JAPAN BELIZE REPUBLIC OF KOREA BELIZE REPUBLIC OF KOREA

CANADA _ 20t 12t 5t JAPAN 15t ot

S3t MEXICO 93t COTE D'IVOIRE
SENEGAL / 2t / at

\EC \ TRINIDAD & TOBAGO SOUTH AFRICA = SENEGAL
ot 244t \ &

Heavily fished blue sharks remain at risk for overfishing due ICCAT Parties should establish hard blue shark catch limits
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Shortfin mako shark
(Isurus oxyrinchus)
* Age of maturity (?): 18-21 years
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The alarm bells ¢ i ve never El Salvador , Equatorial
been louder. For tl d North Atlantic Honduras i Gabon Guinea
population, the Stan mittee on Research and .
Statistics (SCRS) repo - COMPREHEND THE TIMESCALE Nicaragua Angola
e Current fishing restric ie halt decline; ; I 5 g Panama e Namibia .
e Recovery would likely take ~2- ‘even if fishing mortality Zy SOHIE P;rt:e.s’ ef I R B Venezuela o S
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¢ Banning retention without exception is the most effective for risky and/or irresponsible fishing practices. § 50 §> and Principe - IFZCAT Parties proposing or supporting

immediate step; Retention bans shift the incentive to avoidance. _g' 40 / / - % i Tieqirement
¢ Additional bycatch mitigation measures are also warranted. = \ / / __,_-—-——-"/- 2%

MAXIMISE CHANCES FOR SUCCESS 2 > \ /,/ / 3 ’ Requiring that sharks be landed with their fins naturall
£ . 52 STRENGTHEN ICCAT’S FINNING BAN Reauiring y
USE CAUTION While shortfin makos are inherently 5 \:\_)/_‘_/__/ a9 : o : attached can:
The SCRS warns that South Atlantic makos are likely headed vulnerable, the species has a relatively low z : g3 ICCAT's ban on shark finning (the wasteful practice of * ease enforc'ement, :
down the same path as those in the North. Banning take rate of post-release mortality (studies show 4 g g3 slicing off a shark’s fins and discarding the body at sea) ¢ eliminate wiggle-room to fin sharks, and
from this population is prudent in the face of uncertainty and up to 77% survive). Retention bans coupled g 2019 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040 2045 2050 2055 2060 2065 2070 R relies on a fin-to-carcass ratio limit that is hard to enforce e facilitate collection of species-specific catch data.
enforcement challenges. Also, because longfin makos are with proper handling techniques offer the R £5 and exacerbates inadequacies in shark catch information.
similar in appearance, range, and vulnerability, mako best hope for achieving the dramatic It is high time that ICCAT adopted this increasingly accepted
retention bans should cover both species mortality reductions that Mo o TAC (t) =0 =300 500 =700 1100 S IdE A best practice for effective finning ban enforcement.
: Y 4 . (all mortality, including dead discards)

ATLANTI c SHO RTFI N MAKO 2004 Rec. 04-10: SCRS 2005 SCRS: Reduce F 2008 SCRs: North Atlantic overfishing 2012 sCRs: F should not 2017 SCRS: Ban retention 2019 scRrs: Ban retention

to revisit status in 2005, on North Atlantic stock. suggested, stock depletion of ~50%. increase. Enhanced ERA for North Atlantic, mitigate for North Atlantic, mitigate
OVE RFI s H I N G " A TI M ELI N E advise on options, ERA: high vulnerability, low confirms high vulnerability, low bycatch, limit South Atlantic bycatch, limit South Atlantic
A assess by 2007. productivity among 11 species. productivity among 16 species. catch to <2001t. catch to >2001t.

More than a decade of warning signs met with inadequate responses

2001 SCRs Sub-Committee 2004 scrs: North 2005 Rec 05-05: CPCs 2007 Rec. 07-06: 2008 Both mako sharks listed 2010 Rec. 10-06: CPCs shall ban 2014 Rec. 14-06: CPCs shall 2017 Rec. 17-08 falls 2019 Both 2019 Both

on Bycatch begins Atlantic stock overfished,  shall reduce F on North CPCs shall reduce under CMS Appendix Il. retention if catch data is not improve reporting, SCRS far short of SCRS mako species ~ mako species

assessment process. overfishing may be Atlantic stock. F on North properly reported (starting in 2013). assessment by 2016. advice, aims for classified as listed on
occurring, South Atlantic Atlantic stock. live-release, but allows Endangered on CITES

stock likely fully exploited. multiple exceptions. IUCN Red List.  Appendix Il.
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A decade ago, the SCRS recommended
conservation action for shark species with the
greatest biological vulnerability, and retention
bans as effective measures for species with high
longline survivorship. Since then, ICCAT has
prohibited retention of bigeye threshers, oceanic
whitetips, most hammerheads, and silky sharks.
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The Shark League of the Atlantic
& Mediterranean Urges ICCAT to:

e Ban mako shark retention
e Curb blue shark landings
* End at-sea shark fin removal

La Liga de tiburones para el Atléntico

y el Mediterrdneo insta a ICCAT a:

e Prohibir la retencién a bordo
de marrajos (Isurus oxyrinchus)

* Reducir los desembarques de
tintoreras (Prionace glauca)

e Acabar con el aleteo de
tiburones en el mar

Shark Advocates International is Project AWARE is a global

La Shark League for the Atlantic and
Mediterranean demande a la CICTA :

e d'interdire la rétention a bord
des requins-taupes bleus

e de limiter les débarquements
de requins peau bleu

e de mettre un terme a la découpe
des nageoires de requins en mer
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Intrinsically vulnerable, even among sharks

Shortfin mako sharks ranked first among
20 pelagic shark stocks for vulnerability
to ICCAT fisheries based on Euclidean Tiger shark
distance, and third overall in the 2012

ICCAT Ecological Risk Assessment (ERA).
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Figure 2. Vulnerability ranks for 20 stocks of pelagic sharks calculated with three
methods: Euclidean distance (v1), multiplicative (v2), and arithmetic mean (v3).
A lower rank indicates higher risk. Stocks listed in decreasing risk order according to
the sum of the three indices. Red highlight indicates risks scores 1-5; yellow, 6-10;
blue, 11-15; and green, 16-20. Productivity values ranked from lowest to highest.
Species in bold are prohibited. * Some exceptions apply

These groups, with support from
the Shark Conservation Fund,
formed the Shark League of the
Atlantic and Mediterranean to
advance responsible regional
shark and ray conservation policies

a project of The Ocean Foundation
dedicated to securing science-
based shark and ray policies.

Shark Trust is a UK charity working
to safeguard the future of sharks
through positive change.

Website: www.sharkleague.org | Email: info@sharkleague.org
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sharkadvocates.org

Sonja Fordham Ali Hood
President Director of Conservation
ali@sharktrust.org

sonja@sharkadvocates.org
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projectaware.org

lan Campbell,
Associate Director Policy and Campaigns Marine Program, Senior Coordinator
ian.campbell@projectaware.org

movement for ocean protection
powered by a community of
adventurers.

Ecology Action Centre promotes
sustainable, ocean-based
livelihoods, and marine conservation
in Canada and internationally.

Ecology
Action
Centre

ecologyaction.ca

Shannon Arnold

sarnold@ecologyaction.ca
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2019 Meeting of the International
Commission for the Conservation
of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)

A critical opportunity to safeguard
vulnerable Atlantic sharks
through sound fishing limits

and best practices

for the Atlantic
ud Mediterranean
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