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The 44™ Meeting of the International Review Panel was heid in La Jolla, California (USA) on 26 October
2007. The attendees are listed in Appendix 1. '

1. Opening of the meeting

Dr. Guillermo Compedn, Director of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), opened the
meeting.

2. Election of the Presider
Mr. Alvin Delgado, of Venezuela, was elected to preside over the meeting.
3. Adoption ol the agenda

The provisional agenda was adopted without changes. The United States indicated that Document IRP-
44-08 was not ready for distribution.

4. Election of NGO members

Mr. Carlos Hussong was clected as representative of the industry to the IRP, to fill the one vacancy
existing in that category.

5. Approval of the minutes of the 43rd meeting

The minutes of the 43" meeting of the Panel were approved without changes.

6. Review of Dolphin Mortality Limits (DMLs) for 2007

The Secretariat summarized the situation with respect to the allocation, reallocation, and utilization of
DMLs in 2006, summarized in Document IRP-44-06, as well as information on the 2007 DMLs as of 31
May.

7. Review of vessels qualified to receive DMLs for 2008

The Secretariat summarized the situation with respect to the requests for DML, highlighting cight vessels
that requested DML but did not pay their assessments on time, and eight other vessels whose requests
could be considered frivolous under Appendix IV(1)9 of the AIDCP.

With regard to the frivolous requests, it was noted that at the previous meeting it was agreed to grant
DMLs to those vessels, but that this was not recorded in the minutes. The United States indicated that
there was no consistency in the way these requests were treated, and that not applying that decision
should be considered. Guatemala suggested that the appendix cited be modified.

In the end, it was agreed that the vessels associated with the frivolous request matter be granted DMLs.

As regards the vessels that did not pay, it was noted that the Panel had shown flexibility in the past, but
Colombia opined that this should change. The European Union said that the rules should be applied

uniformly.

As regards the deadline for the payment of the assessments, a long discussion ensued regarding what the
deadline actually is, especially since the AIDCP and the resolution addressing assessments may not be
consistent. The meeting agreed that this needed to be clarified in the future.

The meeting agreed that, for this year, a deadline of 15 December would be set. If payments were made
by then, DMLs could be granted, and if not, the vessels would not be eligible for DMLs for 2008, and the
DMLs provisionally assigned to them at this meeting would be reallocated among all the other applicants.

8. Resolving a vessel’s possible infractions before a change of flag

The United States explained that it had prepared the draft of the document on this subject, but it had not
yet had the oppertunity of discussing it informally with delegations. It was therefore decided to postpone
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the discussion of this issue until the next meeting of the Panel.
9, Review of AIDCP List of Qualified Captains

The Secretariat presented Document IRP-44-09, Changes to the AIDCP List of Qualified Captains, which
updates the changes that have taken place since 7 June 2007. 1t was observed that three new captains
were added, one removed, and none reinstated.

19. Review of observer data

The Secretariat presented the data reported by observers of the On-Board Observer Program relating to
possible infractions received and processed by the Secretariat since the Panel’s previous meeting. The
Panel discussed those cases that were not automatically referred to the pertinent Parties, and forwarded
those that indicated possible infractions of the AIDCP to the responsible government for investigation and
possible sanction.

The Panel discussed the question of access by fishing captains to the reports prepared by observers on
which the IRP based its decisions about possible infractions, and decided that in future the captains
should be given copies of these reports.

11. Review of actions by Parties on possible infractions reported by the IRP:
a. Actions taken since report at 43rd meeting

The Secretariat presented Document IRP-44-11a, Responses to six bpes of possible infractions identified
during the 47 and 43 meetings, together with the record of responses since the beginning of the

program.
b. Status review of special cases

The Secretariat presented Document IRP-44-11b, Summary of pending special cases monitored by the
IRP, in which the status of the cases classified as special is updated.

Mexico questioned the need of reviewing this document. Dr. Compean indicated that it is a way of
supporting the work of the observers, and that monitoring these cases is important. Venezuela and the
industry supported these comments.

12. Comparison of observer programs

The Secretariat presented Document JRP-44-12, indicating that in general the comparison tests do not
indicate significant differences among the programs. Mexico noted that this shows that they are all doing
their work adequately, and that it is important to note the transparency of this process, which does not
exist in other similar organizations.

13. Effect of Resolution A-02-03 on a pattern of infractions

The Secretariat presented Document IRP-44-13 on the effect of Resolution A-02-03, which defines the
pattern of infractions. There were no comments on this, but El Salvador indicated that the industry should
be congratulated for reducing not only the number of infractions, but also the number of dolphins killed.

14. Report of the Permanent Working Group on Tuna Tracking
The Chair of this Working Group presented the report of its 24 meeting (Appendix 2).

Mexico noted that the tracking system was intended to open markets and be transparent to consumers, and
that it had no effect in terms of science and protection of dolphins. The United States said that the system
is important for the transparency of the program, and suggested that the Parties may wish to consider
doing an analysis of the cost of the group.. The European Union supported an assessment of the benefits
of the system.
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15. Report of the Working Group to promote and publicize the AIDCP Dolphin Safe Tuna
Certification System

The Chair of this Working Group presented his report (Appendix 3). The Group recommended
developing 2 plan for a greater promotion and publicizing of the achievements and benefits of the IDCP.

16. Other business

The Secretariat presented the proposal for guidelines for the technical training of observers developed by
the meeting of the IATTC and national observer programs (Appendix 4). The Panel agreed to
recommend the proposal to the Meeting of the Parties.

17. Recommendations for the Meeting of the Parties
The Panel agreed to make the following recommendations to the Meeting of the Parties:

1. That 2008 DMLs for the 100 vessels that requested them be granted, on the condition that those that
had not yet paid their assessments do so by 15 December 2007.

2 That the Parties address whether to amend Annex IV.1.2 of the AIDCP regarding the dates of the
payment of asscssments.

3. That the proposal by the Working Group to promote and publicize the AIDCP Dolphin Safe Tuna
Certification System of developing a plan to achieve greater depth and coverage of the promeotion and
publicizing of the IDCP be approved.

4. That the guidelines for the technical training of observers developed by the meeting of the IATTC
and national observer programs be approved

5. That in future the captains be given copies of the IRP reports prepared by the observers.
18. Place and date of next meeting

The next meeting of the Panel will be held in June 2008 on the occasion of the AIDCP meetings in
Panama.

19. Adjournment
The meeting was adjouned.
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Appendix 1.

DIEGO CADENA
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
iepo.ca cancilleriz.cov.co
RODRIGO AMAYA
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
odri ayas illeria gov.co
BERNAL CHAVARRiA*

ATTENDEES - ASISTENTES

COLOMBIA

ARMANDO HERNANDEZ
INCODER / Programa Nacional de Observadores
ob oresiZincoder. gov.e

ALEJANDRO LONDONO
Asociacién Nacional de Empresarios de Colombia

alondono@andi.com.co
COSTA RICA

Instituto Costarricense de Pesca y Acuicultura

behavarria@bevabogades,com

GUILLERMO MORAN?

Subsecretaria de Recursos Pesqueros

Subsefl@subpesca.gov.ee
LUIS TORRES*

ECUADOR

RAMON MONTANO*
Subsecrctaria de Recursos Pesqueros

rmontano@subpesca.gov.ee

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia, Acuacultura y Pesca

asesor(l@subpesearov.ee

MANUEL OLIVA*
Cendepesca

moliva@mag.gob.sv

EL SATLVADOR

SONIA SALAVERRIA®
Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganaderia
ssalaverriaf@mag. pob.sv

EUROPEAN UNION - UNION EURCOPEA

STAFFAN EXWALL
European Commission

staffan. ekwall@cec. cuint
ELISABARAHONA
Secretaria General Pesca Maritima

ebarahona@mapva.cs

HUGO ALSINA

JAVIER ARIZ

Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografia
JULIO MORON

QPAGAC

opapac@arrakis.es
GUATEMALA,

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Alimentacién

bugo.alsina@maga.gob.gt

MARIO AGUILAR?
CONAPESCA

marioaguilarsi@acl.com
MICHEL DREYFUS*
Instituto Nacional de la Pesca
dreviusi@eicese.mx
CECILIA VILLANEUEVA
Seereiaria de Relaciones Exteriores

cvillanuevafdsre, gob.mx

EDWARD WEISSMAN?*
ewelssman@aol.com

MEXICO

HUMBERTO ROBLES
Instituto Nacional de Pesea
hrobles@el cese.my

PEDRO TLLOA
Tnstituto Macional de 1a Pesca
ulloapedro@hotmail, com

LUIS FLEISCHER
Centro Regional de Investigacién Pesquera
1flsischer2 @vahoo.com

NICARAGUA

MARK MCAULIFFE
Nicaraguan Boat Owners
markdmeauliffe@hotmail. com
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ARNULFO FRANCO*
Fundacién Internacional de Pesca

Alfranco29@vahoo.com

ALFONSO MIRANDA*
Ministerio dela Produceidn
amiranda@produce.gobpe

PANAMA

DAVID SIEVA
ARAP
davidsilvat@yahoo.com

PERU

GLADYS CARDENAS*
Instituto del Mar del Per

geardenas@imarpe.gob.pe

: UNITED STATES OF AMERICA - ESTADOS UINIDOS DE AMERICA

DAVID HOGAN
U.8. Department of State
hogandfigstate.gov

CLAYTON STANGER
United States Department of State
stangerem@state.goy

RODNEY MCINNIS*
NOQAAMNational Marine Fisheries Service
Rod.Meinnis@neaa. gov

OTHA EASLEY
NOCAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
Otha, easley@noan.gov

WILLIAMFOX
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Services
William. foxé@noaa. goy

WILLIAM JACOBSON
NOAA National Marine Fisheries Services

Bill. jacobsoni@noaa. gov

OSNEIVER SANDOVAL
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
QOsneiver, sandoval ¢.gob.ve

AILVIN DELGADO*
PNOV/EUNDATUN
fundatunpnov(e cantv.net

MANUEL CORREIA
PNOV/FUNDATUN

mcemeaidcaniv.net

LINDSEY WALLER
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
Lindsey. waller@nosa. gov

MICHELLE ZETWO
NOAA/MNational Marine Fisheries Service
Michelle zetwe@inoaa.gov

JEREMY RUSIN
National Marine Fisheries Service
Jeremy.rusin@noan.gov

PAUL KRAMPE
American Tuna Boat Association
krampepaul@aol.com

MICHAEL MCGOWAN
Pumble Bee Foods
megowsnm@bumblebee. com

YENEZUELA

CARLOS MILANG
Instituto Nacional de la Pesca y Acuicultura
presidencia@inapesea. gov.ve

LILLO MANISCALCHE
Avatun

lillomanisealchi@yahoo, com

TUNA INDUSTRY - INDUSTRIA ATUNERA

CRISTOBEL BLOCK
Kblockihsus.org
CARLOS SANCHEZ*
ar} cherf@ealvo,

RAFAELTRUJNILLO
dircjec(@ecamaradepesqgueria. com

OBSERVERS -~ OBSERVADORES

NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS - ORGANIZACIONES NO GUBERNAMENTALES

SCOTTE HENDERSON
Conservation International

shendersoni@ conservation.org
MEGHAN JEANS
Ocean Conservancy

mijeansi@oceanconservaney. org

REBECCA REGNERY
Humane Society International

regner 2@@}&15. org
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SECRETARIAT - SECRETARIA

GUILLERMO COMPEAN, Director BRIAN HALLMAN
geompean(@iattc.org bhallman@iatte. or:
ERNESTO ALTAMIRANO CYNTHIA SACCO
caltamirsno@iatte.org esacco@iattc. org
DAVID BRATTEN ENRIQUE URENA
dbratten{@iatie.org curenai@iatte, org
MONICA GALVAN NICHOLAS WEEBB
mealvan@iatte.org nwebb@iatte. org
MARTIN HALL
mhall@iatte.org

*(ommissioner-Comisionado

Appendix 2.
PERMANENT WORKING GROUP ON TUNA TRACKING
24" MEETING
La Jolla, California {(USA)
25 October 2007
CHAIR’S REPORT

The 23" meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Tuna Tracking was held in La Jolla, California, on
25 October 2007.

1. Opening of the meeting

The meeting began with the participation of the representatives of the following Parties: Colombia,
Ecuador, El Salvador, European Union, Mexico, Peru, United States, and Venezuela, as well as
representatives of the industry and the NGOs.

2. Adoption of the agenda
The provisional agenda was adopted without any observations or modifications.
3. Approval of minutes of the 23™ meeting

The minutes of the 23" meeting, previously circulated by the Secretariat, were approved without
amendments.

4. Review of the implementation of the dolphin safe certification system

Mr. Emesto Altamirano, of the Secretariat, presented Document TT-24-04, Matters related to the Tuna
Tracking and Dolphin-Safe Certification programs. He observed that, since January 2007, only 5
certificates had been issued. He also noted that establishing conversion factors for tuna yields isnot useful
for detecting whether the product is dolphin safe or not, since only 8% of the total catch of all species is
not dolphin safe. Finally he presented the percentage of TTFs reccived by the Secretariat, which showa
good level of compliance in recent years. El Salvador reported that it had sent the missing TTFs recently,
so this percentage would increase.

5. Denial of dolphin-safe certificates for contravention of IATTC conservation and management
measures

This matter, which had been postponed during the 23rd Meeting of the Working Group, was taken up
again.

The Secretariat noted that the proposal was intended to clarify the procedures or mechanisms for denying

IRP 44 — Oct 2007 - Minutes 7



certificates, since it was necessary to clarify which conservation measures were referred to.

Regarding the linking of this provision of the Tuna Tracking and Verification System so that it would be
clear that tuna that is in contravention of the conservation and management measures of the IATTC would
be classified as non-dolphin safe, Colombia noted that, in its opinion, the international instruments should
be independent, especially the IATTC and the AIDCP, and that one should not be subordinated to the
other.

The United States noted the validity and importance of this linkage, however, since there was no
consensus, it suggested that the discussion of the matter be referred to the Meeting of the Parties, leaving
on record the understanding of the Parties regarding the type of conservation and management measures
to be used and thus give the Secretariat guidance about when to deny certificates. The European Union
observed that there could be a risk in defining this delimitation.

6. Recommendations for the IRP

There were no recommendations for the Intemnational Review Panel.

7. Other business

There was no other business.

8. Place and date of next meeting

The next meeting of the Working Group will be held in June 2008, in Panama.
9. Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned at 10.30 am. on 25 October 2007.

Appendix 3.

WORKING GROUP TO PROMOTE AND PUBLICIZE THE AIDCP
DOLPHIN SAFE TUNA CERTIFICATION SYSTEM
10TH MEETING

La Jolla California (USA)
25 October 2007

CHAIR’S REPORT
1. Opening of the meeting
The meeting was declared open at 11:30 am..
2. Election of chair

Mexico nominated Dr. William Hogarth, of the United States, to chair the meeting; the US delegation
explained that Mr. Hogarth was not present, but that it would communicate the nomination fo its
govemment and inform the Working Group of the respons before the next meeting. Mr. Bernal Alberto
Chavarrfa Valverde, of Costa Rica, was elected to chair the meeting.

3. Adoption of the agenda

The agenda was approved without modifications.

4. Approval of the minutes of the 9th meeting
The minutes of the ninth meeting of the group were approved, with the following modifications:
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a. Mexico requested the correction and substitution of the final paragraph of the first page of the
minutes, in the Spanish version, so that it would read correctly: “Mexico noted that the United States
was in violation of the AIDCP since it has not complied with everything stipulated in the Declaration
of Panama. Although in the conservation of dolphins, annex 1 of the Panama Declaration
establishes that the objective of the AIDCP is not only the conservation of dolphins, in which an
exemplary performance has been achieved, but also effective access to the US market, as is expressly
stated. He ashed how Mexico could help in the review procedure for the possible appeal or
legislative change, which additional elements would have to be contributed to achieve total
compliance with the Agreement, and whether the letters sent by ministers of the Parties to the US
government had had any effect”.

b. El Salvador requested the correction and complete substitution of the fourth paragraph, page two of
the Spanish version, so that it would read correctly: “El Salvador supported what Mexico and
Venezuela said and reiterated that it was necessary that something specific be done while the review
continues in the United States on whether to appeal the decision to the Supreme Court or to propose
an amendment of the domestic legisiation. Especially, the United States should acknowledge
publicly what had been done for many years within the AIDCP and its successes and publicize this
Otherwise, there are no incentives for the fleets to continue making efforts to comply with the
Agreement.”

5. Actions to promoete AIDCP dolphin safe tuna

Mexico and El Salvador initiated the discussion on the importance of thinking up efficient mechanisms
for publicizing the benefits of the AIDCP, from the point of view of separating dolphin safe tuna from
non-dolphin safe tuna, on the basis of publicizing the IDCP. Mexico and Venezuela expressed their
concern regarding the actions by the United States within its country, to guarantee effective access to that
market for ATDCP dolphin safe tuna.

United States reiterated its support for the IDCP and its willingness to work multilaterally with other
delegations on publicizing and promoting the AIDCP.

From these premises, the consensus of the parties aimed at drawing up a global Plan, of a multilateral
nature and not aimed specifically at a market or country in particular, of information sbout the
achievements of the AIDCP, with the aim of a greater depth and coverage in the relevant information that
is provided within and without each Party, in a prudent context that will allow all parties greater
promotion and publicizing of the ATIDCP.

After an extensive debate on the definition of the strategy for developing a possible plan, the delegations
were presented with 2 basic text on initiating actions to develop — in 2 concrete strategy — a new plan for
greater depth and breadth of coverage about the AIDCP. This proposal addresses the objective that the
Chair, in consultation with the parties, prepare the basis for discussion that will be considered at a future
meeting of the Working Group, regarding the content of the plan and the manner of carrying it out. The
Chair stated that, if the initiative were approved, he would send to the delegations a basic questionnaire
that will allow the conceptualization of alternatives and strategies that will make the Plan in question a
product that can be acceptable to the Working Group and eventually by the Meeting of the parties. He
specified the need to ask the parties three basic questions: what is the current coverage of information in
your country about the existence, importance and achievements of the AIDCP?, what are the legal,
strategic, economic or other limitations in your country regarding the development of a plan for
promoting and publicizing the AIDCP? and which concrete elements do you consider necessary for
inclusion in a plan for promoting and publicizing the AIDCP, with the aim of achieving greater clarity
and guaranteeing wide coverage of the program? Given the nature of the matter being considered, the
parties undertook to work towards creating by consensus the Plan in question and attend the next meeting
of the Working Group, provided that that meeting is based on the evaluation of real opportunities of
reaching a favorable ievel of consensus.
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At the conclusion of the debate, the Working Group recommended:

Refer to the Meeting of the Parties the recommendation of agreeing to develop, by consensus, upon
considering the terms of the prospective draft, a plan and its implementation, aimed at achieving greater
depth and coverage of the promotion and publicizing of the International Dolphin Conservation Program.

The Working Group, on the basis of a program that the Chairman will prepare in consultation with the
parties, shall review at its next meeting any proposed content. If consensus on a plan is reached, the
Working Group will prepare an implementation schedule for the above-mentioned plan for its eventual
approval.

Considering the importance of this matter, and provided that consultations between the most interested
parties, which they agree to engage in, will show to the Chair that there are real prospects for making
progress to develop a plan, convene the Working Group to Promaote and Publicize the AIDCP Dolphin
Safe Tuna Certification System at an extraordinary meeting to be held on the occasion of the next
ordinary or extraordinary meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission.

Venezuela asked that the record show its dissatisfaction with the recommendation approved, it does not
address at bottom and in 2 conclusive manner the problem of access for AIDCP dolphin safe tuna to the
US market, although it recognized in the initiative an opportunity to continue working towards the stated
task.

6. Other business
No othier matters were raised under Other business.

7. Date and place of next meeting

The parties agreed to convene the Working Group, in view of the third paragraph of the recommendation
approved in item S above, that is, to the degree that there are real prospects for making progress to
develop a plan, in February 2008, on the occasion of the next ordinary or extraordinary meeting of the
Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission.

8. Adjournment
At 6 p.m. on 25 October the meeting was adjourned.
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Appendix 4.
GUIDELINES FOR TECHNICAL TRAINING OF OBSERVERS

A. Selection of candidates

1. Recruit only university graduates with a degree in biology, marine science or a related subject,
provided there is no perception that the candidate’s professional education might represent a conflict
of interest when selecting candidates from disciplines which are closely related to the fishing

industry;

2. Interview all candidates, and evaluate their motivation for becoming observers.
Use psychometric tests to assess the psychological profile of candidates.

4,  Candidates must:

a. have completed all credits or curriculum in their field of study, or, at a minimum, be in the final
semesters or subjects of their specialty.

b. have completed a course on survival at sea accredited by the Intemational Maritime Organization
(IMO).

c. present a medical report that certifies the candidate’s physical capacity for carrying out the
demanding work aboard.

B. Training of candidates

These guidelines are not intended as a blueprint for training sessions, but to highlight some essential
aspects of observer training. The most important element for the success of training sessions is the
selection of competent instructors, who should have several years’ experience of working with the
program as obscrvers and/or data editors.

Training sessions of the AIDCP On-Board Observer Program should include training on: a) fishing
methods and procedures and vessel operations; b) identification of marine species; and c) procedures for
completing data forms; plus instructions regarding documentation of non-compliance with IATTC and
AIDCP resolutions.

1. Fishing methods and procedures

This part of training should aim to familiarize the trainees with all aspects of purse-seine fishing
operations, with special emphasis on the terminology used by fisherman and the standard codes and
terminology to be used on the data forms. The trainees should be given the information necessary to
identify the critical phases of these procedures; this will enable program personnel and national
authorities to verify compliance with regulations.

Training sessions should include audiovisual material illustrating:
a. purse-seine tuna fishing gear;
b. purse-seine fishing procedures;
¢. dolphin rescue procedures.

2. Identification of marine species

The instructors should familiarize the trainees with the diagnostic external characteristics necessary for
identifying the following taxonomic groups (in order of importance):

a. nas
b. dolphins associated with tuna fishing,
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sea turtles;
billfishes, sharks and rays associated with tuna fishing;

e. other cetaceans in the fishing area;

e o

f. other marine fauna associated with tuna fishing;
g. secabirds
3. Procedures for completing data forms

This should be the most extensive part of training, and should be based on the procedures in the observer
field manual. It should include all forms covered in the manual. The trainees should complete as many
simulations as possible of situations that may happen during a trip, thus allowing a more objective
evaluation of their learning and performance during the training.

4. TATTC and AIDCP resclutions and regulations

This part of the training session should emphasize that the observer’s role is to document the vessel’s
activities, and not to enforce, interpret or offer advice on any resolutions or regulations. The observer
must be aware of these regulations, and inform vessel personnel about them if requested, but must not
take them into account when recording data.

In particular, this part of the training should focus on making trainees aware of the possibility of
interference (including bribery attempts), intimidation or obstruction by vessel crew during a trip, and
preparing them to identify, deal with, and document any such instances, using actual cases as examples.
They should be instructed in the importance of addressing such situations in a decisive and professional
manner, The trainees should be able to identify such instances, and describe them clearly and in detail
without including personal opinions, assumptions or irrelevant comments.

5. Reports of situations

The training courses should include ¢lements that will allow the candidates’ writing and narrative skills to
be evaluated.

6. Conduct aboard

The courses should include a section in which the most important points regarding conduct and protocol
aboard vessels and with vessel crew.
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