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2. Glossary 

2.1. Acronyms: Concepts and terms. 

ACDR  MSC Announcement Comment Draft Report  

B0 Virgin biomass 

BB Baitboat 

Bcurr Most recent biomass estimated from the stock assessment 

BRP  Biological Reference Points  

Bsafety Safety level. Proxy for the limit reference point 

Cmax Maximum catch limit 

CAB  Conformity Assessment Body (in the case of this assessment the CAB is Bureau Veritas)  

CMM IOTC Conservation and Management Measures 

CoC  Chain of Custody  

COC  Code of Conduct  

CPCs  Contracting Parties and Cooperating Non-Contracting Parties of the IOTC Convention  

CPRDR MSC Client and Peer Review Draft Report  

CPUE  Catch per Unit of Effort  

E Exploitation rate -proxy for Fishing mortality 

Etarg Exploitation rate associated with an equilibrium biomass of the target reference point 

ERS Electronic Reporting System 

ETP  Endangered, Threatened and Protected  

EEZ Exclusive Economic Zones 

f/v  Fishing vessel  

FMSY  Fishing mortality at MSY  

Ftarget  Management objective based on a fishing mortality rate that should be achieved and maintained  

FAD  Fish Aggregating Device  

FCP  MSC Fisheries Certification Process 

FS Free swimming (tuna) school  

HCRs  Harvest Control Rules.  

IO Indian ocean 

LF Longline (fresh tuna) 

LL Longline 

LRP Limit Reference Point 

LS School associated with drifting floating objects 

LTL Low Trophic Level (species) 

P1, P2, 
P3 

MSC Principles (1,2 & 3) 

PI MSC Performance Indicator 

PR  Peer Reviewer  

PRI  Point where recruitment would be impaired  

PCDR  MSC Public Comment Draft Report  

PCR  MSC Public Comment Report  

PSLS EU and Seychelles FAD-associated purse seine 

MCS  Monitoring, Control and Surveillance  

MSE  Management Strategy Evaluation  

MSY  Maximum Sustainable Yield  

Res IOTC Resolution 
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SB Spawning biomass 

SFPA Sustainable Fishery Partnership Agreements (concluded between the EU and other countries) 

SG MSC Scoring Guidepost 

SKJ Skipjack tuna 

SS3 Stock Synthesis 3 (stock assessment model) 

SSB Spawning stock biomass. Total weight of all sexually mature fish in the stock  

SSBmgt  Spawning-Stock Biomass trigger level included into management plan  

SSBMSY Spawning-stock Biomass at Maximum Sustainable Yield 

RTTP-IO Regional Tuna Tagging Project – Indian Ocean 

TAC Total Allowable Catch 

TRP Target Reference Point 

UoA  Unit of Assessment  

UoC  Unit of Certification  

VME  Vulnerable Marine Ecosystem  

VMS  Vessel Monitoring System  

YFT Yellowfin tuna 

 

2.2. Acronyms: Institutions, organization, bodies, agreements and 

programmes. 

AGAC Spanish Association of Large Tuna Freezers  

ANABAC  National Spanish Association of Ship owners of Freezer Tuna Vessels  

AZTI Basque Technological Centre in Marine and Food innovation  

BV  Bureau Veritas  

CCAMLR Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources 

CCBST Commission for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna 

CFTO Compagnie Française du Thon Océanique 

DCS (IOTC) Developing Coastal States 

EU European Union 

FAO  Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations  

IOC Indian Ocean Commission 

IOTC Indian Ocean Tuna Commission 

MSC  Marine Stewardship Council  

PNA Parties to the Nauru Agreement 

PSMA  FAO Port State Measures Agreement  

RFMO  Regional Fisheries Management Organization (e.g. IOTC)  

SC Scientific Committee of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission 

SIDS (IOTC) Small Island Developing States 

SIOFA Southern Indian Ocean Fishery Agreement 

SWIOFIS
H2 

Southwest Indian Ocean Fisheries Governance and Shared Growth Project 

TAAF Terres Australes et Antartiques Françaises 

TCAC IOTC Technical Committee on allocation criteria 

TWG  Joint (RFMOs) Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE) Technical Working Group  

WGFAD IOTC ad hoc Working Group on FADs 

WPTT IOTC Working Party on Tropical Tunas 

WWF  World Wildlife Fund  
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3. Executive summary 

The current ANABAC Indian Ocean Purse seine Skipjack tuna fishery (MSC-F-31617) merged with Echebastar Indian 
Ocean purse seine skipjack tuna fishery (MSC-F-30029), on the 25th of February 2025.  The consolidated fishery´s 
name is ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery and holds a valid certificate (MSC-F-31617) until 11th of 
February 2029. This scope extension purpose is to include yellowfin tuna within the ANABAC Indian Ocean Purse seine 
Skipjack tuna fishery certificate. 

The current scope extension has been assessed against the MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.3 and the default 
assessment tree (Annex SA) of the MSC Fisheries Standard, v2.01. This report comprises the scope extension of 
ANABAC Indian Ocean Purse seine Skipjack tuna fishery, to assess Indian Ocean yellowfin tuna as an additional 
Principle 1 species. The client has requested this scope extension in light of recent developments addressing key 
concerns previously raised about the status and management of Indian Ocean yellowfin tuna. A gap analysis, published 
with the announcement of this scope extension (available here), identified the necessity of assessing P1 for Yellowfin 
Tuna. However, Performance Indicators for P2 do not require rescoring, as the fishery remains the same as the ANABAC 
Indian Ocean Purse Seine Skipjack Tuna fishery. Regarding P3, all Performance Indicators remain the same as the 
ANABAC Indian Ocean Purse Seine Skipjack Tuna fishery, except for PI 3.2.2. Following harmonization in September-
October between CABs (see section 11.8), a specific condition for YFT has been opened in PI 3.2.2 SIb. (see section 
11.5) 
 
The first step for the assessment team was to complete the ACDR using the information provided in the Client Document 
Checklist, and public information from scientific literature, science-based reports and administration. The ACDR was 
published at the fishery-specific site in the MSC website for a 30-day consultation period. One stakeholder sent their 
comments to the ACDR: The International Seafood Sustainability Foundation (ISSF). The comments received during 
the consultation period together with the content of the ACDR were contrasted and discussed with relevant stakeholders 
(AZTI and the client) during the off-site visit between June 16 and 17 2025 (see section 11.2 for more details on the 
visit). After the site-visit the client and AZTI provided new documents. The team modified the ACDR accordingly after 
the visit to prepare the CPRDR, which was handed to the client and peer reviewers following the FCP2.3. #7.19.2. Upon 
receiving the peer reviewers’ comments, the assessment team thoroughly addressed all issues raised by revising the 
report as needed and incorporating both the PRs’ feedback and the team’s responses into the Public Comment Draft 
Report (PCDR). The team also verified that the Client Action Plan (CAP), developed in response to the identified 
condition, complied with FCP 2.3 #7.19.7 and #7.19.8.  

 
The PCDR was published on September 19, 2025, for a 30-day consultation period. Comments from ISSF were 
received, reviewed and responded. No follow-up comments from the PR were received. As stated before, a condition 
was opened on SI 3.2.2.b, therefore the assessment team included the rationale for this SI (see Section 10.3) and the 
respective condition (see Section 11.5). This information was sent to the client for the preparation of the respective 
Client Action Plan. The client submitted the CAP, and the team included it in the assessment report and verified that it 
complied with the opened condition and adhered to FCP2.3 # 7.19.7 and #7.19.8. The Final Draft Report (FDR) which 
was published on October 31st, 2025. Since no objections were received at the closing date of the objection period, the 
team prepared this Public Certification Report (PCR) which informs the client, peer reviewers, stakeholders and general 
public the final determination reached by the team and the CAB regarding the results of the assessment of the Scope 
extension for Yellowfin tuna for the ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery fishery against the MSC-
Fisheries Standard v2.01. 
 
The team responses to the stakeholders’ comments to the ACDR are presented in section 11.4 (the original templates 
with stakeholders comments are available on track a fishery), the team responses to the PRs’ comments to the CPRDR 
are presented in section 11.3, while the Client Action Plan is presented in section 11.6. The assessment process 
follows the MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.3 using the default assessment tree (Annex SA) of the MSC Fisheries 
Standard, v2.01. 

 
This report was prepared by Bureau Veritas Certification Holding SAS. The assessment team for this Scope extension 
was comprised of Lisa Borges who is mainly responsible for assessing P1, and Natalia Mora acting as Team Leader 
and ensuring compliance with the MSC Fisheries Certification Process and Standard. 

 

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@view
https://www.iss-foundation.org/
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/echebastar-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-tuna/@@assessments
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This new fishery overlaps with several MSC-certified fisheries (see section 11.8 for more details). Thus, harmonisation 
following Annex PB (FCP) is required. Processes, activities, and specific outcomes of efforts to harmonise fishery 
assessments are described in section 11.8  

 

Strengths: 

- The stock is assessed quantitively and is estimated to be at MSY levels, not considered to be overfished and 
not subject to overfishing according to the most recent 2024 assessment. 

- Resolution 15/10 on RPs and Resolution 21/01 on the rebuilding plan for yellowfin tuna can be regarded as a 
formal agreement that the harvest strategy is responsive to the state of the stock if it declines below 
management targets and specifies how the harvest strategy is designed to achieve stock management 
objectives. 

- Finally, sufficient relevant information is collected to support the harvest strategy.  

Weaknesses 

- There are only generally understood HCRs in place as long as there is no common sharing agreement of the 
total yellowfin TAC by all CPCs. 

- There is also only some evidence that tools used or available to implement HCRs are appropriate and effective 
in controlling exploitation. 

- There are also still uncertainties regarding data and model assumptions, although these will be further explored 
and studied in the future. 

- The decision-making process at IOTC lacks of timely response to the serious / important issue of TAC 
overshoot for YFT. 
 

The assessment team confirms that the scope extension for Yellowfin tuna for the ANABAC Indian Ocean 
purse seine skipjack fishery complies with the MSC Fisheries Standard. Thus, the assessment team and Bureau 

Veritas determines that the fishery should get the MSC-Fisheries Certificate, subject to the progress on the 
conditions set. 

 

4. Report details 

 

4.1. Authorship and peer review details  

 

Table 4.1.1. Authorship and assessment team 

Role Name Area of expertise   

Team leader Natalia Mora Alvarez  Natalia Mora is an Anthropologist from the Pontifical Catholic 
University of Peru and a Msc in Urban Management and 
Development from Erasmus University Rotterdam. She has 
experience in governance and research in socioenvironmental 
matters related to artisanal fisheries in Peru. She was an 
environmental and social consultant for the Marine Program at 
WWF-Peru, leading and organizing the methodology for the 
participatory process of policy making of “Rules and Regulations 
for the Extraction of Dolphinfish Fish”. 

 Moreover, she was a co-author of the “Practical guide to address 
conflicts related to artisanal fisheries”, providing tools for dialogue 
and negotiation to manage social conflicts. On the other hand, she 
managed prevention, handling and monitoring of social conflicts 
in diverse regions in Peru for the Ministry of Production. 
Developed fieldwork, mapping actors, monitoring and evaluating 
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policy implementation and projecting scenarios for optimum 
results related to artisanal fisheries. She also had an active 
participation in multisectoral spaces created to resolve problems 
related to rules and regulations, lack of infrastructure and 
formalization process of artisanal fishermen. In this matter, she 
had to work hand in hand with different ministries, regional and 
local government, fishermen organizations, academia and private 
sector. 

Natalia joined BV fisheries team in 2024 and had previous 
experience in MSC full assessments and pre-assessment as a P3 
expert.  She meets the competency criteria for Table PC3 (4) 
Fishery management and operations. Moreover, she has 
completed the MSC’s fishery team leader training course, 
therefore, meeting Table PC1 Fishery team leader qualification 
and competency criteria.   

She will act as the Team Leader for this assessment. 

Team members 

 

Lisa Borges Lisa Borges is an experienced fishery scientist, with extensive 
knowledge and experience of assessing the environmental 
impact of fisheries, and discards and bycatch in particular, as well 
as fisheries management policies, including harvest control rules, 
management programmes, and discard policy development. She 
has experience in assessing pelagic and demersal stocks, and is 
familiar with MSC assessment procedures, having participated 
and led several Fisheries Improvement Projects and MSC full 
assessments over the last years.  

Lisa has a BSc in Marine Biology & Fisheries from the University 
of the Algarve (Portugal), an MSc in Fisheries from the University 
of Porto (Portugal), and a PhD on discards from demersal 
fisheries from the National University of Ireland.   

She has worked for three national fisheries research institutes: 
IPIMAR (Portugal), the Marine Institute (Ireland), and IMARES 
(The Netherlands). Her 3 years as Policy Officer for the European 
Commission DG MARE and her consultancy work for FishFix 
since 2010, and as a partner of DiscardLess Project (the project 
of research on discards) ensure she meets qualification and 
competency criteria established in PC3 for (i) Fishery 
management and operations.   

Additionally, her expertise in the areas of bycatch and discards, 
including multitude of publications on discard policy and 
procedures, and Chair/Co-Chair in several international 
conferences, workshops and working groups ensures she meets 
qualification and competency criteria established in PC3 for (ii) 
Fishing impacts on aquatic. In addition, she was a member of 
STECF, a scientific committee for advice on fisheries (including 
aspects on stock assessment, management, environmental 
impact, among others). Her appropriate skills and experience 
serve as a Principle 1 assessor as described in Table PC3 (i) Fish 
stock assessment. Bureau Veritas confirms she has no conflicts 
of interest in relation to the fishery audit.  

 

The MSC’s Peer Review College compiled the following shortlist of potential peer reviewers to undertake the peer 
review for this fishery: 

• Peter Trott  
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• Tim Emery   

As a scope extension, only one review was selected as ‘PR A’from the list above. The list was announced in the MSC 
website on July 16th 2025, and no stakeholder comments were received. For more information on the experience and 
qualifications of the peer reviewers please check the announcement (click here to download it). Further details are 
available on request by email to the Peer Review College (PeerReviewCollege@msc.org). 

 

4.2. Version details  

 

Details on the version of the fisheries program documents used for this assessment are presented in table below. 

Table 4.2.1: Fisheries program documents versions 

Document/Assessment Tree Version number/Type 

MSC Fisheries Certification Process Version 2.3 

MSC Fisheries Standard Version 2.01 

Assessment tree Default (see section 6) 

MSC General Certification Requirements Version 2.7 

MSC Reporting Template Version 1.3 

 

5. Unit(s) of Assessment and Unit(s) of Certification 

 

5.1. Unit(s) of Assessment 

 

Table 5.1.1 shows the Units of Assessment considered for this Scope Extension.  

Table 5.1.1: Unit(s) of Assessment (UoA) 

UoA 3 Description  

Target Stock Yellowfin tuna (Thunnus albacares) Indian Ocean stock 

Geographical area FAO 51 & 57 (Indian Ocean Western and Central) 

Fishing gear type(s) and, if 
relevant, vessel type(s) 

Purse Seine (FAD and FSC) 

Client group Purse seiners owned and operated by ATUNSA group (ATUNSA and ATUNSA 
INC) and PEVASA group (PEVASA and Beach Fishing LTD) 

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
mailto:PeerReviewCollege@msc.org
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Other eligible fishers All vessels belonging to ANABAC are eligible to be covered by the MSC certificate. 
Adherence to said certificate as an eligible fisher shall be subject to compliance with 
the Code of Conduct, terms, and conditions of ANABAC. 

Among the conditions are the requirements specified in the Unit of Certification 
defined in the assessment and their methods and catches must comply with these 
requirements. In the event of other eligible fishers to access the certificate, the 
current members will enter into negotiations on access taking into account the 
above and based on equitable sharing cost as determined by the ANABAC 
members. 

UoA 4 Description 

Target Stock Yellowfin tuna (Thunnus albacares) Indian Ocean stock 

Geographical area FAO 51 & 57 (Indian Ocean Western and Central) 

Fishing gear type(s) and, if 
relevant, vessel type(s) 

Purse Seine (FAD and FSC) 

Client group Purse seiners owned and operated by the ECHEBASTAR group (Echebastar 
Fleet SLU and Hartswater Limited)   

Other eligible fishers All vessels belonging to ANABAC are eligible to be covered by the MSC certificate. 
Adherence to said certificate as an eligible fisher shall be subject to compliance with 
the Code of Conduct, terms, and conditions of ANABAC. 

Among the conditions are the requirements specified in the Unit of Certification 
defined in the assessment and their methods and catches must comply with these 
requirements. In the event of other eligible fishers to access the certificate, the 
current members will enter into negotiations on access taking into account the 
above and based on equitable sharing cost as determined by the ANABAC 
members. 

 

5.2. Unit(s) of Certification 

 

Table 5.2.1 shows the Units of Certification considered for this Scope Extension.  

Table 5.2.1.: Unit(s) of Certification (UoC) 

UoC 3 Description  

Target Stock Yellowfin tuna (Thunnus albacares) Indian Ocean stock 

Geographical area FAO 51 & 57 (Indian Ocean Western and Central) 

Fishing gear type(s) and, if 
relevant, vessel type(s) 

Purse seiners owned and operated by ATUNSA group (ATUNSA and ATUNSA 
INC) and PEVASA group (PEVASA and Beach Fishing LTD) 
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Client group All vessels belonging to ANABAC are eligible to be covered by the MSC certificate. 
Adherence to said certificate as an eligible fisher shall be subject to compliance with 
the Code of Conduct, terms, and conditions of ANABAC. 

Among the conditions are the requirements specified in the Unit of Certification 
defined in the assessment and their methods and catches must comply with these 
requirements. In the event of other eligible fishers to access the certificate, the 
current members will enter into negotiations on access taking into account the 
above and based on equitable sharing cost as determined by the ANABAC 
members. 

UoC 4 Description 

Target Stock Yellowfin tuna (Thunnus albacares) Indian Ocean stock 

Geographical area FAO 51 & 57 (Indian Ocean Western and Central) 

Fishing gear type(s) and, if 
relevant, vessel type(s) 

Purse seiner owned and operated by ECHEBASTAR group  (Echebastar Fleet 
SLU and Hartswater Limited) 

Client group All vessels belonging to ANABAC are eligible to be covered by the MSC certificate. 
Adherence to said certificate as an eligible fisher shall be subject to compliance with 
the Code of Conduct, terms, and conditions of ANABAC. 

Among the conditions are the requirements specified in the Unit of Certification 
defined in the assessment and their methods and catches must comply with these 
requirements. In the event of other eligible fishers to access the certificate, the 
current members will enter into negotiations on access taking into account the 
above and based on equitable sharing cost as determined by the ANABAC 
members. 

 

6. Confirmation of scope 

The fishery under assessment includes both purse seine sets on free schools as well as sets in association with Fish 
Aggregating Devices (FADs) and other floating objects. All activities that involve associated set types in this fishery are 
considered enhanced, falling in the category of Habitat-modified enhanced fishery (G7.4.8.7 FCP v2.3.) The criteria for 
determining whether the fishery is enhanced are shown in the following Table 6.1 (scope criteria for eligible enhanced 
fisheries) and the fishery shall only be eligible for assessment if it conforms to all the scope criteria. 

Table 6.1. MSC Scope criteria for eligible enhanced fisheries. 

A Linkages to and maintenance of a wild stock Met? 

i 

At some point in the production process, the system relies upon the capture of fish from the 
wild environment. Such fish may be taken at any stage of the life cycle including eggs, larvae, 
juveniles or adults. The “wild environment” in this context includes marine, freshwater and any 
other aquatic ecosystems. 

Yes 

ii 
The species are native to the geographic region of the fishery and the natural production 
areas from which the fishery catch originates. 

Yes 

iii 
There are natural reproductive components of the stock from which the fishery’s catch 
originates that maintain themselves without having to be restocked every year. 

Yes 
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iv 

Where fish stocking is used in hatch-and-catch (HAC) systems, such stocking does not form a 
major part of a current rebuilding plan for depleted stocks. 

 
Note: This requirement shall apply to the current status of the fishery. Wild stocks shall be 
managed by other conventional means. If rebuilding has been done by stocking in the past, it 
shall not result in an out-of-scope determination as long as other measures are now in place. 

Not 
relevant, 
not HAC 

B Feeding and husbandry 

i 

The production system operates without substantial augmentation of food supply. In HAC 
systems, any feeding is used only to grow the animals to a small size prior to release (not 
more than 10% of the average adult maximum weight), such that most of the total growth (not 
less than 90%) is achieved during the wild phase. In catch-and-grow (CAG) systems, feeding 
during the captive phase is only by natural means (e.g. filter feeding in mussels), or at a level 
and duration that provide only for the maintenance of condition (e.g. crustaceans in holding 
tanks) rather than to achieve growth. 

Yes 

ii 
In CAG systems, production during the captive phase does not routinely require disease 
prevention involving chemicals or compounds with medicinal prophylactic properties. 

Yes 

C Habitat and ecosystem impacts 

i 

Any modifications to the habitat of the stock are reversible and do not cause serious or 
irreversible harm to the natural ecosystem’s structure and function. 
 
Note: Habitat modifications that are not reversible, are already in place and are not created 
specifically for the fishery shall be in scope. This includes: 
 
• Large-scale artificial reefs. 
• Structures associated with enhancement activities that do not cause irreversible harm to the 
natural ecosystem inhabited by the stock, such as salmon fry farms next to river systems. 

Yes 

If the scope of the fishery contains an enhanced fishery that is not covered in Annexes SB (bivalves) and SC (salmon), 
the CAB is required to review and if necessary, modify the default tree taking into account the performance indicator 
required to assess the enhancement. 

The team has determined that no modifications to the default assessment tree are required. This conclusion is reached 
based on the following:  

1. There is no unequivocal empirical evidence that FADs represent an ‘ecological trap’ that inherently disrupts 
tuna biology.  

2. The potential for lost, abandoned or discarded FADs causing habitat damage is sufficiently addressed in the 
scoring of the Habitats Component.  

For more details, please review ecosystem and habitat components of PCR of the ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine 
skipjack fishery 

 

7. Overview of the fishery 
 

7.1. Client group 

ANABAC was established in 1974 with the objective of representing the interests of Spanish companies engaged in the 
tropical tuna fishery. Currently, ANABAC comprises three groups of Spanish ship owners located in Bermeo, Basque 
Country: ATUNSA, PEVASA, and ECHEBASTAR. 

A total of 19 vessels are associated to ANABAC, all of which operate in tropical waters of the Atlantic or Indian Ocean. 
In case of certification the list of vessels will be published on MSC website.  

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/
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7.2. Fishing area 

The fishery fleet operates primarily in high seas of the Indian Ocean within the geographical FAO divisions 51 and 57 
of the Indian Ocean (see Figure 7.2.1.) area covers both international waters (high seas) as well as the Exclusive 
Economic Zones (EEZs) of coastal and island Indian Ocean states. 

 

 

Figure 7.2.1. Fishing Operation Locations in FAO Major Fishing Areas 51 (Eastern Indian Ocean) and 57 (Western 
Indian Ocean). Source: IOTC: https://www.iotc.org/). 

 

The fishery is developed under the jurisdiction of the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC), of which Seychelles and 
Spain (the flagging vessels of the assessed purse seine vessels) are Contracting Parties since July and October 1995 
respectively. The fishery reports its catches and fishing operations to IOTC through their respective CPCs. 

The fishing area access to EEZ is obtained through direct agreements or public agreements with coastal states, such 
as the EU sustainable fisheries partnership agreements for EU vessels. ANABAC negotiates direct agreements with 
some governments (i.e., Tanzania) and establish fishing conditions for EU and non-EU vessels (as in the case of the 
evaluated fleet). The licenses obtained are validated by the Government of Seychelles and Spain and notified to IOTC. 
Catches in different zones may vary significantly between years for any specific month given the migration patterns of 
tuna, but typically much of ANABAC catches are made in high seas areas. (see Figure 7.2.2.) 

 

https://www.iotc.org/
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Figure 7.2.2. Set locations for the ANABAC UoAs fishery for the period 2016-2020 combined. EEZs locations. 
Source: Client checklist from IOTC (IOTC-2018-TCAC04-DATA05). 

The public agreements include prohibitions for fishing in certain areas, describe the species prohibited to fish and/or 
retain onboard (generally following IOTC Recommendations where not otherwise specified), specify requirements of 
notification of entry/exit of the fishing zone, electronic reporting system (ERS), vessel monitoring system (VMS) 
requirements, and in some cases specific requirements to carry national observers. The licenses obtained are validated 
by the Government of Seychelles and Spain and notified to the IOTC. 

 

7.3. Description of the assessed fleet and fishing operations 

7.3.1. Fishing practices  

The ANABAC fleet consists of vessels ranging in length from approximately 45 to 100 meters. The fleet employs two 
primary fishing methods, alternating between: i) sets on free swimming tuna schools (FSC sets), and; ii) sets on Fish 
Aggregating Devices (FAD sets).  

The basic purse seine fishing operation termed a cast or a drop, involves encircling a tuna school within a long panel of 
net that is floated on the surface and weighted along the bottom (as shown in Figure 7.3.1.). According to the FAO 
International Statistical Classification of Fishing Gear and code (He et al., 2021), the purse seine consists of a set of 
flexible structures with netting that can extend up to 1700 meters in length and 200 meters in vertical drop, which are 
designed to surround schools of tuna and sink quickly. The gear is suspended from floats, with netting located below 
the surface. Modern tropical tuna purse seiners operating in the Atlantic usually have nets that are around 1500-1850 
meters long and 250-280 meters deep. A steel cable running along the bottom of the net is tightened to "purse" the net 
and trap the school inside (Rios et al. 2024). 

The fishery purse seine Indian Ocean tropical tuna fishery is carried out entirely in the epipelagic ecosystem, always 
above 120 m depth. While the net has a mean depth of 260 m, due to the way of operating with the purse line (a 
drawstring) to close the bottom of the seine, it never operates more than 120 m deep. The fishery is conducted always 
in waters considerably deeper (up to several thousand meters). Therefore, purse seiners do not come into contact with 
benthic habitat or affect vulnerable marine habitats and it only interacts with the water column.  Observer reports and 
logbook records show no instances of fishing gear damage resulting from seabed interactions. Additionally, there are 
no reports of lost fishing gear from these operations (Source: Client checklist 2025). 
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Figure 7.3.1. The basic purse seine fishing operation. Copyright: Australian Fisheries Management Authority 

 

Searching for the fish schools and assessing their size and direction of movement is a crucial part of the fishing 
operation. Purse seine fleets are equipped with advanced electronic systems, such as echo sounders, sonar, and track 
plotters to locate and track schools, assessing their size and movement and keeping in touch with the school while it is 
surrounded with the seine net. This includes a modern communications network that is closely related to the remote 
sensing systems. These systems provide satellite information to help locate the schools of fish associated with FADs 
fitted with beacons, hence allowing the fishers to plan their fishing strategy in advance. The bridge is also fitted with 
radars (even radars for detecting birds as these are often associated with schools of tuna) and other positioning and 
detection systems. Crows’ nests may be built on the masts for further visual support. A very heavy boom, which carries 
the power block, is fitted in the mast. On deck there are three drum purse seine winches and a power block, with other 
specific winches to handle the heavy boom and net. Vessels are usually equipped with a skiff (Rios et al., 2024). 

Once the fish school is captured, the net is drawn up beside the vessel and fish are transferred aboard, where the catch 
is immediately frozen in a super-chilled brine solution. Modern purse seiners are large industrial vessels with a fish well 
capacity up to 3,000 m3 at around -20°C and are thus suitable for storing their catch before returning to port to land or 
tranship catch and resupply. The number of wells and their capacity will vary according to vessel size. See Section 9 - 
Traceability and eligibility for further details. 

 

7.3.2. FAD sets: definition and data reporting requirements 

Fish Aggregating Devices (FADs) are floating objects designed to attract fish, particularly tuna, by creating an artificial 
habitat for smaller fish, which in turn attract larger predators. Fishers have utilized the associative behaviour of fish by 
deploying purpose-built fish aggregating devices in the ocean to enhance and accelerate their catches. Over the past 
decade, FAD designs have been modified to minimize the risk of entangling turtles and sharks. Initially, this was 
achieved by using 'sausage nets' instead of hanging net panels. Since 2020, the construction of these devices has 
completely eliminated the use of nets. 

The ad hoc Working Group on FADs (WGFAD), established by Resolution 15/09, focuses on key aspects of FAD 
management and environmental impact mitigation. Its primary objectives include exploring methods to reduce the 
ecological impacts of FADs through improved design, such as non-entangling FADs and the use of biodegradable 
materials. The WGFAD is also tasked with developing a new FAD marking scheme and formulating recommendations 
for a comprehensive FAD tracking and recovery policy. This policy aims to address FAD tracking, reporting of lost FADs, 
alerting coastal states about potentially beaching FADs, and establishing procedures for FAD recovery, including cost-
sharing arrangements. The working group operates under the Commission's directive to address these critical aspects 
of FAD management. 
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In accordance with the Commission's requirements, since Resolution 13/08, Seychelles and EU-Spain have been 
submitting their annual Management Plans for FAD usage. These plans were subsequently reviewed by the Cooperating 
Non-Contracting Parties (CPCs) and submitted to the Commission. Both Contracting Parties and CPCs have 
demonstrated compliance with regulations concerning the number of FADs in use, annual acquisition of instrumented 
buoys, FAD marking, data reporting, and FAD tracking.  

 

The ANABAC fleet has adhered to all stipulations outlined in Resolution 19/021. The ANABAC fleet participates in 
several initiatives related to FAD management and research on lost FADs. These include: 

• Verification of FAD usage and buoy acquisition: This is accomplished through multiple methods, including FAD 
logbooks completed by each vessel and reported to the flag State, and daily data on active buoys provided by 
suppliers directly to AZTI. AZTI compiles and reports this information monthly to fishing companies and flag 
States. 

• Implementation of non-entangling FADs: Since 2012, ANABAC has adhered to its Code of Good Practices. 
AZTI assesses the percentage of FADs constructed using non-entangling designs and materials for each fishing 
trip. Annual reports are shared with fishing companies, including ANABAC. All ANABAC vessels maintain valid 
certificates for Section 4 of the Standard UNE 195006:2016 on good practices, which is annually audited by 
AZTI. 

To supplement existing measures, the IOTC adopted Resolution 23/03, establishing a voluntary fishing closure in the 
Indian Ocean for tropical tuna conservation. This resolution encourages CPCs to ensure their vessels refrain from fishing 
for tropical tunas in the IOTC area of competence for a minimum of 31 consecutive days annually, starting in 2024. 
Alternatively, CPCs may voluntarily implement catch reductions for yellowfin and other tropical tuna species. 

Furthermore, Resolution 24/02 on management of drifting fish aggregating devices (FADs) that supersedes Res 19/02, 
establishes more detailed specifications for the reporting of catches from sets on FADs and the development of improved 
FAD design to reduce the incidence of entanglement of non-target species FAD-related measures also include: 

• Improved Reporting of Catches on FADs: Detailed specifications are established for the recording and 
reporting of catches made on FADs, ensuring greater transparency and monitoring of their impact on fisheries. 

• Enhanced FAD Design to Reduce Bycatch: The use of non-entangling and biodegradable FADs is 
encouraged to minimize the incidental catch of non-target species, such as sharks and sea turtles. 

• Electronic FAD Register: The IOTC Secretariat will develop an electronic register of instrumented buoys used 
in FADs, which will come into effect on January 1, 2026, facilitating the tracking and control of these devices. 

• Limits on FAD Usage: Progressive restrictions are imposed on the number of instrumented buoys each purse 
seine vessel can use simultaneously, with a gradual reduction from 250 in 2026 to 225 in 2028. 

• FAD Management Plan: CPCs are required to submit FAD management plans, detailing the quantity, 
monitoring, recovery, and strategies to mitigate environmental impacts. 

• Prohibition of FAD Abandonment: The deliberate discarding of FADs is prohibited, and vessels must take 
measures to prevent accidental losses. 

• Mandatory Use of Biodegradable FADs: From 2026 onwards, only biodegradable FADs will be allowed. A 
phased process will be implemented to eliminate FADs made of synthetic materials. 

• Monitoring and Reporting of Lost FADs: Procedures are established to report and recover lost FADs, 
including automatic notification to coastal states if a FAD is deactivated in their EEZ. 

• Reduction in the Use of Support Vessels: The number of supply vessels used in FAD fishing will be 
progressively reduced to minimize environmental impact. 

• Reporting of FAD Activities: Purse seine vessels must record and report all activities associated with FADs, 
including catches, losses, and FAD recovery efforts. 

Other measures that apply to FADs and IOTC fisheries in general include Resolution 23/06 on the conservation of 
cetaceans, Resolution 17/05 on the conservation of sharks caught in IOTC fisheries, Resolution 19/03 on the 
conservation of mobulid rays and Resolution 18/02 on management measures for the conservation of blue sharks 
caught in association with IOTC fisheries. 

 

 

1 Resolution 19/02 was superseded by Resolution 24/02 on management of drifting fish aggregating devices (FADs). 
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7.4. Monitoring of the fishery 

 

Vessels operating in this fishery are required to report their activities to the IOTC. Additionally, these vessels must 
comply with management measures established by both the EU and Seychelles. These measures encompass specific 

reporting requirements related to FADs, unknown vessels, and port state control measures. These vessels utilize real-
time information systems with electronic logbooks and are equipped with satellite vessel monitoring systems (VMS) that 
report to relevant authorities. 

The IOTC has a well-established Compliance Committee which, at the regional level, has the primary responsibility for 
monitoring CPCs' compliance with IOTC conservation and management measures. This monitoring is carried out 
through the evaluation of reports submitted by the CPCs. These evaluations are carried out annually.  

The Compliance Committee is an advisory body of the Commission, which was set up in 2003. With more emphasis 
being placed on compliance in the recent years, the Commission decided to strengthen the Compliance Committee in 
2009, by redefining its terms of reference. It is constituted of policy makers (Commissioners) and fisheries monitoring, 
control, and surveillance (MCS) practitioners. 

The main activities of the Compliance Committee are as follows: 

• Review all aspects of CPCs individual compliance with IOTC Conservation and Management Measures. 

• Review information relevant to compliance from IOTC subsidiary bodies and from Reports of Implementation 
submitted by CPCs, 

• To identify and discuss problems related to the effective implementation of, and compliance with, IOTC 
Conservation and Management Measures, and to make recommendations to the Commission on how to 
address these problems. 

Overall, the level of compliance is satisfactory. Every year, the Compliance Committee publishes annual reports, in 
which information from each CPC and at the global level is analysed. 

The regional level is coordinated through the IOTC and various projects, including the EU-funded Regional Monitoring 
activities based at the Indian Ocean Commission (IOC) in Mauritius, together with the World Bank-funded regional 
component of the SWIOFISH2 project (Southwest Indian Ocean Fisheries Governance and Shared Growth Project), 
which supports, among other components, eligible CPCs to strengthen their capacity to comply with IOTC Resolutions 
and to build MCS capacity. 

The IOTC offers support and guidance to enhance surveillance processes, primarily through recommendations and 
assistance in implementing the FAO Agreement on Port State Measures to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate Illegal, 
Unreported and Unregulated Fishing (PSMA). This support includes the provision of training programs. Both Spain, as 
a member of the European Union, and Seychelles are signatories to the PSMA. The IOTC's efforts in this area aim to 
strengthen the capacity of member states to combat illegal fishing activities and improve overall fisheries management 
in the region. 

Seychelles provides the basis for IOTC MCS capacity, including regional networking. Spain and Seychelles, through 
the EU and national systems, comply with all obligations, including mandatory reporting and data submission. 

The Spanish Administration implements rigorous oversight of its international fishing fleets, ensuring adherence to 
regulations across the entire supply chain, from production to import and marketing. Scientific institutions, such as AZTI 
and the Spanish Institute of Oceanography, conduct thorough analyses of the data submitted by ANABAC. This 
analytical process provides comprehensive information on fleet operations and compliance with various obligations, 
including those related to FAD management. The collaboration between the administration, industry, and scientific 
bodies facilitates a detailed understanding of the fleet's activities and its alignment with regulatory requirements. 
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8. Assessment results overview 

 

8.1. Determination 

 

The assessment team confirms that the scope extension for Yellowfin tuna for the ANABAC Indian Ocean 
purse seine skipjack fishery complies with the MSC Fisheries Standard. Thus, the assessment team and Bureau 

Veritas determines that the fishery should get the MSC-Fisheries Certificate, subject to the progress on the 
conditions set. 

 

 

8.2. Principle level scores 

Table 8.2.1. presents the level scores of the fishery. This scope extension only assesses the P1 and PI 3.2.2 for YFT. 
P2 and the rest of P3 level scores are the ones set in the last published report corresponding to the first surveillance of  
ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery.  

Table 8.2.1 Principle level scores.  

Principle UoA 3 UoA 4 

Principle 1: Target species 82.5 82.5 

Principle 2: Ecosystem impacts 84 84 

Principle 3: Management system 84.8 84.8 

 

 

8.3. Summary of Performance Indicator level scores 

 

This section contains the P1 and P3 performance indicators scores for the Scope extension of the fishery (table 
8.3.1.).  

 

Table 8.3.1. Summary of performance indicator scores. 

Principle Component Weight Performance Indicator (PI) 
Score 
UoC3 

Score 
UoC4 

One 

Outcome 0,333 

1.1.1 Stock status 90 

1.1.2 Stock rebuilding NA 

Management 0,667 

1.2.1 Harvest strategy 85 

1.2.2 Harvest control rules & tools 60 

1.2.3 Information & monitoring 80 

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
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1.2.4 Assessment of stock status 90 

Two* 

Primary species 0,200 

2.1.1 Outcome  

2.1.2 Management strategy  

2.1.3 Information/Monitoring  

Secondary 
species 

0,200 

2.2.1 Outcome  

2.2.2 Management strategy  

2.2.3 Information/Monitoring  

ETP species 0,200 

2.3.1 Outcome  

2.3.2 Management strategy  

2.3.3 Information strategy  

Habitats 0,200 

2.4.1 Outcome  

2.4.2 Management strategy  

2.4.3 Information  

Ecosystem 0,200 

2.5.1 Outcome  

2.5.2 Management  

2.5.3 Information  

Three** 

Governance and 
policy 

0,500 

3.1.1 Legal &/or customary framework  

3.1.2 Consultation, roles & responsibilities  

3.1.3 Long term objectives  

Fishery specific 
management 

system 
0,500 

3.2.1 Fishery specific objectives   

3.2.2 Decision making processes 75 

3.2.3 Compliance & enforcement  

3.2.4 
Monitoring & management performance 
evaluation 

 

* Scores from Principle 2 are not being assessed in this scope extension. For more details of these scores see: ANABAC Indian 
Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery 

** All the scores from Principle 3 except for PI3.2.2. are not being assessed in this scope extension. For more details of these scores 
see: ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery 

 

 

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/
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8.4. Summary of conditions 

The ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery (MSC-F-31617) merged with the Echebastar Indian Ocean 
purse seine skipjack tuna (MSC-F-30029) on 25th February 2025, consolidating the current fishery named the ANABAC 
Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery. According to the first surveillance report published in November 2025, 7 
conditions were closed. Therefore, the fishery has no opened conditions (for more details, see MSC website). 

During the scope extension for YFT, the team has raised two new conditions, Condition 8 (UoA 3 & UoA 4) against PI 
1.2.2. Sia, SIb and SIc and Condition 9 (UoA 3 & UoA 4) against PI 3.2.2.SIb (see table 8.4.1). 

Table 8.4.1: Summary of conditions 

Condition 
number 

Condition PI UoC Status Deadline 
Exceptional 
circum-
stances? 

Carried over 
from 
previous 
certificate? 

Related to 
previous 
condition? 

1 

By the third surveillance audit, the 
client must demonstrate that the 
harvest strategy is responsive to the 
state of the stock and the elements of 
the harvest strategy work together 
towards achieving stock management 
objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1 SG80 
(i.e., it is highly likely that the stock is 
above the PRI and is at or fluctuating 
around a level consistent with MSY). 

1.2.1 SIa 
UoC1 
& 
UoC2 

Closed 2026 No No 

Related to 
existing 
condition on 
this PI set in 
overlapping 
fisheries 

2 

By the third surveillance audit, the 
client must demonstrate that available 
evidence indicates that the tools in use 
are appropriate and effective in 
achieving the exploitation levels 
required under the HCRs. 

1.2.2. SIc 
UoC1 
& 
UoC2 

Closed 2026 No No 

Related to 
existing 
condition on 
this PI set in 
overlapping 
fisheries 

3 

By the third surveillance audit, the 
client must demonstrate that some 
quantitative information is adequate to 
assess the UoA related mortality and 
impact and to determine whether the 
UoA may be a threat to protection and 
recovery of the ETP species 

2.3.3.SIa UoC1  Closed 2026 No No No 

4 

By the fourth surveillance audit, the 
client must demonstrate that 
information is adequate to measure 
trends and support a strategy to 
manage impacts on ETP species 
associated with the UoA 

2.3.3. SIb UoC1  Closed 2027 No No  No 

5 

By the fourth surveillance audit, the 
client must demonstrate that there is 
information adequate to allow for 
identification and analysis of the main 
impacts of dFADs on VME and there 
are reliable records on the spatial 
extent of interaction and on the timing 
and location of use of the fishing gear. 

2.4.3 SIb UoC1  Closed 2027 No No  No 

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
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6 

By the first annual surveillance audit 
following recertification (anticipated to 
be in 2026), the client fishery should 
demonstrate that at IOTC level, 
decision-making processes regarding 
skipjack stock management respond 
to important issues, specifically to 
skipjack catches in excess of the 
annual catch limit corresponding to the 
HCR, in a transparent, timely and 
adaptive manner. This could be done 
by implementing the harvest strategy 
set out in Resolution 16/02 (to be 
superseded by Res 21/03) and in 
Condition 1, or by some other means 
as appropriate. 

3.2.2 SIb 
UoC1 
& 
UoC2 

Closed 2026 No No 

Related to 
existing 
condition on 
this PI set in 
overlapping 
fisheries 

7 

By the third surveillance audit, the 
client must demonstrate for their EU-
flagged vessels that there is no 
evidence of systematic non-
compliance in the use of the AIS. 

3.2.3 SId 
UoC1 
& 
UoC2 

Closed 2026 No No 

Related to 
existing 
condition on 
this PI set in 
overlapping 
fisheries 

8 

By 2029, provide evidence that:  

• SIa: Well defined HCRs are in place 
that ensure that the exploitation rate 
is reduced as the PRI is 
approached, are expected to keep 
the stock fluctuating around a target 
level consistent with (or above) 
MSY.  

• SIb: The HCRs are likely to be 
robust to the main uncertainties.  

• SIc: Available evidence indicates 
that the tools in use are appropriate 
and effective in achieving the 
exploitation levels required under 
the HCRs 

1.2.2 – SIa, 
SIb and SIc 

UoC3 
& 
UoC4 

Open 2029 Yes No No 

9 

By 2029, the client fishery should 
provide evidence that at IOTC level, 
decision-making processes regarding 
yellowfin tuna stock management 
respond to important issues, 
specifically to yellowfin tuna catches. 

IOTC decision-making processes have 
responded to the the possibility of 
catches in excess of the set total 
annual catch by implementing the 
harvest strategy, or by some other 
suitable means. 

 

3.2.2 SIb 
UoC3 
& 
UoC4 

Open 2029 Yes No No 

 

8.4.1.  Recommendations (Optional) 

 

There are no recommendations raised for this scope extension. 
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9. Traceability and eligibility 

 

9.1. Eligibility date 

 

The date from which product from a certified fishery is eligible to be sold as MSC certified or bear the MSC ecolabel is 
known as the eligibility date (FCP 7.8.1).  

The eligibility date shall be any nominated date on or between the publication date of the first Public Comment Draft 
Report (PCDR) and the certification date (FCP7.8.1.1).  

In the case of this fishery the client has chosen the publication date of the PCDR as the eligibility date. Thus, in 
accordance with 7.8.2 the CAB informed the client during the site visit that any fish harvested after the eligibility date 
and sold or stored as under-assessment fish shall be handled in conformity with the following requirements:  

a. All under-assessment products shall be clearly identified and segregated from certified and non-
certified products.  

b. The client shall maintain full traceability records for all under-assessment product, demonstrating 
traceability back to the UoC and including the date of harvest.  

c. Under-assessment products shall not be sold as certified or labelled with the MSC ecolabel, logo, or 
trademarks until fishery certification and product eligibility are confirmed. 

The current traceability system in place allows to trace back to the UoC and the harvest day of each batch received in 
the processing plants: fishing dates and fishing trip number are recorded by the captain in the elogbook, which can be 
linked to the dates and fishing trip number detailed in all subsequent documents generated at landing and transportation. 
Thus, the current system in place allows to segregate between certified and non-certified products. The client is well 
aware of the need to maintain this segregation and also about the prohibition to use the MSC label until the fishery 
certification and product eligibility is confirmed. 

Echebastar as a client group member  is certified against MSC Chain of Custody Default CoC Standard Echebastar 
(MSC-C-58240) since 31 August 2020. 

 

9.2. Traceability - initial review and planning at announcement 

Table 9.2.1: Traceability initial planning 

The proposed point of change of ownership of product to any party not covered by the fishery certificate  

The proposed point of change of ownership of the product is when the product is sold to the processing plant. There 
is no open auction process for the fish. Landings can go directly to the processing plant where it enters the buyer’s 
CoC or can be shipped to a reefer vessel or refrigerated container for onward locations for either processing or 
distribution to the market. 

The proposed point from which subsequent Chain of Custody (CoC) is required  

Only from the moment when the product is labelled and separated by double netting. The containers are identified 
and sealed until reaching final destination.  

The plan for reviewing traceability at the site visit  
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The following key documents record the necessary information to identify the MSC-certified product in case it is 
necessary to know the origin and the volume of the product. As a guarantee of verification and traceability, this 
information is available upon request:  

Responsible Records Demonstration 

Captain Electronic logbook - Catch certificates (non-EU vessels) and 

DEA (EU vessels) where catches (position, 

FAO area, volume and species), 

transhipments and discharges are 

registered. 

Fish hold plan - Fishing trip fish hold plan specifying where 

the certified product has been storage on 

board. 

Observer On-board observer's report - Observer’s report identifying the species 

and volumes caught in each set location of 

each set 

When the vessel holds an 
Electronic Monitoring System 
(EMS) certificate: AZTI’s report 

- EMS installation certification 

- Report identifying the species and volumes 

caught in each set location.  

Reefer 
captain 

 - Copy of stowage plan or packing list 

- Landing declaration 

Processor Landings/ discharges - Purchase records (sorted weight by specie). 
 

 

9.3. Traceability within the fishery  

 

Table 9.3.1: Traceability within the fishery 

Statement on fishery’s ability to track and trace to each Unit of Certification 

- All vessels are equipped with VMS, and they can be easily tracked by third parties (flag and coastal states) to 
demonstrate that fish has been caught within the specific UoC geographic areas. 

- 100% observer coverage (human, and EMS) is implemented on all vessels. 

- Both the vessel and observer are required to report latitude and longitude position for every fishing set. The fishing 
master includes this information in the fishing logbook and the observer (onboard or EMS) in the observer’s report. 
The volume of each of the species caught are also reflected in these documents. 

- Fishing logbook and hold plan will be passed to the first buyers of the fish, together with the documents generated 
during offloading (i.e., landing report prepared by the fishing master, catch certificate prepared by the SFA, reefer’s 
hold plan signed by the captain of the reefer, containers plan). For instance, the catch certificate indicates the 
volume of each of the species caught, the name of the vessel, the fishing trip number and date, and the fishing 
area; while the landing report prepared by the fishing master (captain’s statement) details the destination of the 
catch in each of the fish holds: containers, reefer -indicating the name of the reefer and the number of the reefer 
hold where the fish is stored-, local market). This information can be used by the first buyers and MSC CoC auditors 
to verify MSC eligibility. 

Based on the above, the team concludes that systems in place allow the fishery client to track and trace 
any fish or fish products sold as MSC certified back to the individual UoC. 

Movement of fish and fish product between harvest and landing  

 

An illustration of movement of product between harvest and landing. Include when any of the following happen: 
Harvesting, At-Sea processing, Translocation, Transhipment, Offloading, Landing.   
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Once the fish school is captured, the net is drawn up beside the vessel and fish are transferred aboard, where the 
catch is immediately stored in fish holds and frozen at around -20°C in a super-chilled brine solution. No at-sea 
processing takes place. The number of the fish holds used for each of the sets is recorded by the fishing master in 
the fishing logbook and in the stowage/hold plan.  

At the end of the fishing trip the catch is offloaded to either a reefer vessel, containers or, in the case of product 
aimed to the local market, it is landed directly to the processing plant in Port Victoria (Seychelles). 

Thus, the following flow diagrams can take place in this fishery: 

(1) Fishing vessel → Offload → Landing to local factory, OR 

(2) Fishing vessel → Offload → Container → Landing to a factory, OR 

(3) Fishing vessel → Transhipment at port → Offload → Landing to a factory 

Movement of fish and fish products between landing and start of the CoC if relevant. 

  

An illustration of movement of product between landing and start of CoC. Include when any of the following is 
happening: Transport, Storage, Sorting/ Grading, Packing, Auction. 

In the case that the catch is landed directly to the processing plant in Port Victoria (Seychelles), the change of 
ownership takes place at landing and therefore CoC shall start at that point.  

Landing to local market & Sale by client group company (start of CoC)→ storage and processing at a local 
processing plant. 

When the catch is offloaded in a reefer vessel or in containers, two different situations can occur since the product 
can be sold as Cost, Insurance and freight (CIF) or Free on-Board shipping (FOB shipping). 

Cost, insurance, and freight (CIF) is an international commerce term and only applies to goods shipped via a 
waterway or ocean. With cost, insurance, and freight, the seller covers the costs, insurance, and freight of a buyer's 
order while in transit. On the other hand, FOB origin, or FOB shipping, means the buyer takes responsibility at the 
point of origin of the freight.  

In the case of a CIF sales, change of ownership takes place at destination. However, in the case of FOB shipping 
sales the change of ownership takes place when the catch is transshipped to a reefer or offloaded to containers. 
Therefore, CoC starts at different stage depending on the type of sale: CIF or FOB shipping. 

CIF sales:  

Transhipment to a reefer→    Transport→Offload &Sale by client group company (start of CoC)→ Landing to a 
factory; OR 

Offload to container →   Transport → Landing to a factory & sale by client group company → (start of CoC). 

 

FOB shipping sales:  

Sale by client group company & transhipment to a reefer (start of CoC)→ Transport; OR 

Offload to container &   Sale by client group company (start of CoC)→ Transport. 

Description of any processing and sorting/ grading prior to change of ownership 

Sorting and grading only occur at destination at the storage facilities. However, sorting and grading will only be 
performed after the change of ownership and therefore they are out of the scope of this MSC-fishery certificate. 

For the critical tracking events (i.e. where in the product flow this data needs to be transferred) of all fish and fish 
product handling and sale not covered by CoC describe:  

• Process of segregating to each Unit of Certification 
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• Key data elements (i.e. the data or documents to identify the UoC such as species, catch area, gear) 

- UoCs geographic areas are described in detail in logbook and observers report to identify the sets’ location 

where the MSC certified fish has been caught. This information can be verified with the VMS data by the 

competent Authorities.  

- Fishing logbook and hold plan will be passed to the first buyers of the fish, together with the documents 

generated during offloading (i.e., landing report prepared by the fishing master, catch certificate prepared by 

the SFA, reefer’s hold plan signed by the captain of the reefer, containers plan). For instance, the landing 

report prepared by the fishing master details the destination of each one of the fish holds: containers, reefer 

-indicating the name of the reefer and the number of the reefer hold-, local market). This information can be 

used by the first buyers and MSC CoC auditors to verify MSC eligibility. 

- Species are easily identifiable, and existing documentation guarantees that fish is caught on the UoC areas. 

Full segregation of species will occur at destination. 

Where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of certification, describe the verification of traceability systems 

N/A  

Other relevant information on the systems to track and trace to each UoC 

All the relevant information on the systems in place has already been detailed above. 

 

 

9.4. Traceability risks and mitigations  

 

According to MSC requirements, Table 9.4.1 provides a detailed description of the factors that may pose a risk of non-
certified fish getting mixed with certified fish before entering the Chain of Custody (CoC). Each risk factor is analysed to 
determine its relevance to the fishery, and if deemed relevant, corresponding mitigation measures or traceability systems 
are described in detail.  

Table 9.4.1.: Traceability risks and mitigation within the fishery 

Factor Description of the traceability risk factors and details of the risk 
mitigation and management  

Include in each description: 

• Whether each factor occurs 

• When it occurs and how frequently (e.g. regularly, seasonally, rarely) 

• How any potential traceability risks are mitigated and any risk 
management 

• If covered by information provided elsewhere in the assessment report 
(such as table 9 for segregation or in section 5 MSC Fisheries 
Standard – Principle 3 – Effective management for regulatory 
frameworks), cross reference as needed. 

Will the fishery use gears that are 
not part of the UoC?  

If Yes, include in the description:  

• If this may occur on the 
same trip, on the same 

No. 

Large tropical tuna purse seiners are designed and built to fish using purse seine 
gear only. There would be no reason or justification for using a different type of 
gear on board.  
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vessels, or during the 
same season; 

• How any risks are 
mitigated. 

The fishing license states the industrial purse seine is the only fishing gear 
allowed. All set types (FADs and FSCs) are covered by the UoC.  

Thus, the risk associated to this traceability factor is not considered 
relevant for this fishery 

Will vessels in the UoC also fish 
outside the UoC geographic 
area?  

 

If Yes, include in the description: 

• If this may occur on the 
same trip; 

• How any risks are 
mitigated. 

No.  

The UoA includes all the fishing areas where the assessed fleet operates (FAO 
51 and 57). both in international waters and in the EEZ of different coastal and 
island countries. 

The traceability system in place to ensure that the assessed vessels are 
operating within the geographical scope of the UoA includes the following:  

- The assessed vessels are licensed to IOTC to fish within the Convention 
Area. Besides, the different bilateral agreements in place determine the EEZs 
where the assessed vessels can operate. These documents shall be updated 
and available on board in case of inspection. 

- All vessels are equipped with VMS, and they can be easily tracked by third 
parties (flag and coastal states).  

- 100% observer coverage (human or electronic) is implemented on all vessels.  

- Both the vessel and the observer are required to report latitude and longitude 
position for every set. The captain includes this information in the fishing 
logbook and the observer in the trip report.  

-  Captain’s statement, fishing logbook and wells plan will be passed to the first 
receivers of the fish. This information should be used by the first receivers and 
auditors to verify MSC eligibility.  

Thus, the risk associated to this traceability factor is not considered 
relevant for this fishery. 

Do vessels from outside the UoC 
and/or client group ever fish on 
the same stock?  

Yes  

IO YFT is targeted in a variety of fisheries from different countries. Even 
though vessels from outside the UoC and/or client group fish on the same 
stock, it does not suppose a risk due the traceability of ANABAC catches until 
the vessel in the supply chain. This system distinguishes ANABAC catches 
from those of other fleets operating in the same fishing grounds (i.e., logbooks, 
landing reports, observers’ reports, captain’s statements, catch certificate 
prepared by the SFA, etc.), maintaining the integrity of the supply chain for the 
certified product. 

Do the fishery client members 
ever handle certified and non-
certified products during any of 
the activities covered by the 
fishery certificate?  

 

This refers to both at-sea 
activities and on-land activities 
and should reflect those listed in 
product movement in Table 9. It 
includes: 

• Translocation 

• Transhipment 

Yes.  

There is no risk of mixing MSC and non-MSC yellowfin tuna during any of the 
activities covered by the fishery certificate. With the only exception of the under-
assessment product caught after the eligibility date but before the publication of 
the PCR, all YFT caught would be MSC eligible, regardless of the type of set 
(FSC or FAD set).  

While yellowfin tuna and other catch may be mixed during storage on board, fish 
holds may contain certified and non-certified products. Skipjack is already 
certificated by MSC and only BET would not be MSC eligible, but these are easily 
identifiable and separated from the eligible YFT and SKJ, and this is checked by 
the inspectors at port and also at the processing plants.  

Regarding documentation, official records such as the electronic logbook cannot 
be modified as they must follow CPC and ICCAT reporting requirements. 
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• Transport 

• Storage 

• Processing 

• Sorting/ grading 

• Packing 

• Landing 

• Auction 

Additionally, 100% observer coverage (human or electronic) is implemented on 
all vessels. The captain of the fishing vessel and the observer shall verify in 
those records, both at the logbook and on the observer's report, the quantities 
of each fish species caught and set locations that correspond to FAO areas 51 
and 57. These documents will be passed to the first receivers of the fish. Final 
weights will be confirmed at reception of the processing plants, where 
segregation per species takes place.  

There is no at sea transhipment for purse seine vessels.   

Transhipment, if it occurs, takes place at port, directly from purse seiners to 
reefer vessels. All transhipped loads are verifiable by species and quantity and 
no transhipment takes place without the presence of inspectors.   

The fish is then transported to final destinations for processing or onward 
marketing. Tuna transferred into reefer vessel holds are weighed on departure 
and arrival and are separated from others catch and are appropriately labelled 
and tracked. The shipping manifest also includes the cargo weight. Cargo 
manifests include all weights and products on board each vessel and are a 
standard maritime transport requirement for cargoes, frozen fish included, to 
ensure safe transport of cargo by weight and to meet other requirements by 
customs authorities.   

 

There is a traceability system in place in all the different activities covered by the 
MSC-Fisheries certificate: 

Storage on board: The captain shall know that only YFT and SKJ is MSC eligible. 
In terms of documentation, the official records such as the DEA cannot be 
modified because it must follow the Spanish, Seychelles and IOTC 
requirements. In those records, the amount of YFT and SKJ is reported.  

Transhipment. Transhipment occurs in port, only. Transhipment, if it occurs, 
takes place at port, directly from purse seiners to reefer vessels. All transhipped 
loads are verifiable by species and quantity and no transhipment takes place 
without the presence of inspectors.  

Transfer to the Reefer: YFT and SKJ catches transfer could be done 
simultaneously with other species, since are easily identifiable. Once in the 
reefer, catches for the assessed vessels will be segregated from other catches 
contained in the reefer. This will be reflected in the Reefer storage plan.  

Discharge: once the fish arrives into port, a full segregation is done, and all the 
fish is weighted carefully so they get a more precise number of kilos per species. 
The batch number is kept until the end of the process so it can be used for 
traceability purposes.  

The traceability system in place allows to consider that the risk associated to 
this traceability factor is irrelevant for this fishery. 

NB transporters and reefer vessels will be covered by the MSC-Fisheries 
certificate (no need for a MSC CoC certificate) since there are signed 
statements of no manipulation. 

Does transhipment occur within 
the fishery? 

 

If yes, include in the description: 

• What is the type of 
transhipment in-port/ high 
seas/ other 

No. There is no at sea transhipment for purse seine vessels.  

Transhipment, if it occurs, takes place at port, directly from purse seiners to 
reefer vessels. All transhipped loads are verifiable by species and quantity and 
no transhipment takes place without the presence of inspectors.  

The fish is then transported to final destinations for processing or onward 
marketing. Tuna transferred into reefer vessel holds are weighed on departure 
and arrival and are separated from others catch and are appropriately labelled 
and tracked. The shipping manifest also includes the cargo weight. Cargo 
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• What are the systems 
used to track and trace to 
UoC 

 

For high seas transhipment 
include in the description how the 
systems to track and trace to the 
UoC: 

• Are verified independently 
of the fishery client 

• Cover all fishing and 
receiving vessels involved 
in transhipment 

• Apply to all transhipment 
events 

 

If any of these 3 criteria above are 
not met for high seas 
transhipment CoC certification is 
required for both the fishing and 
receiving vessels involved in this 
transhipment. 

manifests include all weights and products on board each vessel and are a 
standard maritime transport requirement for cargoes, frozen fish included, to 
ensure safe transport of cargo by weight and to meet other requirements by 
customs authorities.  

NB transporters and reefer vessels will be covered by the MSC-Fisheries 
certificate (no need for a MSC CoC certificate) since there are signed 
statements of no manipulation. 

Are trading agents to be covered 
within the fishery certificate? 

 

If yes, include in the description: 

• How information on UoC 
is passed through 

No 

Change of ownership only happens at destination, when fish is being sold.  

During the transportation of the product to the processing plants, whether in 
containers or reefers, it is important to note that the product remains under the 
ownership of the shipowner. There is no change in ownership during this stage. 
To ensure traceability, containers are identified and sealed, while reefers have 
detailed plans specifying the position occupied by each fishing vessel's product 
in the hold (loads from each vessel are separated with nets). These measures 
contribute to maintaining the integrity of the product and ensuring a reliable 
traceability system throughout the transportation process. 

Are there any other risks of mixing 
or substitution between certified 
and non-certified fish?  

 

If No, refer to the section 
describing product movement and 
segregation which demonstrates 
this. 

No 

The segregation of certified products will be made at destination, facilities 
which will hold the MSC CoC certificate. 

Are there any other risks of mixing 
between different Units of 
Certification? 

 

If Yes, include in the description: 

• link to any relevant 
variations relating to this 

No 

The segregation of certified products will be made at destination, facilities 
which will hold the MSC CoC certificate. 
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If No, refer to the section 
describing product movement and 
segregation which demonstrates 
this. 

 

9.5. Eligibility to enter further chains of custody  

 

Table 9.5.1: Eligibility to enter Chain of Custody 

Determination on whether fish and fish products from the certified UoC(s) can go onto be sold as certified. Including:  

• Whether the ability for fish and fish products to be sold as certified is conditional upon CoC certification; 

• If traceability systems still need to be established prior to either CoC certification OR revised fishery 
determination. 

 

It is determined that fish and fish products from the certified Units of Certification can go onto be sold as certified. 
Traceability systems are already established in the fishery. 

The point of change of ownership of product to any party not covered by the fishery certificate and detail of any 
trading between client group members prior to this 

In the case of catches landed in Port Victoria (Seychelles) CoC starts at landing.  

In the case of FOB shipping sales, change of ownership occurs when the fish is offloaded to containers or 
transhipped to a reefer vessel. Therefore, CoC shall start at that stage. In these cases, transportation is out of the 
scope of the MSC-Fisheries certificate. 

In the case of CIF sales, fish will only change ownership when it reaches the storage facilities, and from that point 
onwards, CoC should be required. Transportation, either in reefer vessel or containers, is covered by the MSC-
Fisheries certificate. 

In none of the cases described above there is any trading between the members of the client group before the 
change of ownership. 

There is no open auction process for the fish. Landings can go directly to the processing plant where it enters the 
buyer’s CoC or can be shipped to a reefer vessel or refrigerated container for onward locations for either processing 
or distribution to the market. In the reefer’s holds, MSC catch is labelled and separated by double netting. The 
containers are identified and sealed until reaching final destination.  

This procedure is documented by landing sheets or delivery certificate, signed by the client’s inspector and processing 
plant’s manager/reefer’s captain/transport company (containers). In addition, a Catch Certificate is issued and signed 
by the fishing authorities of the vessel’s flag state. 

A sale slip proves the change of ownership of the delivered catch. 

The point from which subsequent Chain of Custody (CoC) is required 

 

The latest this can happen is the point of change of ownership of fish or fish product to any party not covered by the 
fishery certificate (reference section above) but it may happen sooner in which case describe as per the product 
flow (in table 9). Note the requirement for when CoC is required to start on High Seas Transhipment. 
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The point from which subsequent CoC is required matches with the point of change of ownership, as detailed in the 
previous row. 

The entities, or categories of entities, at the point of landing and/or sale required to have separate CoC including 
any auctions, selling agents, offloaders or storage facilities and so not covered in the above tables 9 and 10. 

Off loaders and reefer vessels at FOB sales 

Storage facilities and/or processing plants at CIF sales 

Processing plant at sales for the local market        

A list of entities, or categories of entities, eligible to access the certificate and sell product as certified including: 

• Confirm if all vessels within the geographic area and gear of the UoC are eligible to sell fish and fish 
products as certified 

• Any other limits to vessel types, ownership, client group membership 

• Include any trading agents used 

ANABAC is the client to use the MSC fishery certificate and market fishery products as certified. Only the vessels 
listed in this report are included in the Unit of Certification (UoC). The Client Group does not include other entities 
such as trading agents or other parties involved in the landing or sale of certified fish 

 

Points of landing, auctions or other transfer which may be used for the sale of fish from the certified fishery into 
further chains of custody, either: 

• The geographic region where all landing points are possible, or 

• Named landing points, auctions or other transfer sites if there are limits 

The ANABAC fleet is based in Port Victoria (Seychelles). At the end of the fishing trip, the catch is offloaded to 
either a reefer vessel, or containers or, in the case of a product aimed at the local market, it is landed directly at the 
processing plant in Port Victoria. However, vessels can occasionally use other ports and on those occasions 
offloading (to either reefer or containers) can take place there. Then, other minor points of landing for the Indian 
Ocean are as follows: 

• Port Louis (Mauritius) 

• Diego Suarez (Madagascar) 

• Mombasa (Kenya) 

• Dar es Salaam (Tanzania) 

Any specific eligibility criteria for product to be sold as certified, or where to find this information where relevant, 
including: 

• Product form 

• Trip type (e.g. includes outside EEZ), 

• Need for Chain of Custody 

• Need for trading through client group members   

There is nothing additional to the UoC. Thus, this section is not applicable. 

How fish or fish products can be identified or can be confirmed as certified at the point it enters certified CoC, 
including: 
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• How information on gear, species, stock, area, vessel (where relevant) client group member (where 
relevant) is provided 

• Any segregation to UoC required of first buyers (e.g. sort batches by species) 

• Where relevant how any specific eligibility criteria can be confirmed by the first buyer (as per section above) 

Fishing logbook and hold plan will be passed to the first buyers of the fish, together with the documents generated 
during offloading (i.e., landing report prepared by the fishing master, catch certificate prepared by the SFA, reefer’s 
hold plan signed by the captain of the reefer, containers plan). For instance, the catch certificate indicates the 
volume of each of the species caught, the name of the vessel, the fishing trip number and date, and the fishing 
area; while the captains’ statement prepared by the fishing master details the destination of each of the fish holds: 
containers, reefer -indicating the name of the reefer and the number of the reefer hold-, local market). This 
information can be used by the first buyers and MSC CoC auditors to verify MSC eligibility. 

How IPI is identified to first buyers at the point it enters certified CoC where relevant 

N/A. No IPI stocks are present in this fishery 

 

 

 

 

9.6. Eligibility of Inseparable or Practicably Inseparable (IPI) stock(s) to 

enter further chains of custody  

 

No IPI stocks have been identified by the CAB during the assessment.    
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10. Scoring 

 

10.1. Principle 1 

10.1.1. Principle 1 background 

 

10.1.1.1. Biology 

This section is based on the review of yellowfin tuna (Thunnus albacares) biology provided mainly by Urtizberea et al. 
(2024) based on several authors. Yellowfin tuna is distributed across tropical and subtropical regions of the Atlantic, 
Pacific and Indian Oceans, forming large schools. Tag recoveries provide evidence of large movements of yellowfin 
tuna within the western equatorial region; however, few observations of large-scale transverse movements in the IO 
have been reported. Yellowfin dwell preferentially in the surface mixed layer and the thermocline, above 200 m 
approximately. 

This species has a high metabolic rate and, therefore, requires large energy supplies to fulfil the bioenergetics demands 
for movement, growth, and reproduction. Feeding behaviour is largely opportunistic, with a variety of prey species being 
consumed, including large concentrations of crustaceans that have occurred recently in tropical areas and small 
mesopelagic fishes. Recent growth studies have generally supported a two-stanza growth curve, with a slow initial 
growth phase up to ∼ 60 cm followed by much faster growth. In addition, differences in mean length-at-age have been 
identified between males and females for fish older than four years. Environmental variability in the IO impacts the 
abundance and catch rates of this species. 

Yellowfin is a batch spawner with asynchronous ovary organization and indeterminate fecundity. This species can spawn 
with a frequency of around 1.5 days over a vast area of the tropical zone throughout the year. Spawning activity of 
yellowfin tuna is confined to regions where surface water temperatures exceed 24 ºC. In the Indian Ocean, the main 
spawning grounds have been identified along the equatorial region, between 15 ºS and 10 ºN. In the western Indian 
Ocean, the main spawning peak is from November to March, with a secondary spawning peak between June and 
August, while in the eastern Indian Ocean the main spawning peak occurs from November to April. As adults, yellowfin 
tuna can perform extensive migrations between spawning areas in equatorial waters and feeding grounds in southern 
and northern latitudes (several authors in Zudaire et al., 2013 and Artetxe-Arrate et al., 2025). The length at which 50% 
of females mature (L50) was estimated at around 102 cm in fork length (FL) for yellowfin in the western IO (Zudaire et 
al., 2013). The same authors observed that smaller females (<100 cm FL) had shorter spawning periods than those of 
large individuals, and signs of skip spawning periods were observed among small females. 

10.1.1.2. Stock definition 

Currently, yellowfin tuna is managed as a single stock for assessment purposes in the Indian Ocean by IOTC, although 
consisting of several interconnected regional populations (Figure 10.1.1) that have the same biological characteristics 
(Urtizberea et al., 2024).  

Fisheries information indicates that adult yellowfin is distributed continuously throughout the entire tropical IO, but stock 
structure may be more complex. Tag recoveries may indicate that the western and eastern regions of the IO support 
relatively discrete sub-populations of yellowfin tuna. Gene sequencing technology study along with a basin-scale 
sampling design indicated genetic differentiation between north and south of the equator within the IO, and possibly 
additional genetic structure within the locations north of the equator. Parasite composition, isotope and otolith chemistry 
studies all point also to limited movement (several authors in Urtizberea et al., 2024). Recently, Artetxe-Arrate et al. 
(2025) concluded that there is limited mixing between yellowfin tuna originating from the western and eastern regions 
of the IO, and that the western IO fisheries are mainly supported by local production. The authors preliminary results 
suggest continuing exploring alternative stock structure scenarios during the stock assessment process beyond the 
single-stock hypothesis. 
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Figure 10.1.1- Model areas or regions used in the four-areas assessment configuration. The region 1 is divided into two 
sub-regions implicitly modelled in the assessment model using the areas-as-fleets approach (Urtizberea et al., 2024). 

10.1.1.3. Stock assessment  

The IO yellowfin stock assessment (Urtizberea et al., 2024) uses an age-structured spatially-explicit population model 
in Stock Synthesis 3 and is fitted to catch, catch per unit effort (CPUE) indices, length compositions, tagging data, and 
conditional age-at-length covering 1950 – 2023 time period. The 2024 assessment assumes that the Indian Ocean 
yellowfin tuna constitute a single spawning stock, modelled as spatially disaggregated four regions, with twenty-one 
fisheries. The 2024 assessment configuration is based on the 2021 assessment, although two additional spatial 
configurations were also tested and incorporates some recommendations made by the last external review (Maunder 
et al., 2023). Key biological parameters were revised, specifically growth and natural mortality. Standardized CPUE 
series from the main longline fleets 1975 – 2023 were included in the models as the relative abundance index of 
exploitable abundance in each region, including alternative assumptions regarding changes in the efficiency of the 
longline fleet (“effort creep”). The CPUE indices from EU purse seine sets on free schools were included in a subset of 
models. Indices based on associative and non-associative dynamics of yellowfin tuna with floating objects were also 
available, and the utility of these indices was examined in the assessment. Tag release and recovery data from the 
RTTP-IO program were included in the model to inform abundance, movement, and mortality rates (IOTC-WPTT, 2024). 

On further details on the model choice procedure in the 2024 stock assessment report, five reference models were 
initially considered (RM1 to 5). RM1-3 had different assumptions of longline (LL) and CPUE selectivity, while RM4 (effort 
creep) and RM5 (downweigh tagging data) are based on RM2. In a simplified way: RM1 had no split in LL or CPUE 
selectivity, RM2 only had a split in LL selectivity around 2000, and RM3 considered a split around 2000 in both the LL 
and CPUE selectivity. However, all five reference models shows similar trends in estimated stock biomass and fishing 
mortality, although differing in the most recent years stock biomasses. The final uncertainty grid for management advice 
was finally based on RM1 (NoSplitCPUE) and RM3 (SplitCPUE), two options for effort-creep (0% and 0.5% per year), 
and three options for steepness (0.7, 0.8 and 0.9). The choice of RM1 and RM3 was based on the fact that: a)  splitting 
the LL fishery data is necessary to reflect the change in average size before and after the 2000s but not splitting the 
CPUE (RM2,4,5) is unrealistic, b) connecting the early and later CPUE selectivity with the LL fishery's selectivity during 
the same periods (RM3) aligns the CPUE’s selectivity more closely with the underlying size data and could prevent the 
model from creating potential cryptic biomass in later periods by assuming a full asymptotic selectivity, which would 
improve the model stability; c) including RM1 allows for examining various hypotheses about the size data (related to 
size data uncertainty). (IOTC-WPTT, 2024). 

The stock status estimates of this assessment are significantly different from the 2021 assessment (SSB2020/SSBMSY = 
0.78 and F2023/FMSY = 1.27). The reasons for this are the significant increase in CPUE and a narrower range of biological 
parameters (growth and natural mortality, Urtizberea et al., 2024). The 2024 model estimates of current stock status are 
predominantly informed by the new abundance index derived from the Joint CPUE estimated for longline fleets. It was 
noted that the new index was significantly different to the index used in 2021, especially for the Northwestern region of 
the Indian Ocean for the periods 2005-2015 and 2019-2020. In addition, the new index suggests a marked increase of 
abundance for yellowfin in the last three years (2021-2023; Figure 10.1.2; IOTC, 2024). IOTC (2024) notes that the use 
of the 2021 CPUE index in the current 2024 model results in a significantly more pessimistic biomass up to 2020 
compared to the 2024 CPUE indices (-23% SB2021/SBMSY), but there is no clear understanding or agreement for why the 
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two indices are significantly different (especially in Region 1). However, it is noted that the exploratory runs discussed 
during the SC meeting indicate that the other data used in the stock assessment (catch and length frequency data) also 
indicate an increase in biomass in recent years, albeit a smaller increase (21% and 11% respectively) than the increase 
driven by the 2024 CPUE index (+79%) (Figure 10.1.3 and Figure 10.1.4). 

 

 

Figure 10.1.2 - Standardised CPUE indices used in the final assessment models: Joint longline CPUE indices by region 
1975-2023 (The red lines are indices used in 2021 assessment 1975 – 2020; IOTC, 2024). 

 

Figure 10.1.3 - Comparison of the estimated relative SSB time series using the 2021 assessment data (black line), the 
updated catch data (pink line), updated CPUE data (green line) and updated length data (blue line) (Kitakado & Morino, 
2025).  
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Figure 10.1.4- Comparison of the estimated relative SSB time series using the RM3 (black line), RM3 with the LL CPUE 
used in 2021 and estimation period terminated in 2021 (purple line), 6_SplitCPUE_tag01_EC0_h08 (blue line), and 
6_SplitCPUE_tag01_EC0_h08 using the 2021 CPUE and including catch and length frequency data for the period 2021-
2023 (green line) (Urtizberea et al., 2024). 

Although the new 2024 model represents a marked improvement over the previous 2021 model, being more robust and 
stable, and as demonstrated using a number of statistical diagnostic analyses, there are still important uncertainties in 
the data used for yellowfin and other tropical tuna stock assessments. There are uncertainties in relation to the CPUE 
standardization but also on reported catches from some CPCs, size frequency data, and model configuration such as 
the spatial structure. These will need to be further explored in the future (Urtizberea et al., 2024). 

10.1.1.4. Stock status  

The latest 2024 assessment shows (Figure 10.1.3) that the overall yellowfin tuna stock biomass declined substantially 
during the 1980s and 1990s. The stock is estimated to have been in an overfished state from 2007 to 2019. Spawning 
biomass increased considerably after 2021 following recent strong recruitment (informed by the recent increase in LL 
CPUE. Correspondingly, overfishing was occurring from 2003 until 2020. Fishing mortality was estimated to be below 
the FMSY level in 2021-2023. The recent strong recruitments also contribute to a continued increase in projected biomass 
in the forthcoming years. The magnitude of the recent annual recruitments (2020-2022) is unprecedented in the time 
series (IOTC, 2024). 

The IO yellowfin tuna spawning biomass in 2023 was estimated to be 32% higher than the level that supports the 
maximum sustainable yield (SSB2023/SSBMSY = 1.32). Current fishing mortality is estimated to be 25% lower than FMSY 
(F2023/FMSY = 0.75). The probability of the stock being in the green Kobe quadrant in 2023 is estimated to be 89%. 
Therefore, the yellowfin tuna stock is determined to be not overfished and not subject to overfishing (Urtizberea et al., 
2024).  
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Figure 10.1.5 - Kobe plot. The coloured symbols represent the estimated stock status (SSB/SSBMSY and F/FMSY) in 
2023 for each model in the final uncertainty grid. The grey dots represent the uncertainty in the stock status estimates. 
The probability of being in each quadrant of the Kobe plot in 2023 is also shown (Urtizberea et al., 2024). 

10.1.1.5. Harvest Strategy & Control Rule 

The IOTC has adopted Resolution 15/10 on target and limit reference points and a decision framework: interim limit 
reference point of 1.4*FMSY, interim limit reference point of 0.4*SBMSY, while target reference points are FMSY and BMSY 
for yellowfin tuna. Although these interim reference points have yet to be reviewed, they are used to determine stock 
status and catch possibilities. 

Before 2024, yellowfin tuna was considered overfished (SB < SBMSY) and subject to overfishing (F > FMSY). Responding 
to these concerns and failed attempts to limit effort and maintain stocks at target levels, IOTC agreed to an interim 
rebuilding plan for yellowfin tuna in 2016 (Tidd et al., 2025). This plan aimed for a 20% reduction in yellowfin catches 
compared to the 2014 levels (IOTC Resolution 16/01, superseded by Res. 17/01, Res. 18/01, 19/01 and 21/01, 
Urtizberea et al., 2024). The overarching objective was to facilitate the recovery of stocks, ensuring they surpass interim 
target reference points by 2024 with a 50% probability. Scientists consider the catch level at MSY to be 349 kilo-tonnes 
but the current catch level exceeds 430 kilo-tonnes because the same limits do not bind several countries. Those 
contracting parties harvesting less than 5,000t or having objected to resolution 21/01 (e.g., India, Oman, Somalia, 
Indonesia, Iran, Madagascar) are no longer bound to it but refer to previous resolutions (Tidd et al., 2025). Indonesia 
has however recently removed its objection to resolution 21/012. Although the overall yellowfin tuna TAC is not allocated 
to all CPCs (exempting the objectors, IOTC Circular 2025-13_rev1), the yellowfin overall catch has been reduced in 
recent years (Figure 10.1.6). The European Union (EU) adopted a yellowfin tuna quota by Member States since 2017 
(Regulation (EU) 2017/127).  

 
2 https://iotc.org/documents/communication-indonesia-regarding-withdrawal-their-objection-resolution-2101 

https://iotc.org/documents/communication-indonesia-regarding-withdrawal-their-objection-resolution-2101
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The most recent 29th Session of the IOTC (13-17 April 2025) decided to maintain the yellowfin tuna global TAC for 2025 
and postpone a discussion on a revision of the TAC due to the positive outcome of the most recent assessment to 2026, 
to allow for an additional review of the existing data to be carried out3. Nevertheless, work continued where different 
CPCs had proposed possible allocation of the 2026 TAC to all CPCs (e.g. IOTC-2025-S29-PropX) and continue revision 
of the yellowfin rebuilding plan (IOTC-2025-S29-PropJ_Rev1) but had, at the end, lack of consensus and were not 
agreed. 

Additional management measures in place includes a voluntary spatial closure for a minimum of 31 days for tropical 
tunas in 2024 (Resolution 23/03), management measures related to FADs (FAD register, FAD reporting and monitoring, 
reduction of FADs deployed to 250 in 2026 and 225 in 2028, acquire no more than 400 annually, and development of 
an annual FAD management plan, among other measures; Resolution 18/08, 19/02, 23/01 and 24/02) and a full 
retention policy (Resolution 24/06). 

10.1.2. Catch data 

Yellowfin tuna are harvested in the Indian Ocean with a diverse variety of gear types, from small-scale artisanal fisheries 
(in the Arabian Sea, the Mozambique Channel and waters around Indonesia, Sri Lanka, the Maldives, and Lakshadweep 
Islands) to large gillnetters (from Oman, Iran and Pakistan, mainly operating but not exclusively in the Arabian Sea) and 
distant-water longliners and purse seiners that operate widely in equatorial and tropical waters. Yellowfin tuna are mainly 
caught using line and coastal longline (40%), followed by purse seine (33%) and gillnet (15%). The remaining catches 
taken with other gears contributed to 12% of the total catches in recent years (Figure 10.1.6 and Figure 10.1.7. IOTC, 
2024; Urtizberea et al., 2024). Purse seiners and gillnetters catch a wide size range of yellowfin tuna, whereas the 
longline fishery mostly catches adult fish (Urtizberea et al., 2024). The majority of yellowfin tuna catches are attributed 
to vessels flagged to Sultanate of Oman (15%) followed by I. R. Iran (11%) and EU (Spain) (10%). The 32 other fleets 
catching yellowfin tuna contributed to 64% of the total catch in recent years (IOTC, 2024). 

 

 

Figure 10.1.6. - Annual time series of (a) cumulative nominal catches (metric tonnes; t) by fishery and (b) individual 
nominal catches (metric tonnes; t) by fishery group for yellowfin tuna during 1950-2023. FS = free-swimming school; LS 
= school associated with drifting floating objects. Purse seine | Other: coastal purse seine, purse seine of unknown 
association type, ring net; Longline | Other: swordfish and sharks-targeted longlines; Other: all remaining fishing gears 
(IOTC, 2024). 

 
3 https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/news/dont-skip-skipjack-2025-04-23_en  

https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/news/dont-skip-skipjack-2025-04-23_en
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Figure 10.1.7 - Spatial distribution of yellowfin catches per fishery group. The pie radius represents the aggregated 
catch from 2010 to 2023. Fishery group codes are: GI Gillnet, HD Handline, LL Longline, OT Others, BB Baitboat, FS 
Purse seine - free school, LS Purse seine - log school, TR Troll, LF Longline (fresh tuna) (Urtizberea et al., 2024). 

 

10.1.3. Principle 1 catch 

 

The CAB shall include in the report a Total Allowable Catch (TAC) and catch data table using the table below. If 
possible, a separate table should be provided for each species or gear. 

Table 10.1.3.1: Total Allowable Catch (TAC) and catch data of UoA 3 

TAC / Catch Data Year Amount 

Catch limit (as derived from Res. 21-01) Year (2023) 320.250 t 

UoA share of share of catch limits (EU & 
Seychelles) 

Year (2023) 13,36% 

Total catch by UoC (most recent year) Year (2023) 15.049 t 

Total catch by UoC (second most recent year) Year (2022) 17.136 t 
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Table 10.1.3.2: Total Allowable Catch (TAC) and catch data of UoA 4 

TAC / Catch Data Year Amount 

Catch limit (as derived from Res. 21-01) Year (2023) 320.250 t 

UoA share of share of catch limits (EU & 
Seychelles) 

Year (2023) 12,64% 

Total catch by UoC (most recent year) Year (2023) 14.239 t 

Total catch by UoC (second most recent year) Year (2022) 16.038 t 

 

 

10.1.4. Principle 1 Performance Indicator scores and rationales 

 

PI 1.1.1 – Stock status 

PI 1.1.1 The stock is at a level that maintains high productivity and has a low probability of 
recruitment overfishing 

Scoring issue SG 60 SG 80 SG 100 

a 

Stock status relative to recruitment impairment 

Guidepost It is likely that the stock is 
above the point of 
recruitment impairment 
(PRI). 

It is highly likely that the 
stock is above the PRI. 

There is a high degree of 
certainty that the stock is 
above the PRI. 

Met? Yes Yes Yes 

Rationale The IOTC has adopted Resolution 15/10 on target and limit reference points and a decision 

framework, with a LRP for IO yellowfin tuna of 40%BMSY. However, a PRI is not directly 

estimated in the yellowfin assessment. According to the MSC Guidance GSA2.2.3.1 “In the 

case where BMSY is analytically determined to be lower than 40%B0 (as in some highly 

productive stocks), and there is no analytical determination of the PRI, the default PRI should 

be 20%B0 unless BMSY<27%B0, in which case the default PRI should be 75%BMSY”. 

BMSY is estimated by the 2024 assessment considering the recent period (20 more recent 

years) to be 1,063 Mt (executive summary, table 1; IOTC, 2024) and SB0 is therefore 

calculated to be approximately 3,195 Mt. Consequently, BMSY is 33%SB0. Following 

GSA2.2.3.1, the PRI considered to score the IO yellowfin tuna stock is therefore 20%SB0, 

around 639 Mt. 

The most recent stock assessment for IO yellowfin was carried out in 2024 (Urtizberea et al., 

2024). The IO yellowfin tuna spawning biomass in 2023 was estimated to be over 2 times 

more than the PRI (SSB2023/0.2SB0 = 2.2). Furthermore, the probability of breaching the 

biological limit reference point agreed by IOTC (0.4SBMSY) with recent catches is 0% by 2033 
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(IOTC, 2024), while the 95%CI is around 1.5 to 3 considering a normal distribution. Therefore, 

there is a ‘high degree of certainty’ (95% probability or greater) that the stock is above any 

candidate PRIs and SG60, SG80 and SG100 are all met. 

b 

Stock status in relation to achievement of maximum sustainable yield (MSY) 

Guidepost  The stock is at or fluctuating 
around a level consistent 
with MSY. 

There is a high degree of 
certainty that the stock has 
been fluctuating around a 
level consistent with MSY or 
has been above this level 
over recent years. 

Met?  Yes No 

Rationale The IO yellowfin tuna spawning biomass in 2023 was estimated to be 32% higher than the 

level that supports the maximum sustainable yield (SB2023/SBMSY = 1.32). Current fishing 

mortality is estimated to be 25% lower than FMSY (F2023/FMSY = 0.75). The probability of the 

stock being in the green Kobe quadrant in 2023 is estimated to be 89%. It in important to note 

that the recent 20-year period (2002-2021) for providing the stock status was selected on the 

basis that the period encompassed the most reliable series of catch and size composition 

data and, as such, provided the best available information regarding the prevailing productivity 

of the stock (ICCAT-WPTT, 2024). It also means that the estimated SB/SBMSY is smaller and 

thus providing a more precautionary basis for advice. 

However, the stock status estimates of the 2024 assessment are significantly different from 

the 2021 assessment (SB2020/SBMSY = 0.78 and F2023/FMSY = 1.27). The reasons for this are 

the significant increase in CPUE and a narrower range of biological parameters (growth and 

natural mortality). IOTC (2024) notes that the use of the 2021 CPUE index in the current 2024 

model results in a significantly more pessimistic biomass up to 2020 compared to the 2024 

CPUE indices (-23% SB2021/SBMSY), but there is no clear understanding or agreement for why 

the two indices are significantly different (especially in Region 1). However, it is noted that the 

exploratory runs discussed during the SC meeting indicate that the other data used in the 

stock assessment (catch and length frequency data) also indicate an increase in biomass in 

recent years, albeit a smaller increase (21% and 11% respectively) than the increase driven 

by the 2024 CPUE index (+79%) (Figure 10.1.3 and Figure 10.1.4). The team therefore 

concludes that there is evidence that the IO yellowfin tuna stock is at or fluctuating around a 

level consistent with MSY and SG80 is met, but there isn’t a high degree of certainty and 

SG100 is not met. 

Stock status relative to reference points 

 Type of reference point Value of reference point Current stock status relative 
to reference point 

Reference point 
used in scoring stock 
relative to PRI (SIa) 

0.2SB0 639 Mt 
SB2023/0.2SB0 = 2.2 with a 
80% CI of 2.0 to 2.5 

 

Reference point 
used in scoring stock 
relative to MSY (SIb) 

SBMSY (recent 20 years) 

FMSY 

1,063 (890-1,361) Mt 

0.2 (0.16-0.26) 

SB2023/SBMSY = 1.32 with a 
80% CI of 1.0 to 1.59 
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F2023/FMSY = 0.75 with a 80% 
CI of 0.58 to 1.01 

 

Draft scoring range and information gap indicator included in Announcement Comment Draft Report stage only 

Draft scoring range ≥80 

Information gap indicator Information sufficient to score PI 

 

Overall Performance Indicator scores added from Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage 

Overall Performance Indicator score 90 

Condition number (if relevant)  
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PI 1.1.2 – Stock rebuilding 

PI 1.1.2 Where the stock is reduced, there is evidence of stock rebuilding within a specified 
timeframe 

Scoring issue SG 60 SG 80 SG 100 

a 

Rebuilding timeframes 

Guide 
post 

A rebuilding timeframe is 
specified for the stock that is 
the shorter of 20 years or 2 
times its generation time. 
For cases where 2 
generations is less than 5 
years, the rebuilding 
timeframe is up to 5 years.  

 The shortest practicable 
rebuilding timeframe is 
specified that does not exceed 
1 generation time for the 
stock.  

Met? NA  NA 

Rationale PI1.1.1 reached ≥80 

b 

Rebuilding evaluation 

Guide 
post 

Monitoring is in place to 
determine whether the 
rebuilding strategies are 
effective in rebuilding the stock 
within the specified timeframe. 

There is evidence that the 
rebuilding strategies are 
rebuilding stocks, or it is likely 
based on simulation 
modelling, exploitation rates, 
or previous performance that 
they will be able to rebuild the 
stock within the specified 
timeframe. 

There is strong evidence that 
the rebuilding strategies are 
rebuilding stocks, or it is 
highly likely based on 
simulation modelling, 
exploitation rates, or previous 
performance that they will be 
able to rebuild the stock within 
the specified timeframe. 

Met? NA NA NA 

Rationale PI1.1.1 reached ≥80 

Draft scoring range and information gap indicator included in Announcement Comment Draft Report stage only 

Draft scoring range NA 

Information gap indicator Information sufficient to score PI 

Overall Performance Indicator scores added from Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage 

Overall Performance Indicator score  

Condition number (if relevant)  

 



Marine Stewardship Council fisheries assessments 

 

    ANABAC IO P.S. SCOPE EXTENSION (PCR)     Page 43 of 126 24 November 2025 

PI 1.2.1 – Harvest strategy 

PI 1.2.1 There is a robust and precautionary harvest strategy in place 

Scoring issue SG 60 SG 80 SG 100 

a 

Harvest strategy design 

Guide 
post 

The harvest strategy is 
expected to achieve stock 
management objectives 
reflected in PI 1.1.1 SG80. 

The harvest strategy is 
responsive to the state of the 
stock and the elements of the 
harvest strategy work 
together towards achieving 
stock management objectives 
reflected in PI 1.1.1 SG80. 

The harvest strategy is 
responsive to the state of the 
stock and is designed to 
achieve stock management 
objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1 
SG80. 

Met? Yes Yes No 

Rationale 
Harvest strategy is defined within the MSC requirements as the combination of monitoring, stock 
assessment, harvest control rules and management actions, which may include a management 
plan (MP) or an MP (implicit) and be tested by a Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE). 
 
The IO yellowfin tuna stock is managed by IOTC and its Contracting Parties and Cooperating Non-
Contracting Parties (CPCs). There are several Resolutions in place at IOTC level to manage tuna 
like species and yellowfin tuna specifically, while Resolution 12/01 specifies the implementation of 
the precautionary approach in adopting species specify reference points and HCRs. Resolution 
15/10 on target and limit reference points and IOTC Resolution 16/01 (superseded by Res. 17/01, 
Res. 18/01, 19/01 and 21/01) on a rebuilding plan for yellowfin tuna. There are also management 
measures related to FADs (Resolution 18/08, 19/02, 23/01 and 24/02), voluntary closure 
(Resolution 23/03), a licencing scheme and a full retention policy (Resolution 24/06). There is also 
an extensive data collection programme and a formal quantitative stock assessment is performed, 
while a limit reference point (40% SSBMSY) and management target (FMSY and SBMSY) have been 
agreed. 
 
Considering that the stock is at SBMSY and is presently reaching its management targets, the 
harvest strategy is expected to achieve stock management objectives and SG60 is met.  

Resolution 15/10 on RPs and Resolution 21/01 on the rebuilding plan for yellowfin tuna can be 
regarded as a formal agreement that the harvest strategy will respond to the state of the stock if it 
declines below management targets and states how all the elements of the harvest strategy work 
together towards achieving stock management objectives. These Resolution and the recent TAC 
allocation agreement reached by some CPCs is evidence that the HS is responsive to the state of 
the stock. For all these reasons SG80 is met.  

The yellowfin tuna rebuilding plan stipulated that 20% catch reductions, compared to the 2014 
levels, were needed since the stock was estimated to be overfished and subject to overfishing, 
with the objective of rebuilding the stock above RPs by 2024 with a 50% probability. The stock has 
been assessed in 2024 to meet its target MSY RPs, and yellowfin total catch has been reduced in 
recent years (Figure 10.6.1). However, as not all CPCs have agreed to the TAC allocation, 
including some that have a significant contribution to yellowfin catches, the team consider that the 
harvest strategy is not designed to achieve stock management objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1 and 
SG100 is not met. 

b Harvest strategy evaluation 
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PI 1.2.1 There is a robust and precautionary harvest strategy in place 

Guide 
post 

The harvest strategy is likely 
to work based on prior 
experience or plausible 
argument. 

The harvest strategy may not 
have been fully tested but 
evidence exists that it is 
achieving its objectives. 

The performance of the 
harvest strategy has been 
fully evaluated and evidence 
exists to show that it is 
achieving its objectives 
including being clearly able to 
maintain stocks at target 
levels. 

Met? Yes Yes No 

Rationale As stated in SIa, IOTC has adopted BMSY and FMSY as interim target levels for the yellowfin tuna 

stock. The stock has been assessed 30% above SBMSY in 2023, while fishing mortality is estimated 

to be 25% below FMSY (Urtizberea et al., 2024). Furthermore, the harvest strategy is able to 

maintain stocks at target levels demonstrated by the short and medium-term forecasts, where 

stock biomass continues to be maintained above BMSY even if future catches are increased by 20% 

of the current 2023 levels.  

Although IO yellowfin stock status from the 2021 assessment differs significantly from the 2024 

assessment, the most recent assessment constitutes a significant improvement. It is also 

important to note that several data inputs all show an increasing stock in recent years, the 

diagnostics analysis show a robust and stable model, while the assessment was also peer 

reviewed. Finally, by considering the 20 most recent years, the estimated SB/SBMSY is smaller and 

thus provides a more precautionary basis for management advice.  

For all these reasons, the team concludes that evidence exists that the harvest strategy is 

achieving its objectives and SG60 and SG80 are both met.  

However, the performance of the harvest strategy has not been fully evaluated, for example by 

Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE) and for this reason SG100 is not met. 

c 

Harvest strategy monitoring 

Guide 
post 

Monitoring is in place that is 
expected to determine 
whether the harvest strategy 
is working. 

  

Met? Yes   

Rationale 
There is a monitoring scheme in place for the stock and the fisheries by all participating member 
countries. Most nations provide catch data to IOTC, while some CPCs are have recently reviewed 
their catch data series (e.g. Indonesia and Oman). There is catch length and age frequencies data, 
longline CPUE, tagging data, biological sampling, and spatial data all collected from the main 
participating fisheries. All these data collected are used to inform the stock assessment on stock 
status, which allows for an evaluation of the harvest strategy and therefore SG60 is reached. 

d Harvest strategy review 
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PI 1.2.1 There is a robust and precautionary harvest strategy in place 

Guide
post 

  The harvest strategy is 
periodically reviewed and 
improved as necessary. 

Met?   Yes 

Rationale 
The harvest strategy is reviewed by IOTC every four years when a new stock assessment is 

produced and has been improved as necessary as the different resolutions that amended the 

recovery plan (IOTC Resolution 16/01, superseded by Res. 17/01, 19/01 and 21/01) show.  Res 

16/01 responded to the poor stock status estimated at that time and aimed for a 20% reduction in 

yellowfin catches compared to the 2014 levels. The subsequent resolutions maintained the catch 

limit, but strengthen reporting rules, mandated the IOTC SC to review the effectiveness of the 

rebuilding plan based on new stock assessments (2018, 2021, 2024) and introduced supply 

vessels and FAD controls. Finally, Res 21/01 introduce catch limits for some CPCs in response to 

the lack of reduction of yellowfin catchSG100 is met. 

 

 

e 

Shark finning 

Guide 
post 

It is likely that shark finning is 
not taking place. 

It is highly likely that shark 
finning is not taking place. 

There is a high degree of 
certainty that shark finning is 
not taking place. 

Met? NA NA NA 

Rationale 
The fishery does not target a shark species. The scoring is not applicable. 

f 

Review of alternative measures 

Guide 
post 

There has been a review of 
the potential effectiveness and 
practicality of alternative 
measures to minimise UoA-
related mortality of unwanted 
catch of the target stock.  

There is a regular review of 
the potential effectiveness and 
practicality of alternative 
measures to minimise UoA-
related mortality of unwanted 
catch of the target stock and 
they are implemented as 
appropriate. 

There is a biennial review of 
the potential effectiveness and 
practicality of alternative 
measures to minimise UoA-
related mortality of unwanted 
catch of the target stock, and 
they are implemented, as 
appropriate. 

Met? NA NA NA 

Rationale For IO yellowfin tuna, discards are negligible at stock level and at fisheries level as the species is 
the target species in many fisheries, there is no fishing quotas or minimum sizes that may act as 
an incentive to discard fish, while there is a retention policy in place. Resolution 24/06 requires 
that “all purse seine (and other gears) vessels targeting species covered by the IOTC Agreement 
within the IOTC area of competence to retain on board and then land, to the extent practicable, 
all bigeye tuna, skipjack tuna, and yellowfin tuna caught, except fish considered unfit for human 
consumption”.  

Regarding UoA 3 yellowfin tuna unwanted catch, discards have been decreasing since 2019 
(1.02% of total yellowfin catch), 2020 (1%), 2021 (0.29%), 2022 (0.06%) and 2023 (0.05%) and 
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PI 1.2.1 There is a robust and precautionary harvest strategy in place 

are below 1% since 2021. For UoA 4 discards have been variable between 1999-2023 at very low 
levels: 2019 (0.12%), 2020 (0.18%), 2021 (0.01%), 2022 (0.21%) and 2023 (0.04%). 

It is confirmed that this scoring is not applicable. 

Draft scoring range and information gap indicator included in Announcement Comment Draft Report stage only 

Draft scoring range ≥80 

Information gap indicator More information required on the UoA unwanted catch and 
retention policy. 

Overall Performance Indicator scores added from Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage 

Overall Performance Indicator score 95 

Condition number (if relevant)  

 

PI 1.2.2 – Harvest control rules and tools 

PI 1.2.2 There are well-defined and effective harvest control rules (HCRs) in place 

Scoring issue SG 60 SG 80 SG 100 

a 

HCRs design and application 

Guide 
post 

Generally understood HCRs 
are in place or available that 
are expected to reduce the 
exploitation rate as the point 
of recruitment impairment 
(PRI) is approached. 

Well defined HCRs are in 
place that ensure that the 
exploitation rate is reduced as 
the PRI is approached, are 
expected to keep the stock 
fluctuating around a target 
level consistent with (or 
above) MSY, or for key LTL 
species a level consistent with 
ecosystem needs. 

The HCRs are expected to 
keep the stock fluctuating at 
or above a target level 
consistent with MSY, or 
another more appropriate 
level taking into account the 
ecological role of the stock, 
most of the time. 

Met? Yes No No 

Rationale IOTC has agreed to the yellowfin rebuilding plan (Resolution 21/01), where 20% catch 
reductions compared to the 2014 levels were stipulated, since the stock was estimated to be 
overfished and subject to overfishing, with the objective of rebuilding the stock above RPs by 
2024 with a 50% probability. The rebuilding plan also includes yellowfin tuna catch limitations for 
2025 (IOTC Circular 2025-13_Rev1) although not applicable to all CPCs. In summary, the HCR 
includes a catch level, compulsory catch reductions and more recently a TAC allocation. 
IOTC has also agreed on specific and well-defined HCRs for other tropical tunas, namely bigeye 

tuna and skipjack, that are expected to reduce exploitation when PRI is approached and maintain 

the stock at MSY levels. The expectation is that these well-defined HCRs will pave the way for a 

well-defined HCR to be also agreed to yellowfin tuna. 
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Yellowfin tuna stock biomass is estimated in 2023 to be above MSY level while fishing mortality is 

below MSY (Urtizberea et al., 2024), the agreed management interim thresholds. Furthermore, 

the short and medium-term projections shows that stock biomass is maintained above BMSY with 

a lower than 0.6% risk of falling below in 2026 if the 2023 catch is maintained, or even if catch 

increase by 20% (increasing the risk to 4%). Fishing mortality is expected to be below FMSY with a 

97.5% probability, although decreasing to 69% if catches increase by 20%. However, according 

to IOTC SC (Kitakado & Merino, 2025), the uncertainty of the projections (e.g., relating to whether 

estimated high recruitment will be maintained) and uncertainty not captured in the assessment 

grid (e.g. relating to the new CPUE indices) warrants some caution in the 2025 and 2026 TAC 

level. 

 

Therefore, the team concludes that a generally understood HCR is ‘available’ and while the 2024 

stock assessment derived management advice may require some caution, at least the HCR is 

expected to reduce the exploitation rate as the point of recruitment impairment (PRI) is 

approached. SG60 is met.  

 

IOTC continues to work on the possible allocation of the 2026 yellowfin tuna TAC to all CPCs (e.g. 

IOTC-2025-S29-PropX) but no agreement was reached at the recent 29Th IOTC Commission 

meeting. As the shares of the TAC for all CPCs have yet to be agreed by IOTC, the team concludes 

that a well-defined HCR is not in place at this point and SG80 is not met. 

b 

The robustness of HCRs to uncertainty 

Guide 
post 

 The HCRs are likely to be 
robust to the main 
uncertainties. 

The HCRs take account of a 
wide range of uncertainties 
including the ecological role of 
the stock, and there is 
evidence that the HCRs are 
robust to the main 
uncertainties. 

Met?  No No 

Rationale As stated above, there is only a generally understood HCR that has not been tested with MSE. 
Therefore it is unclear if the HCR is robust to main uncertainties, for example in changes in fishing 
practices, in yellowfin biology or in model assumptions to name a few, and therefore SG80 is not 
met. 

c 

Evaluation of HCRs 

Guide 
post 

There is some evidence that 
tools used or available to 
implement HCRs are 
appropriate and effective in 
controlling exploitation. 

Available evidence indicates 
that the tools in use are 
appropriate and effective in 
achieving the exploitation 
levels required under the 
HCRs.  

Evidence clearly shows that 
the tools in use are effective in 
achieving the exploitation 
levels required under the 
HCRs.  

Met? Yes No No 

Rationale Fishing mortality is decreasing following a recent observed decrease in total yellowfin catches and 
is estimated to be below FMSY in recent years. The 2024 assessment (Urtizberea et al., 2024) 
provides some evidence that the tools in use are appropriate and effective at controlling 
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exploitation rates. Therefore, under the MSC requirements and guidance for ‘available’ HCRs, 
SG60 is met.   

However, as the 2024 stock assessment has shown a significantly different stock status perception 
than previous assessment, it is the team conclusion that it is still early to conclude that available 
evidence indicates that the tools in use are appropriate and effective in achieving the exploitation 
levels required under the HCRs and SG80 is not met.  

Draft scoring range and information gap indicator included in Announcement Comment Draft Report stage only 

Draft scoring range 60-79 

Information gap indicator Information sufficient to score PI 

 

Overall Performance Indicator scores added from Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage 

Overall Performance Indicator score 60 

Condition number (if relevant) 8 
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PI 1.2.3 – Information and monitoring 

PI 1.2.3 Relevant information is collected to support the harvest strategy 

Scoring issue SG 60 SG 80 SG 100 

a 

Range of information 

Guide 
post 

Some relevant information 
related to stock structure, 
stock productivity, and fleet 
composition is available to 
support the harvest strategy. 

Sufficient relevant 
information related to stock 
structure, stock productivity, 
fleet composition, and other 
data are available to support 
the harvest strategy.  

A comprehensive range of 
information (on stock 
structure, stock productivity, 
fleet composition, stock 
abundance, UoA removals, 
and other information such as 
environmental information), 
including some that may not 
be directly related to the 
current harvest strategy, is 
available. 

Met? Yes Yes No 

Rationale There is information on catch from all major fisheries and biological data for the stock. The majority 

of catches, area of occurrence, and area of operation of the fishery are sampled on a regular basis. 

There is considerable information on the biology of yellowfin tuna through extensive research 

programmes that include tagging studies, genetics, parasites, isotopes and otolith chemistry, all 

to help to clarify stock structure, productivity, migration patterns, distribution and habitat use. There 

is also information on age, growth, maturity and length, among other information (e.g., migration 

patterns). Therefore, sufficient information related to stock structure, stock productivity, fleet 

composition and other data are available to support the harvest strategy and both SG60 and SG80 

are reached.  

However, there is still uncertainty regarding stock spatial structure, reported catches and size 

frequency data and thus a comprehensive range of information is not available and SG100 is not 

reached.   

b 

Monitoring 

Guide 
post 

Stock abundance and UoA 
removals are monitored and 
at least one indicator is 
available and monitored with 
sufficient frequency to support 
the harvest control rule. 

Stock abundance and UoA 
removals are regularly 
monitored at a level of 
accuracy and coverage 
consistent with the harvest 
control rule, and one or 
more indicators are available 
and monitored with sufficient 
frequency to support the 
harvest control rule. 

All information required by 
the harvest control rule is 
monitored with high frequency 
and a high degree of certainty, 
and there is a good 
understanding of inherent 
uncertainties in the 
information [data] and the 
robustness of assessment and 
management to this 
uncertainty. 

Met? Yes Yes No 

Rationale 
Stock abundance is monitored through longline catch per unit of effort (CPUE) indices. UoA 
removals are also regularly monitored and reported. Tagging experiments provide significant 
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insight into IO yellowfin tuna stock structure, distribution, mixing and migrations. Age and maturity 
estimates are derived from samples collected from the main fisheries. There are also parasite, 
isotope, otolith chemistry and genetic studies to clarify stock structure. So all information required 
by a harvest control rule is regularly monitored with at least a level of accuracy and coverage 
consistent with the harvest control rule and both SG60 and SG80 are reached.  

 
However, as reported above, there are uncertainties regarding reported catches and size 
frequency data. In addition, the 2021 and 2024 stock assessments showed significant changes in 
stock perception, with the 2024 assessment more optimistic (Urtizberea et al., 2024). So some of 
the information required by the harvest control rule is not monitored with a high degree of certainty, 
while it is also unclear how robust the management system and the assessment is to uncertainty. 
Thus, SG100 is not reached. 

c 

Comprehensiveness of information 

Guide 
post 

 There is good information on 
all other fishery removals from 
the stock. 

 

Met?  Yes  

Rationale 
According to the stock assessment report, although there is still uncertainty associated to the 

reported catches from some CPCs, the data has improved particularly regarding Indonesia 

yellowfin catch data, Sri Lanka longline catch and future review of Oman catch data (IOTC-WPTT, 

2024) while there was a review of Spanish seiners catch data (Domínguez-Bustos et al., 2025). 

There is also no information from the SC of significant catch misreporting, one that could 

jeopardise the stock assessment. Therefore, the team concludes that there is good information on 

all other fishery removals from the stock and SG80 is met. 

 

Draft scoring range and information gap indicator included in Announcement Comment Draft Report stage only 

Draft scoring range ≥80 

Information gap indicator Information sufficient to score PI 

 

Overall Performance Indicator scores added from Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage 

Overall Performance Indicator score 80 

Condition number (if relevant)  
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PI 1.2.4 – Assessment of stock status 

PI 1.2.4 There is an assessment of the stock status 

Scoring issue SG 60 SG 80 SG 100 

a 

Appropriateness of assessment to stock under consideration 

Guide 
post 

 The assessment is 
appropriate for the stock and 
for the harvest control rule. 

The assessment takes into 
account the major features 
relevant to the biology of the 
species and the nature of the 
UoA. 

Met?  Yes Yes 

Rationale The IO yellowfin tuna stock is assessed based on an age-structured spatially-explicit population 

model in Stock Synthesis 3 (Urtizberea et al., 2024). The model includes a spatial and seasonal 

component while considers the stock age composition, maturity, growth, natural mortality and 

fishery selectivity. The model is flexible to accommodate for different types of data such as catch, 

abundance indices, size and tagging data.  Different stock structures assumptions, while updated 

growth model, natural mortality and maturity have also been considered in the 2024 assessment. 

Therefore, major features of the biology of yellowfin tuna and the nature of the UoA are taken into 

account in the assessments and both SG80 and SG100 are met. 

b 

Assessment approach 

Guide 
post 

The assessment estimates 
stock status relative to generic 
reference points appropriate 
to the species category. 

The assessment estimates 
stock status relative to 
reference points that are 
appropriate to the stock and 
can be estimated. 

 

Met? Yes Yes  

Rationale The assessments estimate stock status relative to reference points, namely SB0, SBMSY and FMSY. 
The unfished spawning potential (SBF=0) was calculated assuming recent recruitment deviations 
and the Beverton-Holt stock recruitment relationship (SRR), while MSY was computed using a 
reference period to the recent 20 years (2002-2021).This 20-year period was selected on the basis 
that the period encompassed the most reliable series of catch and size composition data and, as 
such, provided the best available information regarding the prevailing productivity of the stock 
(Kitakado & Merino, 2025) and therefore SG60 and SG80 are both met. 

c 

Uncertainty in the assessment 

Guide 
post 

The assessment identifies 
major sources of uncertainty. 

The assessment takes 
uncertainty into account. 

The assessment takes into 
account uncertainty and is 
evaluating stock status 
relative to reference points in 
a probabilistic way. 
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Met? Yes Yes No 

Rationale The assessment takes uncertainty into account by running several models to explore the effects 

of changing the assumptions governing the population dynamics, fisheries dynamics and 

parameter estimation. Specifically, the uncertainty related to the assumptions associated to the 

selectivity (split and no split in the CPUE) and catchability of longline fisheries (no effort creep and 

0.5% per year) and steepness of the stock-recruitment relationship (0.7, 0.8 and 0.9) are taken 

into account, while uncertainties related to tagging data, natural mortality and previous assessment 

CPUE data series were investigated. The assessment does estimate stock status in a probabilistic 

way relative to reference points as biomass and fishing mortality are estimated with 80% CI. 

Therefore, SG60 and SG80 are reached. The harmonised score for overlapping fisheries is that 

SG100 is not met. 

d 

Evaluation of assessment 

Guide 
post 

  The assessment has been 
tested and shown to be 
robust. Alternative hypotheses 
and assessment approaches 
have been rigorously 
explored. 

Met?   No 

Rationale The SS3 stock assessment model used to assess the yellowfin tuna stock in the Indian Ocean 

has been evaluated considering different assumptions, model structures and input parameters and 

data, namely spatial structures and CPUE estimates. According to Urtizberea et al. (2024), 

although the new 2024 model represents a marked improvement over the previous 2021 model, 

as demonstrated using a number of statistical diagnostic analyses, there are still important 

uncertainties in the data used for yellowfin and other tropical tuna stock assessments. There are 

uncertainties in relation to the CPUE standardization but also on reported catches from some 

CPCs, size frequency data, and model configuration such as the spatial structure. These will need 

to be further explored in the future. 

In addition, the perception of stock status between the 2024 and 2021 assessments are 

significantly different, while other models (e.g. JABBA, ASAP, BLICC) and their conflicting results 

were not thoroughly explored (IOTC-WPTT, 2024). For all these reasons the team considers that 

it is too early to conclude that the assessment has been shown to be robust, and SG100 is not 

met. 

e 

Peer review of assessment 

Guide 
post 

 The assessment of stock 
status is subject to peer 
review. 

The assessment has been 
internally and externally 
peer reviewed. 

Met?  Yes Yes 

Rationale The IOTC SC assessments are subject to internal peer review, in SC meetings and in workshops, 
and thus SG80 is reached. IOTC SC also engaged external scientists to review the yellowfin tuna 
assessment (Maunder et al., 2023). The 2024 assessment addressed many of the 
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recommendations of the independent review of the yellowfin stock assessment carried out in 2023. 
As such, the team concludes that the stock assessment has also externally peer-reviewed and 
SG100 is met. 

 

Draft scoring range and information gap indicator included in Announcement Comment Draft Report stage only 

Draft scoring range ≥80 

Information gap indicator Information sufficient to score PI 

 

Overall Performance Indicator scores added from Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage 

Overall Performance Indicator score 90 

Condition number (if relevant)  
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10.2. Principle 2 

 

According to the results from the gap analysis conducted (which is published on MSC website), Principle 2 will not be 
assessed as the scorings are the same as the existing certified skipjack tuna UoCs. Therefore, in this scope extension, 
the P2 does not need to be assessed, and the following sections have been left blank. The last published report (first 
surveillance) is  available at ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery. 

 

10.3. Principle 3 

According to the results from the gap analysis conducted (which is published on MSC website), Principle 3 will not be 
assessed as scorings are the same as the existing certified skipjack tuna UoCs (further information see the last 
published report- 1SV report available at ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery) .  

However, during September and October 2025, harmonization between CABs (see Section 11.8).  regarding PI 3.2.2 
resulted in an agreement to open a condition in PI 3.2.2 SIb (see Section 11.5). Therefore, the team assessed only 
3.2.2 SIb for YFT during this scope extension. 

 

Scoring Indicators a, c, d, and e remain the same as in the ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery.  

 

PI 3.2.2 The fishery-specific management system includes effective decision-making processes 
that result in measures and strategies to achieve the objectives, and has an appropriate 
approach to actual disputes in the fishery 

Scoring issue SG 60 SG 80 SG 100 

a 

Decision-making processes 

Guide 
post 

There are some decision-
making processes in place 
that result in measures and 
strategies to achieve the 
fishery-specific objectives. 

There are established 
decision-making processes 
that result in measures and 
strategies to achieve the 
fishery-specific objectives. 

 

Met? Yes Yes  

Rationale Within the fishery management framework, there are established, responsive and largely 
transparent decision-making processes at different levels of management. In the case of the 
IOTC, this process is well established, defining measures and strategies with the objective of 
bringing the SKJ fishery in the Indian Ocean to a sustainable level of catches.  

In the 1993 Agreement establishing the Commission, specific decision-making mechanisms 
already appear. Resolutions are based on scientific advice and can be drafted by sub-
commissions and subsidiary bodies and on the initiative of a CPC. The EU, its Member States, 
and coastal and island states (including the Seychelles) are represented in the decision-making 
process at IOTC level, SG60 is met. 

The IOTC Rules of Procedure, adopted in 1997 and updated in 2004 
(https://www.iotc.org/node/5065), established clear decision-making processes within the IOTC. 
The decision-making mechanisms allow for the formulation of binding Resolutions that include 
the mechanisms and strategies necessary to achieve the specific objectives of the fishery. IOTC 

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/
https://www.iotc.org/node/5065
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PI 3.2.2 The fishery-specific management system includes effective decision-making processes 
that result in measures and strategies to achieve the objectives, and has an appropriate 
approach to actual disputes in the fishery 

Regulation 16/01 (on an interim plan for the recovery of the IO stock of yellowfin tuna) and IOTC 
Regulation 16/02 (on HCRs for skipjack) are the best recent examples. Also relevant is the 
working group on FADs (Reg IOTC 15/09) and Resolution 19/02 on procedures for a 
management plan for FADs refers to the relevant CMMs already in place and points to the 
relevant elements of advice from the Scientific Committee. 

In addition, Article IX of the 1993 Agreement Establishing the Commission establishes the 
mechanisms for the formulation of recommendations (voluntary and/or transitional) and binding 
resolutions that are mandatory.  

However, there are some weaknesses, which have been highlighted in the performance 
evaluations. Members can vote, but cooperating non-members are not entitled to participate in 
voting. Most, if not all, decisions are reached by consensus rather than majority vote (Medley et 
al, 2022).  

For EU Member States, the IOTC decision-making process is integrated into the international 
policy parts of the CFP and SFPA decision-making processes, informed by stakeholder input 
through the LDAC and other EU institutions. In the case of Seychelles, the SFA works in close 
collaboration with Ministry Natural Resources, Ministry of Environment and Energy, Seychelles 
Coast Guard and other stakeholders including fishermen and boat owners’ associations. This 
ensures the participation of all stakeholders in the decision-making processes, which should 
generally, be described as transparent. 

SG80 is met 

b 

Responsiveness of decision-making processes 

Guide 
post 

Decision-making processes 
respond to serious issues 
identified in relevant research, 
monitoring, evaluation, and 
consultation, in a transparent, 
timely and adaptive manner, 
and take some account of the 
wider implications of 
decisions. 

Decision-making processes 
respond to serious and other 
important issues identified in 
relevant research, monitoring, 
evaluation, and consultation, 
in a transparent, timely, and 
adaptive manner, and take 
account of the wider 
implications of decisions. 

Decision-making processes 
respond to all issues 
identified in relevant research, 
monitoring, evaluation, and 
consultation, in a transparent, 
timely, and adaptive manner, 
and take account of the wider 
implications of decisions. 

Met? Yes No No 

Rationale To score this SI effectively, it is necessary to show responsiveness to decision-making processes 
at different levels. 

 

The IOTC has internal response mechanisms that allow serious problems identified in the fishery 
to be addressed and considered in the decision-making process. The implementation of IOTC 
resolutions by all parties is a fundamental part of the management system.  

IOTC decisions are, for the most part, timely and taken in an organised and systematic manner 
(Medley et al. 2022). Working groups are set up within the Commission on specific issues that 
may arise, and CPCs also participate in these groups. This participation is particularly crucial for 
the ANABAC (a specific initiative or agreement within the IOTC framework) due to the flag status 
of the vessels involved and the existing fisheries agreements. The involvement of the European 
Union (EU), Seychelles and other CPCs is essential for the effective functioning of these working 
groups. 
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The IOTC's decision-making process is transparent, and most disputes are resolved at the annual 
meetings by consensus. Prior to the meetings, the parties have the necessary information (Cieri 
et al, 2025). The level of transparency allows the parties to have all the information they need to 
be able to decide. 

 

Article 9 (5) of the IOTC Agreement provides that any member of the Commission may object to 
an adopted conservation and management measure within 120 days of its adoption or within 60 
days after the end of the 120 days and shall not be bound by it. In addition, a member may 
withdraw a previously filed objection at any time (IOTC 1993). 

 

In general, so far, the objections that have been raised by different members have not, in practice, 
prejudiced the decision-making processes on tuna stocks managed by the IOTC (Medley 2022). 
In this sense, it does not appear that the objection process is an impediment to the most 
contentious issues being raised at meetings and therefore not being resolved. Therefore, it is 
considered that a decision-making system is in place in the fishery that meets the requirements. 
Thus, SG60 is met. 

In addition to the serious issues, scientists and fisheries managers discuss other important issues 
related to the impacts of purse seine fisheries targeting tropical tunas on the broader ecosystem 
through the relevant Working Parties. These discussions include, for example, voluntary 
measures such as the use of biodegradable FADs, observers, or active monitoring of buoys.  

However, effective harvest control rules for the YFT stock are not yet established due to the lack 
of an agreed TAC between the parties involved. IOTC agreed to an interim rebuilding plan for 
yellowfin in 2016 (Res. 16/01, superseded by Res. 17/01, 18/01, 19/01 and 21/01). The plan aimed 
for a 20% catch reduction relative to 2014 and to recover the stock above interim targets by 2024 
with a 50% probability (Urtizberea et al., 2024). Scientists consider MSY catch for YFT to be 
around 349 kt, but recent total catches have exceeded 430 kt because several CPCs are not 
bound by the same limits (objections/exemptions to Res. 21/01). Although overall YFT catches 
have decreased in recent years and the EU has applied Member State quotas since 2017 (Reg. 
(EU) 2017/127), the global TAC is not allocated to all CPCs (IOTC Circular 2025-13_rev1). 

At the most recent 29th Session (13–17 April 2025), the Commission decided to maintain the 
global YFT TAC for 2025 and postpone a discussion on TAC revision to 2026 considering the 
positive assessment and to allow an additional data review. Proposals were tabled to allocate the 
2026 TAC to all CPCs and to revise the rebuilding plan, but consensus was not reached.  

This indicates that the response, while transparent and active, has not consistently been timely 
and decisive with respect to the serious issue and its implementation across all fleets. Therefore, 
SG80 is not met.  

 

 

c 

Use of precautionary approach 

Guide 
post 

 Decision-making processes 
use the precautionary 
approach and are based on 
best available information. 

 

Met?  Yes  
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Rationale The IOTC Agreement does not explicitly refer to the application of the Precautionary Principle, 
although Resolution 12/01 (On the Implementation of the Precautionary Approach) determines its 
application in the framework of the Commission's decision-making process.  

Implicit in the application of the precautionary approach is that its application leads to improved 
decision-making processes through, inter alia, the application of best available techniques to 
reduce risk and uncertainty. In this regard, Resolution 12/01 urges the IOTC to apply the 
precautionary approach in accordance with relevant internationally agreed standards. In addition, 
for the implementation of this approach, the Commission should adopt reference points for fishing 
mortality and biomass and associated harvest control rules considering the main uncertainties, 
including uncertainty about the status of stocks in relation to the reference points, uncertainty about 
biological, environmental, and socio-economic developments and the effects of fishing activities 
on non-target and associated or dependent species. 

In this regard, this approach also includes the adoption of interim target and limit reference points 
through IOTC Resolution 15/10 and Recommendation 12/14 and the specific skipjack Resolution 
21/03 (on harvest control rules for skipjack tuna in the IOTC area of competence) 

In relation to the European Union, the Common Fisheries Policy Regulation establishes, both in 
the preamble and in Article 2, that the Precautionary Principle shall be applied to fisheries 
management, with the objective of rebuilding stocks of overexploited species and keeping them 
all above the levels necessary to achieve Maximum Sustainable Yield.  

In relation to Seychelles, there is no direct mention of the application of the Precautionary 
Approach in its fisheries legislation. However, there are legislative tools that, although they do not 
explicitly mention this approach, do consider that fisheries should be carried out in a scenario of 
resource sustainability.  

In either case, decisions are all based on the best available information. Therefore, SG80 is met. 

d 

Accountability and transparency of management system and decision-making process 

Guide 
post 

Some information on the 
fishery’s performance and 
management action is 
generally available on request 
to stakeholders. 

Information on the fishery’s 
performance and 
management action is 
available on request, and 
explanations are provided for 
any actions or lack of action 
associated with findings and 
relevant recommendations 
emerging from research, 
monitoring, evaluation, and 
review activity. 

Formal reporting to all 
interested stakeholders 
provides comprehensive 
information on the fishery’s 
performance and 
management actions and 
describes how the 
management system 
responded to findings and 
relevant recommendations 
emerging from research, 
monitoring, evaluation, and 
review activity. 

Met? Yes Yes  Yes 

Rationale All relevant information related to the work of the IOTC is appropriately published on the 
organisation's website (https://www.iotc.org). 

All Resolutions and Recommendations, as well as other relevant reports or documents are publicly 
accessible and available to all interested parties on this page. It also includes information on the 
register of fishing vessels and reefers authorised to operate in IOTC waters and a list of vessels 
accused of IUU fishing.  

About the European Union, member countries only apply existing management measures within 
the framework of the Union's fisheries management system. All countries, including Spain, report 
the activity of their vessels to the EU. It is possible to have access to information on the fishing 
activity of European vessels even if they are operating in external, non-EU waters. The texts of 



Marine Stewardship Council fisheries assessments 

 

    ANABAC IO P.S. SCOPE EXTENSION (PCR)     Page 58 of 126 24 November 2025 

the negotiations of the Fisheries Agreements can be consulted and the evaluation reports of these 
agreements are also available on the website of the European Commission or Parliament. 
Moreover, the Long-Distance Advisory Council, as a consultative member of the European 
Commission, also makes its opinions and other documentation available to all parties in a 
transparent and accessible manner. 

Spain also reports and shares information with other CPCs with which it has fishing agreements, 
including Seychelles. 

SG60 and SG80 are met. 

To achieve SG100, it is necessary to ensure that formal reporting to all stakeholders provides 
comprehensive information on the fishery's performance and management actions. In addition, it 
is necessary to describe how the management system responds to findings and recommendations 
derived from scientific research, monitoring, assessment, and review. The IOTC makes available 
to all parties the relevant reports produced from meetings, working groups or different Committees. 
In addition, all information is available on the Commission's website: http://www.iotc.org/. At EU 
level, evaluations of agreements and legal texts can be downloaded from the website of the 
Directorate-General for Maritime Affairs and Fisheries. The LDAC Opinions are also available. In 
the case of Seychelles, Seychelles is takes part of the FiTI (Fisheries Transparency Initiative). 
Seychelles' progress reports on the transparency of information related to fishing activities are 
available on the FiTI website. 

According to the information published on its website, all existing regional agreements between 
Seychelles and other countries or private companies are public and can be downloaded from the 
website of the SFA or the Ministry of Fisheries and Blue Economy. Therefore, SG100 is met. 

e 

Approach to disputes 

Guide 
post 

Although the management 
authority or fishery may be 
subject to continuing court 
challenges, it is not indicating 
a disrespect or defiance of the 
law by repeatedly violating the 
same law or regulation 
necessary for the 
sustainability of the fishery. 

The management system or 
UoA is attempting to comply in 
a timely fashion with judicial 
decisions arising from any 
legal challenges. 

The management system or 
UoA acts proactively to avoid 
legal disputes or rapidly 
implements judicial decisions 
arising from legal challenges. 

Met? Yes Yes No 

Rationale The IOTC Agreement includes an article (XXIII) on interpretation and dispute settlement, the 
basis for dispute resolution. (https://iotc.org/about-iotc/basic-texts) 

Normally, when there is a dispute, it is usually dealt with and resolved in the subsidiary bodies of 
the Commission, or it may be escalated through a panel of experts who make an analysis and 
report back to the Commission (Medley, 2022). SG60 is met. 

CPCs have so far avoided resorting to international law to resolve disputes. If disputes cannot be 
resolved internally, they could be referred to independent international arbitration through the 
International Court of Justice or the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea, although these 
mechanisms have not yet been tested. (Medley, 2022). 

IOTC Resolution 16/11 on port state measures includes in paragraph 6 a mechanism to assist 
States in developing CPCs to implement the application of CPCs, including dispute settlement. 
IOTC CPCs cooperate to establish appropriate funding mechanisms to assist developing CPC 
States to implement the Resolution. 

https://iotc.org/about-iotc/basic-texts
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IOTC has an opt-out clause when CPCs do not agree with resolutions. The consultation 
processes (Working Groups, Commission meetings) and the opt-out clause are elements that 
determine a proactive system for dealing with disputes that may exist.  

However, to date, the disputes that have arisen, due to a CPC's wilful non-compliance with any 
of the Resolutions, have not had a major impact on the fisheries management system.  Recently, 
the European Union and France (among other CPCs) have objected to Resolution 23/02 on a 
Drift FAD Management Plan due to enter into force on January 1, 2024. The EU itself and other 
countries have submitted, at the 27th session of the IOTC (May 2023), proposed revisions to 
Resolution 23/02 for discussion during the meeting. This confirms that the meetings allow the 
parties to discuss and reach agreements with the aim of resolving disputes arising in relation to 
the different parts of the management system.  

In relation to fishing opportunities for EU vessels in the Seychelles, the bilateral Agreement in 
force establishes the Joint Committee, set up under the Agreement, as the mechanism for the 
amicable settlement of disputes between the two parties. 

No evidence has been found of legal challenges to the skipjack tuna fishery management 
system by IOTC CPCs, including the EU. SG80 is met. 

Although mechanisms are in place for periodic review of the management system and its 
monitoring, there is no clear evidence to demonstrate the proactivity of the system in addressing 
all potential disputes. SG100 is not met. 

 

Draft scoring range and information gap indicator included in Announcement Comment Draft Report stage only 

Draft scoring range 60-79 

Information gap indicator Information sufficient to score PI 

 

Overall Performance Indicator scores added from Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage 

Overall Performance Indicator score 75 

Condition number (if relevant) Condition 9 
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10.4. Principle 1 for stocks managed by Regional Fisheries Management 

Organisations (RFMOs) 

 

PI 1.2.2 – Harvest control rules and tools 

 

This information is presented on tables in section 10.1.1. 

 

PI 1.2.2 There are well-defined and effective HCRs in place 

Scoring issue SG 60 SG 80 SG 100 

a 

HCR design and application 

Guide 
post 

HCRs are expected to 
reduce the exploitation rate 
as the PRI is approached 
and are either generally 
understood and in place, or 
available. 

Well-defined HCRs are in 
place that ensure that the 
exploitation rate is reduced as 
the PRI is approached, and 
are expected to keep the 
stock fluctuating around a 
target level consistent with (or 
above) MSY, or for key LTL 
species a level consistent with 
ecosystem needs. 

The HCRs are expected to 
keep the stock fluctuating at 
or above a target level 
consistent with MSY, or 
another more appropriate 
level taking into account the 
ecological role of the stock, 
most of the time. 

Met? Yes / No  Yes / No  Yes / No 

Rationale  

b 

HCR robustness to uncertainty 

Guide 
post 

 The HCRs are likely to be 
robust to the main 
uncertainties. 

The HCRs take account of a 
wide range of uncertainties 
including the ecological role of 
the stock, and there is 
evidence that the HCRs are 
robust to the main 
uncertainties. 

Met?  Yes / No  Yes / No 

Rationale  

c 

HCR evaluation 

Guide 
post 

There is some evidence that 
tools used or available to 
implement HCRs are 

Available evidence indicates 
that the tools in use are 
appropriate and effective in 
achieving the exploitation 

Evidence clearly shows that 
the tools in use are effective 
in achieving the exploitation 
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PI 1.2.2 There are well-defined and effective HCRs in place 

appropriate and effective in 
controlling exploitation. 

levels required under the 
HCRs. 

levels required under the 
HCRs. 

Met? Yes / No Yes / No  Yes / No 

Rationale  

 

Draft scoring range and information gap indicator included in Announcement Comment Draft Report stage only 

Draft scoring range <60 / 60-79 / ≥80 

Information gap indicator More information sought / Information sufficient to score PI 

 

If more information is sought, include a description of what the 
information gap is and what is information is sought 

 

Overall Performance Indicator scores added from Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage 

Overall Performance Indicator score  

Condition number (if relevant)  
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11. Appendices 

 

11.1. Assessment information 

 

11.1.1. Previous assessments –  

Following Annex PD1.2.2.1, the current certified fishery ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery (MSC-
F-31617) was merged with Echebastar Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack tuna (MSC-F-30029) on the 25th of 
February 2025. The previous full assessments of these fisheries are available at ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine 
skipjack fishery - MSC Fisheries and Echebastar Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack tuna. 

 

11.2. Evaluation processes and techniques 

 

11.2.1. Site visit 

 

The client proceeded to announce the Scope Extension of the fishery and the ACDR was published at the MSC website 
together with the announcement that the fishery was entering initial assessment, in accordance with FCP2.3 #7.10.1. 
Dates, type of site visit and itinerary were detailed at the announcement of the fishery.  

The site visit for the scope extension of the ANABAC fishery was conducted off-site between the 16th and the 17th of 
June 2025. A variation request was granted by MSC to allow the team to conduct the site-visit remotely. This variation 
request response was published on the MSC website on the 19th of May 2025 available at Assessments ANABAC Indian 
Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery - MSC Fisheries.  
 
The site visit was announced on May 13, 2025 together with a gap analysis. The details regarding the gap analysis 
performed and its outcome can be found at the announcement.  
 

Table 11.2.1. Agenda for the onsite visit for scope extension of the ANABAC fishery. 

Monday, June 16 (remote) 

Time Topic Participants 

10.00- 12.00  Opening meeting with clients Nekane Alzorriz 

Ane Iriondo 

12.00 – 12.15  Pause 

12.15 -14.15  Meeting with AZTI  Gorka Merino 

Maitane Grande 

Josu Santiago 

Tuesday, June 17 (remote) 

Time Topic Participants 

11.00 – 12.00 

 

Team meeting to summarize outputs and 
findings 

Lisa Borges 

Natalia Mora 

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@view
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@view
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/echebastar-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-tuna/
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
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12.00 – 13.00  Closing meeting with clients Nekane Alzorriz 

Ane Iriondo 

 

 

 

11.2.2. Stakeholder participation 

 

The site visit for the scope extension audit was announced on the MSC website on May 13, 2025 and stakeholders 
could send their inputs until the 14th of June 2025. 
 
Furthermore, the team elaborated a list of key stakeholders (including the Spanish and Seychelles administrations, 
research institutions such as AZTI, CSIC, NGOs such as WWF, Ocean Foundation, etc.) that were contacted via 
email in order to ensure their participation and arrange the meetings. The list of institutions and people finally 
interviewed during the site visit is detailed above in Table 11.2.1.  
 
One stakeholder, ISSF, submitted their comments to the ACDR and the PCDR using the respective MSC template. 
The team responses can be found in Section 11.4 of this report.  

 

11.2.3. Evaluation techniques 

 

This scope extension process will follow the MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.3 and the default assessment tree 
(Annex SA) of the MSC Fisheries Standard, v2.01. All public announcements will comply with FCP v2.3.  

The assessment team completed the ACDR using, but not limited to, the information provided in the Client Document 
Checklist. Each assessor drafted her own background and scoring sections (i.e., Lisa Borges prepared Section 10.1, 
Natalia  Mora all other sections with the collaboration of Lisa Borges, if needed). These drafts were exchanged through 
email, so all team members had the chance to provide feedback on other sections. Specific meetings were held in case 
of disagreement on particular issues. All scores in the CPRDR were adopted by consensus among all the team 
members. Once all background and scoring sections were agreed, the Team Leader compiled all documents in a single 
draft report which was shared among all team members for a final review and feedback. 

After the site visit, each assessor revised her own sections at light of the information exchanged and discussed during 
the site visit and the comments to the ACDR sent by ISSF. Meetings between the team leader and the team member 
were exchanged to agree on the necessary modifications to the ACDR. Again, drafts of the CPRDR were exchange 
and agreed among the team members and compiled by the team leader. The final version of the CPRDR was shared 
by the team leader with the team member before sending it to the CAB for its technical revision, and then to the client 
and peer reviewers. 

Upon receipt of the client’s and peer reviewers’ comments, the team addressed all the issues raised, changing any 
part of the scoring, conditions and report as necessary, and incorporated the peer reviewer comments, the team 
responses, and any appropriate changes in the CPRDR to create the Public Comment Draft Report (PCDR). The 
team also verified that the Client Action Plans prepared by the client for the conditions set is in accordance with FCP 
7.19.7 and 7.19.8.and included in the current report (see Section 11.6 for the client action plan). The resulting Public 
Comment Draft Report (PCDR) was published at the MSC website for a 30-day consultation period. Comments from 1 
stakeholders (ISSF) were received. The team responded to these comments, see Section 11.3 for the comments 
received to the PCDR and the responses provided by the team.  

During September and October 2025, harmonization between CABs regarding PI 3.2.2 resulted in an agreement to 
open a condition in PI 3.2.2 SIb. Accordingly, the client was informed and prepared a Client Action Plan for the 
opened condition and the team verified that the Client Action Plan was in accordance with FCP 2.3 #7.19.7 and 
#7.19.8 (for further details on the CAP see Section 11.6). Moreover, the team made the appropriate modifications to 
the PCDR to come with the Final Draft Report (FDR).Detailed rationale for 3.2.2 can be found in  Section 10.3.  
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11.3. Peer Review reports 

 

11.3.1. Peer Reviewer A (PR-A) 

The comments of the PR-A and the responses from the team are shown below. 

11.3.1.1. General comments 

 

Fishery Assess-
ment 
Start 
Year 

Peer 
Reviewer 
(A/B/C) 

Question Yes/No Peer Reviewer Justification (as given at initial 
Peer Review stage).  Peer Reviewers should provide 
brief explanations for their 'Yes' or 'No' answers in this 
table, summarising the detailed comments made in 
the PI / RBF tables (first row) and conditions (second 
row). 

CAB Response to Peer Reviewer's 
comments (as included in the Public 
Comment Draft Report - PCDR) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 PR A Is the scoring of the 
fishery consistent with the 
MSC standard, and 
clearly based on the 
evidence presented in the 
assessment report? 

No There are several PIs that do not provide enough 
justification in the rationales to award the scoring by 
the assessors. Furthermore, there are scores 
awarded by the assessors that are not supported by 
the information and reality of the stock and 
management in place. 

See the CAB responses on the PI 
comments section 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 PR A Are the condition(s) raised 
appropriately written to 
clearly identify relevant 
scoring issues and 
scoring elements and 
define any milestones, 
consistent with the MSC 
process requirements? 
[Reference: FCP v3.0 
Section 7.16] 

Yes    NA 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 PR A Enhanced fisheries only:  
Does the report clearly 
evaluate any additional 
impacts that might arise 
from enhancement 
activities? 

NA    NA 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 PR A Optional: General 
Comments on the Peer 
Review Draft Report 
(including comments on 
the adequacy of the 
background information if 
necessary). Add extra 
rows if needed below. 

NA Error in Figure 10.1.6 caption, page 34 at bottom. Amended  

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 PR A Optional: General 
Comments (continued) 

NA    NA 
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11.3.1.2. PI comments 

 

Fishery Year UoA 
stock 

UoA 
gear 

PR 
(A/B/C) 

PI PR 
comment 
code 

Peer Reviewer Justification (as given at initial 
Peer Review stage) 

CAB Response to Peer 
Reviewer's comments (as 
included in the Public 
Comment Draft Report - PCDR) 

CAB 
Res-
ponse 
Code   

Fishery Assess-
ment 
Start 
Year 

Enter 
UoA 
stock/s, 
and insert 
extra 
rows for 
P1 PIs as 
needed, 
e.g. if 
separate 
scores 
given for 
different 
UoA 
stocks 

Enter 
UoA 
gear/s, 
and 
insert 
extra 
rows for 
P2 PIs 
as 
needed, 
e.g. if 
separate 
scores 
given for 
different 
UoA 
gear 
types 

Peer 
Revie-
wer 
(A/B/C) 

Perfor- 
mance 
Indica-
tor (PI) 

Enter code 
below to 
summarise 
the comment 
and any 
expected 
score 
change 

Peer reviewers (PRs) should provide support for the 
codes used in the left column by referring to specific 
scoring issues and/or scoring elements, and any relevant 
documentation as appropriate.  Additional rows should 
be inserted for any PIs where two or more discrete 
comments are raised, e.g. for different scoring issues, 
allowing CABs to give a different answer in each case. 
Paragraph breaks may also be made within cells using 
the Alt-return keyboard shortcut. 
 
Detailed justifications are only required where the PR is 
suggesting some change is needed. In other cases, 
either confirm ‘scoring agreed’ or identify any places 
where weak rationales could be strengthened (using the 
'Change suggested to increase clarity' code). 

CABs should summarise their 
response to the Peer Reviewer 
comments in the CAB Response 
Code column and provide justification 
for their response in this column.   
 
Where multiple comments are raised 
by Peer Reviewers with more than 
one row for a single PI, the CAB 
response should relate to each of the 
specific issues raised in each row. 
 
CAB responses should include details 
of where different changes have been 
made in the report (which section #, 
table etc).  

See codes 
page for 
response 
options 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.1.1 Scoring 
implications 
unknown 

SI(a) There are no references provided in the 
scoring table for the Bmsy and SBo values? After 
conducting a review of the IOTC stock assessment, 
it is clear where the Bmsy value has come from, 
However, it is not clear where the assessor has 
obtained the SBo value of 3,195 Mt from. 
Therefore, the peer reviewer cannot confidently 
assess whether the assessor has provided 
adequate evidence or calculated the correct values 
for PRI and awarded the correct scores or not. 
Please provide further justification in the rational 
with specific references for values used. 

It is clearly stated in the rational 
that "Bmsy is estimated by the 
2024 assessment considering the 
recent period to be 1,063 Mt and 
SB0 is 3,195 Mt. " The reference 
to the stock assessment summary 
(executive summary, table 1; 
IOTC, 2024) was added to the 
SBmsy value, and it was also 
added that the SB0 was 
calculated based on Bmsy. 

No score 
change, 
additional 
evidence 
presented 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.1.1 Change to 
rationale or 
evidence 
expected, 
not to 
scoring 

SI(a) The stock assessment contained five 
reference model runs and the assessor here has 
chosen to base scoring on model RM1. As stated in 
the stock assessment paper “The model with the 
largest virgin biomass is the RM1 and also the 
most optimistic in terms of depletion (SSB/SSB0) 
during the last years. The RM4 is the most 
pessimistic and RM1 the most optimistic”.  It is not 
clear why the IOTC adopted RM1 as the preferred 
model, and there seems to be much contention 
concerning the latest stock assessment and 
models used. The assessor should provide further 
commentary, based on evidence and information 
from the IOTC, on why RM1 was chosen to the  
preferred model. 

The assessor has chosen to base 
the scoring of 1.1.1 on the official 
stock status, i.e. based the model 
choices made by the IOTC 
Scientific Committee and 
endorsed by the IOTC 
commission.  
 
According to the stock 
assessment report (Urtizberea et 
al., 2024), 5 reference models 
were initially considered (RM1 to 
5). RM1-3 had different 
assumptions of LL and CPUE 
selectivity, while RM4 (effort 
creep) and RM5 (downweigh 
tagging data) are based on RM2. 
In a simplified way: RM1 had no 
split in LL or CPUE selectivity, 
RM2 had a split in LL selectivity 
only around 2000, and RM3 
considered a split around 2000 in 
both the LL and CPUE selectivity 
(page 18, WPTT26 report). 
 
On page 39 of the stock 
assessment report, it is stated 
that “the observed trends are very 
similar for the five candidate 
models with an appreciable 
difference between the models 
with the LL selectivity splitted 
(RMs 2, 4 and 5) and not splitted 
(RMs 1 and 3) estimated for the 
recent years. Overall, the five 
models estimate a steep decline 
after 1980s and recovery after 
2008, and a steep increase 

No score 
change, 
additional 
evidence 
presented 
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between 2020 and 2023. Fishing 
mortality trends display a period 
of overfishing between 1995 and 
2020, with a notable reduction in 
the last three years.” So all 
reference models shows similar 
trends in biomass and fishing 
mortality, although differing in the 
most recent stock biomasses 
estimated. 
 
On the same page, next 
paragraph, it is stated that “26th 
WPTT decided to build the final 
uncertainty grid for management 
advice based on RM1 
(NoSplitCPUE) and RM3 
(SplitCPUE), two options for 
effort-creep (EC0 = 0% and EC1 
= 0.5% per year), and three 
options for steepness (ℎ): 0.7, 0.8 
and 0.9.” without further 
justification, so we agree with the 
reviewer it is unclear the reason 
behind the choice of the two 
models RM1 and RM3 for the 
uncertainty grid. 
 
However, and according to the 
WPTT26 report (page 20), RM3 
(not RM1) was chosen as the 
reference model because 
“splitting the LL fishery data is 
necessary to reflect the change in 
average size before and after the 
2000s…. Additionally, connecting 
the early and later CPUE 
selectivity with the LL fishery's 
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selectivity during the same 
periods (RM3 scenario) is 
considered a better choice for two 
reasons: (1) It aligns the CPUE’s 
selectivity more closely with the 
underlying size data; and (2) It 
could prevent the model from 
creating potential cryptic biomass 
in later periods by assuming a full 
asymptotic selectivity, which 
would improve the model 
stability”. Furthermore, RM2 
selectivity assumption of no split 
of the LL CPUE seems unrealistic 
and was not included, while 
including RM1 allows for 
examining various hypotheses 
about the size data (related to 
size data uncertainty).  
 
Finally, note that the WPTT 
agreed to set the reference period 
to the recent 20 years (2002-
2021) for providing the stock 
status and performing the 
projections. This 20-year period 
was selected on the basis that the 
period encompassed the most 
reliable series of catch and size 
composition data and, as such, 
provided the best available 
information regarding the 
prevailing productivity of the 
stock. It also means that the 
estimated SSB/SBBmsy is 
smaller and thus providing a more 
precautionary basis for advice.  
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As suggested more information 
was added to the background 
section and rational, namely 
related to the justification on RM1 
and RM3 models and the 
uncertainty grid (background), 
and the use of the most recent 
period to estimated stock status 
(rational). 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.1.1 Change to 
rationale or 
evidence 
expected, 
not to 
scoring 

SI(a) The reference provided by the assessor 
"(IOTC 2024)" and the corresponding reference 
contained under section 11.13 of the report, does 
not provide easy access or even reference to the 
information source used here. It is understood that 
this reference was to the summary stock 
assessment report produced by IOTC, however, 
the assessor needs to provide a more clear and 
accessible reference link to the information. 

The link to IOTC page where all 
stock status can be found was 
added to the bibliography 
reference. 
https://iotc.org/science/status-
summary-species-tuna-and-tuna-
species-under-iotc-mandate-well-
other-species-impacted-iotc 

No score 
change, 
additional 
evidence 
presented 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.1.2 NA (PI not 
scored) 

  

  

NA (No 
response 
needed) 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.1 Score 
reduction 
expected to 
<80, 
condition 
needed 

SI(a) The assessors has not provided justification 
in the rational on how the HS can be responsive to 
the state of the stock when several key countries 
(Oman, Iran, India, Indonesia and Madagascar) are 
exempt from any catch restrictions implemented by 
IOTC. These key countries catch reporting is either 
poor at best or non-existent at worst. From the 
known reported catch data for these countries 
between 2019 and 2023, they were collectively 
responsible for around 42% of the yellowfin tuna 
catch from the Indian Ocean (IOTC-DATASETS-
2025-03-12-NC-SCI_1950-2023 
(https://data.iotc.org/browser/NC/RAW/)). This is 
substantial. This is supported through the 
statement made by the IOTC: “The Commission 
has an interim plan for the rebuilding the yellowfin 
stock, with catch limitations based on 2014 and 
other reference levels (Resolution 21/01 which 
superseded 19/01, 18/01 and 17/01). Some of the 
fisheries subject to catch reductions have achieved 
a decrease in catches in 2023 in accordance with 
the levels of reductions specified in the Resolution; 
however, these reductions were offset by 
increases in the catches from CPCs exempt 
from and some CPCs subject to limitations on 
their catches of yellowfin tuna.” 
 
It is not clear how SG80 is met if not all key 
catching countries are not restricted to the HS or 
HCRs implemented. Furthermore, there is no clear 
evidence that the HS is responsive given that to 
date, the evidence points to stocks being re 
classified due to a new, but highly uncertain, stock 
assessment, rather then any impact through the 
implementation of a HS. SG60 is met but not 
SG80. 

First of all, note that Indonesia is 
not exempt from any catch 
restrictions. It was initially against 
the resolution, but it has removed 
that objection. Since 2019, Oman 
(18% average), Iran (10%), India 
(5%) and Madagascar (0.2%) are 
responsible for around 32% of 
catches, but this is considering 
the increase in catches from 
Oman since 2019. Before 2019, 
the contribution from Oman was 
around 5% and the total of these 
4 countries amounted to around 
20%. Note also that Oman has 
review their catch data series as 
has also Indonesia. With these 
%s it cannot be said that these 
are key catching countries for 
yellowfin, except for Oman and 
again only recently.  
 
The statement that some 
countries reductions are offset by 
some countries increases does 
not necessarily mean that global 
catches have not decrease, but 
that the catch decreases is not as 
high as expected. Based on the 
catch data provided by the stock 
assessment and also extracted to 
reply to the reviewer, it is clear 
that yellowfin catches are 
decreasing: 2019 451 thousand 
tonnes, 2020 427, 2021 416, 
2022 413, 2023 400. The 
decreasing trend is also clear in 
the figure below where recent IO 

Minor 
score 
reduction 
made 
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yellowfin catches are plotted 
against gear. 
 
 The HS has changed and 
continues to evolve due to the 
past perception that the stock was 
overexploited, namely with the 
introduction of a rebuilding plan 
and more recently on the recent 
TAC allocation agreement by 
some CPCs. So the HS has been 
clearly responsive to the state of 
the stock.  
 
Regarding the stock assessment, 
we think it is important to clarify 
that the most recent assessment 
is more robust and stable than 
previous stock assessments. The 
fact that has given a different 
stock status and trajectory than 
previous should not preclude it 
from being perceived more 
robust. This is clearly the opinion 
of the scientists in charge of this 
species assessment, that have 
clearly conveyed that message in 
the stock assessment report, and 
in the site visit (the chair of the 
WP on Tropical Tunas (WPTT) 
and co-author of the stock 
assessment was thoroughly 
interviewed during the site visit). 
The recent assessment is not 
only more robust and stable than 
previous, but constitutes a 
marked improvement over the 
2021 model. There is a clear 
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increasing signal in the CPUE 
indexes, supported by the catch 
and length data, that can only be 
explained by an increasing stock. 
Even if the CPUE are revised 
downwards (the CPUE estimation 
is being reviewed in 2025), they, 
combined with changes to the 
biological parameters (growth, 
natural mortality and maturity) 
and updated data, all indicate an 
increasing stock. Finally, note that 
the yellowfin tuna assessment 
was external reviewed by a panel 
of 4 experts where many of their 
long list of recommendations 
were taken, while others are to be 
explored in the future. 
 
More information was added to 
the rational to justify the SG80 
being reached. However, we 
agree with the reviewer that since 
not all CPCs have agreed to the 
TAC allocation, including some 
that have a significant (recent) 
contribution to yellowfin catches 
(Oman) the HS is not designed to 
achieve stock management 
objectives and SG100 is not met. 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.1 Score 
reduction 
expected to 
<80, 
condition 
needed 

SI(b) The assessor states that the HS “is able to 
maintain stocks at target levels demonstrated by 
the short and medium-term forecasts,…” It is 
argued that the HS itself has not demonstrated this 
and there is no evidence of the HS being the 
mechanism that has seen the stock classified as 
not overfished and overfishing not occurring. 

Again, its is clearly stated in the 
stock assessment report and 
transmitted in the site visit 
interviews, that the 2024 stock 
assessment is more robust and 
stable than the 2021 assessment, 
and constitutes a significant 

No score 
change, 
additional 
evidence 
presented 
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Rather, it is more likely that it is the result of the 
new but uncertain stock assessment that has 
resulted in the stock appearing to be above SBmsy 
and below Fmsy. Therefore, it is considered that 
there is no clear evidence that exists to indicate 
that the HS is achieving its objectives. SG60 met 
but not SG80.  

improvement in the assessment 
of IO yellowfin. The assessment 
was also accepted by the IOTC 
SC and endorsed by the 
commission. Furthermore, as 
stated above, there is an 
undeniable signal in the CPUE 
indices, data and biological 
parameters that the stock is 
increasing, and again while one 
cannot pinpoint to one effect, and 
rather a combination of effects 
has resulted in this increase, it 
would be unrealistic to just 
dismiss the HS and its 
management measures. 
Following the conclusion of the 
assessment report (page 42): The 
management actions 
implemented during the recent 
period could also be another 
factor that may be helping to 
improve the stock status of this 
stock. Note also that by 
considering the most 20 recent 
years, the estimated SB/SBmsy is 
smaller and thus provides a more 
precautionary basis for advice.  
 
For all these reasons we 
respectfully disagree with the 
reviewer and we still believe 
SG80 is met. However, more 
evidence on the robustness of the 
stock assessment was added to 
the rational. 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.1 Score 
reduction 
expected to 
<60, PI 
fails 

SI(c) SG60 not met. Key countries are exempt from 
catch restrictions and there is poor reporting or no 
reporting from key countries that have been shown 
to be responsible for 42% of the catch of YFT. 
Furthermore, catch is increasing from coastal 
States as stated by the IOTC “Some of the fisheries 
subject to catch reductions have achieved a 
decrease in catches in 2023 in accordance with the 
levels of reductions specified in the Resolution; 
however, these reductions were offset by increases 
in the catches from CPCs exempt from and some 
CPCs subject to limitations on their catches of 
yellowfin tuna.” 

Please see reply above regarding 
the key catching countries and 
the argument regarding catches 
increasing (when they are in fact 
decreasing). Further, this SI 
determines if there is monitoring 
in place to determine if the HS is 
working. While there may be 
issues regarding catch reporting 
from some countries and 
particularly related to older data, 
the IOTC WPTT and SC are 
clearly able to perform a stock 
assessment to determine if the 
stock is overexploited or not. 
Furthermore, there has been 
improvements in catch reporting 
for many countries over the last 
20 years. It is still the teams 
opinion that monitoring is in place 
and SG60 is indeed met. 
However, more information on 
recent catch reviews were added 
regarding Oman and Indonesia. 

No score 
change, 
additional 
evidence 
presented 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.1 Change to 
rationale or 
evidence 
expected, 
not to 
scoring 

SI(d) Further evidence is required here. What are 
the dates (years) when the HS was reviewed? 
When was the last time the HS was reviewed? 
What amendments/improvements where made to 
the HS as a result of those reviews. It is not enough 
evidence to simply state that the HS is reviewed 
and that the HS was improved! Greater justification 
required. 

The original resolution of the IO 
yellowfin tuna recovery plan and 
its following resolutions were 
already in the rational but details 
to those amended were added. 
Namely that Res 16/01 
responded to the poor stock 
status estimated at that time and 
aimed for a 20% reduction in 
yellowfin catches compared to the 
2014 levels. The subsequent 
resolutions maintained the catch 
limit, but strengthen reporting 
rules, mandated the IOTC SC to 
review the effectiveness of the 
rebuilding plan based on new 
stock assessments (2018, 2021, 
2024) and introduced supply 
vessels and FAD controls. Finally, 
Res 21/01 introduce catch limits 
for some CPCs in response to the 
lack of reduction of yellowfin 
catch. 

No score 
change, 
additional 
evidence 
presented 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.2 Score 
reduction 
expected to 
<60, PI 
fails 

SI(a) The assessor has not clearly articulated what 
the HCRs are for YFT and how adjustments are 
made when stocks are above of below such HCRs, 
nor have they provided any information on what 
management measures are implemented to make 
such changes occur. 
 
Further, As stated under GSA 2.5.2 - “In scoring 
issue (a), and the requirements given in SA2.5.2 to 
SA2.5.5, the expectation is that ‘available’ HCRs 
may meet the SG60 level in cases where stock 
biomass has not previously been reduced below 
the BMSY level or has been above it for a 
sufficiently long recent time, and it is ‘expected’ that 
the management authority will introduce HCRs for 
this species in the future if needed.”  
 
As evidenced by recent previous YFT assessments 
by IOTC, the stock has been well overfished and 
overfishing occurring in very recent times, further, 
there is no evidence that the IOTC has 
implemented HCR as a result of YFT stocks being 
overfished that incorporate all key catches of the 
stock within the IO, rather there is clear evidence 
that measures do not apply to all members, do not 
restrain catches of entire stock and have not 
worked to reduce overall catches of YFT by key 
catching countries which account for around 42% 
of the total catches of YFT. Therefore, the term 
“available” does not apply and there is no clear 
evidence that the IOTC has implemented effective 
HCRs to apply to all countries and all catch of YFT 
as required. Therefore, SG60 is not met.   

As explained above the countries 
that have objections to the latest 
Resolution 21/01 account for 30% 
of the catches and only in recent 
years. The most recent stock 
assessment is more robust and 
stable, and has been agreed by 
the ITOC SC and commission, 
which shows a stock that is not 
overfished and is not 
experiencing overfishing. 
Furthermore the projections show 
that the present 2023 catch levels 
can maintain the stock at MSY 
levels, while total yellowfin 
catches have been reduced in 
2024. 
 
The first sentence of the rational 
explains the HCR imbedded in 
the IO yellowfin recovery plan: 
20% catch reductions compared 
to the 2014 levels, with the 
objective of rebuilding the stock 
above RPs by 2024 with a 50% 
probability. HCR includes a catch 
level, catch reductions and a TAC 
allocation. 
 
Therefore we disagree with the 
reviewer and we still believe 
SG60 is met. However, more 
evidence on the HCR was added 
to the rational. 

No score 
change, 
additional 
evidence 
presented 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.2 Score 
reduction 
expected to 
<60, PI 
fails 

SI(c) There is no clear evidence that YFT catches 
have decreased in recent years. The opposite is 
happening according to the IOTC itself, where it 
clearly stated that “Some of the fisheries subject to 
catch reductions have achieved a decrease in 
catches in 2023 in accordance with the levels of 
reductions specified in the Resolution; however, 
these reductions were offset by increases in the 
catches from CPCs exempt from and some CPCs 
subject to limitations on their catches of yellowfin 
tuna.” Therefore, it is not accurate to state that 
there has been observed decreases in total YFT 
catches in recent years. 
 
The HCRs are not responsive given that to date, 
the evidence points to stocks being re classified 
due to a new but highly uncertain stock 
assessment, rather then any impact through the 
implantation of HCRs. As evidenced by recent 
previous YFT assessments by IOTC, the stock has 
been well overfished and overfishing occurring in 
very recent times, further, there is no evidence that 
the IOTC has implemented HCR as a result of YFT 
stocks being overfished that incorporate all key 
catches of the stock within the IO, rather there is 
clear evidence that measures do not apply to all 
members, do not restrain catches of entire stock 
and have not worked to reduce overall catches of 
YFT by key catching countries which account for 
around 42% of the total catches of YFT. Therefore, 
the term “available” does not apply and there is no 
clear evidence that the IOTC has implemented 
effective HCRs to apply to all countries and all 
catch of YFT as required. Therefore, SG60 is not 
met.    

As stated above, the statement 
that some countries reductions 
are offset by some countries 
increases does not necessarily 
mean that global catches have 
not decrease, but that the catch 
decreases is not as high as 
expect. Based on the catch data 
provided by the stock assessment 
and also extracted to reply to the 
reviewer, it is clear that yellowfin 
catches are decreasing. Again 
the fact that the stock status has 
changed should not be an 
argument to say that this new 
assessment is incorrect and 
should not be used. IOTC SC 
clearly stated the 2024 
assessment is a great 
improvement from the 2021 
assessment.  And within the 
trajectory of the stock, it seems 
clear that some measure, 
although some not necessarily 
directed at yellowfin tuna, are 
having an impact on catches. The 
team continues to conclude that 
SG60 is met. 

No 
change 
made 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.3 Score 
reduction 
expected to 

SI(a) From the evidence provided within IOTC 
documents, it is clear that there is not sufficient 
relevant information to support the HS at the SG80 

The statement by IOTC referred 
by the reviewer also notes that 
catch statistics has improved in 

No 
change 
made 
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purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

Yellowfin 
Tuna  

<80, 
condition 
needed 

level. Namely there is significant gaps is catch data 
leading to major uncertainty, from several key 
countries responsible for large  (42%) catches 
(countries include Oman, Iran, Indonesia, 
Madagascar, India). This is supported through the 
following statements by IOTC: “Catch data 
uncertainty: the overall quality of the nominal 
catches of yellowfin tuna shows some large 
variability between 1950 and 2023. In some years, 
a large portion of the nominal catches of yellowfin 
tuna had to be estimated, and catches reported 
using species or gear aggregates had to be further 
broken down. The data quality was particularly poor 
between 1994 and 2002 when less than 70% of the 
nominal catches were fully or 
partially reported, with most reporting issues 
coming from coastal fisheries. The reporting rate 
has generally improved over the last decade 
however detailed information on data collection 
procedures, which determines the quality of fishery 
statistics, is still lacking.” SG 80 not met.  

the last decade, while the stock 
status and basis for advice is 
based on the last 20 years of data 
precisely because, and according 
to IOTC WPTT, the period 
encompassed the most reliable 
series of catch and size 
composition data and, as such, 
provided the best available 
information regarding the 
productivity of the stock. The 
team believe one needs to put 
into context the catch quality 
comments made for the purpose 
of continuous improvement of the 
catch reporting and data series by 
CPCs, and the quality of the data 
available to follow stock 
trajectories and the ability to 
provide information on the stock 
and fisheries for management. 
IOTC SC and the committee 
clearly feel that the catch 
available is sufficient to be able to 
provide advice on management. 
Furthermore, some of the 
scientist interviewed during the 
SV referred that they may be 
unwilling to state that the catch 
data available at the moment is 
sufficient as to not desentivised 
CPCs of improving their catch 
monitoring. Finally, note that both 
Indonesia and Oman have 
recently revised their catch data 
series. The team continues to 
conclude that SG80 is met. 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.3 Score 
reduction 
expected to 
<80, 
condition 
needed 

SI(b) From the evidence provided within IOTC 
documents, it is clear that the IOTC does not have 
the ability at this stage to monitor stock removals 
and stock abundance with the required accuracy 
and coverage that is required to support the HCRs 
at the SG80 level. Namely there is significant gaps 
is catch data leading to major uncertainty, from 
several key countries responsible for large  (42%) 
catches (countries include Oman, Iran, Indonesia, 
Madagascar, India). This is supported through the 
following statements by IOTC: “Catch data 
uncertainty: the overall quality of the nominal 
catches of yellowfin tuna shows some large 
variability between 1950 and 2023. In some years, 
a large portion of the nominal catches of yellowfin 
tuna had to be estimated, and catches reported 
using species or gear aggregates had to be further 
broken down. The data quality was particularly poor 
between 1994 and 2002 when less than 70% of the 
nominal catches were fully or partially reported, 
with most reporting issues coming from coastal 
fisheries. The reporting rate has generally improved 
over the last decade however detailed information 
on data collection procedures, which determines 
the quality of fishery statistics, is still lacking.” 

The statement by IOTC referred 
by the reviewer also notes that 
catch statistics has improved in 
the last decade, while the stock 
status and basis for advice is 
based on the last 20 years of data 
precisely because, and according 
to IOTC WPTT, the period 
encompassed the most reliable 
series of catch and size 
composition data and, as such, 
provided the best available 
information regarding the 
productivity of the stock. The 
team believe one needs to put 
into context the catch quality 
comments made for the purpose 
of continuous improvement of the 
catch reporting and data series by 
CPCs, and the quality of the data 
available to follow stock 
trajectories and the ability to 
provide information on the stock 
and fisheries for management. 
IOTC SC and the committee 
clearly feel that the catch 
available is sufficient to be able to 
provide advice on management. 
Furthermore, some of the 
scientist interviewed during the 
SV referred that they may be 
unwilling to state that the catch 
data available at the moment is 
sufficient as to not desentivised 
CPCs of improving their catch 
monitoring. Finally, note that both 
Indonesia and Oman have 
recently revised their catch data 

No score 
change, 
change to 
rationale 
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series. The team continues to 
conclude that SG80 is met. 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.4 Score 
reduction 
expected to 
<80, 
condition 
needed 

SI(a) based on the below statements from IOTC, it 
is not clear how SG80 is met? “there are still 
important uncertainties relating to the data used for 
this stock assessment. There are uncertainties in 
relation to the CPUE standardization in 2024 that 
could not be addressed during the meeting which 
are recognized in the SCs catch limit advice”  
 
“The use of the 2021 CPUE index in the current 
model results in a significantly more pessimistic 
biomass up to 2020 compared to the 2024 CPUE 
indices (-23% SB2021/SBMSY), but there is no 
clear understanding or agreement for why the two 
indices are significantly different (especially in 
Region 1)”. 
 
“There is also considerable uncertainty in the 
reported catches by some fisheries. In particular, 
catch estimates for several artisanal fisheries have 
increased substantially in recent years,” 
 
“Results of the K2SM should not be considered as 
catch advice until the uncertainties in the CPUE 
index are resolved. As such, the following advice 
was recommended: 
        • If catches are maintained within the 
estimated MSY range (416,000-430,000 tons) there 
is more than       a 50% probability that the stock 
will remain above SBMSY in 2033. 
        • Higher levels of catch are predicted to lead 
the stock to an overfished state in the long term. 
        • The probability of breaching the biological 
limit reference point (0.4SBMSY) with recent 
catches is 0%               by 2033. The probability of 
breaching the F limit reference point (1.4 FMSY) 

Perhaps the reviewer here is also 
referring to SIc regarding 
uncertainty (see below) and not 
SIa regarding the stock 
assessment taking into account 
the major features relevant to the 
biology of the species and the 
nature of the UoA? The team 
does not see the connection 
between the comments and the 
fact that the assessment takes 
into account major features of the 
biology of the stock and the 
nature of the UoA. SG100 is met. 

No 
change 
made 
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with recent catch is 0% by 2033. 
        • However, in order to account for the 
uncertainty of the projections (e.g., relating to 
whether estimated high recruitment will be 
maintained) and uncertainty not captured in the 
assessment grid (e.g. relating to the new CPUE 
indices), the Commission should set an initial one 
year (2026) TAC that does not exceed the median 
recent MSY estimate, task the SC to investigate 
and resolve CPUE uncertainty in 2025, and advise 
the 2026 Commission on future catch levels.” 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 1.2.4 Score 
reduction 
expected to 
<80, 
condition 
needed 

SI(c) Based on the statements of the IOTC and 
from the full assessment report, it is not clear how 
SG80 is met. It is clear that the assessment has 
identified major sources of uncertainty but it is not 
clear how the assessment has taken all those 
major uncertainties into account, even the authors 
of the assessment states that some of the major 
uncertainties will need to be further investigated in 
the future. 
 
“there are still important uncertainties in the data 
used for yellowfin and other tropical tuna stock 
assessments. There are uncertainties in relation to 
the CPUE standardization but also on reported 
catches from some Contracting Parties and 
Cooperating Non-Contracting Parties (CPCs), size 
frequency data, and model configuration such as 
the spatial structure. These will need to be further 
explored in the future.” (Urtizberea et al.) 

On SIc To reach SG80 the 
assessment has to first identify 
major sources of uncertainty 
(SG60) and takes uncertainty into 
account, but it does not say that it 
has to take all uncertainty. It is 
clear that there are several areas 
in the data and model structure 
and assumptions that need to be 
reviewed, not at least the LL 
CPUE index standardization. 
However, as referred in the 
rational the assessment already 
considers in the model ensemble 
several sources of uncertainty 
such as the steepness of the S-R, 
selectivity, catchability, while 
uncertainties related to tagging 
data, natural mortality and 
previous assessment CPUE data 
series were investigated. It is a 
matter of discussion if all major 
sources of uncertainty are indeed 
taken into account in the 
assessment and if this is a cause 
for SG80 to not be reached 

No 
change 
made 
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(perhaps reviewers opinion?) or 
SG100 (harmonised score). The 
team still believes that most major 
sources of uncertainty were 
investigated and thus SG80 is 
met. 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.1.1 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.1.2 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.1.3  NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.2.1 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 
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ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.2.2 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.2.3 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.3.1 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.3.2 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.3.3 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.4.1 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 
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purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

Yellowfin 
Tuna  

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.4.2 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.4.3 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.5.1 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.5.2 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 2.5.3 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 
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skipjack 
fishery 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 3.1.1 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 3.1.2 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 3.1.3 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 3.2.1 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 3.2.2 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 



Marine Stewardship Council fisheries assessments 

 

    ANABAC IO P.S. SCOPE EXTENSION (PCR)      Page 87 of 126 24 November 2025 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 3.2.3 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse 
seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
Tuna  

purse 
seine 

PR A 3.2.4 NA (PI not 
scored) 

scope extension only for P1, therefore not scored.    NA (No 
response 
needed) 

 

11.3.1.3. Condition comments 

Fishery Year UoA 
stock 

UoA 
gear 

PR 
(A/B/C) 

PI Condi-
tion 
number 

Condition 
code 

Peer Reviewer Justification (as 
given at initial Peer Review 
stage) 

CAB Response to Peer Reviewer's 
comments (as included in the Public 
Comment Draft Report - PCDR) 

CAB 
Res-
ponse 
Code   

Fishery Assess-
ment 
Start 
Year 

Enter 
UoA 
stock/s 
covered 
by the  
condition 

Enter 
UoA 
gear/s 
covered 
by the 
condition 

Peer 
Revie-
wer 
(A/B/C) 

Perfor- 
mance 
Indica-
tor (PI) 

Condi-
tion 
number 
as 
currently 
used in 
the CAB 
report 

Is the 
condition 
fully and 
clearly 
defined? 

Peer reviewers (PRs) should provide 
support for their answers in the left 
column by referring to the details of 
each condition as appropriate.  
Additional rows should be inserted 
where two or more discrete comments 
are raised on the same PI or condition, 
e.g. for different UoAs, scoring issues 
or scoring elements, allowing CABs to 
give a different answer in each case. 
Paragraph breaks may also be made 
within cells using the Alt-return 
keyboard shortcut. 
 
Detailed justifications are only required 
where the PR is suggesting some 
change is needed. In other cases, 

CABs should summarise their response to 
the Peer Reviewer comments in the CAB 
Response Code column and provide 
justification for their response in this 
column.   
 
Where multiple comments are raised by 
Peer Reviewers with more than one row for 
a single PI, the CAB response should relate 
to each of the specific issues raised in each 
row. 
 
CAB responses should include details of 
where different changes have been made in 
the report (which section #, table etc).  

See 
codes 
page for 
response 
options 
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either confirm ‘Condition agreed’ or 
identify any places where unclear 
language could be improved (using the 
'Minor change suggested to increase 
clarity' code). 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
tuna  

purse 
seine  

PR A 1.2.2 8 Yes Agreed. NA No 
change 
made 

ANABAC 
Indian 
Ocean 
purse seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

2025 Indian 
Ocean 
Yellowfin 
tuna  

purse 
seine  

PR A             

 

 

 

11.3.2. Follow-up comments 

 

No follow-up comments from PR-A. 
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11.4. Stakeholder input 

11.4.1. Inputs received after the publication of the ACDR 

The International Seafood Sustainability Foundation (ISSF), was the sole contributor to the ACDR's public consultation, submitting comments during the 30-day review 
period following its publication on the MSC website. 

The comments and the responses provided by the team are presented below: 

 

General comments 

Assessment 
stage 

General comments Evidence or references 
CAB response to stakeholder 
input 

CAB Response Code   

Please identify 
whether you are 
submitting 
comments on 
the ACDR, site 
visit or PCDR. 

General comments on the assessment. 
 
Stakeholders should note that input is most useful for assessment teams 
when attributed to an MSC Performance Indicator or Principle, and when 
objective evidence and references are provided in support of any claims. 
Stakeholders can use this tab if they are submitting information relevant to 
multiple Performance Indicators or information that is extensive or in a format 
that isn't easy to incorporate into an Excel spreadsheet, for example data sets, 
reports or papers. Where this is the case stakeholders can summarise the 
information here and provide the full information to the CAB via email. 

Objective evidence or 
references should be 
provided in support of 
any claims. 

The CAB should respond in this 
column.   
 
Where appropriate, CAB 
responses should include details of 
the changes that have been made 
in the report. 

If appropriate, the CAB 
shall assign a response 
code to each row 
completed by the 
stakeholder. 

ACDR  HS advocacy actions 
ISSF urges the CAB to share the following specific actions with the client to help 
address the existing conditions: 
1)  Publicly support the appeals for RFMOs developed by global NGOs that are 
participants in the NGO Tuna Forum (https://ngotunaforum.org/iotc-indian-ocean-tuna-
commission/). 
2) Advocate to the flag state delegations of the fishery and all other parties associated 
with the fishery at IOTC to take a strong public position on advancing harvest strategies 
and HCRs, in line with ISSF RFMO priorities and ISSF RFMO Position statements. 
3) Publicly support ISSF RFMO Position Statements that contain detailed asks on 
harvest strategies and harvest control rules, as well as other issues like electronic 
monitoring, increased observer coverage, strengthened shark management and bycatch 
mitigation measures, stronger regulation of at sea transshipment, etc. 
4) Support technical work of the IOTC, as well as capacity workshops on Management 
Strategy Evaluation in the region, to support RFMO members in the adoption of robust 
harvest strategies and HCRs. 

ISSF IOTC Priorities: 
https://www.iss-
foundation.org/tuna-stocks-
and-management/fisheries-
management/regional-
fisheries-management-
organizations-rfmos/indian-
ocean-tuna-commission-
iotc/ 
ISSF IOTC Position 
Statement: 
https://www.iss-
foundation.org/about-
issf/what-we-publish/issf-
documents/2025-iotc-
position-statement/ 

Thanks for the comment. The client is 
already actively engaged in IOTC, and 
every year before the annual meeting of 
the Commission presents position 
papers to the flag States, supporting 
among other issues, the adoption of a 
MSE for tropical tunas. The vessels are 
listed in the ISSF Proactive Vessel 
Register List (PVR list) and therefore 
regularly audited against the ISSF 
Conservation Measures.  

No change - disagreement 

https://www.iss-foundation.org/
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PI Inputs to the ACDR 

Performance 
Indicator 

Input 
summary 

Input detail 
Evidence or 
references 

Stakeholder input 
code 

CAB response to 
stakeholder input 

CAB response code   

Performance 
Indicator 
 
Please copy and 
insert rows to 
raise more than 
one point 
against a 
Performance 
Indicator 

Summary 
sentence. 
This may be 
useful as a 
summary to 
others 
reading your 
input or when 
discussing 
issues raised 
with CABs. 
Optional. 

Detail of stakeholder input 

Objective evidence 
or references should 
be provided in 
support of any 
claims. 

Please assign an 
input code to 
describe the 
suggested change 
based on your input 
and evidence. 
Optional.  
 
See the Codes 
section for a 
description of the 
codes.  

The CAB shall respond 
in this column.   
 
Where appropriate, 
CAB responses should 
include details of the 
changes that have 
been made in the 
report. 

The CAB shall assign a 
response code to each 
row completed by the 
stakeholder. 

Principle 1 - Sustainable fish stocks 

1.1.1 - Stock 
status  

            

1.1.2 - Stock 
rebuilding  
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1.2.1 - Harvest 
strategy (SI a) 

According to 
the Medley 
(2024) 
independent 
report, 
scoring of PI 
1.2.1.a for IO 
yellowfin tuna 
would not 
meet SG80. 

IOTC’s objectives include the adoption, on the basis of scientific 
evidence, conservation and management measures to ensure the 
conservation of the stocks and to promote the objective of their 
optimum utilisation throughout the Indian Ocean. A “Compendium of 
Active Conservation and Management Measures for the Indian Ocean 
Tuna Commission” is maintained which sets out the resolutions 
currently active. Therefore, the harvest strategy objective is to maintain 
stock levels at or above the biomass which would produce MSY. This 
was established as an interim threshold reference point under Res. 
15/10. 
IOTC has become concerned by the growing polarization shown in 
recent years among CPCs regarding some of the issues of great 
importance and that continuation of this worrying trend has been 
seriously undermining work of the Commission and that it is 
accelerating. The decision-making process is primarily dealt with in 
Principle 3, but the problems with reaching consensus are beginning to 
affect the harvest strategy particularly of skipjack and yellowfin, and 
may proceed to undermine these strategies if co-operation cannot be 
improved. 
Scientific advice has been formulated relative to a harvest strategy 
relative to MSY reference points and is responsive to that state of the 
stock and to limit and target reference points commonly used for 
yellowfin and other tropical tunas. This included two closed areas (UK 
IOT and Resolution 12/13 closed area 0°-10° N. and 40°-60° E. in 
November to purse seine, but was removed under Resolution 14/02) 
and a proposed 31 day closure across non-artisanal fisheries (Res. 
23/03).  
Much of the strategy is untested and it is unclear whether the harvest 
strategy will be fully effective, particularly as a number of provisions, 
like well-defined catch limits, are still in development and have not 
been implemented yet.  
Catches have exceeded the estimated MSY since 2012. The 2021 
estimate of MSY was 349000t (80%CI 286kt-412kt) while the average 
catch 2017-2021 = 434218t, suggesting that the current strategy is not 
working well.  
The scientific committee suggested in 2016 that the stock could 
recover to BMSY within 8 years (2024) with a 50% probability if 
catches were set at 80% of 2014 levels. Resolutions 16/01, 17/01, 
18/01, 19/01 and 21/01 established interim plans for rebuilding the 
Indian Ocean yellowfin tuna stock in the IOTC area of competence, 
coming into force in years 2017-2022 respectively. The catch limits, if 
they had been successfully applied, would still have been higher than 
those recommended by the Scientific Committee to rebuild the stock, 
but could have plausibly recovered the stock within 10-12 years, which 
would have fulfilled the management objectives to attain BMSY. It is 
noticeable however, that the current strategy has so far not succeeded 
in reducing catches to the required level (see 1.2.2). 
Because this is expected to achieve MSY based management 

Medley et al. (2024)   

The cited report does 
not consider the most 
recent stock 
assessment for 
yellowfin tuna of 2024 
(Urtizberea et al., 
2024), where the stock 
is assessed to be at 
MSY level and a score 
of SG90 is agreed in 
harmonization. The 
team continues to 
consider that the 
yellowfin recovery plan 
is a formal agreement 
that the harvest 
strategy will respond to 
the state of the stock if 
it declines below 
management targets, 
and where explicit 
targets are detailed. It 
is true that the catch 
reductions planned 
have not been 
completely 
implemented, but the 
lack of TAC 
implementation is 
analysed in PI1.2.2 
and a condition has 
been raised, while the 
stock has indeed 
recovered. The team 
still consideres that the 
harmonised agreed 
score of SG100 is still 
met. 

No change 

https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2024-06-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
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objectives perhaps in the longer term and actions have been partially 
successful, SG60 is met. However, it is not clear yet that elements of 
the harvest strategy are working together towards achieving 
management targets. For example, fleets exempted from the rebuilding 
requirements seem to be increasing their catches, which is 
undermining the strategy, and no agreement has been reached on the 
control of drifting fish aggregation devices in 2021 due to problems 
with the Commission dispute mechanism. The decisions represented 
by the resolutions did not quite align with Scientific Committee advice, 
the rebuilding timeframe was not clearly defined, and it is not yet 
certain catch reductions will be achieved in a timely manner. In 
addition, several countries have not agreed to abide by the latest 
resolution (21/01) that aims to rebuild the stock, further undermining 
initiatives to reduce catches. It is worth noting that management 
strategy evaluation procedures are being developed which could lead 
to a more robust strategy, but this does not yet meet SG80. 
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1.2.1 - Harvest 
strategy (SI b) 

According to 
the Medley 
(2024) 
independent 
report, 
scoring of PI 
1.2.1.b for IO 
yellowfin tuna 
would not 
meet SG80. 

The catch limits if enforced will likely result in stock recovery over the 
next 10 years. Some reduction in catch is highly likely, and, based on 
prior experience, it should be possible to reduce fishing mortality 
through the provisions to below FMSY. This meets SG60. What actual 
reduction will be achieved in practice remains in doubt, and whether 
this will be sufficient (or more than sufficient) is uncertain. A full stock 
assessment took place in 2021 and this did not provide evidence that 
the rebuilding plan was working yet, so SG80 has not been met. 

Medley et al. (2024)   

Based on the 2024 
stock assessment 
(Urtizberea et al., 
2024) there is 
evidence that the 
harvest staregy is 
achiving its objectives 
as the stock I 
assessed to be at MSY 
levels. The team still 
consideres that the 
harmonized agreed 
score of SG80 is still 
met. 

No change 

1.2.1 - Harvest 
strategy (SI f) 

According to 
the Medley 
(2024) 
independent 
report, 
scoring of PI 
1.2.1.f for IO 
yellowfin tuna 
would not 
meet SG100. 

Unwanted catch is defined by MSC as catch which is unwanted and 
not used (i.e., not sold or consumed). Under P1 it refers only to 
unwanted catch of the target species. A joint meeting of the tuna 
Regional Fisheries Management Organisations (tRFMOs) in Brisbane 
2010 as part of the Kobe process, specifically focused on bycatch and 
discarding, although this mainly dealt with non-tuna species. Discards 
are routinely estimated for all target species where possible, but 
discarding of target tunas is not generally considered significant 
compared to other mortality and low compared to other fisheries 
(Gilman et al. 2020). However, whether discards are significant enough 
to require a review to work out how to reduce them will need to be 
determined on a case-by-case basis and monitoring depends upon the 
presence of at-sea observers. 
The main concern with discards of tuna appears to apply to the purse 
seine fleet. Discarding is clearly subject to review, and resolutions are 
proposed and discussed at meetings. A current resolution 19/05 has 
replaced 17/04 on this issue. This shows at the very least that 
discarding of tuna is discussed and reviewed regularly and that 
controls are being implemented, meeting SG80. It is not clear this 
review is biannual, so SG100 is not met. 

Medley et al. (2024)   

Additional information 
provided at the site 
visit shows that 
discards of yellowfin 
tuna by the UoAs are 
very small, under 1% 
and even decreasing 
for one of them. This 
scoring is not 
applicable if the UoAs 
have very small 
unwnated catches 
quantities.  

No change 

1.2.2 - Harvest 
control rules and 
tools (SI b) 

According to 
the Medley 
(2024) 
independent 
report, 
scoring of PI 
1.2.2.b for IO 
yellowfin tuna 
would not 
meet SG80. 

It is not possible to evaluate the harvest control in relation to 
uncertainties, because the HCR has not been defined well enough to 
do so. Therefore, SG80 cannot be met. The interim decision 
framework clearly intends that reference points and HCR under 
development (Res. 15/10) will be robust and this is identified as one of 
the criteria for evaluation. Once HCR are developed consistent with 
Resolution 15/10 and are implemented, SG80 would be likely met. 

Medley et al. (2024)   

We agree with the 
comment and PI1.2.2b 
was already scored not 
reaching SG80. 

No change 

https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2024-06-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2024-06-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2024-06-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
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1.2.2 - Harvest 
control rules and 
tools (SI c) 

According to 
the Medley 
(2024) 
independent 
report, 
scoring of PI 
1.2.2.c for IO 
yellowfin tuna 
would not 
meet SG60. 

In the case of yellowfin, the stock has declined and based on 
projections in the assessments before 2015 was likely to fall below its 
target point. The most recent assessments confirmed that this indeed 
had happened.  
Based on resolutions 16-01/17-01/18-01/19-01/21-01 a number of 
tools for controlling catches were adopted including percent reductions 
in purse seine, gillnet and other gear catch and reduction in FADs. This 
has been partially successful. Catches have been broadly reduced in 
some fleets subject to the controls, albeit the reduction has not yet met 
the target level over the last 5 years. Fleets exempt from such 
requirements have increased their catch, and the overall catch has 
therefore increased in 2020 to around the 2016 level and has remained 
significantly higher than the target. Resolution 19/01 threatens 
overages to catch limits be carried forward to 2021 and resolution 
21/01 has increased the catch reductions. There is some evidence 
that, if catch limits are achieved, they will work in rebuilding based on 
projections and CPC reporting. This represents some evidence that 
tools used are appropriate and effective in limiting exploitation, meeting 
SG60. The argument here is that extending the tools to all fleets, 
preventing any catch increases, should be effective in limiting 
exploitation to the desired levels. Only one country has objected to 
19/01 (to which 18/01 applies), but this increased to a further 5 
countries objecting to Res. 21/01 (to which 19/01 still applies), 
suggesting further deterioration in the co-operation required to 
implement effective catch limits.  
Of recent concern has been EU-Spain purse seiners yellowfin catch 
reports in 2018, which make up a significant proportion of the small 
yellowfin catch. The discrepancy was the result of a new data 
processing method introduced in 2018, which resulted in a 17% 
reduction in the reported catch of yellowfin tuna in contrast to skipjack 
and bigeye which increased by 58% and 112% respectively. This has 
not yet been resolved in 2023, at a time when reduced catch is a 
requirement, and this has further undermined confidence in achieving 
the catch limits. 
As noted in previous evaluations, at some point, if CPCs are unwilling 
or unable to apply the catch limits being set out in resolutions, SG60 
will not be met. Although the SSB is still well-above any candidate 
PRIs, so the fisheries have a little time to improve the situation, the 
trend in SSB has been downward. More specifically, catches in 2020 
were estimated as 432624t, close to the 2016-2020 average of 
434569t. The 2021 estimate of MSY was 349000t (80%CI 286000t-
412000t), so that it is highly likely current catches are unsustainable. 
Given that no catch reductions have been achieved since the 
management system set out its intent to reduce catch four years ago 
(Resolution 16/01), the claim that tools are appropriate now has little 
credibility and SG60 is not met. A clear catch reduction in line with 
scientific advice is required that exploitation can be limited across all 
fleets before the SG80 can be met. 

Medley et al. (2024)   

As stated above, the 
cited report does not 
consider the most 
recent stock 
assessment for 
yellowfin tuna of 2024, 
where the stock is 
assessed to be at MSY 
level and fishing 
mortality, which is 
decreasing following a 
recent observed 
decrease in total 
yellowfin catches, is 
estimated to be below 
FMSY in recent years. 
The 2024 assessment 
(Urtizberea et al., 
2024) provides some 
evidence that the tools 
in use are appropriate 
and effective at 
controlling exploitation 
rates. Therefore, under 
the MSC requirements 
and guidance for 
‘available’ HCRs, 
SG60 is met.   

No change 

https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2024-06-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
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As a precautionary measure in order to help curb harvest on tropical 
tunas, Resolution 23/03 has proposed that all CPCs close their tuna 
fisheries for 31 consecutive days each year (or reduce equivalent 
catch), but excludes artisanal vessels (<12m length). This should help 
with reductions in mixed fisheries catches if successfully implemented. 

1.2.3 - 
Information and 
monitoring 

            

1.2.4 - 
Assessment of 
stock status 
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Principle 2 - Minimising environmental impacts 

2.1.1 - Primary 
species 
outcome 

            

2.1.2 - Primary 
species 
management 

            

2.1.3 - Primary 
species 
information 

            

2.2.1 - 
Secondary 
species 
outcome 

            

2.2.2 - 
Secondary 
species 
management 

            

2.2.3 - 
Secondary 
species 
information 
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2.3.1 - ETP 
species 
outcome 

            

2.3.2 - ETP 
species 
management 

            

2.3.3 - ETP 
species 
information 

            

2.4.1 - Habitats 
outcome 

            

2.4.2 - Habitats 
management 
strategy 

            

2.4.3 - Habitats 
information 

            

2.5.1 - 
Ecosystem 
outcome 
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2.5.2 - 
Ecosystem 
management 
strategy 

            

2.5.3 - 
Ecosystem 
information 

            

Principle 3 - Effective management 

3.1.1 - Legal 
and/or 
customary 
framework 

            

3.1.2 - 
Consultation, 
roles and 
responsibilities 

According to 
the Medley 
(2024) 
independent 
report, 
scoring of PI 
3.1.2. a for IO  
would not 
meet SG80. 

As noted, the IOTC Rules of Procedure define roles and 
responsibilities for its contracting parties and co-operating non-
contracting parties. Collectively it is the responsibility of CPCs and the 
Secretariat to ensure that CPCs understand their areas of 
responsibility and interaction. On the whole, it is successful in many 
areas, including providing basic catch data and catch sampling, 
implementing research programs and developing initial stock 
assessments and scientific advice. 
The performance of the Secretariat is sound and well regarded as both 
efficient and effective by CPCs. The CPCs themselves vary in their 
ability to perform their role, but the roles and responsibilities are 
nevertheless explicitly defined at least at the national level for key 
areas. Key areas include providing catch and monitoring data to the 
Secretariat, taking part in various meetings sharing information and 
making decisions, meeting the requirements for conservation and other 
recommendations. 
Roles and responsibilities are not well defined and/or well understood 
in many areas, however. Recent (2015-2019) resolutions defining data 
requirements still need clearer definition. But IOTC has had problems 
with flag states that have not applied appropriate controls to their 
vessels, not submitting timely data etc. Additionally, the broader roles 
of constituents of CPCs and sometimes the CPCs themselves are not 
always well understood. While these problems are not all in key areas 
in the sense that they do not prevent IOTC from completing many of its 
tasks, they nevertheless undermine its overall effectiveness and 

Medley et al. (2024) 

Scoring implications 
unknown 

According to the GAP 
analysis published in 
the fishery 
announcement, 
Principle 2 and 
Principle 3 are not 
assessed during this 
scope extension. 
However, the CAB 
considers that 
according to SG80 for 
this scoring element, 
the organizations and 
individuals involved in 
the management 
process have been 
identified and the 
functions, roles, and 
responsibilities are 
explicitly defined and 
well understood for key 
areas of responsibility 
and interaction. Both 

No change 

https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2024-06-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
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increase risks for fishery sustainability. Hence the fisheries do not meet 
SG80 and SG100.  

the IOTC and the flag 
states (Spain-EU and 
Seychelles) are 
considered to meet 
this requirement.  

3.1.3 - Long 
term objectives 

            

3.2.1 - Fishery-
specific 
objectives 

            

3.2.2 - Decision-
making 
processes 

            

3.2.3 - 
Compliance and 
enforcement 

            

3.2.4 - 
Monitoring and 
management 
performance 
evaluation 
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11.4.2. Inputs received to the PCDR 

During the 30-days consultation period of the PCDR the team received comments from ISSF. 

The comments and the responses provided by the team are presented below: 

 

General Comments 

Assessment 
stage 

General comments 
Evidence or 
references 

CAB response to 
stakeholder input 

CAB Response 
Code   

Please 
identify 
whether you 
are 
submitting 
comments 
on the 
ACDR, site 
visit or 
PCDR. 

General comments on the assessment. 
 
Stakeholders should note that input is most useful for 
assessment teams when attributed to an MSC 
Performance Indicator or Principle, and when objective 
evidence and references are provided in support of any 
claims. Stakeholders can use this tab if they are submitting 
information relevant to multiple Performance Indicators or 
information that is extensive or in a format that isn't easy to 
incorporate into an Excel spreadsheet, for example data 
sets, reports or papers. Where this is the case stakeholders 
can summarise the information here and provide the full 
information to the CAB via email. 

Objective evidence or 
references should be 
provided in support of 
any claims. 

The CAB should 
respond in this column.   
 
Where appropriate, 
CAB responses should 
include details of the 
changes that have 
been made in the 
report. 

If appropriate, 
the CAB shall 
assign a 
response code 
to each row 
completed by 
the stakeholder. 

PCDR 

HS advocacy  
ISSF urges the CAB to share the following specific actions 
with the client to help address the conditions that may arise 
from the current Scope Extension process: 
1)  Publicly support the appeals for RFMOs developed by 
global NGOs that are participants in the NGO Tuna Forum 
(https://ngotunaforum.org/iotc-indian-ocean-tuna-
commission/). 
2) Advocate to the flag state delegations of the fishery and 
all other parties associated with the fishery at IOTC to take 
a strong public position on advancing harvest strategies 
and HCRs, in line with ISSF RFMO priorities and ISSF 
RFMO Position statements. 
3) Publicly support ISSF RFMO Position Statements that 
contain detailed asks on harvest strategies and harvest 
control rules, as well as other issues like electronic 
monitoring, increased observer coverage, strengthened 
shark management and bycatch mitigation measures, 
stronger regulation of at sea transshipment, etc. 
4) Support technical work of the IOTC, as well as capacity 
workshops on Management Strategy Evaluation in the 
region, to support RFMO members in the adoption of 
robust harvest strategies and HCRs. 

Refs: 
ISSF IOTC Priorities: 
https://www.iss-
foundation.org/tuna-
stocks-and-
management/fisheries-
management/regional-
fisheries-management-
organizations-
rfmos/indian-ocean-
tuna-commission-iotc/ 
ISSF IOTC Position 
Statement: 
https://www.iss-
foundation.org/about-
issf/what-we-
publish/issf-
documents/2025-iotc-
position-statement/ 

Thanks for the 
comment. The client is 
already actively 
engaged in IOTC, and 
every year before the 
annual meeting of the 
Commission presents 
position papers to the 
flag States, supporting 
among other issues, 
the adoption of a MSE 
for tropical tunas. The 
vessels are listed in 
the ISSF Proactive 
Vessel Register List 
(PVR list) and 
therefore regularly 
audited against the 
ISSF Conservation 
Measures. 

No change - 
disagreement 
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PCDR 

Traceability 
Regarding the traceability of this fishery, ISSF is concerned 
that catches from certified and non-certified UoAs are 
mixed on board, and/or during offloading (e.g., small 
bigeye/yellowfin, which are difficult to identify and are 
sometimes sold mixed). This could jeopardize the final 
product’s traceability. For the fishery to maintain 
certification, it must be verified that the Chain of Custody is 
strong and starts at sea. 

  

Thank you for your 
comments. 
As stated in table 9.4.1 
of the FDR “While 
yellowfin tuna and 
other catch may be 
mixed during storage 
on board, fish holds 
may contain certified 
and non-certified 
products. Skipjack is 
already certificated by 
MSC and only BET 
would not be MSC 
eligible, but these are 
easily identifiable and 
separated from the 
eligible YFT and SKJ, 
and this is checked by 
the inspectors at port 
and also at the 
processing plants.  
Regarding 
documentation, official 
records such as the 
electronic logbook 
cannot be modified as 
they must follow CPC 
and ICCAT reporting 
requirements. 
Additionally, 100% 
observer coverage 
(human or electronic) 
is implemented on all 
vessels. The captain of 
the fishing vessel and 
the observer shall 
verify in those records, 
both at the logbook 
and on the observer's 
report, the quantities of 
each fish species 
caught and set 
locations that 
correspond to FAO 
areas 51 and 57. 
These documents will 
be passed to the first 
receivers of the fish. 
Final weights will be 
confirmed at reception 
of the processing 
plants, where 
segregation per 
species takes place”.  
Therefore, there is no 
risk of mixing certified 
with non-certified 
product. Thus, there is 
no need for chain of 
custody to start at sea. 

No change - 
disagreement 
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PI Inputs to the PCDR 

 

Performance 
Indicator 

Previous 
input 

Stakeholder 
input code 

Input detail 
Evidence 
or 
references 

CAB response to stakeholder 
input 

CAB 
response 
code   

Performance 
Indicator 
 
Please copy 
and insert 
rows to raise 
more than one 
input against a 
Performance 
Indicator 

Has this 
issue 
previously 
been 
raised, 
either 
through 
input on 
the ACDR 
or at the 
site visit? 

If this was 
previously 
raised, is the 
CAB 
response to 
the original 
comment 
adequate? 
 
See the 
Codes 
section for a 
description 
of the 
codes. 
 
If this input 
is new, 
please leave 
this empty. 

Detail of stakeholder input. 
 
If this issue was raised previously, 
input at this stage should 
summarise any initial comments 
made at the previous input stage 
(ACDR/site visit submissions) and 
detail those responses of the CAB 
(as provided in the PCDR) which 
are regarded as either incomplete 
or inconsistent with the MSC 
requirements. 

Objective 
evidence or 
references 
should be 
provided in 
support of 
any claims. 
 
To be 
considered 
within this 
assessment, 
these 
evidence or 
references 
must have 
been 
available on 
or before 
the last day 
of the site 
visit (or up 
to 30 days 
later if 
agreed with 
the CAB at 
the site 
visit). 

The CAB shall respond in this 
column.   
 
Where appropriate, CAB responses 
should include details of the 
changes that have been made in 
the report. 

The CAB 
shall assign 
a response 
code to 
each row 
completed 
by the 
stakeholder. 

Principle 1 - Sustainable fish stocks 

1.1.1 - Stock 
status 

Yes 
(ACDR) 

No (scoring 
implications 
unknown) 

1.1.1.a does not meet SG100: 
The stock assessment in 2024 
used a similar model to the 2021 
assessment, which was an age 
structured model (Stock Synthesis 
3). Stock status is based on the 
model formulation, using a new 
Joint longline abundance index, a 
new growth model, and revised 
biological data on mortality and 
maturity. The MSYrecent and 
BMSY_recent benchmarks were 
estimated based on the model 
using the last 20 years of data (i.e. 
recent = 2003-2022) as the input 
data (catch and size data) were 
considered most reliable for this 
period. Based on this model, the 
stock was estimated not to be 
overfished and not subjected to 
overfishing in 2023 where: B2023 
= 132%BMSY_recent (80%CI 
100%-159%); F2023 = 75%FMSY 
(80%CI 58%-101%) and B2023 = 
44%B0 (80%CI 40%-50%) (IOTC-
SC27-YFT-SS 2024).   
The most recent assessment 
indicates a completely different 
status compared to the previous 
stock assessment in 2021. 
Although stock status appears to 
have improved, there was higher 
uncertainty in the B2023 / 
BMSY_recent  ratio, which had a 
wider confidence interval (by 
12%). Using the results to deduce 

Cieri et al., 
2025 

The team thinks it is important to 
clarify that the 2024 assessment is 
more robust and stable than 
previous stock assessments. The 
fact that has given a different stock 
status and trajectory than previous 
should not preclude it from being 
perceived more robust. This is 
clearly the opinion of the scientists 
in charge of this species 
assessment, that have clearly 
conveyed that message in the 
stock assessment report, and in the 
site visit (the chair of the WP on 
Tropical Tunas (WPTT) and co-
author of the stock assessment 
was thoroughly interviewed during 
the site visit). The recent 
assessment is not only more robust 
and stable than previous, but 
constitutes a marked improvement 
over the 2021 model. There is a 
clear increasing signal in the CPUE 
indexes, supported by the catch 
and length data, that can only be 
explained by an increasing stock. 
Even if the CPUE are revised 
downwards (the CPUE estimation 
is being reviewed in 2025), they, 
combined with changes to the 
biological parameters (growth, 
natural mortality and maturity) and 
updated data, all indicate an 
increasing stock. Furthermore, the 
assessment results, by using the 
most recent 20 years of data which 

No change 

https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2025-08-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2025-08-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
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that BMSY is about 35% B0, the 
default PRI is 20%B0=56%BMSY 
(CR3.1 GSA2.2.3). Considering 
that the lower 80% confidence limit 
for B2023 indicates that the stock 
is at 100% BMSY, it is highly likely 
to be above the PRI, meeting 
SG80. Some important 
uncertainties underlie the 
assessment results, including: 
accuracy of reported catches; 
development of the new catch rate 
index in 2024; and, distinct, 
unresolved differences in the scale 
and trends observed for the 2021 
and 2024 catch rate series. It is 
therefore premature to state that 
the stock is above the PRI with a 
high degree of certainty, and so 
SG100 is not met.  

as stated are considered the most 
reliable, are also more 
precautionary, providing lower 
values of the ratio B/Bmsy. For all 
these reasons the team still 
believes SIa SG100 is met. 

1.1.2 - Stock 
rebuilding 

            

1.2.1 - Harvest 
strategy 

Yes 
(ACDR) 

No (scoring 
implications 
unknown) 

1.2.1.a does not meet SG80: 
IOTC’s objectives include the 
adoption, on the basis of scientific 
evidence, conservation and 
management measures to ensure 
the conservation of the stocks and 
to promote the objective of their 
optimum utilisation throughout the 
Indian Ocean. A “Compendium of 
Active Conservation and 
Management Measures for the 
Indian Ocean Tuna Commission” 
is maintained which sets out the 
resolutions currently active. 
Therefore, the harvest strategy 
objective is to maintain stock 
levels at or above the biomass 
which would produce MSY. This 
was established as an interim 
target reference point under Res. 
15/10. 
IOTC has become concerned by 
the worsening division shown in 
recent years among CPCs 
regarding key issues and that this 
pattern is increasingly threatening 
the success of the Commission’s 
work. The decision-making 
process is primarily dealt with in 
Principle 3, but the problems with 
reaching consensus are beginning 
to affect the harvest strategy 
particularly of skipjack and 
yellowfin, and may proceed to 
undermine these strategies if co-
operation cannot be improved.  
Scientific advice has informed a 
harvest strategy relative to MSY-
based reference points and is 
responsive to that state of the 
stock and to limit and target 
reference points commonly used 
for yellowfin and other tropical 
tunas (Res. 21/01). Other 
measures complement the 
strategy. This included two closed 

Cieri et al., 
2025 

SIa. It is true that some countries 
have increased their yellowfin 
catches, but it is also true that 
global catches have decreased, 
albeit perhaps not as high 
decrease as expected. Based on 
the catch data provided by the 
stock assessment and also 
extracted to reply to the comments, 
it is clear that yellowfin catches are 
decreasing: 2019 - 451 thousand 
tonnes, 2020 - 427, 2021 - 416, 
2022 - 413, 2023 - 400. It is also 
important to note that although 
some CPCs continue to object to 
management resolutions, there is 
active work in IOTC with many 
other CPCs to get the more 
resistant CPCs to agree. For 
example, while Indonesia initially 
objected to the catch allocation, it 
has removed its objection. Since 
2019, Oman (18% average), Iran 
(10%), India (5%) and Madagascar 
(0.2%), the CPCs that objected, are 
responsible for around 32% of 
catches, but this is considering the 
increase in catches from Oman 
since 2019. Before 2019, the 
contribution from Oman was 
around 5% and the total of these 4 
countries amounted to around 
20%. Note also that Oman has 
review their catch data series, as 
has also Indonesia. Although 20% 
of the stock catches is still a 
considerable number, it is not 
perceived as significant issue that 
may render the stock assessment 
and the HCR evaluation biased. On 
the comments on the stock 
assessment, please see above. 
Therefore it is still the opinion of the 
team that a harvest strategy exists, 
and its elements work together to 
reach MSY objectives and SG80 is 

No change 

https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2025-08-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2025-08-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
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areas: IOTC Resolutions 10/01 
and  12/13 closed area 0°-10° N. 
and 40°-60° E., during February to 
longline vessels, and during 
November to purse seine vessels, 
but which were removed under 
IOTC Resolution 14/02; and, a 
voluntary minimum 31-day closure 
across national fleets  excluding 
artisanal vessels < 12 m LOA 
fishing within their EEZs (Res. 
23/03). IOTC Res. 24/06 and 
similar preceding resolutions 
(IOTC Res. 13-11 through to IOTC 
Res. 19/05), aimed at banning 
discards of the tropical tunas, 
would help to control fishing 
capacity and hence overall fishing 
mortality. Other recent positive 
developments are Res. 23/01 and 
Res. 24/02, aimed at improving 
controls for effective management 
of both anchored fish aggregating 
devices (AFADs) and drifting fish 
aggregating devices (DFADs) 
respectively, the latter associated 
with increased mortality of juvenile 
yellowfin and bigeye tunas, as well 
as other negative ecological and 
environmental impacts. 
Much of the strategy is untested 
and it is unclear whether the 
harvest strategy will be fully 
effective, particularly as a number 
of provisions, like catch allocation 
arrangements, are still in 
development.  
Catches have exceeded the 
estimated MSY since 2012. The 
scientific committee suggested in 
2016 that the stock could recover 
to BMSY within 8 years (2024) 
with a 50% probability if catches 
were set at 80% of 2014 levels. 
Resolutions 16/01, 17/01, 18/01, 
19/01 and 21/01 established 
interim plans for rebuilding the 
Indian Ocean yellowfin tuna stock 
in the IOTC area of competence, 
coming into force in years 2017-
2022 respectively. The catch 
limits, if they had been 
successfully applied, would still 
have been higher than those 
recommended by the Scientific 
Committee to rebuild the stock, but 
could have plausibly recovered the 
stock within 10-12 years, which 
would have fulfilled the 
management objectives to attain 
BMSY. It is noticeable however, 
that the current strategy, which is 
aimed at stock rebuilding, did not 
succeed in reducing catches to the 
required level; notably, catches 
from gillnet and coastal fisheries 
were exempt from catch limits and 
their catches increased as a result 
(see also 1.2.2c). 
Because this is expected to 
achieve MSY based management 
objectives perhaps in the longer 
term and actions have been 
partially successful, SG60 is met. 
However, it is not clear yet that 

met.  
SIb. Again, its is clearly stated in 
the stock assessment report that 
the 2024 stock assessment is more 
robust and stable than the 2021 
assessment, and constitutes a 
significant improvement in the 
assessment of IO yellowfin. The 
assessment was also accepted by 
the IOTC SC and endorsed by the 
commission. Furthermore, as 
stated above, there is an 
undeniable signal in the CPUE 
indices, data and biological 
parameters that the stock is 
increasing, and again while one 
cannot pinpoint to one effect, and 
rather a combination of effects has 
resulted in this increase, it would 
be unrealistic to just dismiss the HS 
and its management measures. 
Following the conclusion of the 
assessment report (page 42): The 
management actions implemented 
during the recent period could also 
be another factor that may be 
helping to improve the stock status 
of this stock. Note also that by 
considering the most 20 recent 
years of data, the estimated 
SB/SBmsy is smaller and thus 
provides a more precautionary 
basis for advice. Finally, note that 
catches have been decreasing and 
in 2023 catches are at 400,000 t. 
For all these reasons the team still 
believe SG80 is met. 
SId. The team disagrees that no 
evidence exists of a review of the 
HS. The teams’ position is that the 
harvest strategy is reviewed when 
a new stock assessment is 
produced that shows the need for 
management measures to be 
taken, and subsequentially 
management measures are 
agreed. As it is known different 
resolutions have been amended, 
namely that Res 16/01 responded 
to the poor stock status estimated 
at that time and aimed for a 20% 
reduction in yellowfin catches 
compared to the 2014 levels. The 
subsequent resolutions maintained 
the catch limit, but strengthen 
reporting rules, mandated the IOTC 
SC to review the effectiveness of 
the rebuilding plan based on new 
stock assessments (2018, 2021, 
2024) and introduced supply 
vessels and FAD controls. Finally, 
Res 21/01 introduce catch limits for 
some CPCs in response to the lack 
of reduction of yellowfin catch. The 
fact that the harvest strategy is still 
being developed does preclude it 
being reviewed and improved. 
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elements of the harvest strategy 
are working together towards 
achieving management targets. 
For example, fleets exempted from 
the rebuilding requirements seem 
to be increasing their catches, 
which is undermining the strategy. 
The decisions represented by the 
resolutions did not quite align with 
Scientific Committee advice, the 
rebuilding timeframe was not 
clearly defined, and overall catch 
reductions are not being achieved 
in a timely manner. In addition, 
several countries have not agreed 
to abide by the latest resolution 
(21/01) that aims to rebuild the 
stock, further undermining 
initiatives to reduce catches. It is 
also worth noting that 
management strategy evaluation 
procedures are being developed 
which could lead to a more robust 
strategy, but this does not yet 
meet SG80. 
1.2.1.b does not meet SG80: 
Res. 21/01 has the intention of 
maintaining catches below 
403,000t, and to reduce fishing 
mortality below 2017 levels. If this 
measure is enforced, there is a 
<30% probability and a 90% 
probability of stock recovery by 
2030 (2021 assessment) and by 
2033 (2024 assessment) 
respectively. Several resolutions 
have potential to contribute to 
control and reduction of overall 
fishing mortality (see 1.2.1a).   
Some reduction in catch is highly 
likely, and, based on prior 
experience, it should be possible 
to reduce fishing mortality through 
the provisions to below FMSY. 
This meets SG60. What actual 
reduction will be achieved in 
practice remains in doubt, and 
whether this will be sufficient (or 
more than sufficient) is uncertain. 
A full stock assessment took place 
in 2021 and this did not provide 
evidence that the rebuilding plan 
was working yet. While the 2024 
assessment indicated that that 
spawning biomass was above the 
MSY level and overfishing was no 
longer occurring, the Scientific 
Committee highlighted the need 
for inter-sessional work to resolve 
CPUE index uncertainty. Res. 
21/01 remains in place, suggesting 
the need for continued stock 
rebuilding efforts at the levels 
agreed in 2021. The evidence is 
therefore insufficiently strong at 
this time to state that the harvest 
strategy is achieving its objectives, 
SG80 is not met. 
1.2.1.d does not meet SG100: 
There is no evidence of any formal 
review of the harvest strategy. The 
harvest strategy is still under 
development, with plans to 
introduce more precise control 
over exploitation, and to improve 
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monitoring, compliance, scientific 
advice and decision making. 
Performance reviews have been 
conducted on the RFMO, but 
these have focused on the wider 
issues (compliance, funding, CPC 
participation) and past 
performance rather than 
specifically on developing a 
harvest strategy for the future. 
Because this falls short of the 
detail review of options for a 
species-specific harvest strategy 
that this scoring issue requires, 
SG100 is not met. Currently IOTC 
is developing a comprehensive 
management strategy evaluation 
for its tuna fisheries. In carrying 
out this task, it might be argued 
that the overarching strategy is 
also being reviewed, so SG100 
could be met towards the end of 
this process. 

1.2.2 - Harvest 
control rules 
and tools 

Yes 
(ACDR) 

No (scoring 
implications 
unknown) 

1.2.2.c does not meet SG60: In 
the case of yellowfin, while the 
2021 assessment showed the 
stock to be in decline, the 2024 
assessment indicated that the 
stock size was above the MSY 
level. In view of important 
uncertainties with input data used 
for the assessments, management 
advice has been precautionary, 
especially as catches have 
continued above the agreed target 
levels.  
Based on resolutions 16-01/17-
01/18-01/19-01/21-01 a number of 
tools for controlling catches were 
adopted including percent 
reductions in purse seine, gillnet 
and other gear catch and reduction 
in FADs. This has been partially 
successful. Catches have been 
broadly reduced in some fleets 
subject to the controls, albeit the 
reduction has not yet met the 
target level over the last 7 years. 
Fleets exempt from catch limit 
requirements have increased their 
catch, and the overall catch has 
therefore continued to increase 
through the early years of the 
rebuilding plan, particularly 2018-
2019, and although slightly lower 
catches were taken in 2020-2022, 
the level has remained significantly 
higher than the target. Resolution 
19/01 and the current active Res. 
21/01 include provisions for 
managing catch limit overages 
through downward adjustment in 
subsequent years. There is some 
evidence that, if catch limits are 
achieved, they will work in 
rebuilding based on projections 
and CPC reporting. This 
represents some evidence that 
tools used are appropriate and 
effective in limiting exploitation, 
meeting SG60. The argument here 
is that extending the tools to all 
fleets, preventing any catch 

Cieri et al., 
2025 

As stated above, global yellowfin 
catches have decreased, albeit 
perhaps not as high decrease as 
expected. Based on the catch data 
provided by the stock assessment: 
2019 - 451 thousand tonnes, 2020 
- 427, 2021 - 416, 2022 - 413, 2023 
- 400. Fishing mortality is 
decreasing following this observed 
decrease in total yellowfin catches 
and is estimated to be below Fmsy 
in recent years. The 2024 
assessment is robust and its 
results are precautionary, 
particularly by considering the last 
20 years of data. Therefore the 
team continues to state that there 
is some evidence (reduction of 
catches and in fishing mortality 
below MSY levels) that tools used 
or available to implement HCRs are 
appropriate and effective in 
controlling exploitation and SG60 is 
met. 

No change 

https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2025-08-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
https://www.iss-foundation.org/about-issf/what-we-publish/issf-documents/issf-2025-08-an-evaluation-of-the-sustainability-of-global-tuna-stocks-relative-to-marine-stewardship-council-criteria/
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increases, should be effective in 
limiting exploitation to the desired 
levels. Only one country has 
objected to 19/01 (to which 18/01 
applies), but this increased to a 
further 5 countries objecting to 
Res. 21/01 (to which 19/01 still 
applies), suggesting further 
deterioration in the co-operation 
required to implement effective 
catch limits. There continue to be 
issues with reporting of catches for 
several fisheries, which also 
undermines confidence in the 
catch limit measure. 
Of recent concern has been EU-
Spain purse seiners yellowfin 
catch reports in 2018, which make 
up a significant proportion of the 
small yellowfin catch. The 
discrepancy was the result of a 
new data processing method 
introduced in 2018, which resulted 
in a 17% reduction in the reported 
catch of yellowfin tuna in contrast 
to skipjack and bigeye which 
increased by 58% and 112% 
respectively. This has not yet been 
resolved in 2023, although some 
improvement was reported in 
2024. 
As noted in previous evaluations, 
at some point, if CPCs are 
unwilling or unable to apply the 
catch limits being set out in 
resolutions, SG60 will not be met. 
Although the SSB is still well-
above any candidate PRIs and the 
fisheries have a little time to 
improve the situation, the trend in 
SSB has been downward until the 
very last year in the case of the 
2024 assessment. Catches 
increased during the first three 
years (2017-2019) of the 
rebuilding plan, averaging 452010t 
in that period before decreasing in 
2020-2022 to around 430528t on 
average.  The 2021 estimate of 
MSY was 349000t (80%CI 
286000t-412000t). In comparison, 
the 2024 estimated MSY to be 
421000t (80%CI, 416000t-
430000t) assuming recent 20-year 
recruitment levels as data for that 
period were considered more 
reliable. Current catches are just 
above the upper MSY limit 
estimated by the 2024 assessment 
and certainly higher than the 2021 
MSY interval.  
Given that no catch reductions 
have been achieved since the 
management system set out its 
intent to reduce catches from 2017 
(Resolution 16/01), the claim that 
tools are appropriate and effective 
now has little credibility and SG60 
is not met. A clear catch reduction 
in line with scientific advice is 
required that exploitation can be 
limited across all fleets before the 
SG80 can be met. 
As a precautionary measure in 
order to help curb harvest on 
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tropical tunas, Resolution 23/03 
has proposed that all CPCs close 
their tuna fisheries for 31 
consecutive days each year (or 
implement voluntary catch 
reduction in addition to the catch 
reduction requirements of the 
relevant active resolution), but 
excludes artisanal vessels (<12m 
length) operating in their own 
EEZs. This should help with 
reductions in mixed fisheries 
catches if successfully 
implemented. Similarly, IOTC Res. 
24/02 includes provisions for 
registering DFADs and for limiting 
their numbers; if successful, this 
would help to reduce catches. 
IOTC Res. 24/06, which bans 
discards of bigeye, yellowfin and 
skipjack tuna, and is mandatory for 
purse seine vessels, would be 
expected to control overall fishing 
mortality (see 1.2.1.f).  

1.2.3 - 
Information 
and 
monitoring 

            

1.2.4 - 
Assessment of 
stock status 

            

Principle 2 - Minimising environmental impacts 

2.1.1 - Primary 
species 
outcome 

            

2.1.2 - Primary 
species 
management 

            

2.1.3 - Primary 
species 
information 

            

2.2.1 - 
Secondary 
species 
outcome 

            

2.2.2 - 
Secondary 
species 
management 
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2.2.3 - 
Secondary 
species 
information 

            

2.3.1 - ETP 
species 
outcome 

            

2.3.2 - ETP 
species 
management 

            

2.3.3 - ETP 
species 
information 

            

2.4.1 - 
Habitats 
outcome 

            

2.4.2 - 
Habitats 
management 
strategy 

            

2.4.3 - 
Habitats 
information 

            

2.5.1 - 
Ecosystem 
outcome 

            

2.5.2 - 
Ecosystem 
management 
strategy 

            

2.5.3 - 
Ecosystem 
information 

            

Principle 3 - Effective management 
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3.1.1 - Legal 
and/or 
customary 
framework 

            

3.1.2 - 
Consultation, 
roles and 
responsibilities 

            

3.1.3 - Long 
term 
objectives 

            

3.2.1 - 
Fishery-
specific 
objectives 

            

3.2.2 - 
Decision-
making 
processes 

            

3.2.3 - 
Compliance 
and 
enforcement 

            

3.2.4 - 
Monitoring 
and 
management 
performance 
evaluation 
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11.5. Conditions – 

11.5.1. Summary of conditions closed under previous certificate 

The IO yellowfin tuna (UoA 3 and UoA4) is being assessed as a Scope Extension of the ANABAC Indian Ocean purse 
seine skipjack fishery, (MSC-F-31617). This fishery was merged with Echebastar Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack 
tuna fishery (MSC-F-30029), on the 25th of February 2025.  The consolidated fishery´s name is ANABAC Indian Ocean 
purse seine skipjack fishery.  

 

The merged fishery published on 28th of October 2025 the first Surveillance report. The report shows that the following 
conditions were closed:  

• Condition 1- UoA1 and UoA2 (1.2.1a) (Closed) 

• Condition 2- UoA1 and UoA2 (1.2.2c) (Closed) 

• Condition 3 UoA1 (2.3.3a) (Closed) 

• Condition 4 UoA1(2.3.3b) (Closed) 

• Condition 5 UoA1(2.4.3b) (Closed) 

• Condition 6 UoA1 and UoA2 (3.2.2b) (Closed) 

• Condition 7 UoA1 and UoA2 (3.2.3d) (Closed) 

For more information see the first surveillance report on MSC website.  

 

11.5.2. Open Conditions from the existing assessment 

As stated in section 11.5.1, the current ANABAC Indian Ocean Purse seine Skipjack tuna fishery (MSC-F-31617) has 
no open conditions. 

  

11.5.3. New Condition 

 

At completion of the scope extension two new conditions (Condition 8 and condition 9) are set against the IO YFT for 
both UoA 3 and UoA4. 

Condition 8 – (New) IO YFT PI 1.2.2 (OPEN) 

Performance Indicator 1.2.2 – SIa, SIb and SIc  

Score 60 

Justification 

IOTC has agreed to the yellowfin rebuilding plan (Resolution 21/01), where 20% catch 
reductions compared to the 2014 levels were stipulated, since the stock was estimated to 
be overfished and subject to overfishing, with the objective of rebuilding the stock above 
RPs by 2024 with a 50% probability. The rebuilding plan also includes yellowfin tuna 
catch limitations for 2025 (IOTC Circular 2025-13_Rev1) although not applicable to all 
CPCs. IOTC continues to work on the possible allocation of the yellowfin tuna TAC to all 
CPCs but no agreement has been reached. Therefore, there is only a generally 
understood HCR ‘available’. Furthermore, the HCR has not been tested by MSE, and 
thus it is unclear if the HCR is robust to main uncertainties. Finally, although there is 
some evidence that exploitation is being controlled as fishing mortality has decreased 
and is below FMSY in recent years, it is still early to conclude that available evidence 
indicates that the tools in use are appropriate and effective in achieving the exploitation 
levels required under the HCRs. For all these reasons, SG80 is not met. 

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/echebastar-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-tuna/@@assessments
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/echebastar-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-tuna/@@assessments
https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
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Condition 

By 2029, provide evidence that:  

• SIa: Well defined HCRs are in place that ensure that the exploitation rate is 
reduced as the PRI is approached, are expected to keep the stock fluctuating 
around a target level consistent with (or above) MSY.  

• SIb: The HCRs are likely to be robust to the main uncertainties.  

• SIc: Available evidence indicates that the tools in use are appropriate and effective 
in achieving the exploitation levels required under the HCRs  

Condition start Upon certification of the IO YFT UoC  

Condition deadline  

 
2029 

Exceptional 

circumstances              ☐ 

Yes.  

This condition was opened as a result of the scope extension process, and it was set at 
the end of 2025. The certificate expires in February 2029, before last milestone of this 
condition will be assessed. Thus, the condition deadline is longer than the period of 
certification and exceptional circumstances apply (FCP 2.3 #7.16.6). 

Milestones 

 
Based on the latest IOTC Scientific Committee workplan and IOTC stock assessment 
schedule, the following milestones are set:  

 
2026 audit: Score = 60  

Provide evidence that ANABAC has advocated for the adoption of well-defined 
HCRs that ensure that the exploitation rate is reduced as the PRI is approached 
and are expected to keep the stock fluctuating around a target level consistent with 
(or above) MSY, and which are likely to be robust to the main uncertainties.  

 
2027: Score = 60  

Provide evidence that ANABAC has advocated for the adoption of well-defined 
HCRs that ensure that the exploitation rate is reduced as the PRI is approached 
and are expected to keep the stock fluctuating around a target level consistent with 
(or above) MSY, and which are likely to be robust to the main uncertainties. 

2028: Score = 75  

Provide evidence that well-defined HCRs have been adopted that ensure that the 
exploitation rate is reduced as the PRI is approached and are expected to keep 
the stock fluctuating around a target level consistent with (or above) MSY, and 
which are likely to be robust to the main uncertainties (SIa and SIb met). 

2029 Score ≥ 80  

Demonstrate that available evidence indicates that the tools in use are appropriate 
and effective in achieving the exploitation levels required under the HCRs (SIc 
met). 

Verification with other 
entities 

The Management Strategy Evaluation process is underway at the IOTC, and verification 
with the IOTC is not required.  

 

Condition 9 – (New) IO YFT PI 3.2.2 (OPEN) 

Performance Indicator 
3.2.2 Decision-making progresses  

SIb - Responsiveness of the decision-making process   

https://iotc.org/sites/default/files/documents/2024/10/IOTC-2024-WPM15-07_-_Revision_of_POW.pdf
https://iotc.org/sites/default/files/documents/science/2025/Shedule_of_AssessmentE.pdf
https://iotc.org/sites/default/files/documents/science/2025/Shedule_of_AssessmentE.pdf
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Score 75 

Justification 

SIb. Concerning YFT, effective HCRs are not in place yet from a lack of agreed TAC shares 
between parties. This has contributed to catches overshooting the limit set by IOTC for 
several years when stock levels were estimated to be low for both stocks. Therefore, an 
important issue was not being addressed in a timely manner. Therefore, SG80 is not met. 

Condition 

By 2029, the client fishery should provide evidence that at IOTC level, decision-making 
processes regarding yellowfin tuna stock management respond to important issues, 
specifically to yellowfin tuna catches. 

IOTC decision-making processes have responded to the the possibility of catches in 
excess of the set total annual catch by implementing the harvest strategy, or by some 
other suitable means. 

(Score ≥ 80) 

Condition start Upon certification of the IO YFT UoC  

Condition deadline  2029 

Exceptional 

circumstances              ☐ 

Yes.  

This condition was opened as a result of the scope extension process, and it was set at 
the end of 2025. The certificate expires in February 2029, before last milestone of this 
condition will be assessed. Thus, the condition deadline is longer than the period of 
certification and exceptional circumstances apply (FCP 2.3 #7.16.6). 

Milestones 

2026 audit: Score = 75 
The client must provide evidence that, independently or jointly, it has worked with 
relevant management authorities to press for IOTC action on responding to the 
issue of TAC overshoot of YFT, by progressing with the harvest strategy (as per 
condition 1.2.2) or some other evidence.  

 
2027: Score = 75 

The client must provide evidence that, independently or jointly, it has worked with 
relevant management authorities to press for IOTC action on responding to the 
issue of TAC overshoot of YFT, by progressing with the harvest strategy (as per 
condition 1.2.2) or some other evidence.  
 

2028: Score = 75  

The client must provide evidence that, independently or jointly, it has worked with 
relevant management authorities to press for IOTC action on responding to the 
issue of TAC overshoot of YFT, by progressing with the harvest strategy (as per 
condition 1.2.2) or some other evidence.  
 

2029  Score ≥ 80  

The client fishery should provide evidence that regarding the YFT stock 
management, IOTC decision-making processes have responded to the possibility 
of catches in excess of the set total annual catch by implementing the harvest 
strategy, or by some other suitable means.  

Verification with other 
entities 

Not required. 
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11.6. Client Action Plan 

 

The Client Action Plan (CAP) developed by the fishery client to address the two conditions set is presented below: 

 

11.6.1. CAP for condition PI 1.2.2 

Condition 8 

Performance 
Indicator 

 

1.2.2 – SIa, SIb and Sic 

 

Score 

 

60 

 

Justification 

 

IOTC has agreed to the yellowfin rebuilding plan (Resolution 21/01), where 20% catch reductions 
compared to the 2014 levels were stipulated, since the stock was estimated to be overfished and 
subject to overfishing, with the objective of rebuilding the stock above RPs by 2024 with a 50% 
probability. The rebuilding plan also includes yellowfin tuna catch limitations for 2025 (IOTC Circular 
2025-13_Rev1) although not applicable to all CPCs. IOTC continues to work on the possible 
allocation of the yellowfin tuna TAC to all CPCs but no agreement has been reached. Therefore, 
there is only a generally understood HCR ‘available’. Furthermore, the HCR has not been tested by 
MSE, and thus it is unclear if the HCR is robust to main uncertainties. Finally, although there is some 
evidence that exploitation is being controlled as fishing mortality has decreased and is below FMSY 
in recent years, it is still early to conclude that available evidence indicates that the tools in use are 
appropriate and effective in achieving the exploitation levels required under the HCRs. For all these 
reasons, SG80 is not met. 

 

Condition 

 

By 2029, provide evidence that: 

• SIa: Well defined HCRs are in place that ensure that the exploitation rate is reduced as the 
PRI is approached, are expected to keep the stock fluctuating around a target level 
consistent with (or above) MSY. 

• SIb: The HCRs are likely to be robust to the main uncertainties. 

• SIc: Available evidence indicates that the tools in use are appropriate and effective in 
achieving the exploitation levels required under the HCRs 

 

Condition 
start 

 

2025 

 

Condition 
deadline 

 

2029 
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Anabac 
action plan 

 

Based on the latest IOTC Scientific Committee workplan and IOTC stock assessment schedule, the 
following milestones are set: 

 

Year 2 (2026 audit): Score = 60  

Provide evidence that ANABAC has advocated for the adoption of well-defined HCRs that ensure 
that the exploitation rate is reduced as the PRI is approached and are expected to keep the stock 
fluctuating around a target level consistent with (or above) MSY, and which are likely to be robust to 
the main uncertainties. 

Action Milestone 2 (2026 audit) Roles & Responsibilities  Outputs 

 
1. ANABAC will keep contributing 

to the MSE process; 
2. ANABAC will engage with other 

stakeholders to promote the 
adoption of management 
objectives and HCRs (SIOTI or 
others); 

3. ANABAC will keep supporting 
this process and attending it 
meetings/working groups; 

4. ANABAC will maintain 
institutional arrangements for 
the provision of FAD data (fine 
scale) for the production of 
indices of abundance and thus 
to contribute to improve the 
stock assessments. 

5. ANABAC will monitor reports of 
its companies’ flag states to 
IOTC regarding catches of 
tropical tunas. 

 

 

o Lead – ANABAC  
 

o Work on FAD data: AZTI 
 

o Work on MSE and 
adoption of a HS for the 
YFT 
 

o Work on indices ob 
abundance: TBD (AZTI) 
 

o Monitoring of ANABAC 
Catch: ANABAC 

 

 

 

o E-mails, position 
papers and /or 
minutes of 
meetings/events 
held for this 
purpose (points 1 
to 3)  

 
o Copy of the 

research 
agreement for the 
work on FAD data  
 

o Reports from IOTC 
 

o Any reports 
derived from this 
work  

 

 

Year 3 (2027 audit): Score = 60 

Provide evidence that ANABAC has advocated for the adoption of well-defined HCRs that ensure 
that the exploitation rate is reduced as the PRI is approached and are expected to keep the stock 
fluctuating around a target level consistent with (or above) MSY, and which are likely to be robust to 
the main uncertainties. 

Action Milestone Year 3 (2027 audit) Roles & 
Responsibilities  

Outputs 

 

As above 

 

 

As above 

 

 

As above 

 

 

Year 4 (2028 audit): Score = 75 

Provide evidence that well-defined HCRs have been adopted that ensure that the exploitation rate is 
reduced as the PRI is approached and are expected to keep the stock fluctuating around a target 
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level consistent with (or above) MSY, and which are likely to be robust to the main uncertainties (SIa 
and SIb met).  

Action Milestone Year 4 (2028 audit) Roles & 
Responsibilities  

Outputs 

 
As above 

 

 
As above 

 

 
As above 

 

 

Year 5 (Feb 2029 audit): Score ≥ 80  

Demonstrate that available evidence indicates that the tools in use are appropriate and effective in 
achieving the exploitation levels required under the HCRs (SIc met). 

Action Milestone Year 5/Year 0 (Feb 2029 
audit) 

Roles & 
Responsibilities  

Outputs 

As above As above 
Adoption of HCR or 
a HS on YFT by the 
IOTC  

 

 

Verification 
with other 
entities 

 

 

The Management Strategy Evaluation process is underway at the IOTC, and verification with the 
IOTC is not required.   

 

Condition 9 

Performanc
e Indicator 

 

3.2.2 – Decision-making progresses  

SIb - Responsiveness of the decision-making process  

Score 
 

75 

Justification 

 

SIb. Concerning YFT, effective HCRs are not in place yet from a lack of agreed TAC shares between 
parties. This has contributed to catches overshooting the limit set by IOTC for several years when 
stock levels were estimated to be low for both stocks. Therefore, an important issue was not being 
addressed in a timely manner. Therefore, SG80 is not met. 

 

Condition 

By 2029, the client fishery should provide evidence that at IOTC level, decision-making processes 
regarding yellowfin tuna stock management respond to important issues, specifically to yellowfin tuna 
catches. 

IOTC decision-making processes have responded to the possibility of catches in excess of the set 
total annual catch by implementing the harvest strategy, or by some other suitable means. 

Condition 
start 

2025 
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Condition 
deadline 

2029 

Anabac 
action plan 

 

Based on the latest IOTC Scientific Committee workplan and IOTC stock assessment schedule, the 
following milestones are set: 

 

Year 2 (2026 audit) to Year 4 (2028 audit): Score = 75  

The client must provide evidence that, independently or jointly, it has worked with relevant 
management authorities to press for IOTC action on responding to the issue of TAC overshoot of 
YFT, by progressing with the harvest strategy (as per condition 1.2.2) or some other evidence. 

Action Milestone Year 2 (2026 audit) Roles & Responsibilities  Outputs 

o ANABAC will actively promote 
the need for action by the IOTC 
with the Spanish and 
Seychellese management 
authorities on responding to 
the issue of TAC overshoot of 
YFT. Through SIOTI FIP/ ETG 
or other means ANABAC to 
reduce the risk that the here 
evaluated CPCs (Spain and 
Seychelles) yellowfin tuna 
catches in the Indian Ocean 
meets the allocated quota. 

 
o ANABAC will monitor reports 

of its companies’ flag states to 
IOTC regarding catches of 
tropical tunas. 
 

o Participate in IOTC meetings 
as an observer. 
 

o Fully participate in SIOTI FIP 
meetings. 
 

o Prior to each annual 
surveillance audit, ANABAC 
will prepare a briefing paper 
with evidence to support a 
finding that (i) it has met the 
defined milestones and (ii) the 
IOTC has responded to the 
issues related to appropriate 
harvest control tools. 

 

o ANABAC in liaison, as 
appropriate with others, 
most notably other MSC 
certified tuna fisheries 
(currently AGAC), 
 

o SIOTI/ ETG or ANABAC 
 

o The Government of Spain 
and, 

 
o  The Government of 

Seychelles. 

 

o Minutes, reports 
or written 
communications, 
submissions to 
IOTC from such 
as SIOTI/ETG or 
others, 
 

o Management 
measures for 
quotas as 
implemented by 
Seychelles and 
Spain, 
 

o IOTC reports 
(catches, 
compliance, 
scientific 
committee) 
 

o IOTC 
discussions and 
resolutions. 

 

Year 5 (2029 audit): Score ≥ 80  

The client fishery should provide evidence that regarding the YFT stock management, IOTC 
decision-making processes have responded to the possibility of catches in excess of the set total 
annual catch by implementing the harvest strategy, or by some other suitable means.  
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Action Milestone Year 5 (Feb 2029 audit) Roles & 
Responsibilities  

Outputs 

 
As above 

 

 
As above 

 

 
As above 
 

 

Verification 
with other 
entities 

Not required.   
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11.7. Surveillance 

The surveillance level for this scope extension is level 6 as it will follow the already planned surveillance program set 
up for the already certified fishery (View ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery - MSC Fisheries). 

. 

Table 11.7.1: Fishery surveillance program 

Surveillance level Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 

Level 6 On-site surveillance audit  On-site surveillance 
audit  

On-site surveillance audit & 
re-certification site visit  

 

Table 11.7.2: Timing of surveillance audit 

Year Anniversary date of 
certificate 

Proposed date of 
surveillance audit 

Justification 

2, 3, 4 Anniversary date 

11/02/2029 

60 days prior to the 
anniversary date 

This date is chosen to conduct the audit 
along with the ANABAC Atlantic audit. 

 

Table 11.7.3: Surveillance level justification 

Year Surveillance activity Number of auditors Justification 

3 
On-site surveillance 
audit  

 

At least 2 auditors  In accordance with the default 
surveillance level 

4 
On-site surveillance 
audit and rectification  

3 auditors  The whole team would be required to 
perform the reassessment for the 
recertification process. 

  

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@view
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11.8. Harmonised fishery assessments – delete if not applicable 

 

The MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.3 (FCP) sets out procedures for ensuring consistency of outcomes in 
overlapping fisheries (see Annex PB of the FCP). The intention of this process is to maintain the integrity of MSC fishery 
assessments. To assess the harmonisation requirements per PI, the team applied table PB1 in FCPv2.3. 

MSC overlapping fisheries have been identified as fisheries targeting tropical tunas and operating in the Indian Ocean. 
MSC Fisheries with overlapping UoAs are detailed below in Table 11.8.1. and the relevant PIs requiring harmonisation 
are detailed.  

Table 11.8.1. Overlapping fisheries: status and PIs to harmonise. Source: MSC website consulted on 29/10/2025 

 Fishery name Unit of Assessment Certification 
status  

Certification 
date 

Performance Indicators to 
harmonise 

1 ANABAC 
Indian Ocean 
purse seine 
skipjack 
fishery 

UoA 3 & 4: FAO 51 & 
57 (Indian Ocean 
Western and 
Central). Purse Seine 
(FAD and FSC). 
Yellowfin tuna stock. 

 

Certified since 
2024 (BV). 

 

Scope 
Extension for 
YFT 

February 12th 

2024. 

YFT in 
Assessment 

P1: All PIs  

P3: PI 3.2.2SIb 

 

2 AGAC four 
oceans 
Integral Purse 
Seine Tropical 
Tuna Fishery 

UoA4: Indian Ocean 
(FAO 51 and 57 
including the EEZs of 
Seychelles, 
Madagascar, 
Mauritius, Comoros, 
TAAF, Tanzania, 
Kenya and EU-
Mayotte) PS (FAD 
and FSC) Yellowfin 
tuna stock.  

Certified since 
2021 (LRQA). 

Scope 
Extension for 
YFT  

December 8th 
2021. 

YFT certified 
in September 
2025 

P1: All PIs  

P3: PI 3.2.2SIb 

 

3 Dongwon 
skipjack Indian 
Ocean purse 
seine fishery 

UoA 1: Indian Ocean 
Skipack tuna (High 
seas of the Indian 
Ocean, FAO 51/57) 
PS fishery.  

UoA 2: Indian Ocean 
Skipack tuna 
(Exclusive Economic 
Zone of the 
Seychlles, FAO 51) 
PS fishery. 

Initial 
assessment 
started in 
2023.(CU) 

ACDR 
published on 
28 Apr 2023. 

Not certified 
yet.  

P1: All PIs. 

P3: PI 3.2.2SIb 

 

4 Maldives pole 
& line skipjack 
tuna 

UoA 2: Indian Ocean 
YFT (Indian Ocean, 
Maldives EEZ) pole 
and line. The pole 
and line fishing 
activities occur on 
free swimming 

Certified since 
2012 (Global 
Trust). 

Scope 
Extension for 
YFT 

November 
29th 2012. 

YFT in 
Assessment 

P1: All PIs  

P3: PI 3.2.2SIb 
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schools (FSC) and 
AFADs. 

UoA 3: Indian Ocean 
YFT (Indian Ocean, 
Maldives EEZ) 
Handline fishery. 

 

 

Table 11.8.2. Overlapping fisheries: supporting information. 

Supporting information 

A harmonization meeting was held on 12 March 2025 between AGAC and Control Union (BV had not enter in 
assessment for YFT IO yet). Although all PIs were reviewed, the discussion primarily focused on the differences 
between the teams regarding PI 1.2.1 SId and PI 1.2.2.SIb (Blyth-Skyrme and Alvarez, 2025). 

Following the closure of the open condition under PI 3.2.2 SIb for SKJ in the Indian Ocean, the CABs (AGAC, Global 
Trust, CU and BV) exchanged emails between September and October 2025 to harmonize scoring of PI 3.2.2 SIb 
specifically for YFT.  

Was either FCP v2.2 Annex PB1.3.3.4 or PB1.3.4.5 applied 
when harmonising? 

NA 

Date of harmonisation meeting 
March 12, 2025 (P1)  

Between September and October 2025 (P3) 

If applicable, describe the meeting outcome  

Regarding P1 "it was agreed that IO YFT does meet the MSC requirements. It was concluded that PI 1.2.1 SId was 
met at SG100 (LRQA to score up to SG100 at the next opportunity after the ACDR) but the PI 1.2.2 SIb score of 
SG60 was maintained (CU to score down to SG60 at the next opportunity)" (Blyth-Skyrme and Alvarez, 2025). 

With respect to P3, it was agreed that PI 3.2.2 SIb only met SG60. Each fishery was to align this score in the 
following report. 

 

Table 11.8.3: Scoring differences 

PIs  Maldives ANABAC AGAC Downgon 
Rationale for scoring 
differences 

1.1.1 ≥80 90 90 ≥80 N/A 

1.2.1 ≥80 95 95 60-79 

The team assessing the Dongwon 
fishery has to align this score in 
the following report according the 
harmonization meeting. 

1.2.2 60 – 79 60 60 60 – 79 N/A 
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1.2.3 ≥80 80 80 ≥80 NA 

1.2.4 ≥80 90 85 ≥80  

3.2.2 60 – 79 75 75 ≥80 

The team assessing the 
Dongwon fishery acknowleged 
that they will align this score in 
the following report. All CABs 
agreed to open a specific 
condition for YFT in PI3.2.2 SIb in 
the following report. 

 

 

If exceptional circumstances apply, outline the situation and whether there is agreement between or among teams 
on this determination 

So far, no exceptional circumstances apply. 

11.9. Peer reviewers – summary of qualifications and competencies 

 

The CAB shall include in an appendix to the report summaries of the peer reviewers’ qualifications and competencies. 
The information presented below has been retrieved from the Peer Review shortlist consultation for the scope 
extension for Yellowfin tuna for the ANABAC Indian Ocean purse seine skipjack fishery (click here to download the 
announcement). 

 

Peter Trott  

Peter is Director of FishListic, an independent sustainable seafood consultancy. Peter has 20 years’ experience in 
fisheries management, resource sharing, ecosystem principles, project management, seafood markets, supply chains 
and traceability. During the eight years at WWF-Australia, Peter lead on international and domestic seafood markets. 
Peter was the architect of key strategic seafood market partnerships with retailers, brand owners and aquaculture 
companies. He has been involved in the Marine Stewardship Council (MSC) and with fishery certifications across the 
globe, including as co-client. He is a certified MSC Chain of Custody auditor, fishery team-member, fishery team-leader, 
certified SA8000 social auditor and ISO19011-2018 accredited. Peter is a member of the MSC Stakeholder Advisory 
Council. Peter was a fisheries manager with two fisheries agencies for eight years, and holds a Bachelor of Science 
(Fisheries Management and Aquaculture) with an honours degree in Aquatic Sciences from Deakin University.  

Tim Emery  

Dr Tim Emery is currently a fisheries policy analyst at the Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics 
and Sciences (ABARES) in Canberra. His current research involves examining the capability of electronic monitoring 
(EM) technologies to successfully monitor and record catch composition and interactions with protected species in 
commercial fisheries. He is also examining the ramifications of EM use as a replacement or supplement for at-sea 
observers for international scientific data collection and analyses. Prior to this he worked for almost three years at the 
Institute for Marine and Antarctic Sciences (IMAS) in Hobart, where he modelled the status of local fisheries stocks, 
conducted research on fisher behaviour and provided scientific advice to stakeholders. Prior to undertaking his PhD at 
IMAS, which examined the impact of individual transferable quotas (ITQs) management on fisher behaviour in the 
Tasmanian rock lobster fishery, Dr Emery worked for three years at the Australian Fisheries Management Authority 
(AFMA) in Canberra as a senior fisheries management officer. During this time he managed multiple fisheries where he 
gained a detailed understanding of Australian fisheries governance and management frameworks. Dr Emery has also 
undertaken several MSC assessments as expert and assessor, including Walker Seafoods Australian albacore, 
yellowfin tuna and swordfish longline fishery, and a number of pre-assessments. He has also worked on some specific 
MSC-related consultancies  

https://fisheries.msc.org/en/fisheries/anabac-indian-ocean-purse-seine-skipjack-fishery/@@assessments
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11.10. Assessment Team – biographies/summaries of CVs (optional) 

 

The CAB may include in an appendix to the report biographies and/or summaries of CVs of the assessment team. 
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Template information and copyright 

 

The Marine Stewardship Council’s ‘MSC Reporting Template v1.3’ and its content is copyright of “Marine Stewardship 
Council” - © “Marine Stewardship Council” 2022. All rights reserved. 

 

A controlled document list of MSC program documents is available on the MSC website (https://www.msc.org/for-
business/certification-bodies/supporting-documents). 
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