BLUE SHARKS REMAIN AT RISK
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Shortfin mako shark (Isurus oxyrinchus)
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South Atlantic stock likely
fully exploited.



In 2008, ICCAT scientists produced some long-
standing advice for sharks, recommending
management measures for species with the greatest
biological vulnerability, and noting that landings
prohibitions could be effective 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 Atldntico
y el Mediterrdneo insta a ICCAT a:

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

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

* 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
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

* Reducir los desembarques de
tintoreras (Prionace glauca)

e Acabar con el aleteo de

tiburones en el mar

The organizations that
make up the Shark
League have exceptional
collective experience
in science-based shark
conservation and a history
of successful collaboration.

oSle ipdy JadioWl i

L) e 33591 iyl 29,85 oS 0

o) s & Gl ile A3Y S s«

Shark Advocates International
(Washington, DC, USA) is a project
of The Ocean Foundation based on
25 years of expertise in securing
science-based shark and ray
fishing limits, threatened species
protections, and finning bans at local,
national, and international levels.

Shark Trust (Devon, UK) is
the United Kingdom’s leading
conservation organization dedicated
to sharks and rays, with a 20-year
record of effective independent and
collaborative advocacy toward key
UK and EU policy gains.

Website: www.sharkleague.org | Email: info@sharkleague.org
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Sonja Fordham

President Director of Conservation
ali@sharktrust.org

sonja@sharkadvocates.org
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Ali Hood Ania Budziak
Associate Director, Programs
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projectaware.org

Project AWARE (California, USA)
brings to the shark and ray policy
debate the special, influential
voice of its global constituency
of 1.2 million scuba divers,
along with an extensive network
for communications and citizen
action.

Ecology Action Centre (Nova
Scotia, Canada) is a recognized
leader in Canadian conservation
policy, and the only Canadian
conservation group consistently
engaging on shark policy issues at
national and international levels.

Ecology
Action
Centre

ecologyaction.ca

Katie Schleit

KSchleit@ecologyaction.ca

Senior Marine Campaign Coordinator
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2017 Meeting of the International
Commission for the Conservation
of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
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