to have this type of discussion and thanked the 
Delegate of Libya for the candid replies. Japan reminded CPCs of the purposes of the inter-sessional 
to identify non-compliance, to recommend actions for the CPCs and also to make improvements to 
monitoring and control measures.  
 
The Delegate from Libya stated that its implementation situation is much better than it was a few years 
ago but asked parties to understand that more time is needed to improve.  
 
The Delegate of Libya reported spotting three aircraft at the start of the fishing season but the 
nationality of these aircraft was not identified. 
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Uruguay 
 
No questions were raised on the questionnaire submitted. 
 
Japan 
 
The Delegate from Japan provided an explanation on how the catch resulting from the charter 
arrangement with Algeria was dealt with.  
 
The Delegate of EC asked Japan and the Secretariat to provide information on the implementation of 
the transshipment observer program and any problems encountered. Japan advised that so far no 
serious problems had been encountered but does have a concern about cost. The Secretariat 
acknowledged that the program was expensive, but recalled for CPCs that the Secretariat had 
undertaken a competitive tender process.  The Secretariat believed that the program was working well 
but noted that placing an observer on a carrier vessel presents some logistical issues. 
 
Japan was asked to provide information on how it calculates the percentage of observer coverage and 
whether the observer is on a vessel for the entire season. The Delegate of Japan responded that it is 
based on the number of fishing vessels and that an observer covers one voyage, although a vessel may 
make several voyages in a season. The Delegate of the United States commented that a common 
terminology was needed in order to agree on a basis to calculate the percentage of observer coverage.  
 
Following the introduction of a document by the United States on an analysis of trade data (i COC-
008), a discussion took place on how trade data was calculated. The Delegate of the United States 
stated that trade statistics provide an important catch monitoring tool and parties need to be diligent in 
analyzing the data.  
 
The Delegate of Japan explained that one of the problems in using trade data to verify catches is that 
in some cases the date used on statistical documents is the date fish were harvested and in other cases 
it is the export date.  
 
The Delegate of the EC stated that differences in the import and export statistics could be due to a 
carryover problem (especially for fish held in cages), double counting of processed product, different 
dates used for harvest from the wild or harvest from cages, etc. 
  
The Delegate of Morocco raised the issues of recording gross or processed weight on the documents 
and also applying conversion factors for processed product. It was confirmed that the import and 
export data obtained from catch documents are intended to be processed weights. 
 
All parties agreed to have further discussions in the margins of the meeting to reconcile trade figures 
and to address other concerns with this important issue of trade data. 
 
Turkey 
 
The Delegate of Turkey provided information on how Turkey was managing its fleet capacity. Turkey 
is looking at ways to manage fleet capacity by area. Further, Turkey informed the committee that 
regulatory efforts were underway to freeze bluefin tuna fishing capacity in 2009, followed by 
reductions to 50% of current levels in 2010 and to 30% of current levels in 2011. Turkey emphasized 
that its fleet was multi-purpose and did not only fish for bluefin tuna. Therefore, these levels should be 
considered targets and the actual reductions will depend on a balance of the needs for several different 
fisheries. 
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The Delegate of Libya noted that the number of Turkish vessels on the ICCAT list in 2008 (98) is 
greater than that in 2007 (76). Turkey advised that the number of licenses had increased but the 
number of vessels active in the bluefin fishery (that caught fish) was 46 in 2007 and 33 in 2008.  
 
The Delegate of the EC asked about how the 46 purse seiners are controlled and, as it is a large fleet, 
how Turkey ensures that all listed vessels are not targeting bluefin tuna. 
 
The Delegate of Turkey advised that from 1 May to 1 Sept fishing vessels are not allowed to fish for 
anything. Only authorized fishing vessels are allowed to fish for tuna and tuna-like species with a 
special permit in that time period. The vessels have a VMS system, designated ports and the same 
control measures as in other CPCs. 
 
The Delegate of France (on behalf of St. Pierre & Miquelon) noted that, based on the number of 
licenses issued by Turkey, the allocation equated to approximately 10 t per vessel. Noting that the 
SCRS had used estimates of catch of 300 t per large vessel, he asked how in practical terms the system 
works to ensure catch quotas are not exceeded. 
 
The Delegate of Libya raised the issue of Turkish vessels involved in JFOs with Libyan and EC 
vessels. The catch figures reported by Libya were greater than those reported by Turkey for the same 
vessels. In one case, there was a significant difference which the parties agreed warranted further 
investigation. The Delegation of Turkey undertook to work with Libya to resolve the differences in 
catch figures. The Delegate of Turkey indicated that action will be taken against the vessel if 
wrongdoing is discovered. It was noted that beginning in  2009, Turkish vessels will have an 
individual quota. 
 
The EC Delegation undertook to work with Libya and Turkey on JFO discrepancies. It was agreed that 
active vessel management is necessary to monitor catches properly. SCRS has used estimates from 
150 to 300 t for a 40 m purse seine vessel. The EC speculated that a 10 t quota is unrealistic and 
encourages fraud. There was a need to be more transparent on JFOs. Use should be made of the 
ICCAT website giving all details on JFOs which will allow CPCs to properly monitor these JFOs.  
  
The Delegate of Japan raised concerns on the way Turkey was implementing the BCD program.  It 
was questioned whether fish were being transferred to farms without a BCD being presented. Japan 
noted that this would not be in accordance with the procedure in Rec. 07-10. The Delegate of Turkey 
explained that this was a practical issue. Fish arriving at a farm are not allowed to be transferred into 
farming cages, but are accepted on a provisional basis until the BCD arrives.  
 
The Delegate of Libya raised the issue of IUU activities involving the fishing vessels Menara 1 and 
Menara II. The Delegate of Turkey advised that Turkey never issued registration to these vessels or 
placed them on the ICCAT authorized vessel list. The EC informed the Committee that an inquiry is 
underway to investigate these vessels.  
 
Canada 
 
The Delegate of Canada provided information on how Canada manages its two annual recreational 
tournaments. Any catch comes from the commercial quota. Fish are weighed, measured and tagged 
and a minimum landing size applies. 
 
Questions were raised about the lack of 2008 trade data in Canada’s response to the questionnaire.  
The Delegate of Canada indicated that a manual data entry process was underway and updates would 
be provided. The Delegate of Japan pointed out many mistakes in entries of BCDs issued by Canada, 
and requested Canada to improve the situation. The Delegate of Canada said that it would consider the 
problem upon receiving actual cases.  
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United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) 
 
No questions were raised on the questionnaire submitted. 
 
Egypt 
 
While Egypt had responded that the questionnaire was “Not Applicable”, an information paper was 
submitted regarding its bluefin fishery development plans. No questions were raised by the other 
CPCs. 
 
Croatia 
 
The Delegate of Croatia provided information on Croatia’s VMS system which is now in place. While 
Croatia was receiving VMS data from its vessels, there were technical issues regarding the 
transmission of this data to the ICCAT Secretariat. 
 
The Delegate of Japan asked about the number of active vessels that were not successful in catching 
bluefin tuna.  The Delegate of the United States asked about requirements for the BCD for fish placed 
in cages and Croatia indicated fish are not accepted without presenting a validated BCD. 
 
Morocco expressed interest in the methods used to estimate the size of fish placed in cages and the 
Delegate of Croatia indicated that video cameras were used.  
 
The EC asked if Croatia intended to continue raising smaller fish to market size or would change to a 
fattening operation with larger fish. The Delegate of Croatia stated that Croatia plans to continue its 
current operations.  
 
Brazil 
 
No questions were raised on the questionnaire submitted. 
 
Tunisia 
 
Tunisia provided information on an overharvest of approximately 13% of its 2008 quota While 
Tunisia had under-harvested in the past, this is the first time the quota had been exceeded. Tunisia 
explained that it had closed the fishery before the ICCAT deadline and was being transparent in 
reporting final catch figures. Tunisia emphasized that it has implemented all ICCAT recommendations 
and has a vessel observer program in place. Several parties supported the transparency of Tunisia for 
declaring its overharvest in 2008. 
 
The Delegate of Libya raised a question regarding a JFO involving Libyan, Italian and Tunisian 
vessels. Libya had not authorized its vessels to participate. Tunisia had approved participation by its 
vessel.  
 
The Delegate of Japan questioned the landing declarations noting that the average size of some fish 
was less than 30 kg. Tunisia indicated that these catches were within the margin of tolerance of 8% 
and Tunisia will work towards the proper implementation of the minimum size requirement. Tunisia 
explained that the fishing guards and observers are able to verify the landing records.  
 
Morocco 
 
The U.S. Delegate asked for clarification of the reported by-catch figures. Morocco indicated that 
vessels which target small pelagics have occasional by-catch of bluefin tuna which amounted to 9 mt 
in 2008. Morocco was also questioned about its VMS program and replied that 100% of vessels over 
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24 m authorized for bluefin tuna have VMS and also have two observers. About 5% of smaller vessels 
targeting swordfish and small pelagics have VMS. 
 
Equatorial Guinea 
 
No questions were raised on the questionnaire submitted. 
  
Syria 
 
Syria was planning on having two Syrian vessels to target bluefin tuna in 2010, but indicated that it 
would be willing to fish their 2010 quota through a joint fishing operation. They would need 
assistance from other CPCs on training, monitoring, control, etc. For 2009, the fisheries sector is being 
restructured, for which reason there would be some delay in submitting the final Syrian bluefin tuna 
management plan for 2009. Syria requested that this belated submission be accepted by the 
Compliance Committee.  The Syrian delegate also indicated that, in order to minimize pressure on the 
Mediterranean bluefin stock, Syria would not fish its quota in 2009, but carry this over to 2011.  
 
No questions were raised on Syria’s fishery development plan. However, the United States inquired 
about the average size of fish taken as by-catch in the Syrian nearshore fisheries. Syria responded that 
the by-catch is mostly smaller fish and this is a reason for developing a directed fishery further 
offshore. 
 
Norway 
 
No questions were raised on the questionnaire submitted. Norway reported that it had taken one 
bluefin tuna as by-catch off Ireland and it had been traded. Norway further reported that it was 
finalizing implementation of the BCD program. 
 
United States 
 
The Delegate of the United States provided information on the U.S. sport and recreational fishery. 
Bluefin of 185 cm or less are regarded as a recreational catch and cannot be sold. Permitted 
recreational vessels are allowed to take one commercial size bluefin tuna per year, which is called a 
“trophy” fish. In 2008, 13 trophy fish were reported, i.e. with a length greater than 185cm. As this 
catch is recreational, the trophy bluefin tuna cannot be sold. All recreational tournaments must be 
registered and all catches of bluefin tuna must be reported within 24 hours by telephone or internet. 
Failure to do so is subject to investigation and prosecution. The U.S. Coast Guard carries out at-sea 
inspections. The National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Enforcement 
Officers carry out dockside fishing vessel inspections, including in cooperation with local State 
Enforcement Authorities. The EC asked the Delegate of the United States about compliance with the 
10% allowance for small bluefin tuna. The U.S. Delegate replied that daily catch limits are adjusted to 
keep the recreational fleet within the allowable limit and that the United States has been in compliance 
with the provisions of relevant bluefin tuna recommendations. The EC also inquired about reducing 
monetary gain from the catch of small fish. The U.S. Delegate clarified that these fish cannot be sold. 
The EC and Japan Delegates had several questions on mortality of released fish. The U.S. Delegate 
indicated that mortality is estimated and reported to ICCAT as part of the scientific data transmitted to 
the Secretariat.  
 
The EC noted discrepancies in the trade data between the EC and the United States. The parties agreed 
to consult with a view to resolving the differences. 
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China 
 
The Delegate of China provided information on how China implemented the CDS program and that it 
has partially implemented the program. The Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture has informed 
buyers of the legislative requirements and instructed them not to buy IUU products. With respect to 
VMS, China indicated it has implemented the recommendation but has technical difficulties in 
transmitting data from its vessels to the Chinese monitoring station and then forwarding the data to the 
Secretariat. China provided information on an overharvest in 2008 and that it will be subject to a 
payback in 2009. Only two vessels are authorized to fish in 2009 to avoid a repetition of overharvest. 
There was a practical problem of this fish not being allowed to be exported to Japan until the issue of 
adjusting for the overharvest was resolved. 
 
The Delegate of Japan expressed concern about how importers can check that the BCDs are fully 
validated. In Japan’s view, this is the responsibility of Government officials. Japan asked how can the 
Chinese Government use ICCAT Regional Transshipment Observers to validate BCDs as this is not in 
conformance with the rules. The Delegate of China indicated that the observers verify catch but do not 
validate documents. 
  
The Delegate of China indicated that China is working very hard to establish the ICCAT bluefin CDS. 
Information on catches is received from industry. He indicated that his country needs to look at 
implementation actions further, but noted the practical difficulty presented by the bluefin being caught 
in distant waters. China is looking to learn from other CPCs with distant water fleets, including the 
possibility of implementing a tagging program similar to Japan’s. 
 
The Delegate of Japan raised the issue of a large amount of tuna being processed in the free trade 
zone. China does not have any official monitoring scheme and this is a problem. Japan encouraged 
China to improve import controls and to monitor activities which occur in the free trade zone. 
 
The Delegate of Japan noted that China’s response to the questionnaire indicated landings in Japanese 
ports. Japan clarified that landings are not authorized for foreign vessels. China clarified that those 
were not direct landings, but transshipments. 
 
Algeria 
 
The Delegate of Algeria provided information on its observer program and emphasized that 100% of 
chartered vessels must have observers on board. Algeria keeps tight control to ensure that there are no 
difficulties in reporting catch and effort. This involves fishery control staff, the Coast Guard and 
scientific observers. On the national fleet, Algeria also has an observer program. With JFOs, Algeria 
needs to place a number of observers on different vessels.  Because of difficulties in the past, JFOs 
will not be allowed in 2009. Algeria is trying to focus monitoring efforts on certain areas but it has a 
large coastline and must manage its artisanal fleet. 
  
The Delegate of Japan asked about a proposed Algerian fleet renewal program. Algeria advised that 
this was a total fleet program so not all the vessels will be targeting bluefin tuna. These vessels will 
target small pelagics as part of the effort to reorganize the artisanal fleet.  
 
Algeria has been late in implementing VMS. In 2008, all Algerian vessels were equipped with VMS. 
However, there was a problem as the data were not in the format required by ICCAT. Three different 
systems are used at present so an integration program is underway. In 2009, the VMS data will be 
collected in the correct format and will be sent to ICCAT.  
 
There were questions about how the catch of chartered Japanese vessels was accounted for in the trade 
data reported by Algeria. The Chair noted that Algerian quota harvested by chartered vessels must be 
counted as Algerian catch and should be reflected in trade statistics if catch by chartered vessels is 
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exported. Given other available information, some parties noted a difficulty in reconciling the catch 
information provided.   
 
Korea 
 
The Delegate of Japan asked about how Korea validates BCDs. Korea indicated that the 
owner/operator of the fishing vessel informs the company headquarters in Korea of all catches, 
landings and transshipments. The company in turn informs the Ministry, which can contact the 
observer directly if it is necessary to verify information. Korea noted that only 2 BCDs were validated 
in 2008.  
 
The Delegate of Japan inquired about a transfer of live bluefin to Malta with regard to validating the 
BCD. The Korean Delegate indicated that in this instance, the BCD was completed and delivered with 
the fish. 
 
Korea noted it found discrepancies with the trade data of several parties and suggested the Secretariat 
convene a working group to reconcile trade data. The EC noted that when it received Korea’s 
notification of a JFO with two French vessels, it did not meet EC requirements and was not approved. 
Korea noted that the JFO was authorized by two flag States, the Korean and the French government, 
and that 335 metric tons were already counted for the 2008 Korean quota.  
 
France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) 
 
The United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) noted there were no trade activities in respect of the 
bluefin tuna eastern stock and asked if there was any trade in the western stock. 
 
The Delegate of France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) indicated that all catches were made by a vessel under 
charter from Canada. The products are landed in Canada and traded from the Canadian territory.  
 
European Community 
 
The U.S. Delegate asked the EC about JFOs, in particular, how they must be authorized under EC 
procedures and for what reasons the requests might be refused. Given the 2008 JFO which occurred 
with Korean and French vessels, the U.S. asked how JFO can be controlled if it is not authorized. 
 
The EC Delegate advised that vessels in JFOs are fully monitored though the use of logbooks, VMS, 
catch reporting every five days, a crosschecking system, and real-time monitoring of catches on a 
daily basis. Each vessel over 24m has to have an individual quota. The EC has good cooperation with 
other CPCs in JFOs and while there may be difficulties with JFOs not being authorized, each EC 
vessel in a JFO has been fully monitored in terms of logbook checks and recording of catches against 
the vessel quota. The EC also uses other technologies such as Vessel Detection Systems. They also 
have independent 24/7 control which can be used on weekends when they cannot get full access to 
ICCAT information for third country vessels on the high seas. 
 
Japan noted that JFOs are a concern for all parties and commended the EC for making great efforts. 
The establishment of a monitoring center in Vigo, Spain is to be welcomed. EC vessels are at the 
center of JFOs and EC should play a key role in monitoring activities.  
 
The EC advised that on April 1 they will have put in effect new measures to monitor the EC fleet. 
They have 12 patrol boats and also aircraft available. The EC has introduced a specific monitoring 
program which was adopted on March 23, 2009. EC inspectors are available throughout the marketing 
chain, including at farms and at all points of transfer.  In 2008, many infractions were detected and 
fines were imposed. The EC noted that it was the only CPC that closed its bluefin fishery for purse 
seiners on June 16 and this decision prevented overfishing in 2008. 
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The U.S. Delegate noted that catches of 11,125 t were initially reported for 2008 and there was a large 
increase in the amount reported in the Compliance Questionnaire. 
 
The EC advised that 2008 data supplied as catch reporting were provisional. As a result of crosschecks 
and inspections, the figures were verified and updated as required. The definitive figures will be in the 
EC 2008 Annual Report. The EC advised that some artisanal fishing continued until the end of the 
calendar year. As checks are completed on catch reports, the total catch figure may be updated again.  
 
The United States also requested information on the Panamanian vessel mentioned in the 
questionnaire. In response, the EC clarified that the Panamanian vessel was a processing vessel that 
landed the bluefin tuna in a community port. 
 
The United States welcomed the increased monitoring and early closure of the bluefin fishery in 2008 
but asked why the fishery was shut down so abruptly if individual vessels were assigned quotas. It was 
asked what catch data were missing from the early reports which led to the big increase in revised 
figures.   
 
The EC Delegate advised that the catch rates increase exponentially in June compared with May. The 
catch level in a day can be very high. In June, fishermen tend to catch spawners, which are larger fish. 
Catch estimates were based on several factors, vessel reports, inspections, SCRS data, etc. Given the 
5-day reporting requirement, the EC reported data on a provisional basis. In the meantime, with all the 
crosschecks and the inclusion of the artisanal fisheries data, the figure has increased to 14,963 t. This 
quantity includes catches by purse seiners having exhausted their quota (closure of the fishery on June 
16, 2008) and also the catches by other fleets (longliners, baitboats and pelagic trawlers).  
  
The United States requested clarification that a transfer document is used instead of a logbook. The 
EC responded that a transfer document is required along with a logbook and the vessel is subject to a 
fine for an infraction. 
 
The Delegate of Japan inquired about the implementation of the bluefin CDS, which covers both 
domestic and international trade, and whether any information is available on artisanal trade within the 
EC.  
 
The EC advised that they had written to Japan to confirm the full implementation of the bluefin tuna 
CDS by the EC in the context of domestic trade. The definition of domestic trade in Rec. 08-12 was 
intended to address movement between EC Member States. For bluefin tuna landed in a Member State 
and where the bluefin do not leave this Member State the catch is documented by a vessel logbook and 
sales notes data pending the validation of the BCD in accordance with paragraph 9d of Rec. 08-12.   
 
The Delegate of Japan reiterated the significant amount of domestic consumption within the EC and 
believes a BCD should be used to document catches even within a Member State. The EC referred 
again to the systematic inspection of domestic landings and the use of logbooks and sales notes. 
Nearly 100% of the bluefin caged in the EC farms is exported, so the amounts consumed domestically 
are artisanal fisheries landings. On average, about 20% to 30% of fish caught is consumed in the EC.  
 
The Delegate of Canada asked about sales of fish within EC and if there is a cross reference between 
sales notes and BCDs. The EC responded that cross references are carried out on logbooks, landing 
declarations, sales notes and BCDs. 
 
The Delegate of Canada commended the EC on the considerable efforts put into monitoring and 
control in 2008, and asked if it is possible to provide an estimate of the total weight of fish associated 
with the catch reporting infringements that were detected. The EC could not provide the figure, but 
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noted that the levels of fines are commensurate with the gravity of the offence. The EC assured the 
Committee that all enforcement authorities are aware of the serious situation for bluefin tuna. 
 
Canada recalled that, at the annual meeting in Morocco, the EC mentioned infractions associated with 
gillnet activity and requested an update on the situation. The EC advised that gillnets were prohibited 
since 2002 and the authorities continue to eradicate this type of activity. Before the end of 2009, the 
matter of driftnets should be effectively addressed. 
 
The EC Delegate expressed concern that other CPCs have not sufficiently participated in monitoring 
and control of the bluefin fishery. The EC emphasized that it has a huge enforcement effort and it is 
important that all CPCs cooperate even though it is very expensive. There is also a need to involve 
CPCs that do not have fishing opportunities but provide tugs and transshipment vessels, as these 
vessels must also comply with the rules. The EC believes that the Secretariat should inform other 
CPCs that any vessels that do not comply will be detained as IUU vessels and it is very important that 
this message is sent out to those CPCs. The Chair and the Secretariat requested the assistance of the 
EC in drafting a communication for all CPCs that would highlight the EC efforts and intentions for 
monitoring the 2009 bluefin fishery. 
 
Chinese Taipei 
 
No questions were raised on the questionnaire submitted. 
 
 
The Chairman then brought attention to the three CPCs that submitted a reply to the Questionnaire but 
were not present at the inter-sessional meeting to discuss their responses. 
 
Albania 
 
No questions were raised on the questionnaire submitted. 
 
Iceland 
 
The Delegate of Japan asked for clarification on the response to question 5 in Part A, which noted that 
if the Icelandic quota is not fished, it is transferred to the EC.  The Chair advised that this was allowed 
for in the allocation scheme of Rec.02-08. The EC agreed with the Chair’s interpretation but noted for 
the record that the transfer provision has never been used. 
 
Mexico 
 
No questions were raised on the questionnaire submitted. 
 
Discussion on VMS 
 
Given the number of questions raised by CPCs about implementation of the VMS requirements for the 
E-BFT fisheries, it was decided to continue with a general discussion on VMS to clarify the 
compliance issues. 
 
The Delegate of China asked why frequent transmission of VMS data is necessary if the catch data are 
sent every 5 days. Is the VMS transmission necessary if nobody is looking at this vessel position 
information?  The Chair advised that it was needed to plan and conduct at sea enforcement operations. 
China then asked if there should be a possibility of allowing the vessels to send VMS data directly to 
the Secretariat. 
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The Executive Secretary said that the SCRS was interested in access to the VMS data and that the 
Commission agreed in Marrakech that the Secretariat can allow access, provided that individual vessel 
information is kept confidential. 
 
The EC Delegate stated that VMS is very important in order to know when the EC fleet enters other 
waters. It is used as part of cross checking procedure for logbooks and other reports.  In addition, the 
EC Vessel Detection System is used to crosscheck the VMS data. There is a need for good cooperation 
so that CPCs can exchange data on exit and entry. It is very important that patrol vessels have access 
to fishing vessel VMS data and tug VMS data to makes at sea inspection more efficient. The EC 
support SCRS access to VMS data so that fishing effort can be calculated. 
 
The Delegate of Japan noted that there are very few Japanese flagged carrier vessels. Some vessels are 
flagged to other countries but are operated by Japanese companies and are required to have VMS. 
Japan questioned whether it is a requirement to provide carrier VMS information to the Commission. 
 
The Delegate of Algeria asked if Japan sends VMS data to ICCAT for the vessels chartered by Algeria 
and Japan confirmed that it does so. 
 
The Executive Secretary advised that the Secretariat only receives VMS data from fishing vessels and 
believed it had no mandate to get this information from carrier vessels. The Delegate of Libya 
remarked that carrier vessels were a very important part of the harvesting chain so we should consider 
the mandate of VMS and include carrier vessels. The Delegate of Turkey noted that Article 49 of Rec. 
06-05 requires that carrier vessels should be included in the VMS program when carrying bluefin tuna. 
The Executive Secretary expressed concern that it was not clear that carrier vessels should have VMS 
and there was a need to address this at the November 2009 meeting. 
 
It was Morocco’s understanding that all vessels in the chain should have VMS and they understood 
this was mentioned at the Kobe meeting. 
 
The Delegate of Turkey advised that in Article 3 of Rec. 06-05 the definition of a fishing vessel covers 
all vessels, including carrier vessels, and it is clear that VMS is required.  
 
The Delegate of Japan stated that it is the flag State’s responsibility and that this is a practical problem 
and is not working. Panama has flagged a number of these carrier vessels so they need to be asked to 
address these shortcomings. The EC remarked that there is a need to control all vessels. Therefore, 
they need to have VMS. The spirit of the bluefin recovery recommendation requires it. 
 
The U.S. Delegate pointed out that, consistent with Recommendation 06-05, Rec. 08-05 defines 
fishing vessels to include carrier vessels and this applies from January 31, 2008.  
 
The Chair confirmed that Rec. 06-05 and Rec. 07-10, taken together, include a VMS requirement for 
carrier vessels with BFT on board. However, the Chair advised CPCs to consult Rec. 08-05 as it 
comes into effect, to ensure that the changes which replace Rec. 06-05 have clarified the VMS 
requirement relative to carrier vessels for the 2009 season. 
 
 
8. Examination of interim suspension or reduction of quota due to non-transmission of Task I 

and Task II reports for the year 2007 
 
The Chair referred delegates to the meeting document (i COC-004A) which summarized the Task I 
and Task II data received from the concerned parties in advance of the meeting. The Chair noted that 
data were received from all parties in advance of the meeting with the exception of France (St. Pierre 
& Miquelon). In reply, the delegate from France indicated the bluefin tuna fishing conducted by St. 
Pierre & Miquelon was with a chartered vessel from Canada. It was noted that the French authorities 
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will meet with the Canadian authorities immediately after the COC meeting to establish an 
information exchange protocol and the transmission of data within the scope of this chartering. Canada 
confirmed that it would work with France to provide the data. The U.S. noted that although parties 
responded to the data submission deadline for the compliance inter-sessional, it was problematic that 
only three parties had supplied data in time for the 2008 stock assessment. Canada noted that the 
Compliance Committee should maintain this item on its agenda in order to improve the data situation 
for SCRS.  
 
The Delegates then discussed the situations where data were received, but not in the format requested 
by SCRS. In most cases, the problems were related to spatial and temporal stratification of the data. In 
other cases, delegates noted the data reporting forms are not consistent with how the fisheries are 
currently operated, particularly live transfers to cages. It was decided to revisit this issue under the 
“Other Matters” agenda item in order to make recommendations to SCRS. 
 
Finally, the Chair asked the delegates if they had any proposals for interim suspension or reduction of 
bluefin tuna quota in response to the data transmission issues. No proposals were made.  
 
 
9. Examination of implementation of market measures in accordance with Rec. 06-05 
 
The Chair noted that some discussion had already occurred on this subject as part of the review of the 
questionnaires. Parties were requested to report on any market measures (import prohibitions or import 
denials) that have been implemented pursuant to the obligations under Rec. 06-05 and under the CDS. 
Several parties indicated they were working bilaterally in the margins of the meeting to resolve 
discrepancies in trade data that had previously been identified. Several delegates commented that the 
confusion in trade figures is most likely related to specifying the date of catch relative to the date of 
export, especially in the case of live fish transferred to cages. Other parties noted that there may be 
some confusion in converting net weight to gross weight on BCDs and commercial trade documents.  
 
 
10. Possible actions to be taken arising from Agenda items 5 to 9  
 
Overall, it was noted that the new process of detailed examination of implementation programs must 
be continued for ICCAT to improve the functioning of its Compliance Committee. It was 
recommended that a systematic review of implementation of the BFT measures be conducted each 
year as needed until the level of compliance is demonstrated to have improved.  
 
There was some discussion of the requirement for attendance at the Inter-sessional Compliance 
Committee Meeting as stipulated in Recommendation 08-13. It was noted that Panama, Iceland and 
Mexico had activities related to BFT, but did not attend the meeting. While Iceland and Mexico had 
responded to the questionnaire and informed the Secretariat that they could not attend that meeting, 
Panama had not. The Committee decided to send a letter to Panama regarding its lack of 
implementation of VMS for its flag carrier and tow vessels and to Iceland for clarification of its joint 
fishing operation with Libya and for an update on its reported difficulty with VMS implementation.  
  
The Committee discussed the most productive way to record the outcome of the meeting and to 
determine next steps. It was decided to reflect on the discussions in several important areas where 
problems were identified by the CPCs: capacity controls, catch documentation, joint-fishing 
operations; and vessel monitoring systems. 
 
Capacity Controls 
The Committee expressed its concern with the problem of excess fishing capacity in the BFT fisheries 
as a whole, noting however that some CPCs had a level of capacity already above its fishing 
possibilities while others were still developing their fishing capacity to make it commensurate with its 
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possibilities. The Committee agreed that each CPC involved in the BFT fisheries should present a plan 
for managing its fishing capacity prior to the next commission meeting as established by Rec. 08-05. 
 
Several CPCs indicated that they were implementing capacity reduction programs to conform more 
closely to their allocations of bluefin tuna. Turkey indicated that its current fisheries law did not 
provide the legal basis to limit licenses in all cases. To account for this shortcoming, specific 
authorizations are needed for directed fishing on bluefin tuna and a portion of the allocation is 
reserved for by-catch. Changes to the law are underway and Turkey informed the Committee that it is 
working to reduce its fleet by 50% in 2010 and to 30% of the current level by 2011, with some 
flexibility needed for the actual level of reduction to be achieved. Tunisia was questioned about 
managing its fishing capacity in light of its increased BFT catches in 2008. Tunisia indicated that it 
was allowing no new investment in fishing vessels except for replacement and also was converting 
some vessels from purse seiners to trawlers. In addition, Tunisia was not authorizing any charters of 
foreign vessels. The CPCs welcomed these efforts by Turkey and Tunisia and requested that these 
parties provide updates on their progress at the Compliance Committee Meeting in November.  
 
Catch Documentation Scheme 
Several CPCs indicated that they were still implementing aspects of the CDS. For example, China is 
undertaking the administrative processes but does not yet have a mandatory collection of BCDs upon 
import. Other parties have not yet implemented procedures for completing the BCD in the case of 
landings by artisanal fisherman and expressed their concern that this could be very problematic. In 
addition, the EU explained its application of the program with regard to fish that are consumed in the 
domestic market of the country of landing and emphasized that the BCD is required for all product 
traded between member states. The EU and other CPCs indicated they would undertake to cooperate 
in a review of any discrepancies in trade figures associated with the catch documents and identified at 
the special COC meeting and would provide reconciled figures to the Secretariat by July 31, 2009. 
 
The Committee recommended that the CDS program be reviewed to determine what amendments are 
needed to clarify the requirements in relation to the problems raised. In the meantime, the Committee 
acknowledged the need to develop implementation guidelines. Also, the Committee recognized that 
artisanal fisheries in developing countries were not fully considered when the requirements of the 
BCD program were established and expressed its understanding of the difficulties that the current 
system may present to them. The Committee recognized that new procedures might be needed to 
accommodate the special requirements of artisanal fisheries in developing countries. The Committee 
also recognized the need to provide technical assistance to new members of the Commission such as 
Syria and Egypt. Progress reports on implementing the BCD program were requested from all parties 
with particular attention to the issues identified during the Inter-sessional Meeting of the Compliance 
Committee. These progress reports should be submitted on the same schedule as the CPC annual 
reports. 
 
Joint Fishing Operations 
The joint fishing operations that were notified to the Secretariat in 2008 included: 
 
Croatia/EC-Italy (although this JFO did not occur) 

Libya/Iceland  

Korea/EC-France (reported by Korea but not authorized by EC) 

Libya/EC-Italy/EC-Greece 

Libya/EC-France/Morocco 
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Libya/EC-Italy/Morocco 

Libya/EC-France/EC-Malta 

Libya/Turkey 

Libya/EC-France 

Libya/Tunisia 

Libya/Tunisia/EC-Italy (reported by Tunisia but not authorized by Libya) 

Morocco/Turkey  

There were questions raised about the activities of Turkish vessels with Algeria and Morocco, and 
whether these were, in fact, joint fishing operations or chartering arrangements. The Committee 
determined that in 2008, some of these joint fishing operations were undertaken in an opportunistic 
manner, some of them without authorization and/or sufficient control. It was agreed that past JFO 
activities would be investigated where inconsistencies were identified during the special COC meeting 
and that the results of this work would be reported to ICCAT this fall at its annual meeting. 
 
The CPCs understand that the participants learned from the issues encountered in the 2008 operations. 
The Committee recommended that, in 2009, CPCs authorizing JFOs must report this information for 
posting on the password-protected section of the ICCAT website. If the operations are not posted at 
least 10 days prior to the beginning of the operation, CPCs can consider the operations as 
unauthorized. CPC’s which participate in JFO’s for its flag vessels should monitor the operations 
closely to ensure that activities are in conformance with the authorization and that all required reports 
are submitted. 
 
For information purposes, the EC, Tunisia, Libya, Turkey and Korea indicated they would undertake 
JFOs in 2009. The Committee expressed its expectation that the parties involved in such operations 
will undertake joint enforcement and communicate these arrangements to the Secretariat in advance in 
conformity with the relevant Recommendations. The US requested that involved parties provide 
updated reports on the monitoring and control of JFOs for posting to the password-protected section of 
the ICCAT website. 
 
Vessel Monitoring Systems 
The Secretariat advised that some CPCs have not yet established transmission of VMS data to the 
Secretariat. China indicated that it receives messages from it vessels to its monitoring station, but 
cannot communicate from the monitoring station to the Secretariat. China is working with the 
Secretariat to have messages transmitted directly from vessels to ICCAT and will report on progress 
when this is accomplished. Croatia indicated that the problem was also in communicating with the 
Secretariat and noted that the cause of this problem is understood and will be resolved before the 2009 
fishing season. Algeria indicated it is in the process of improving the format for transmitting data to 
the Secretariat. The Secretariat noted that all parties in need of technical assistance should request 
details on the data transmission formats. 
 
In addition, several parties have not yet achieved automated transmission of geographic positions. The 
Committee requested that the Secretariat produce an analytical report on the status of VMS data 
transmissions from each CPC, including the types of systems in use, the data elements collected and 
received, and other factors relevant to an analysis of the effectiveness of the system for enforcement 
purposes. This report should be distributed to CPCs as soon as possible and would be considered by 
the Compliance Committee at the November meeting. 
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11. Other matters 
 
The Committee discussed several issues under this Agenda item. 
 
The Delegate of Korea presented his country´s situation regarding carry forward of the under-harvest 
of bluefin tuna from 2006 and applying this amount to adjust quotas in subsequent years. Under the 
provisions of Rec. 06-05, Korea was allowed to carry forward 50% of the unharvested quota. 
However, Korea had not submitted its apportionment plan at the 2007 annual meeting and did not 
provide this to the Secretariat by the February 29, 2008 deadline. The Delegate of Korea explained 
that changes in the government administration prevented submission of the plan by the deadline. This 
issue was holding up a shipment of bluefin tuna to Japan because Japan was concerned about 
importing product above the quota authorized for Korea in the allocation key of Rec. 06-05. The 
Delegate of Korea requested that the Committee approve the carryover plan. For this matter, an 
information document (COC-007i/2009) was circulated and the delegation of Korea explained the 
carryover amounts would be 170 metric tons in 2007 and 166.95 metric tons in 2008.  
 
The Delegate of Japan noted that this situation was awkward in that the fish had already been 
harvested in 2008 and that it should not become a precedent for future actions of the Compliance 
Committee. However, the Delegate of Japan noted that Korea had voluntarily reduced its allocation of 
bluefin tuna beginning in 2002 and this contributed to conservation under the recovery plan. For this 
reason, Japan supported flexibility by the Compliance Committee. Several other delegations supported 
the call for flexibility; there were no objections to Korea’s proposal, it was agreed that this matter be 
referred to the Compliance Committee at the November 2009 meeting with the understanding of the 
need for flexibility. 
 
The Delegate of China also requested flexibility for his country´s situation regarding bluefin tuna 
over-harvest in 2008. This product was also awaiting approval for import by Japan. China had 
declared the over-harvest and announced plans to reduce the number of authorized vessels fishing for 
bluefin tuna in 2009. The Delegate of China also noted that China´s under-harvest from 2006 could be 
carried forward to 2008 consistent with Rec. 06-05 except that the Compliance Committee did not 
adopt the compliance table for eastern bluefin in 2008. It was agreed that the Compliance Committee 
should examine this situation at the November 2009 meeting with the understanding of the need for 
flexibility. 
  
In response to prior discussion on compliance of CPCs with data reporting obligations, several 
delegations expressed the need for further guidance from the SCRS with respect to the transmission of 
Task I and Task II data. In consideration of the issues associated with data, the Committee noted for 
the record the need for SCRS to carry out the following: 
 
• Update the electronic forms used for submission of statistics in order to reflect recent changes if 

fishing activities, in particular transfer of live fish and farming operations. 
 
• Clearly specify the minimum requirements for temporal and spatial stratification of Task I and 

Task II statistics for different gear types. 
 
• Develop means to evaluate the quality of statistical data submitted by CPCs, taking into account 

the need for capacity building by developing CPCs. 
 
On this last point, the Secretariat noted the availability of funds for assistance with scientific data 
collections. Several delegations supported the scheduling of future regional workshops to assist with 
capacity building. 
 
In response to concerns about the difficulties of monitoring JFOs which were discussed at several 
points during the meeting, the Committee agreed that the Secretariat should post all the information 
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received from CPCs on JFO authorizations on the password-protected portion of the ICCAT website. 
It was stressed that the new measures of the Recommendation Amending the Recommendation by 
ICCAT to Establish a Multi-Annual Recovery Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean [Rec. 08-05] should help to correct some of the problems experienced in 2008. CPCs 
were encouraged to voluntarily implement the control measures of Rec. 08-05 in advance of its entry 
into force and to commit sufficient enforcement resources. The CPCs also agreed to note any 
continuing problems and to bring recommendations for improvement to the Panel 2 meeting in 
November 2009. 
 
Implementation of the VMS requirements associated with Rec. 06-05 was also discussed. It was 
recommended that the Secretariat transmit a letter to all CPCs to remind them of the requirements for 
VMS on all vessels associated with the harvesting and transport of eastern bluefin, including towing 
vessels and carrier vessels. The EC noted that vessels operating without VMS are a serious 
infringement and such vessels are to be considered as engaging in IUU fishing. Several delegations 
expressed a need for technical assistance in establishing a VMS program. 
 
The Delegate of Tunisia recalled a prior discussion on his country´s over-harvest of bluefin tuna in 
2008 and requested flexibility in determining a payback plan. Tunisia proposed reductions in 2009 and 
2010 that would take into account the under-harvest that had been previously approved for carryover 
in those years by the Commission. Several delegations supported the need for flexibility in applying 
the adjustment rules because ICCAT should not discourage the declaration of over-harvest. It was 
agreed that Tunisia should present its payback plan to the Compliance Committee at the November 
2009 meeting. 
 
The Delegate of the EC recalled that the weather day provisions of paragraph 21 of Rec. 08-05 
contained an error which rendered the provision not credible or feasible. The EC proposed that the 
reference to a wind speed of 7 knots be amended to read a wind force of Level 5 on the Beaufort scale. 
Several delegations supported the need for an amendment of the weather day provision. However, a 
number of delegates suggested a Level 4 on the Beaufort scale as an appropriate alternative. It was 
noted by the United States that the relevant point was to control the harvest by purse seine vessels to 
the assigned quota, so the exact level of wind speed was less important. The Committee Chair and the 
Secretariat expressed concern that the Compliance Committee did not have competence to amend a 
recommendation of Panel 2. Due to the urgency of implementing Rec. 08-05, it was agreed that a 
proposal for mail vote would be advanced to all parties by the Chairman of the Commission. 
 
 
12. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
 
It was agreed that the Report of the Inter-sessional Compliance Committee Meeting would be adopted 
by correspondence. The Chairman thanked the CPCs for their responses to the questionnaire and for 
the informative discussions during the course of the meeting. The Chairman also thanked the 
rapporteur, the interpreters, and the Secretariat staff for their work in support of the meeting. The 
meeting was adjourned on March 27, 2009. 
 



COC INTER-SESSIONAL – BARCELONA 2009 

 

18 

Appendix 1 
 

AGENDA 
 
 
1. Opening of the meeting 

2. Nomination of rapporteur 

3. Adoption of the agenda and meeting arrangements 

4. Initial review of responses to questionnaire 

5. Review of implementation of and compliance with Rec. 06-05 based on the answers to the 
questionnaire on compliance 

6. Review of implementation of and compliance with Rec. 06-07 based on the answers to the 
questionnaire on compliance 

7. Examination of the compliance status of Contracting Parties based on point 6 of Rec. 08-13: 

 a) undeclared overshooting of the CPC´s quota 

 b) unjustified failing to provide catch and farming reports within the agreed ICCAT deadlines 

 c) failing to participate in the meeting of the COC where the concerned CPC’s compliance status 
is discussed 

 d) lack of meaningful monitoring, verification and enforcement measures 

 e) failing to implement the bluefin tuna catch documentation on the market 

8. Examination of interim suspension or reduction of quota due to non-transmission of Task I and 
Task II reports for the year 2007 

9. Examination of implementation of market measures in accordance with Rec. 06-05 

10. Possible actions to be taken arising from Agenda items 5 to 9 

11. Other matters 

12. Adoption of the report and adjournment 
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Permanent Representation of the Czech Republic to the EU, Secretary for Fisheries and Integrated Maritime Policy, Rue Caroly 
15, 1050, Brussels, Belgium 
Tel: +322 2139 196; Fax: +322 2139184; E-Mail: jiri_jilek@mzv.cz 
 
Kempff, Alexandre  
European Commission DG Maritime Affairs and Fisheries, Policy development and Co-ordination, Rue Joseph II, 99, 1049, 
Brussels, Belgium 
Tel: +322 296 7804; Fax: +322 296 2338; E-Mail: alexandre.kempff@ec.europa.eu 
 
Lainé, Valerie  
Chef at unite "controle", European Commission DG Maritime Affairs and Fisheries, J-99 3/30, Rue Joseph II, 99, 1049, 
Brussels, Belgium 
Tel: +322 296 5341; Fax: +322 296 2338; E-Mail: valerie.laine@ec.europa.eu; fisheries-bft-communications@ec.europa.eu 
 
Lemmens, Tim  
Josef II Straat 99, Office 1/90, 1049 Brussels, Belgium 
Tel:+ 02 29 81484; E-Mail: tim.lemmens@ec.europa.eu 
 
Skovsholm, Klavs 
Council of the European Union, Secrétariat General du Conseil, Rue de la Loi, 175, B-1048, Brussels, Belgium  
Tel: +322 2 281 8379; Fax: +322 281 6031; E-Mail:klaus.skovsholm@consilium.eu.int 
 
Blasco Molina, Miguel Angel 
Jefe de Servicio, Secretaría General del Mar, Subdirección General de Relaciones Pesqueras Internacionales, c/Velázquez, 144, 
28006 Madrid, Spain 
Tel: +34 91 347 61 78; Fax: +34 91 347 6042; E-Mail: mblascom@mapya.es 
 
Brull Cuevas, MªCarmen 
Panchilleta, S.L.U., Pesqueries Elorz, S.L.U., Cala Pepo No. 7, 43860 L’Ametlla de Mar, Tarragona, Sspain 
Tel: +34 977 456 783; Fax: +34 639 185 342: E-mail: bccarme@panchilleta.e.telefonica.net 

Bugeja, Raymond  
Ministry for Rural Affairs and the Environment, Fisheries Conservation & Control Division, Marsaxlokk, Malta 
Tel: +356 21 655 525; Fax: +356 21 659 380; E-Mail: maltafishcoop@maltanet.net 
 
Cabanas Godino, Carlos  
Subirector General de Acuerdos y Organizaciones Regionales de Pesca Secretaría General del Mar, c/ Velázquez, 144, 28006 
Madrid, Spain 
Tel: +3491 347 6040; Fax: +3491 347 6042; E-Mail: ccabanas@mapya.es 
 
Carroll, Andrew  
Sea Fish Conservation Division – DEFRA, 17 Smith Square, London, United Kingdom 
Tel: +44 207 238 3316: E-mail: Carroll@defra.gsi.gov.uk; Andy.P.Carroll@defra.gsi.gov.uk 
 
Cau, Dario  
Italian Fisheries Ministry, Viale dell'Arte 16, 100 Roma, Italy 
Tel: +3906 5908 4527; móvil:+393479549438; E-Mail: dariocau@yahoo.com 

Conte, Fabio  
Ministerio delle Politiche Agricole, Alimentari e Forestali, Direzione Generale della Pesca Marittima e Acquacoltura, Viale 
dell'Arte 16, 00144 Rome, Italy 
Tel: +39 06 5908 4502; Fax: +39 06 5908 4176; E-Mail: f.conte@politticheagricole.gov.it 
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Conte, Plinio  
MIPAAF, Italian Fisheries Department, Viale dell'Arte 16, 00144 Roma, Italy 
Tel: +39 06 5908 3442; Fax: +39 06 5908 4176; E-Mail: p.conte@politticheagricole.gov.it 
 
De Leiva Moreno, Juan Ignacio 
Desk Manager of Operations, Mediterrranean and Black Sea Unit Operational Coordination, Community Fisheries Control 
Agency Edificio Odriozola; Avenida García Barbón 4, E-36201 Vigo, Spain 
Tel: +34 986 12 06 58; E-Mail: Ignacio.de-leiva@cfca.europa.eu 
 
Fenech Farrugia Andreina 
Principal Scientific Officer, Ministry for Resources and Rural Affairs, Veterinary Regulation Fisheries Conservation and 
Control, Albertown, Malta 
Tel: +356 994 06894; Fax: +356 259 05182; E-Mail: andreina.fenech-farrugia@gov.mt 
 
Galache Valiente, Pedro  
Community Fisheries Control Agency - CFCAEdificio Odriozola; Avenida García Barbón 4, 36201 Vigo, Spain 
Tel: +34 986 120 635; Fax: +34 986 125 236; E-Mail: pedro.galache@cfca.europa.eu 
 
Gruppetta Anthony 
Director General, Ministry for Resources and Rural Affairs, Fisheries Conservation & Control Division, Barriera Wharf, 
Valletta, Malta 
Tel: +356 794 72542; Fax: +356 259 05182; E-Mail: anthony.s.gruppetta@gov.mt 

Kountourakis, Ioannis  
Ministry of Rural Development & Food, Directorate General for Fisheries, Directorate for Aquaculture and Inland Waters, 
Syggrou 150, 17671 Kallithea, Athens, Greece 
Tel: +30 210 928 7199; Fax: +30 210 9287140; E-Mail: syg021@minagric.gr 
 
Lemeunier, Jonathan  
Ministère de l'Agriculture et de la Pêche, Direction des Pêches Maritimes et de l'Aquaculture, 3, Place de Fontenoy, 75007 
Paris, France 
Tel: +33 1 4955 8236; Fax: +33 1 4955 8200 

Lopes, Eduardo     
Direcçao Geral das Pescas e Agricultura, Av. Brasilia, 1449-030 Lisbon, Portugal 
Tel: +351 213 035 820; Fax: +351 213 035 922; E-Mail: eduardol@dgpa.min-agricultura.pt  
 
Marcos, Javier Vega     
Técnico de la Viceconsejería de Pesca, Gobierno de Canarias, Spain 
Tel: 928 301 563; Fax: 928 305 573; E-Mail: jvegmar@gobiernodecanarias.org  
 
Navarro Cid, Juan José  
Grupo Balfegó, Polígono Industrial - Edificio Balfegó, 43860 L'Ametlla de Mar, Tarragona, Spain  
Tel: +34 977 047700; Fax: +34 977 457 812; E-Mail: juanjo@grupbalfego.com 
 
Olaskoaga Susperregui, Andrés     
Federación de Cofradías de Pescadores de Guipúzcoa, Paseo de Miraconcha, 29, 20009 Donostia, San Sebastian, Spain  
Tel: +34 94 345 1782; Fax: +34 94 345 5833; E-Mail: fecopegui@euskalnet.net 
 
O'Shea, Conor 
Regional Sea Fishery Control Manager, Sea Fisheries Protection Authority,West Cork Technology Park, Clonakilty, Cork, 
Ireland 
Tel: +353 23 59300; Fax: +353 23 59720; E-Mail: conor.o'shea@sfpa.ie 

Pallota, Oreste     
MIPAAF, Viale Dell’Arte, 16, 00144 Rome, Italy 
Tel: +339 065 908 4856 

Ribalta Aymami, Oriol     
Penyanegasi, 5, Sabadell 08206 Spain 
Tel:  609 380 664; Fax: +93 726 2300; Email: orioloriol@yahoo.com  

Rodon Peris, Jordi  
Jefe Sección Ordenación Pesquera, Dirección General de Pesca i Afers Marítims del DARP; Generalitat de Catalunya, Gran 
Via de les Corts Catalanes, 612-614, 1r, 08007 Barcelona, Spain 
Tel: +34 93 304 6728; Fax: +34 93 304 6705; E-Mail: jordirodon@gencat.net 
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FRANCE (ST. PIERRE & MIQUELON) 
Gauthiez, François*  
Sous-Directeur des Ressources Halieutiques, Ministère de l'Agriculture et de la Pêche, Direction des Pêches Maritimes et de 
l'Aquaculture, 3, Place de Fontenoy, 75007 Paris, France 
Tel: +33 1 4955 8221; Fax: +33 1 4955 8200; E-Mail: francois.gauthiez@agriculture.gouv.fr 
 
JAPAN 
Miyahara, Masanori * 
Chief Counselor, Resources Management Department, Fisheries Agency of Japan, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Tokyo, Chiyoda-Ku 
100-8907 
Tel: +81 3 3591 2045; Fax: +81 3 3502 0571; E-Mail:  
 
Masuko, Hisao  
Director, International Division, Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association, 2-31-1 Eitai Koto-Ku, Tokyo 135-0034 
Tel: +81 3 5646 2382; Fax: +81 3 5646 2652; E-Mail: gyojyo@japantuna.or.jp 
 
Matsuura Hiroshi  
International Affairs Division, Resources Management Department, Fisheries Agency of Japan, 1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, 
Chiyoda-Ku, Tokyo 100-8907 
Tel: +81 3 3502 8460; Fax: +81 3 3502 0571; E-Mail: hiroshi_matsuura2@nm.maff.go.jp 
 
Ota, Shingo 
Senior Fisheries Negotiator, International Affairs Division, Fisheries Agency of Japan, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Tokyo, 
Chiyoda-Ku 100-8907 
Tel: +81 3 3591 1086; Fax: +81 3 3502 0571 
 
Satomi, Yoshiki  
Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry, 1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-Ku, Tokyo 
Tel: +81 3 3501 0532; Fax: +81 3 3501 6006; E-Mail: satomi-yashoki@meti.go.jp 
 
Tanaka, Kengo 
Assistant Director, Far Seas Fisheries Division, Fisheries Agency, Government of Japan, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Tokyo, 
Chiyoda-Ku 100-8907 
Tel: +81 3 3502 8204; Fax: +81 3 35 95 7332 
 
KOREA  
Jeong, Il Jeong* 
Director, International Fisheries Organization Division, Ministry for Food, Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (MIFAFF), 88 
Gwanmunro Gwacheon-si, Gyeonggi-do 
Tel: +822 500 2422; Fax: +822 503 9174; E-Mail: ijeong@korea.kr; icdmomaf@chol.com 
 
Jang, Dosoo 
Councilor, Korean Ocean Research and Development Institute (KORDI) 
Tel: +8231 400 6505; E-Mail: dsjang@kordi.re.kr 
 
Lee, Kyung Soo 
General Manager, Sajo Industries Co., Ltd, 57 Chung Jeong-Ro, 2-GA Seodaemun-Gu, 120-707 Seoul 
Tel: +82 2 3277 1815; Fax: +82 2 392 1100; E-Mail: kslee@sajo.co.kr 
 
Park, Jeong Seok 
Assistant Director, Ministry for Food, Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, International Fisheries Organization Division, 88 
Gwanmunro Gwacheon-si, Gyeonggi-do 
Tel: +82 2 500 2430; Fax: +822 503 9174; E-Mail: icdmomaf@chol.com 
 
Seok, Kyu-Jin 
Counsellor, International Fisheries Affairs, Ministry for Food, Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, International Fisheries 
Organizatio607n Division, 88 Gwanmunro Gwacheon-si, Gyeonggi-do 
Tel: +82 2 500 2430; Fax: +822 503 9174; E-Mail: icdmomaf@chol.com;pisces@mifaff.go.kr 
 
Yun, Yoo Suk 
2175 Kang Jae-Dong, Seocho-Lin, Seoul 
Tel: + 82 2 589 3078; Fax: +82 2 589 5497; E-mail: ysyun@dongwon.com 
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LIBYA  
Zaroug, Hussein A.* 
Chairman, General Authority of Marine Wealth, P.O. Box 81995, Tripoli 
Tel: +218 21 334 0932; Fax: +218 21 333 0666; E-Mail: merai.h.a@gam-ly.org 
 
Abukhder, Ahmed G. 
Head of Department of Tech. Cooperation, General Authority of Marine Wealth, P.O. Box 81995, Tripoli 
Tel: +218 21 3340932; Fax: +218 21 3330666; E-Mail: abuk53@yahoo.com;abuk53@gam-ly.org 
 
Fahema Marwan T. 
General Authority of Marine Wealth, Permanent Committee of Fisheries in Libyan Water, P.O. Box 81995, Tripoli 
Tel: +218 9137 41702; Fax: +218 21 333 0666; E-Mail: marwan.fahema@yahoo.com;info@gam-ly.org 
 
MORROCO 
El Ktiri, Taoufik* 
Chef de service à la Direction des Pêches Maritimes et de l'Aquaculture, Ministère de l'Agriculture, du Développement Rural et 
de la Pêche, Direction des Pêches Maritimes et de l'Aquaculture, Nouveau Quartier Administratif, Haut Agdal, Rabat 
Tel: +212 37 68 81 15; Fax: +212 37 68 8089; E-Mail: elktiri@mpm.gov.ma 

Harim, Mokhtar 
Vice-Président de la Société Agrapelit, S.A., AGRAPELIT, S.A., Dakhla 
Tel: +212 6113426; Fax: +212 28931341; E-Mail: milles@arrakis.es 
 
Idrissi, M'Hammed 
Chef, Centre Régional de l'INRH á Tanger, B.P. 5268, 90000 Drabeb, Tanger  
Tel: +212 39 325 134; Fax: +212 39 325 139; E-Mail: mha_idrissi2002@yahoo.com;m.idrissi.inrh@gmail.com 
 
NORWAY  
Holst, Sigrun M.* 
Deputy Director General, Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs, P.O. Box 8118, Dep. 0032 Oslo 
Tel: +47 22 24 65 76; +47 918 98733; Fax: +47 22 24 26 67; E-Mail: sigrun.holst@fkd.dep.no 
 
Ognedal, Hilde 
Norwegian Directorate of Fisheries, Postboks 185 Sentrum, 5804 Bergen 
Tel: +4792089516; Fax: +4755238090; E-Mail: hilde.ognedal@fiskeridir.no 
 
Sandberg, Per 
Directorate of Fisheries,, P.O. Box 185 Sentrum, Bergen, Nordness  
Tel: +47 55 800 30 179; Fax: +47 55 238 090; E-Mail: per.sandberg@fiskeridir.no 
 
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC  
Krouma Issam* 
The Director General of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture and Agrarian Reform, Fisheries Resources Department, Al-Jabri 
Street, P.O. Box  60721, Damascus 
Tel: +963 11 54 499 388//963 944 487 288; Fax: +963 11 54 499 389; E-Mail: issamkrouma@mail.sy; 
issam.krouma1@gmail.com 
 
TURKEY  
Kürüm, Vahdettin* 
Head of Fisheries Department, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, General Directorate of Protection and Control, Akay 
Cad. No. 3, Bakanliklar, Ankara  
Tel: +90312 4198319; Fax: +90312 418 5834; E-Mail: vahdettink@kkgm.gov.tr 
 
Anbar, Nedim 
Advisor to the Minister on ICCAT and BFT matters, KKGM, Su Urunleri D. Bsk-ligi, Akay Cad. No. 3, Bakanliklar, 6640 
Ankara 
Tel: +90 312 419 8319; Fax: +90 312 418 5834; E-Mail: nanbar@akua-group.com 
 
Elekon, Hasan Alper 
Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, General Directorate of Protection and Control, Akay Cad no. 3 - Bakanliklar, Ankara 
Tel: +90 312 417 4176/3013; Fax: +90 312 418 5834; E-Mail: hasanalper@kkgm.gov.tr 
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TUNISIA  
Mohamed, Hmani * 
Ministère de l’Agriculture et des Ressources Hydrauliques, Direction Générale de la Pêche et de l’Aquaculture, 32 Rue Alain, 
Savary, 1002 Belvedère, Tunis 
Tel: +216 71 890 784; Fax: +216 71 892 799 
 
UNITED KINGDOM (OVERSEAS TERRITORIES) 
Parnell, Scott * 
Sustainable Fisheries Manager, Polar Regions Unit, Overseas Territories Directorate, Foreign and Commonwealth Office, 
WH.2.302 King Charles street, London 
Tel: +44 207 008 2614; E-Mail: scott.parnell@fco.gov.uk 
 
Carroll, Andrew 
Sea Fish Conservation Division - DEFRA Area 2D Nobel House, 17 Smith Square, London 
Tel: +44 207 238 3316; E-Mail: carroll@defra.gsi.gov.uk; Andy.P.Carroll@defra.gsi.gov.uk 
 
Trott, Tammy  
Acting Senior Marine Resources Officer, Department of Environmental Protection, P.O. Box CR 52, Crawl, Bermuda 
Tel: +441 293 5600; Fax: +441 293 2716; E-Mail: ttrott@gov.bm 
 
UNITED STATES  
Lent, Rebecca* 
Director, Office of International Affairs, National Marine Fisheries Service-NOAA1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring, 
Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 9090; Fax: +1 301 713 2313; E-Mail:rebecca.lent@noaa.gov 
 
Blankenbeker, Kimberly  
Foreign Affairs Specialist, Office of International Affairs, National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East West Highway, Silver 
Spring, Maryland 20910  
Tel: +1 301 713 2276; Fax: +1 301 713 2313; E-Mail: kimberly.blankenbeker@noaa.gov 
 
Bogan, Raymond 
Bogan and Bogan, Esquires, LLC, 526 Bay Avenue, 8742, Point Pleasant Beach, New Jersey 
Tel: +1 732 899 9500; Fax: +1 732 899 9527; E-Mail:rbogan@boganlawjoffice.com 
 
Campbell, Derek 
NOAA/Office of General Counsel for International Law,14 Street & Constitution Avenue, N.W. HCHB Room 7837,  
Washington, DC 20230 
Tel: +1 202 482 0031; Fax: +1 202 482 0031; E-Mail: derek.campbell@noaa.gov 
 
Díaz, Guillermo 
NOAA/Fisheries, Office of Science and Technology, National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver 
Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 2363; Fax: +1 301 713 1875 
 
Kramer, Robert 
President, International Game Fish Association, 300 Gulf Stream Way, Dania Beach, Florida 33004 
Tel: +1 954 927 2628; Fax: +1 954 924 4299; E-Mail: rkramer@igfa.org 
 
Paterni, Mark 
Office for Law Enforcement, U.S. Department of Commerce, NOAA Fisheries Enforcement, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 8484 Georgia Ave. Suite 415, Silver Spring, Maryland 21042 
Tel: +1 301 427 2300; Fax: + 1 301 427 2313; E-Mail: mark.paterni@noaa.gov 
 
Ricci, Nicole  
Foreign Affairs Officer, Department of State, Office of Marine Conservation, 2100 C Street,  Washington, DC 20520 
Tel: +1 202 647 1073; Fax: +1 202 736 7350; E-Mail: RicciNM@state.gov 
 
Rogers, Christopher 
Chief, Trade and Marine Stewardship Division, Office of International Affairs, National Marine Fisheries Service/NOAA 
(F/IA2), US Department of Commerce, 1315 East-West Highway- Rm. 12657, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 9090; Fax: +1 301 713 9106 
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Schulze-Haugen, Margo 
Chief, Highly Migratory Species Division, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, U.S. National Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 
East-West Highway, Rm. 13458, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 713 2347; Fax: +1 301 713 1917; E-Mail: margo.schulze-haugen@noaa.gov 
 
Thomas, Randi Parks 
U.S. Commissioner for Commercial Interests, National Fisheries Institute,7918 Jones Branch Dr. #700, McLean, Virginia 
22102 
Tel: +1 703 752 8895; Fax: +1703 752 7583; E-Mail: Rthomas@nfi.org 
 
Walline, Megan J.  
General Counsel for Fisheries, U.S. Department of Commerce, SSMC3 1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring, Maryland 
20910 
Tel: +301 713 9695; Fax: +1 301 713 0658; E-Mail: megan.walline@noaa.gov 
 
URUGUAY 
Domingo, Andrés* 
Dirección Nacional de Recursos Acuáticos - DINARA, Sección y Recursos Pelágicos de Altura, Constituyente 1497, 11200 
Montevideo 
Tel: +5982 40 46 89; Fax: +5982 41 32 16  
 
 
OBSERVERS  
 
Cooperating non-Contracting Parties, Entities, Fishing Entities  
 
CHINESE TAIPEI  
Chung, Kuo-Nan 
Overseas Fisheries Development Council, No. 19, Lane 113, Sec.4 Roosevelt Road 106,106 Taipei 
Tel: +886 2 2738 1522; Fax: +886 2 2738 4329; E-Mail: kuonan@ms1.fa.gov.tw 
 
Hsia Tracy, Tsui-Feng 
Secretary, Overseas Fisheries Development Council, No. 19, Lane 113, Sec.4 Roosevelt Road 106, 106 Taipei  
Tel: +886 2 2738 1522 Ext. 111; Fax: +886 2 2738 4329; E-Mail: tracy@ofdc.org.tw 
 
 
Non-governmental Organizations  
 
Federation of European Aquaculture Producers (FEAP) 
Azzopardi, David  
First and Fish Lld., Tarxlon Road, Glaxaq, Malta 
Tel: +356 21 809 460; Fax: +356 21 809 462; E-Mail: dvd@maltanet.net;david.azzopardi@ffmalta.com 
 
Refalo, John  
Executive Secretary, Malta Federation of Aquaculture Producers, 54, St. Christopher Street, VLT 1462, Valletta, Malta 
Tel: +356 21 22 35 15; Fax: +356 21 24 11 70; E-Mail: john.refalo@bar.com.mt 
 
International Game Fish Commission (IGFA) 
Graupera Monar, Esteban 
Confederación Española de Pesca Marítima de Recreo Responsable, Molinets 6, 07320 Mallorca,Islas Baleares, Spain 
Tel: +971 621 507; Mobile: +34 656 910 093; E-mail: egraupera@gmail.com 
 
OCEANA  
Cornax, Maria José 
Fundación Oceana Europa, c/ Leganitos, 47 - 6º, 28013 Madrid, Spain 
Tel: +34 911 440880; Fax: +34 911 440 890; E-Mail: mcornax@oceana.org 
 
Schroeer, Anne 
OCEANA c/ Leganitos 47- 6º, 28013 Madrid, Spain 
Tel: +34 911 440 491; Fax: +34 911 440 890; E-Mail: aschroeer@oceana.org 
 

*************** 
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ICCAT SECRETARIAT 
C/ Corazón de María 8 - 6 Planta, 28002 Madrid, Spain 

Tel: + 34 91 416 5600; Fax: +34 91 415 2612; E-Mail: info@iccat.int 
 

Meski, Driss 
Restrepo, Víctor 
Cheatle, Jenny 

Seidita Philomena 
Fiz, Jesús 

García-Orad, Maria José 
Moreno, Juan Angel 

Ochoa de Michelena Carmen 
Peyre, Christine 

Interpreters/Interprètes/Intérpretes 

Baena Jiménez, Eva 
Faillace, Linda 

Liberas, Christine 
Linaae, Cristina 
Matthews, John 

Meunier, Isabelle 
 

*************** 
 
 
ICCAT Regional Observer Program 
Parkes, Graeme  
Marine Resources Assessment Group Limited (MRAG), 18 Queen Street, London W1J 5PN, United Kingdom 
Tel: +44 207 557 755; Fax +44 207 499 5388; E-mail: g.parkes@mrag.co.,uk 
 
Heineken, Chris  
Capricorn Fisheries Monitoring (CAPFISH) 
Unit 15 Foregate Square, Table Bay Boulevard, 8002 Cape Town, O. Box 50035, Waterfront, Cape Town 8001, South Africa 
Tel:  +021 425 2161; Fax: 425 1994; Cell: 082 788 6737; Email: chris@capfish.co.za 


