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CONVENTION SUR LE COMMERCE INTERNATIONAL DES ESPECES
DE FAUNE ET DE FLORE SAUVAGES MENACEES D’EXTINCTION

Vingt-quatriéme session du Comité pour les animaux
Genéve (Suisse), 20 — 24 avril 2009

Conservation et gestion des requins et des raies d’eau douce

AUTRES TACHES DU COMITE POUR LES ANIMAUX
RELATIVES A LA CONSERVATION ET A LA GESTION DES REQUINS

Le présent document a été préparé par le Secrétariat.

A sa 14° session (CoP14, La Haye, 2007), la Conférence des Parties a adopté une large gamme de
décisions sur les requins et les raies d’eau douce (décisions 14.101 a 227), qui entrent dans le cadre
du mandat trés général confié aux Parties, au Comité pour les animaux, au Secrétariat et a
I’Organisation des Nations Unies pour I'alimentation et I'agriculture (FAO), de prendre des mesures
concernant la gestion et la conservation des requins, en application de la résolution Conf. 12,
Conservation et gestion des requins.

Les tadches confiées au Comité pour les animaux dans certaines décisions, ou d’autres questions
relatives au Comité qui ne sont pas couvertes par des points distincts de I'ordre du jour de la
présente session, sont résumées dans le présent document.

A la CoP14, la Conférence des Parties a convenu que les Parties devraient faire rapport sur un certain
nombre de sujets touchant aux requins afin de faciliter les discussions a la présente session.

Dans sa notification n° 2008/058 du 24 septembre 2008, le Secrétariat a communiqué aux Parties la
liste suivantes des obligations en matieére de rapports sur les requins:

i) Les Parties sont encouragées a faire rapport en identifiant les especes de requins menacées dont
l'inscription aux annexes nécessiterait d'étre considérée si leur gestion et leur conservation ne
s'amélioraient pas [paragraphe b) de la décision 14.104];

ii) les Parties débarquant et exportant des produits des especes de requins jugées préoccupantes
recensées par le Comité pour les animaux (voir annexe 3 du document CoP14 Doc. 59.1) sont
encouragées a faire rapport sur les pécheries, sur les mesures de gestion de l'environnement et
du commerce international ayant été adoptées, sur le niveau des débarquements et des
exportations, et sur |'état de ces stocks et des pécheries [paragraphe c) de la décision 14.708];
et

iif) les entités péchant et commercialisant les requins, en particulier les principales entités de péche
ou de commerce [Indonésie, Communauté européenne, Inde, Espagne, Taiwan (province de
Chine), Mexique, Argentine, Etats-Unis d’Amérique, Thailande, Pakistan, Japon, Malaisie,
France, Brésil, Sri Lanka, République islamique d’lran, Nouvelle-Zélande, Royaume-Uni de
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Grande-Bretagne et d’Irlande du Nord, Nigéria et Portugal’] sont vivement encouragées & trouver
des occasions d’améliorer, en collaboration avec la FAO et les organes de gestion des péches
compétents, le suivi et la déclaration des captures, des prises incidentes, des rejets, des données
sur les marchés et le commerce international, autant que possible au niveau de [l'espéce et
d’établir des systemes permettant de vérifier les informations sur les captures [paragraphe c) de
la décision 14.115].

6. A la date butoir fixée au 15 novembre 2008, le Secrétariat avait recu des réponses de I'Union
européenne (au nom de 25 Parties), du Canada, des Etats-Unis, au Royaume-Uni et de la Thailande a
sa notification aux Parties n° 2008/058. Le résumé des réponses des Parties est joint en tant
gu’annexe 1 au présent document et le texte complet des réponses est joint en tant qu’annexe 2 en
anglais, langue dans laquelle ces réponses ont été soumises?®. Le 4 février 2009, |'Espagne a envoyé
au Secrétariat un rapport complet sur les requins: Conservation, péche et commerce international.
Les informations qui y sont communiquées ne sont pas incluses dans le présent document.

7. La décision 14.114 stipule que:

Le Secrétariat contacte la FAO et les organisations régionales de gestion de la péche pour
envisager l'organisation d’un atelier sur le renforcement des capacités pour la conservation et la
gestion des requins et de rechercher des fonds externes a cet effet. Cet atelier devrait:

a) examiner les résultats de I'atelier de spécialistes sur les avis de commerce non préjudiciable
tenu au Mexique;

b) utiliser Galeorhinus galeus comme étude de cas pour I’'évaluation des stocks et les mesures
de gestion des stocks transfrontaliers de requins céOtiers migrateurs, commercialisés au
niveau international, et préparer des recommandations pour améliorer le suivi, la
réglementation et la gestion du commerce international de cette espece de requin et
d’autres;

c) envisager des outils et des approches pour réaliser des évaluations et émettre les avis de
commerce non préjudiciable pour les espéces de requins, et pour suivre et réglementer le
commerce international de ces especes;

d) envisager des outils et des approches permettant de déterminer si les spécimens ont une
origine légale; et

e) formuler des recommandations a soumettre a la 23° ou a la 24° session du Comité pour les
animaux.

8. Des fonds externes n‘ont pas pu étre réunis pour |’atelier envisagé mais avant I'atelier international
de spécialistes sur les avis de commerce non préjudiciable, tenu au Mexique, le Secrétariat a pris part
a l'atelier technique de la FAO intitulé Status, Limitations and Opportunities for Improving the
Monitoring of Shark Fisheries and Trade, tenu @ Rome du 3 au 6 novembre 2008.

9. Cet atelier a examiné les informations provenant du monde entier et de pays particuliers sur les
péches et le commerce de requins, afin d’établir des limites et des stratégies pour en améliorer le
suivi. Des pays sélectionnés péchant et commercialisant le requin ont indiqué dans leur rapport I'état
des pécheries de requins et I'action menée pour appliquer leur plan d’action national pour les requins
(Plan-requins). L'atelier a recommandé des mesures pour promouvoir |'application des plans-requins
et traiter les problémes particuliers affectant la capture et le suivi du commerce, y compris le manque
de spécificité dans les données, la sous-évaluation des volumes des captures et les limitations dans
les codes douaniers utilisés dans le suivi du commerce.

D’aprés les données de 2004 de la FAQO, les 20 principales entités et zones de péche, dans I'ordre décroissant de /'importance
des prises.

Les appellations géographiques employées dans cette annexe n’impliquent de la part du Secrétariat CITES ou du Programme
des Nations Unies pour I'environnement aucune prise de position quant au statut juridique des pays, territoires ou zones, ni
quant a leurs frontieres ou limites. La responsabilité du contenu du document incombe exclusivement & son auteur.
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10. Le rapport de |'atelier n'était pas disponible au moment de la préparation du présent document

11.

(février 2009); il sera accessible en tant que document d’information dés sa publication par la FAO.

Le Comité est invité a prendre note du présent document et a examiner les réponses a la notification
aux Parties n° 2008/058, les résultats de I'atelier international de spécialistes sur les avis de
commerce non préjudiciable et les résultats de [|'atelier technique de la FAO intitulé Status,
Limitations and Opportunities for Improving the Monitoring of Shark Fisheries and Trade.
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AC24 Doc. 14.4
Annexe 2

Response from Canada

I * I Ensmcarriintl  Efadin o]

(A B Catindn

Conmdian Wikdlife Service
CHtawa, 09
KlAUHI

Decembeer |, 20608

Kz Willem Wijnstekers
Secrelary-General, CTTES Secnctanal
14, chemin des Anemones

CH-1219 CHATELAINE - Geneva
Switzerland

Caear Br. Winsickers :

I responss 1o CITES Notifeation HHEUSE conceming information 1o be submitted for
corsideration at the next mestings of the Animals ard Plants Commitiees, Canida is
pleased 1o provide the following response.

In regards to part 5) Sharks (i At the present time, no Cansdian shark species raguin
corsideration for inclusion in the Appendices.

In repards b part b Sharks il): With respect to the shark species of coneem identified
by the Amimals Commities {in Anrex 3 o document CoP 14 Doc. 59.1), please refer i

Tabde 1 for detadls regardmg only those species fouml in Caradian walers.

Canada - gsen
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‘COSEWIC: Committea on e Status of
WFMP-Groumdiish: ilsgratad Eish

Endangered Widhe in Canada
Managemen! Man — Groundish [Paciic Region)
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_Table 1. Shark spp. of concarn idenlified by the Animals Commiites &5 related to Canada.
Speces Todal Allawatile Awg, Binlud of Finhery in | Status of Stocks in |
Culch Annual Canada Cammda
o Lissra i Landings
{bonres)

T << 1 ho drecied fishany. nal asssssed

Z¥aena (Batizhy | Managed under thia

fony Sphyms MPOIA-Sharks

a0, i Carssdian
Cavcirarmus == 1 | No dended ishary, rot AssREERs
[H T ibycaich) | Managsd under the
Alopias vuknus | 1 : i

ol o dirsclied s ! nol Assessnd
fonly Alopias 3. (Erpatich hh'qpﬂunduh:::rl-ﬂ

in Canadian RO ok,

waters | : '
JsuTs 250 EF3 Cingcied commerncial Abundancs slsbie bul |
coprnchiug (includingg  © Miéhary, Mansged under | madan sre e
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En Canada, it is not possible 1o quantify specses-specific expoms of shark. However, if s
reasanable to assume that the magority of landed catches enter imemathonal trade as the
markel fior shark in Cansda I8 smxall,

Since March 2007, Canada has had a Nartong! Blow of Action for the Conservation and
Managemen? of Sharks (NPOA-Sharks) [hetpe waw dfo-mpo. ge.ca npas-paninpoa-
pannpod-sharks-eng. bim) which was developed in accordance with the principles s
provisions of the farermasional Plan of Acerion for the Conservarion aad Management of
Stkarks (IPOA-Sharks), as developed by the Unised Mations Food and Agricubiure

Urganization.

Canada’s NPOWA-Sharks will contine 1o improve the conservation and managemens of
sharks as well as esury their long-term sustsanable use within directed and non-directed
fisheries based an ecolagical sustainabdlity, integraied fisheres msanagement, and the
precaationary approach. Aleng with its NPOA-Sharks, Canada also kas 3 number of
lepmslative measures which are relevam o mansgng and maistuinang the long-term
sustainability of shark popubations and fisheries. These legulative irstruments, alemg
with the policies and programs that support them, are consistent with the principhes of the
TPOA-Sharks as well as the FAQ Codle af Comducr for Rexpansible Fiskeries,

Far shark specics of primary commercial nterest (e.g. porbeagle, Blug, shortfin maka,

and spimy dogfish), the Camedion Atfaric Pelagic Shark Integrarned Fiskerier
Mancagemenr Plan (ITFMP-Sharke)

(Entep: fwwow dliompo. ge.ca‘commanics fhsh_mandifmpdshark-requinindex_e.bim] and the
Pacific Regton Integrated Fisheries Management Plan - Groundfich (IFMP-Groundfish|
[hatpefwww. ops2. pac. dfommpo, g, ca'smet s Indenofim *pp=wilcomed fang=
=cancentmplans/ mplans. hemd& targetUR L Parsms=& StopCookic Test=1 | aim to establish
hese fisheries as & biologically and commercially sistainable resource which supports 2
sell-reliant fishery. Conservation will not be compromised hawever, and a precaulionary
approach guikes all decision-making,

The following information is based on available Canadian re-expor slupmerd repors for
(bropical) bogs and sawn wood from Bolivia, Brazil, Columbia, Guatemala, Peru, and
Mexico from Jan 1 2007 o Okt 15 2008 for the species Crdrelz adovars, Chlhwergria
retasy, L) stevenzontd and D, granadiflo, Sowrce and precise quaniity data are moi
available. Information is presented on number of fe-caport shipmenes for gpecies in
question aml rowgh estinaate of quantities over the time period.
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For species Cedrela adoran:

Balivia 20 shipmenis, vobeme range 2 m” 1o 34 m”, svera : i
v _ : ge L0 mv” per shapmenst
Brazil: T;ﬂﬂ shapmenits, vohame range 1 m” o 40 m°, avirage 16 m’ per
Shapirsal
Cugtenmaly 5 to 1) shipments
Pera; L3 - 20 shigments, volunses in range of 20 m per shipmieni

All shapmends were re-exports from the United States

Additicnally:

Peru: 4 shipments of Spanish Cedar identified ag Cedrela flaeilis | also identified as
Cwdreda spp. '

For species Dalbergio rerusg and D seevensomii:

Braesl- 2 shipments, small quantities
Guaremala: 3o § shipments, small quantities
Maxicg: 20 shipimensts, volumes less than 5 m” per shipment

Note: D grasadifle was not obssrved.
With exception of Mexico data, all shipments were re-exporta from the United States.

Please contact the CITES Scientific Asthority at +1 819 953 1229 ar o
: : oS
seieneeiziec.ge.ca (M vou have any guestions.

Yours sincerely,

(Caues—

Carofina Caceres
Aanager, Species Assesament
Canadian Wildlile Service

=S Mary Taylor, CITES Marsgemme Autiariny
Sylvie Lapoinie, CITES Manaprment Authonty, Fisheries and Oceans Canoda
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a)

Response to CITES Notification 2008/058 by the European Community

Information to be submitted for consideration at the next
meeting of the Animals and Plants Committee

Sharks

Parties should report progress in identifying endangered shark species that require consideration for
inclusion in the Appendices, if their management and conservation status does not improve
[paragraph b) of Decision 14.1041];

The EC is member of the inter-sessional sharks Working Group of the Animals Committee, which is
currently considering this issue.

ii)

Parties landing and exporting products from shark species of concern identified by the Animals
Committee (see Annex 3 to document CoP14 Doc. 59.1) should report on the fisheries,
environmental and international trade management measures adopted, levels of landings and exports,
and the status of these stocks and fisheries [paragraph c) of Decision 14.108];

The Commission will propose to the Council a new Council Regulation with TACs and Quotas for
2009, which includes the following:

e A zero TAC for porbeagle and spurdogs for all stocks in all ICES zones.

e New TACs for rays and skates extending the coverage area from the North sea to Skagerrak (lll),

the Celtic Seas (VI, V) and the Bay of Biscay and the Azores region (VIIl, IX and X) and special
restrictions for Common skates (Dipturus batis), undulate ray (Raja undulata) and white skate
(Rostroraja alba) by which individuals must be promptly released. Fishermen are encouraged to
use technigues and equipment to facilitate the rapid and safe release of these species.

e Special provisions for angel sharks (Squatina spp.) in all EC waters. This species may not be

retained on board and its catches shall be promptly released unharmed to the extent practicable.
The Council will decide on the above proposals by the end of December 2008.

Currently, it is prohibited for Community vessels to retain on board, to tranship and to land in any
waters (Community or non-Community waters) two listed species, Basking shark (Cetorhinus
maximus) and white shark (Carcharodon carcharias). Furthermore the EC Wildlife Trade Regulation,
implementing CITES in the EU includes in its Annexes the shark species listed in the CITES
Appendices.

The total catches by the European Union (25 countries) of the species identified by the Animals
Committee (Annex 3 to document CoP14 Doc.59.1) in all fishing areas, as recorded by EUROSTAT, are
attached.

iii)

shark fishing and trading entities, particularly the major fishing or trading entities [Indonesia, the
European Community, India, Spain, Taiwan (province of China), Mexico, Argentina, the United States
of America, Thailand, Pakistan, Japan, Malaysia, France, Brazil, Sri Lanka, the Islamic Republic of
Iran, New Zealand, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Nigeria and Portugal *]
are strongly encouraged to identify opportunities to: improve, in cooperation with FAO and relevant
fishery management bodies, the monitoring and reporting of catch, bycatch, discards, market and
international trade data, at the species level where possible and to establish systems to provide
verification of catch information [paragraph c) of Decision 14.115].*

FAO IPOA

The European Commission intends to adopt in January 2009 a Communication with an European
Community Plan of Action for the conservation and management of sharks.
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The main objectives of the Community action plan will be:

(1) Broaden the knowledge both on shark fisheries and on shark species and their role in the
ecosystem.

(2) Ensure that directed fisheries for shark are sustainable and that by-catches of shark resulting
from other fisheries are properly regulated.

(3) Encourage a coherent approach between the internal and external EC fishery policy for sharks.

RFMOs

Some tuna RFMOs have requirements to provide certain information regarding the capture of sharks, and
the technical measures that should be followed in cases of incidental catches. The ICCAT Standing
Committee on Research and Statistics performed a stock assessment of blue shark (Prionace glucea) and
shortfin mako (/surus oxyrinchus) at its last meeting in September 2008. Ecological risk assessments
(ERA) were also conducted for nine additional priority species of pelagic elasmobranchs, for which
available data are very limited (/surus paucus; Alopias vulpinus, Carcharhinus longimanus; C. falciformis;
Lamna nasus; Spyrna lewini; Spyrna zygaena, and Pteroplatytrygon violacea).

The assessment results presented high levels of uncertainty due to data limitations. An increased
research and data collection are required to enable the Committee to improve the advice it can offer. The

ICCAT stock assessment for porbeagle shark (Lamna nasus) is due to be undertaken in 2009.

Further information can be obtained from the various tuna RFMOs regarding the individual stock
assessments which are provided as public documents on the respective web-sites, as appropriate.

The websites are as follows:

http://www.iccat.int/en/

http://www.iattc.org/HomeENG.htm

http://www.iotc.org/English/index.php

http://www.wcpfc.int/

http://www.ccsbt.org/

We would advise CITES Secretariat to contact the FAO and various RFMOs involved in the issue (in
particular RFMOs charged with tuna and tuna like species, including sharks) in order to receive
information on recent stock assessments and information provided by Parties to these RFMOs in order to
avoid the duplication of work.

e) Cedrela odorata, Dalbergia retusa, D. granadillo and D. stevensonii

i) All Parties shall:

A. compile the information on the import and export of the species, including origin (wild or cultivated),
volumes and products, indicating the country of origin and final destination;

In order to be able to report on information on imports of these species, the European Community has
included Cedrela spp, Dalbergia retusa, D. granadillo and D. stenvensonii in Annex D of Regulation EC
(No) 338/97, except for the species/populations included in Annex C (comparable with Appendix lll of
CITES). The Annexes were adopted on 31 March 2008 and came into force on 11 April 2008.

Annex D listing requires the prior presentation of an import notification at the border customs office at
the point of introduction which allows to monitor importing levels.
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The EU annexes to Regulation EC (No) 338/97 contain therefore the following species:
Annex C: Cedrela odorata (from populations of Peru, Colombia, Guatemala)
Annex D: all other Cedrela spp, not listed in Annex C.
Annex C: Dalbergia retusa, D. stevensonii (from populations of Guatemala)
Annex D: Dalbergia retusa, D. stevensonii (except populations included in Annex C)
Annex D: Dalbergia granadillo

All these listings are annotated to for Logs, sawn wood and veneer sheets

Please find attached an annex with data of directs import of Cedrela species into the EU for the years
2000 - 2007.
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Response from Thailand

No. AC. 0510.2/ Department of Fisheries
Phaholyothin Road,
Kasetsart University Campus,
Bangkok 10900, THAILAND
Tel :(662) 5614689
FAX : (662) 5614689

21 November B.E. 2551 (2008)

Subject: Information for the consideration of the next meetings of AC.

(Respon to Notification 2008/058)

Dear Sir or Madam,

On the request of Notification No. 2008/058, Thailand would like to submit following
information for consideration at 24™ meeting of the Animals Committee to CITES Secretariat.

Sharks

i)  There are no other sharks species in Thailand need to be included in the Appendices.
ii) Thailand do not land or export the shark species of concern identified by the Animals Committee.
iii) Thailand adopted National Plan of Action (NPOA) for the conservation and management

of sharks in 2006. The implementation of the NPOA as below

For monitoring and report of catch

1. Developed and published standard method of shark classification in taxonomic level and field
sheet on identification of shark species, as a manual for fisheries scientists who in charge with this
project and fishermen.

2. The survey and data collection by Marine Fisheries research and development bureau  The
survey and data collection will be managed by fisheries scientists and enumerators. The biggest shark
landing sites in the gulf of Thailand are Samut Prakhan province and Songkhla province while Phuket
province is the biggest landing site in The Andaman sea.

Although, there were many kinds of the fishing boats landed in sampling site such as pair trawler,
otter board trawler, gill netter, push netter and purse seiner, but the data collection on shark fisheries in
Thailand were only recorded from otter board trawler and pair trawler which are the main fishing gears
for catching shark. However, Sharks caught from these two gears are only 0.19 percent of total fish
landing.
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Annual data showed the shark catch in the Gulf of Thailand were 8,315.82 kg or 0.10 percent
whereas in the Andaman Sea were 13,547 kg or 0.44 percent of the total catch. From the result it
could be concluded that the catch of shark was only 0.19 percent of the total landing in Thai waters. In
general, it could be implied that shark is not the target species of fisheries in Thai waters.

Management policy

Thailand has implemented various regulation through the Fisheries Act of 1947, revise in 1953 and
1985. However, there are no existing management policies which concerning to shark, except a whale
shark species (Rhincodon typus). The impotant regulations of this Act are as follows:

- The Department of Fisheries of Thailand has established the regulations to prohibit  fishing by
trawlers and push netters within a distance of 3,000 m from the shoreline and within a perimeter of
400 m of any stationary gear.

- The number of new entry trawler is limited and push netter is banned.

- A conservation area in the Gulf of Thailand about 26,000 km? is decleared to protect fish during
their spawning and breeding seasons from February 15 to May 15 each year. This regulation prohibits all
types and sizes of trawlers except beam trawlers, all type of purse seiner and encircling gill netters
with less than 4.7 cm mesh size in area along the coastline of Prachuap Khirikhan, Chumphon and
Surat Thani as well as Khanom District in Nakhon Sri Thamarat. And this regulation was extended to
the Andaman Sea by declearation of 1,800 km? in Phangnga and Krabi.

iv) Commodity codes for Shark products:

Please see Annex | of this letter: Harmonized System Code for Shark Products of Thailand (Valid
from Jan.1, 2008).

Annex |

Harmonized system Code for Shark products of Thailand

Product Code Product name

03026500000 Dogfish and other sharks, excluding livers and roes, fresh or chilled
03037500000 Dogfish and other sharks, excluding livers and roes, frozen
03055910000 Sharks's fins, dried, whether or not salted

16042011000 Sharks’ fins, prepared and ready for use in airtight containers
16042019000 Sharks’ fins, prepared and ready for use

Yours sincerely,

Bancha Sukkaew

Director of License and Fisheries
Management Section

for Director General

Department of Fisheries of Thailand
CITES MA of Thailand for aquatic fauna
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Response from the United Kingdom

No. 20087/058 - Information to be submitted for the consideration of the next meetings of the Animals
and Plants Committees

At its 14th meeting, the Conference of the Parties agreed that Parties would report on a number of
subjects with a view to facilitating discussions at the forthcoming 24™ meeting of the Animals
Committee or 18th meeting of the Plants Committee.

For ease of reference the Secretariat lists these below.
a. Sharks

i) Parties should report progress in identifying endangered shark species that require consideration for
inclusion in the Appendices, if their management and conservation status does not improve
[paragraph b) of Decision 14.1041];

Answer: Nothing to add at this stage

ii) Parties landing and exporting products from shark species of concern identified by the Animals
Committee (see Annex 3 to document CoP14 Doc. 59.1) should report on the fisheries,
environmental and international trade management measures adopted, levels of landings and exports,
and the status of these stocks and fisheries [paragraph c) of Decision 14.108];

Answer:
Management Measures:

All over 10 metre vessel owners are regularly issued with a notice which sets out the circumstances in
which a shark finning permit is required. In 2007 15 vessels were given special permits by the UK
authorities. Under the UK permit scheme separate landing and transhipment of fins and bodies is
prohibited. Whilst the UK allows the separation of the bodies and fins on board vessels which hold a
permit, we have chosen not to derogate from separate landing and transhipment provisions. Failure to
comply with the conditions of a permit can lead to the permit being withdrawn.

We have conducted 17 inspections at sea and 12 in port. One vessel was detained in port for a full
landing inspection and is the subject of an ongoing investigation. The inspections have found no
evidence that shark bodies are being finned and discarded in any of these fisheries.

Levels of landings and exports:

In 2007 shark catch landings outside of the EU were confined to the coastal states of Namibia (Walvis
Bay), South Africa (Durban), Mauritius (Port Louis) and Indonesia (Jakarta). Landings totalled about 2260
metric tonnes (live weight), about 76 metric tonnes of fins. These landings were predominantly of Blue
sharks followed by Makos. (data provided by Alison Aitken of Marine & Fisheries — have we any
corresponding data on level of catch in North Atlantic/ EU waters?)

iii) Shark fishing and trading entities, particularly the major fishing or trading entities (Indonesia, the
European Community, India, Spain, Taiwan (province of China), Mexico, Argentina, the United States
of America, Thailand, Pakistan, Japan, Malaysia, France, Brazil, Sri Lanka, the Islamic Republic of
Iran, New Zealand, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Nigeria and Portugal)
are strongly encouraged to identify opportunities to: improve, in cooperation with FAO and relevant
fishery management bodies, the monitoring and reporting of catch, bycatch, discards, market and
international trade data, at the species level where possible and to establish systems to provide
verification of catch information [paragraph c) of Decision 14.115]; and

Answer: The UK actively pursue enforcement opportunities and the exchange of information with 3

country fishing authorities. We support the use of cooperative enforcement provisions within the
Resolutions of Regional Fishery Management Organisations and within EU Fishery Partnership
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agreements. Where UK authorities have not received regular notifications from vessels outside the EU,
we investigate the individuals and advise the fleet in general. In addition through our membership of the
EU, we supply information on our territorial waters/vessels and our overseas territories (including data on
shark issues) direct to the EC which is circulated and used to inform policy decisions

iv) Parties should provide details of their commodity codes for fish products (e.g. fresh/chilled, frozen
and dried, processed and unprocessed, meat, oil, skin, cartilage and fins), imports, exports and re-
exports, for both CITES-listed and non-listed species (Decision 14.106).

Answer: The UK use the Market and International trade data “Business Link” for common codes; this is
the level of trade data (10 digit code) (the only specific import code | have been made aware of is for
Squalus acanthis — 0302 652 000 — please advise if this is correct or if a different “code” is being

sought)

b. Cistanche deserticola, Dioscorea deltoidea, Nardostachys grandiflora, Picrorhiza kurrooa, Pterocarpus
santalinus, Rauvolfia serpentina and Taxus wallichiana

Range States of the above species should report on progress in the implementation of regionally
coordinated actions should improve the management of and prevent illegal trade in these seven species,
including, inter alia, measures to combat illegal trade, regional capacity-building workshops and
harmonisation of regulations and legislation [paragraph b) of decision 14.20].

Answer: The UK is not a range state for any of the seven species listed in this decision.
c. Orchidaceae spp.

Countries of export and import of Orchidaceae spp included in Appendix Il should provide results of
efforts to prepare identification material on further exemptions for artificially propagated hybrids of these
orchids, taking into consideration the capacities of countries to implement and control such exemptions
effectively [Decision 14.133].

Answer: Noel McGough of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew (UK Scientific Authority on Plants) has
responded separately on this issue.

d. Bigleaf Mahogany

Bigleaf mahogany range states should report progress on the implementation of a regional strategy for
the species with timelines to address: non-detriment findings, legal origin, and compliance and
enforcement issues. The strategy should include the 15 recommendations made in the report of the
BMWG (document PC16 Doc. 19.1.1) and mechanisms to ensure adequate implementation and
enforcement [paragraph 4 of the Action Plan adopted through Decision 14.145].

Answer: The UK is not a range state for Bigleaf mahogany
e. Cedrela odorata, Dalbergia retusa, D.grandillo and D. Stevensonii

i) Range States of the above-mentioned species shall:

A. complete and update the available information on these;

B. assess their populations, taking into account inter alia the distribution, cover, density, size
structure, regeneration dynamics and changes in land use;

C. report the existence, extent and type of forest plantations of the species; and

D. compile the information related to export of the species, including volumes and products,
indicating the percentage from plantations [paragraph 1 of the Action Plan adopted
through Decision 14.146].

i)  All Parties shall:
A. Compile the information on the import and export of the species, including origin (wild or
cultivated), volumes and products, indicating the country of origin and final destination;
and
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B. Report the existence, extent and type of forest plantations of these species, including
exported volumes and products [paragraph 2 of the Action Plan adopted through Decision
14.146].

Answer: Mainland UK is not a range state to any of the listed species, however three of our overseas
territories are. Namely British Virgin Islands; Monseratt, and Cayman Islands. Reports for each territory
are attached separately as Annex A, B and C.

The UK has issued permits for the import and re-export of Cedrela odorata as follows:

Imports Licences issued:

Date Country of Export Net Mass

11/10/2002 Brazil 30.804 mll
07/11/2002 Brazil 41.586 ml]l
07/11/2002 Brazil 34.157 mll
08/11/2002 Brazil 34.157 mll
08/11/2002 Brazil 34.157 mll
08/11/2002 Brazil 34.157 m(J
08/11/2002 Brazil 33.522 m(J
15/01/2003 Brazil 34.456 m(]
15/01/2003 Brazil 62.199 m(J
15/01/2003 Brazil 85.166 m(]
28/09/2005 Brazil 34.246 m(]
03/07/2007 Peru 30.521 mll

Re-export Permits Issued:

Date of Issue Country of Import Purpose Code
30/07/2002 USA T
05/05/2006 China Q
10/10/2006 GB Q
16/07/2008 USA Q
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Annex A

Action plan for Cedrela odorata, Dalbergia retusa, Dalbergia granadillo and Dalbergia stevensonii
Cedrela odorata

British Virgin Islands

a) Distribution, cover & density:

Found on the island of Tortola within Sage Mountain National Park (Acevedo-Rodriguez, 2008; Clubbe,
pers. comm.. 2008)

b) Size structure

No information available

c) Regeneration dynamics & changes in land use:

No information available

d) Plantations — none known

e) Exports — no known exports

f) Progress in reporting - None

g) Inclusion of populations in App lll - populations are not in trade
h) UK Imports — None

i) UK re-exports - None

References

Acevedo-Rodriguez, P. (2008) Flora of West Indies: Catalogue of Seed Plants of the West Indies
http://persoon.si.edu/antilles/westindies/catalog.htm

Clubbe, C. (2008). Head, UK  Overseas Territories  Team, Royal = Botanic  Gardens, Kew.
Pershttp://www.cites.org/eng/notif/2008/E058.pdfonal communication.
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Annex B

Action plan for Cedrela odorata, Dalbergia retusa, Dalbergia granadillo and Dalbergia stevensonii
Cedrela odorata

1. Monseratt

a) Distribution, cover & density:

Native to Monseratt. Two areas that can support Cedrela odorata are the dry to mesic forest in the
Centre Hills (locally common in dry forest and lower elevations of mesic forest of Centre Hills) and the
Roches Estate (Acevedo-Rodriguez, 2008; Howard, 1974)

b) Size structure

Mesic forests - medium/Large tree dominated vegetation >5m tall in lower elevations with low rainfall.
Typical taxa: Capparis spp., Bursera simaruba, Tabebuia spp., Apocynaceae, Casearia spp., Hymenaea
courbaril, Samanea saman, Bunchosia spp., Swietenia spp., Chiococca alba, Guaiacum officinale, Cedrela
odorata (Young, 2008)

c) Regeneration dynamics & changes in land use:

There is no specific data relating to Cedrela odorata on Monseratt with a crucial point to note is that any
assessment of threats to its habitat in particular the Centre Hills is severely limited by lack of monitoring
data. Currently, habitat destruction in the Lesser Antilles is primarily driven by pressure for tourist and
urban development, and for agricultural land. In the Centre Hills of Montserrat, however, forest
destruction has been minimal in recent years. Since 2000, the core area of the Centre Hills forest at mid
to upper elevations has received statutory protection under the Protected Forest Order and Forest
Reserve Order of the Forestry, Wildlife, National Parks and Protected Areas Act. The boundary of the
forest reserve was demarcated in 2002 encompassing an area of 11.3 square kilometres. Land within
the reserve is owned by private individuals and estates (60%) and by the Crown (40%). Through the
Orders, restrictions are placed on activities within the forest boundary, including on clearing of land,
cutting trees, grazing livestock and littering, and there are provisions for the establishment of
management agreements with landowners. However no management plan has ever been implemented
for the Centre Hills and the Department of Environment, which has a mandate over protected areas, has
no regulations or enforcement codes under which to effectively manage activities within the forest
boundary. Furthermore, much of the contiguous area of the Centre Hills forest at lower elevations lies
outside of this forest reserve boundary, particularly on the eastern flank of the hills. Due to lower rainfall
at these elevations, this tends to be dry forest which is vulnerable to further clearance and over-grazing.
Minor incursions for building development during the post-volcano reconstruction have caused relatively
small-scale forest loss on the west and north-west flanks of the hills outside of the reserve boundary, as
have agricultural clearances. Conversely, there has been considerable forest regeneration (reverting from
agricultural land) in the east of the Centre Hills during the last ca.20 years (J. Daley & P. Murrain pers.
comm.). It is important to point out that there has hitherto been no monitoring of landcover in the Centre
Hills area, so there is no quantitative information on changes in forest cover.

Habitat on Montserrat is also subject to both hurricanes and volcanic eruptions. The ongoing eruption of
the Soufriére Hills volcano since 1996 has caused many major ash-falls in the Centre Hills, as well as acid
rain. During late 1996 to early 1998, ashfalls were very frequent. The specific risks posed by
anthropogenic climate change to the Centre Hills ecosystem are largely unknown. In refreshing contrast
to many forest areas in the tropics, Montserrat’s Centre Hills do not appear to be in imminent danger of
conversion for human use. Of much greater immediate concern is historic, ongoing and perhaps
accelerating degradation by alien invasive species. Urgent attention to the potentially catastrophic threat
to the forest from feral pigs is required. There are no historical data-sets, or current monitoring
programmes which permit changes in forest cover, forest habitat types, or alien species to be detected
(Young, 2008)
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d) Plantations — none known

e) Exports — no known exports

f) Progress in reporting - None

g) Inclusion of populations in App lll - populations are not in trade
h) UK Imports - None

i) UK Exports - None
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Annex C

Action plan for Cedrela odorata, Dalbergia retusa, Dalbergia granadillo and Dalbergia stevensonii
Cedrela odorata

Cayman Islands

a) Distribution, cover & density:

The National Red List status for this species in the Cayman Islands is Critically Endangered (CR
A2bcde + 3bce +4). Many of the finest cedars throughout the West Indies were harvested centuries
ago. A few cedars survive in remote rocky woodlands on Grand Cayman and Cayman Brac and
occasionally a few individuals survive in more populated areas. No populations exist on the island of
Little Cayman (Acevedo-Rodriguez, 2008; Burton, in press; Proctor, 1984)

b) Size structure

No information available

c) Regeneration dynamics & changes in land use:
No information available

d) Plantations — none known

e) Exports — no known exports

f) Progress in reporting - None

g) Inclusion of populations in App lll - populations are not in trade
h) UK Imports —None

i) UK re-exports - None
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Response from the United States

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Washingzon, DUC 20240

IN REPLY REFER Ty
FWSTSEAMotifizalion 1008-53

NY 14 a0
Ms. Milena Sosa Schmidt, Scicntific Odficer ,':r"ﬂ-
CITES Secrelagiat . =)
15, chemin des Anémuones ACT| O e e COPY, dof Eir"'!ll_-"lnﬁ
CH 12150 CHATELAINE-Genive 2 k= N i
Syvitzeriond 97 Nav. 1008
FIA FACSIMILE: +4112) 797 3417 REPLY . . . FILE

[ear MWs, Schmidt:

This leter respands to parageaphs a), ¢, and &) of Netification o she Pirties Mo 2008058 of
September 24, 2008, We bave consulted with our colleagues in the 1.5, Department of
Agrieulture, Amimal arnd Plant Health Inspection Service (LISDASAPHIS), the agency responsibde
fior inspection and clearance of live CITES-listed plants entering the Unted States, in preparing
this response,

With regard to fhe informaticn sequesied n paragraph ol pleass refer to Enelosure 1, With
regand 1o the information requested in paragraph ¢}, the United States does not have any
additional information to provide at this fime. With regard to pargraph e} i), the United States
does ot have any updated infoemation o provide. With ragand to paragraph e) i), please refer 1o
Enclosure I,

If you bave guestions regarding the information we have pravided, please feel free o contact me
at T3-358-2095 or vin emnil; poddy gabellbns gov.

Hirerely,

£ Mo
Far Robert R, Gabel, Clidef

Division of Management Authornily
[nclosumes

Cie: Sra, M, Clemente, Chinir of the Pliots Commilies
Wr, Thoomss Althaus, Chaar of (e Antinalz Caommitice

TAKE PRIDE" i
m@'ﬂf;‘.ﬁlf‘.ﬁ%
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Fnclosure 1
Nodificatiom o the Parties No. 2008058

Information to be submitted for the consbderation of the nextmeetings of
the Anlmak and Plants Committees: SHARKS

1. Report on progress in identifying endangered shark speefes that regoire consideration
far inclosion in the Appendlees (Decision 14.104).

The status of several species of sharks was assesied rocently under the requirements of the
United States (11,53 Atlantic Consslidated Highly Migratory Species (HMS) Fishery
Management Plan (FMP), These ssecies include blacktp shark, Carchariinus inbarus, samdbar
shark, €. plreneheus, dusky sharks, © obseuri, the large constal shark (1.C35) complex, blacknose
shark, . acropsdes, fnetoath chark, C. isodor, Atlantic sharpmose shark, Mifzepriocnodan
rerrmenovoe, and bormetbead, Sphwno fhero. Of all of these speciss, none appesred o warrant
further consideration for inclusion n the Appendices at this time.  However, an assessment of
dusky sharks (Carcharkinug obscas) Foand thst the northwest Atlantic ard Gulf of Mexico
papulation has declined by at least 8B0% from virgin population levels. This estimate of
papulation status would elassify the U8, Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico stock of dusky sharks os
Critically Endangered aceonding (o IUCH criieria. The dusky shark was deagnated as a
cnndidate for lsting ander the 115, Endangered Species Act (ESA) in 1999 and has been listed
ag a prohibited species to fisheries Le. no commercial or recrentional harvest permitted) in U5,
Morth Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico waters sines 2040, Despite being prolibited, dusky sharks
ana regulasly cavght in commescinl longlines targeting sharks and incidentlly caght an o
variety of other gesrs such as surfaze pelagic longline gear targeting unas sd tuns-like species
and hottom fengling gear targeting groupers wxd snappers. Tl dusky shars 15 also among the
moat kighly desired species in the international shark fin trade, which could pramote illegal
harvest.

Based an the resulis of stock pssesaments on vanous Atlantic skarks dons i 2005 and H06, the
United Stades amended the Attanti: Consolidated HAMS FMP. This amendment { Amendment 2
1o the Atlantic Consolidsied HMS FMP) changed osany shark regulaiions meluding, but nod
limited to, reducing conumereial quogns, estahlishing a bow trip limit, cresting a shark research
fishery, and requiring fins be nomurably attached throngh landing. Amendirent 2 was
implemented on July 24, 2008, W il ihe implementation of Amendinenst 2 to the Consolidated
HMS FMP, we anticipate that dusky shark discards will decrense by 73% vompared to pre-
Amendment 2 regulations,

Hammerhesd sharks, primarily Sphprae fewiar, Sphyrma stokerear, and Sphorna Zygoen, ang
caught in o variety of fisherles but sre generally not o forget species. Hammevhead shacks are
highly valued among Homg Keng §n traders and are one of the moest valuable fin types in the
market, The only stock assesement available is for Spfyema fewird from the nesthwest Atlanlic
Ocean (Hayes 2007) that found the population 1o have declined by about 83% from unexploited
bicmass. I addition, the most recent TUCN red list assessments list the Sghyrnidae as
Erdlanpered glebally, There aso no known species-3pecific conservation or manngermsen
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messures in place for the Sphyrnidas cither domestically or within a Regiocal Fishery
Mfanageaent Body,

1, Parties landing and exporting products from shark specles of concem identified by the
Animals Commitiee {see CoP14 Doc. 59,1, Annex 3) shoukd report on faherkes,
environmental agd internatbonal trade munagement measures adopied levels of landing
and export, and the status of these stocks and (isherles (Thecision 14.10H).

At the 2nd meeting of the Animals Comematies, a working groap was estnhished with this
mandate 1o examing infommation in decument AC23 Doc.15.2 and ather avaikable relevand
documents, with a view 1o identifying key species and examining these for :onsideralion and
possible listing under CITES, While some progress was made al the meeting (ACI3 Wit
Dac, 1), the United States was asked to hesd an intercessional group on the mplementation of
Decision 14,107 and to prepare a paper for discussion ot AC24, which will include progress on
previous recommendations and prioritize futue acthons for species of concem, Wil wark 15
gtill In progress an that document, of the shark species noted in Anpex 3 o document CoP 14
Do, 59,1 as being species of concem, the following are relevant to fisheries managed by the
Umited Scates Crovermment:

. Spany doglish

Based on the existing, bicmass threshold, the spiny doghish stock is not currently overfished, The
curment estimated stock size of matune females (=&0cm) is 106,000m1, The current lishing
mortality rmte on fully recruited females exceeds the existing overfishing threshold and the
existing rebuilding target. Despite the much lower level of lnndings since 2001, fishing maotality
rates on fially recnsited females have remained ahove the rebuilding mostaliy rate. Spawning
Fernale bamass decressed from whout 200,000t in 1989 10 about 50,000mt in 1998, and
recnained below 100,000me unedl 2005, Bioass ol woluee fennle sgeay dogfish is expostcd to
eonfinue increasing through 2008 and 2049 s fish <R0cm grow iivlo mature siz2e ranges.
Subsequently, the biomass should decline due 10 the low number of recraits that were bom
diering 1957-2003. If recruitment retarns o levels consistent with expected size-specific
reproduction, the biomass shoukd begin 1o rebound again by 2013,

U5, commercial lnndings desdnated the cateh from 1579 to 2000, peaking tn 1996 at about
27,000me. Total landings have declined steadily From 22, 500m1 in 1952 to wound 3,000 4, 0 Ut
during 2003203,

b. Porbeapte shak

Canada conducted stock nssessments on porbeaple sharks in 2005 whens the stafus was
determined 10 have declined by up to 90%, Reduced Cansdian porbeagle cuctas in 2002 brouwghs
e 2004 exploittion e 1o a sastzigable level. The United States deems the Consdian
parbeagle stock assessment to be the best availahle science and wses this assessment for ULS,
darestic management purposss becanse nonthwest Atlantic porbeagle sharcs ane o andt stock that
exilends nto 118, walers. While ULS. Fishing vesssls took enly a steall propartion of the
parbengle sharks harvested in the northowvest Atlantic, in 2007, the United Sates proposed
prohabiting the retention and harvest of porbeagle sharks 1o prevent an inerzaze in fishing effort
in the future mxd 10 minimize porkengle shark martality aod bycateh, w the extent practicable,
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The United States has since redvced the 1otal allowahble catch of porbesgle sharks from $2mt to
I1.3mt, amd implemented a commereial guota of 1. ot dresssd weight under Amendment 2 to
the Cansolidated HMS FMP.

c. Sawlisles

Smalliooth sawfish, the only sawfish species corrently found in the Unlied States, ane listed as
endangered under the ESA. The prohibitions of Section D of the ESA, in par, make it illegal for
any person subject to the jurisdiction of the United Stales: o impert inlo, or éxpiort fom the
United Stades; o tnke withan the Usited States, the territorial sea of the Unitad Swees, or an the
high seas; to ship in interstace or foreign commeree in the eourse of & commensial sctvity; ar o
sell or offer for sale in intersiabe or forelgn commesce any endangered wildlifie. To possess, sell,
deliver, carry, transpoet, of ship endangered wildlife that has been taken illegally is also
prohibited

d. Gulper sharks _ |
Although gulper sharks are hkely cauglt i deep-sea fisheries, no landings datn are curvently
available for these sbarks.

2, Reguiem sharks

1.8, Atlaniic shark fisheries are managed under the authority of the Magnuson-Stevens Act. In
the 20052006 Largs Coastal Shark {LCS) stock assessment completed by the 115, Nagianal
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), il was determined that st is mappropeste to sssess the LCS
complex as a whole due to the vanation in life bistory parameters, different intrinsic rates of
increase, and different catch and abundance datn for species mcluded in the cemplex. Basad on
these results, NMES changed the status of the LCS complex from overfisled to unkpown. We
believe that the requlem shark category on the CITES list of shark species affectsd by trade
(Cofl4 Dee, 52,1, Annex 3) is somewhat snalegous to the ULS. LCS complex in that species in
this cutegory should be assessed individually where possible, It is likely thet many species in i
requiem shark catepory, with the exception of Blackiip and sandbar sharks, would fit the
umknoown cafegory.

Recenily, blue sharks and shorfin mako sharks were assessed under the auspicss of the
Interradiona] Commities for the Conservation of Adantle Tusas (ICCAT 2008, For both Morth
and South Atlantie Mue shark pepulations, the biomass wes estimated to beabove the bumnss
that wauld suppert maximum sustainable yield. Bstimaies of stock status For the Morth Atlantic
shartlin makoe were much more variable, Multiples mode] owicomes indicated stock depletxon o
ghout 50% of virgin biomass and levels of fshisg mortality above those resalting i maximum
sustamnalble vield, Howewer, other modzls estimated considembly lower levels of depletion and
o owerfishing, Mew hinlegical information abiaimed since ile Lo assesarent indicates ilst
mcreases in age of maturity lower ihe productivity, which inereases the prodability thet the stock
comaled he beloow the hinomeass that suppords maximium sustainable j.lil'.'ld.

Little harvest of guitar fishes mocurs in LS. waters, No estimntes are pviniloble on landings or
trad.
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£ Devil ravs .
Litile harvest of devil rays ocours in LS. walers, No estimates are availableon landings or
trade, In some U5, states, devil ney: ars pralsibited from conunercinl rnd reereational haresse,

h. Leopard sharka

In the State of Califomis, which covers nearly all of the LS, mnge of this species, neardy ali
harvest af leopard sharks is from rec-eational fishers. Estimated recreational landings were
abour 1381 per year during the perioc from 1980 1o 1995, Commereial landings reached n high
af 46t in 1983 but have heen sipnificanily curtziled due fo gillisel bans in Califorsia waters.
Although current regulations and harvest levels appear to be protective of the Californin
population of leopard sharks, in January 2006 six men were inclicted by o fecerl grand jury with
conspiracy to harvest thousands of illegal undersized {under %2cim in kength) beopard sharks from
the San Francisco Bay witl the intent to setl them o ULS, and internatioval pet trade distributess
Chiipsfwww usdol poviusolcan/ press himl 2006 02 08 leopardshark htny). The United States

is currently examining the feasibility of an Appendix-IIE lsting 1o belp curtn’l this illegal frade.

3. Shark fishing and trading eatitkes are encouraged to identify opportmities o imprave,
in conperation with FACQ and relevant fishery management bosdies, the manitoring and
reporting of cateh, byeatch, discards, market and international trade daca, at the speeies
level where passible and to establizh systems to provide verification of catch information
{Decision 14.115),

The United States led the development of the 1999 Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations (FAO) Intemational Plan of Action for the Conservation and Mamagement of
Sharks and completed the corresponding U5, Nattonal Plan of Action i eary 2001, [n 2005,

the Narthwest Atlantic Fisheries Orgamzation adepied a proposal from the United Sdntes and the
European Union probiblzing shark fning, encouraging the release of lbve sharks cuughi uy

biyeatch, requiring parties to repart dsta for all shark caiches, and calling upen parties te
underiake research identifying selecfive fishing gear and shark nursery areas. The Unlted States
played a major role in the adoption cf a mseasure strengthening the eall for perties 1o submit
available data (o catch, effort, discsrd and trude) and establishing a process for ICCAT s
seiemtific body o ensure it las the best available data to conduct shark stock assessments, In
2047, the United States introduced n measure in the Sustxinable Fisherles Resolution at the
United Mations Geneml Assembly. The messure calls upon regional fisheries mansgement
organizations and States with the competence to regulate fisheries in which sharks are taken
directly or as byeatch to adopt snd implement messures, in accordanee with the precautianary
approach, ccosystem appronches, snd international lvw and guidance to lurther the conservation
pnd sustninable managensent of alearss,

Tha FALQ 15 soating & workshop in Movember 2008 to bring together hisheries experts from a
representative number of nain shark fishing and trading countries 1o discuss and agree upon the
main limitations and opporbanitics for improving the monitering of shark fisierves and
international trade in shark prodacts, The Unlted States swill participate in ths workshop.
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