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In 2016, the GFCM adopted three FRAS in the
Strait of Sicily,® protectng nursery grounds for
hake and shrimp for the frst tme. These three
FRAs are the main focus of this report, which
presents an analysis by Oceana of potentally
illegal fshing by botom oter trawl vessels inside
FRA boundaries, based on publicly available
satellite data accessed through the Global
Fishing Watch website.*

2021 is a key year for the GFCM. A new strategy
for the coming years is to be adopted in June,
including roadmaps for FRA monitoring and the
implementaton of MCS measures. This study
highlights contnued apparent illegal fshing
inside FRAs, which shows the importance of
contnuously reinforcing controls, increasing
transparency, and deterrent sanctoning by
GFCM Members, in order to more efectvely
deliver on the aim of sustainable fsheries in the
Mediterranean and Black Sea.
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Monitoring, control, and surveillance (MCS) are crucial to ensuring
proper fsheries management and rebuilding stocks, partcularly in the
Mediterranean Sea, where 75% of stocks are considered overfshed.?
The General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean and Black
Sea (GFCM) has taken signifcant steps in recent years to improve
MCS of the Fsheries in its area of competence, through various
binding decisions that strengthen the compliance framework of
Tsheries management. Steps taken include the adopton of a Regional
Plan of Acton (RPoA) to combat illegal, unreported and unregulated
(IUU) Fshing, as well as a mid-term strategy (2017—2020) towards
the sustainability of Mediterranean and Black Sea fsheries,? which
includes specifc actons and targets on IUU Fshing.

Spatal fsheries closures — also called Fisheries Restricted Areas
(FRASs) — are one of the most efectve measures adopted by the
GFCM to protect essental habitats for fsh stocks in sensitve areas
or unique deep-sea ecosystems. Nevertheless, IUU fshing cases have
been reported within these areas, and related MCS eforts have been
inconsistent and uneven.

illegal fishing activity that took place between
the beginning of July 2019 and the end of
December 2020.

Oceana’s recommendations against continued illegal fishing
in the GFCM area:

© Improve the public GFCM Authorised Vessel List (AVL) —

make it complete, accurate, transparent, and functonal,
especially for vessels authorised to fsh in FRAs.

© Strengthen monitoring, control and surveillance —

extend AIS requirements to all GFCM vessels over 15 metres
in length, and require Vessel Monitoring Systems (VMS) for all
GFCM fshing vessels. For fshing actvites within and around
FRAs, the GFCM should adopt stricter VMS and AlS reportng
requirements to closely monitor vessels that are authorised

to fsh in those areas, such as an increased ping frequency to

improve MCS, with real-tme alerts for vessels entering the
FRAs (including bufer areas).

©& Adopt effective sanctions for non-compliance —

establish sanctons for non-compliant vessels or Contractng
Partes that fail to report the required informaton.
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1. Introduction

Trawler arriving to the port followed by gulls.

One of the most representatve management
measures adopted in the Mediterranean region
by Contractng Partes (CPCs) to the GFCM
Agreement are spatal closures to damaging
Tshing practces (primarily botom-towed gears)
in areas recognised for their uniqueness and
sensitvity (vulnerable marine ecosystems) and/
or as critcal habitats during Fsh stock lifecycles
(essental fsh habitats). These spatal closures
are known as Fisheries Restricted Areas (FRAS).
They are adopted by the GFCM Commission
and generally enter into force 120 days aFer
their notfcaton, in line with Artcle 13(2) of the
GFCM Agreement.®

Since 2006, eight FRAs have been declared in
the GFCM jurisdicton,2including three in the
Strait of Sicily. These three FRAs entered into
force on 1 October 2016,2 establishing areas
closed to botom trawl gears to protect critcal
habitats for overfshed hake and deep-sea rose
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shrimp, under a mult-annual plan.® However,
monitoring, control, and surveillance (MCS)
within these critcally important areas have
been inconsistent and uneven. According to
the 2019 GFCM Scientfc Advisory Commitee
assessment,!? several stocks in the area where
the Strait of Sicily FRAs are included (Central
Mediterranean - GSA 12-16) contnue to be
severely overfshed. In partcular, European
hake — a key species for which these FRAs were
established — was overfshed in this area at 4.6
tmes above sustainable levels.

Among other key steps in the
MedFish4Ever Declaration, the
GFCM committed to create a
network of protected essential fish
habitats by 2018 and to develop a

culture of compliance to eliminate
IUU fishing.

Oceana brought possible cases of illegal

Tshing (by Italian vessels fshing with botom-
towed gears in 2016, 2017, and 2018) in the
Strait of Sicily FRAs to the atenton of the
GFCM in 2018 and 2019.%* Although GFCM
Recommendations such as the one establishing
the FRAs in the Strait of Sicily are binding on

all CPCs even before being transposed into EU
legislation, no action was taken by Italy between
2016 and 2020 to remedy the apparent® illegal
fishing in the FRAs. The GFCM decisions on
the establishment of these three FRAs were not
transposed into EU law untl 15 July 2019 (EU
Regulaton 2019/982).12

In this analysis, Oceana detected further
apparent illegal fishing inside the Strait of Sicily
FRAs, during the period from 15 July 2019 to 31
December 2020. We therefore ask the GFCM to
investigate these suspected infringements and,
if illegal fishing is confirmed, quickly take action
by proposing to add these vessels to the GFCM
IUU vessel list.

Among other key steps in the MedFish4Ever
Declaraton, the GFCM commited to create a
network of protected essental fsh habitats by
2018 and to develop a culture of compliance
to eliminate IUU fshing.*® This was reinforced
during the 2019 Marrakech Conference, where
ministers reiterated their commitment to
implementng the Malta Declaraton.

This is a crucial moment for acton. On the
one hand, the new GFCM strategy that will

be adopted at high-level meetng in June
2021, which oFers an occasion to strengthen
existng management measures with a sound
regional framework to tackle I[UU fshing and
implement the FAO Internatonal Plan of Acton
to prevent, deter and eliminate IUU fshing
(FAO IPOA-IUU)* with an efectve and up-
to-date approach. On the other hand, it is an
opportunity to propose recommendatons that
increase transparency and address IUU fshing
ahead of the upcoming GFCM Commission.

Anti-lIUU fishing measures in place within the GFCM

Allowing illegal fshing to contnue goes against the commitment made by GFCM CPCs in the
2017 Regional Plan of Acton (RPoA)* to combat IUU Fshing in the GFCM area of applicaton, and

especially Recommendaton 14, which states that:

‘The CPCs shall ensure that sanctions against vessels engaged in IUU fishing activities as well
as nationals under their jurisdiction are of sufficient severity to effectively prevent, deter and
eliminate IUU fishing and to deprive offenders of the benefits accruing from such fishing’.

In additon, Recommendaton 15 states that:

The CPCs shall ensure the consistent and transparent application of sanctions, in particular against

the following serious violations:

[.];

¢) fishing in a closed area, fishing during a closed season;
d) fishing for stocks which are subject to multiannual management plans adopted by the GFCM in a

manner that undermines their implementation;

g) multiple violations which together constitute a serious disregard of GFCM Recommendations or
such other violations as may be specified in procedures and requirements established by the GFCM.
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A. Apparent illegal trawling actvity in the FRAs

In this analysis, using GFW data, Oceana
detected 126 hours of apparent illegal fishing
activity, conducted by two single fishing-gear-
licensed bottom otter trawl vessels fshing
within the West of Gela Basin FRA between 15
July 2019 and 31 December 2020 (see Table 1,
and Annex | for their fshing tracks according

to GFW). These vessels, both Italian-fagged,
are only registered with a single fshing gear
(botom oter trawls) in the EU Fleet Register®
and are registered under “single boat botom
oter trawls” in the GFCM AVL.*° This means
that they cannot legally fsh with any gear other
than botom oter trawls. Oceana could fnd no
authorisaton for any secondary gear. Therefore,
there is reason to suspect that these vessels
may have been botom trawling in these FRAs in
violaton of EU and GFCM rules.
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Oceana has requested the European Commission
and the Italian authorites to comment on these
fndings. The European Commission and the
Italian authorites did not reply to this request.
Oceana could not fnd publicly available contact
details of the vessels’ owners?® and requested
informaton from the European Commission and
the Italian authorites on the owners of the two
vessels, to be able to contact them and request
comments on these fndings. Unfortunately,
neither the GFCM AVL nor the EU Fleet Register
includes any informaton on vessel ownership.
The European Commission and the Italian
authorites did not reply to this request either.

Map 2. Fishing tracks representng

cumulatve apparent fshing efort

(number of Fshing hours per square
8 kilometre) for the vessel Calliope

AR hoth around and inside the West

of Gela Basin FRA from July 2019 -

December 2020.

The inner red square delimits

' the boundary of the FRA, where

i botom trawling is prohibited,

while the outer red square delimits
the 1 nautcal mile bufer area
surrounding the FRA, where botom
trawling is allowed.

Each point represents apparent
Tshing actvity as recognised by the
GFW algorithm.

Table 1. Fishing vessels that were apparently operatng illegally within the boundaries of the West of Gela Basin FRA (Strait of Sicily),
according to GFW data. Vessels are listed in order by total hours of apparent fshing within the boundaries of the FRA (which do not
include apparent hours of Fshing within the bufer area). Sources: GFW; EU Fleet Register; GFCM Authorised Vessel List.

Community Maritime

Fishing Fleet Mobile
Register Service
Number Identity

VESSEL NAME  Flag

> CALLIOPE

Italy ITAO00010623 247142930

> FRECCIA NERA 2 ‘ Italy ITAOO0010697 247142990

These recent apparent infractons are not the
frst apparently commited by Italian-fagged
botom trawl vessels operatng in the three
FRAs. The estmates in the previous analysis of
apparent fshing actvity from 2016, 2017 and
2018 are likely high estmates as the bufer area
was not considered, however apparent illegal
botom trawling inside the FRA boundaries was
pervasive in this period. Oceana earlier notfed
the GFCM as follows:?*

&) Oceana estmated that there could have
been more than 20 Italian botom trawl
vessels that apparently fshed illegally
between December 2016 and December
2017, for more than 10 000 hours within the
FRAs (informaton submited to the 2018
Compliance Commitee).?®

&) For the year 2018, Oceana estmated that
there could have been 56 EU-fagged
botom trawl vessels that apparently fshed
illegally for 14 000 hours in the same FRAS
(informaton presented during the GFCM
Working Group on IUU Fishing in 2019).2¢

Primary Gear

Total apparent
fishing hours in
West of Gela
Basin FRA 15
July 2019 - 31
December 2020

Gear
authorised
in GFCM
Authorised
Vessel List??

Secondary
Gear in
EU Fleet
Register®

in EU Fleet
Register®

Bottom otter None Single boat 103
trawls bottom otter
trawls
Bottom otter None Single boat 23
trawls bottom otter
trawls
TOTAL 126

- By

Our analysis suggests that apparent illegal
fishing persists within the FRAs, more than
four years after they entered into force. In
October 2020, the European Commission
analysed Oceana’s data from 2019 with the
support of the European Fisheries Control
Agency, and replied that “ [...] some activity
by one of the identified vessels, which may
be allegedly illegally trawling within the
FRAs, has been indeed identified and we
are informed that Italy had already initiated
procedures in accordance to its national law”.
In a meeting with the European Commission
in February 2021, Oceana was informed
that there would be an update from the
Italian authorities on their investigation at
the upcoming Committee of Compliance of
GFCM in May 2021. Unfortunately, such
update was not provided.
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Table 2. List of the 31 vessels with multple gears that may have been operatng illegally inside the boundaries of the Strait of Sicily
FRAs: East of Adventure Bank, West of Gela Basin and East of Malta Bank, according to GFW data. Vessels are listed in order by total
hours of apparent fshing within the boundaries of the FRA (which do not include apparent hours of fshing within the bufer area).
Sources: GFW; EU Fleet Register; GFCM Authorised Vessel List. Names have been anonymised for identty protecton.

B. Vessels with mixed gears fshing in the FRAs

Vessels with licenses for multple gears add
another layer of complexity for monitoring
purposes, because it is challenging to identfy
whether such vessels operatng within the FRAs

Unfortunately, the GFCM AVL does not
include details of secondary or tertiary
(if any) fishing gears, despite the requirement

Total apparent

Secondary East of West of Gela East of Malta Fshing hours

Seprlin (ENEITLTE Basin apparent | Bank apparent 0 RS
Bank apparent 1 app < app July 2019 -
fshing hours fshing hours
December

GFCM Primary Gear

Vessel number in EU Fleet

(anonymised) (AUEITEEE EU Fleet

Vessel List*® Register®

are using gear types that are authorised or

to disclose these data publicly under

Register®

Fshing hours

2020

prohibited for use in those areas. Recommendation GFCM/33/2009/6.% Singleboat g
#1 Italy botom oter ° to ote Purse seines 168
trawls I
Following the same methodology as above, Using solely the informaton on primary gear single boat _
Oceana examined fshing actvity within the from the GFCM AVL, all of these vessels " fraly e trawls | Pursesenes o2
FRAs by vessels that were listed as using botom would be suspected of IUU fshing inside Single boat g
oter trawls as their main gear (according to FRAs. In the case of EU-fagged vessels, 3 L i trawls Setlonglines 159
; additonal informaton about authorised -
the EU Fleet Register and the GFCM AVL) but _ v \tal b%:%%%‘f; Botom oter Midwater pair 133
that were also authorised to use a secondary fshing gear can be found on the EU Fleet y tom o trawls trawls
gear type (according to the EU Fleet Register). Register. For non-EU Tagged vessels, however, Single boat o _
Oceana detected 31 such vessels that were this informaton is not available, which hinders #5 Italy bOtt‘r’:JVEtEf e Purse seines 1 129
; P monitoring, control, and surveillance eforts. -
apparently fshing within the three FRAs. Y _ _ o ol bSl:gIe botat S R — . .
All of these vessels were Italian-fagged. To ensure efectve enforcement, especially in i Crans | trawis s
: : the Strait of Sicily where botom trawl gears ,
Their secondary gear types varied between ety : 9 - » SingleBOst e oeor Midwater pair -
midwater pair trawls (11 vessels), purse seines are banned in the three FRASs, informaton Y trawls trawis trawts
(9 vessels), set longlines (9 vessels), set gillnets should be added to the GFCM AVL about Singleboat g+ oter  Midwater pair
. . Z #8 Italy botom oter 1 120
(1 vessel), and drifnets (1 vessel). Publicly vessels’ secondary and tertary gear types. trawls trawls trawls
available AIS data is insufFcient to discern whether chana calls on the GFCM to "f‘dd this Single boat g+ (ter  Midwater pair
these vessels were using prohibited gears (i.e. [nfenmatonitoiiheraviEionallllistedivesscls: "o fraly e trawls trawls s
botom oter trawls) when fshing inside the FRAs. Single boat
Alth . ) . g . These #10 Italy botom oter Boit:'?arcv;:;ter Purse seines 91
ough authorites that receive informaton trawls
through vessel monitoring systems (VMS) are able 31 | 411 italy bs()l::%it)ocf;r Botomoter . g8
to analyse the fshing actvity of these vessels, VESSEIS trawls trawls
i i apparently operated Single boat
currently VMS data are not publicly accessible. BRaEntyop 412 ity e BOttom Iote, Tl 5 .
within the three FRAs for P rawls
These 31 vessels apparently operated within the attotal of over s taly Single boat g eom oter  Midwater pair o
three FRAs for a total of over 2219 hours, most of 22 19 h trawls trawls trawls
them in the West of Gela Basin FRA, followed by the ours 414 italy ongle DOt Botom oter Midwater pair 63
| (|
East of Adventure Bank FRA, and the East of Malta trawls trawls trawis
P i Single boat
Bgnk FRA. Table 2 I.|sts the 3:-L botom trawlgrs with #15 italy botom oter Bott?an\jv Ic;ter SN -
mixed gears according to their apparent fshing hours trawls
inci i H H Single boat
inside FRAs, and thelr.fshlng tracks according to : #16 italy botom oter Bott?ar\r/lv I(;ter Set longlines e
GFW data are shown in Annex Il. — — — trawls
= — = — —— = Single boat Botom oter
= = = #17 Italy botom oter Purse seines 54
e P trawls
— Single boat
pe— ——— #18 Italy botom oter Boit:om OiEET Set longlines 31 22
e ————* P— rawls
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(Contnued on next page.)
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(Contnued from previous page.)
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#21
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Deep-water rose

Italy
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Italy

Italy

Italy

Italy

Italy

Italy

Italy

Italy

Italy

Italy

Italy

shrimp (|

Parapenae

GFCM
Authorised
Vessel List*®

Single boat
botom oter
trawls

Single boat
botom oter
trawls

Single boat
botom oter
trawls

Single boat
botom oter
trawls
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trawls
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trawls
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trawls
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trawls
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trawls
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trawls
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trawls
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trawls
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P |
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Register'®

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

Botom oter
trawls

b

Total apparent

EU _Fleeltg Banlf apparent B?;;:?nzpﬁgzergt B;‘{S le?nagpﬁgﬁzt July 2019 -
Register Fshing hours December
2020
Mid\t/\;:\tlarspair 43
Set longlines 35
Set gillnets 2 32
Drifnets 23 7
Mid\t/\;:\tlarspair 13 16
Purse seines 2 26
Set longlines 26
Set longlines 25
Set longlines 22 1
Mid\t/\r/:\t,a;pair 23
Purse seines 23
Set longlines 22
Mid\t/\;:\tlarspair 21
[ TortaL | 201 1874 144 2219

nded from a vessel in t
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he port of Sciacca, Sicily, Italy.
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4. Lack of public information
on shing activities in FRAS

To prevent illegal fshing in the FRAs, it

is essental to know who is authorised to

fsh, as well as where, when, how, and what.
Currently, the GFCM does not provide
sufFcient public informaton to answer these
simple questons. This lack of informaton not
only allows unauthorised fshing to contnue,
it is also a major impediment to achieving
sustainable fsheries management and
stringent fsheries enforcement.

Need to expand the
S GFCM Authorised Vessel List

In 2009 the GFCM adopted an Authorised
Vessel List (AVL), establishing a repository
of all vessels that are authorised to operate
in the GFCM area.?” However, Oceana has
detected a series of issues that makes the
list not ft for purpose.?® First, the GFCM
AVL only includes vessels over 15 metres
length. Consequently, small-scale fshing
vessels under 15 metres length are not
required to be included in the list. Second,
it is incomplete, as various key details

A trawler in the port of Sciacca, Sicily, Italy.

are not included, such as informaton on
secondary gears (if any) and target species.
Finally, it is not transparent, as important
informaton is not publicly available, such as
the vessel’s type of authorisaton, whether
the vessel is authorised to fsh in a FRA, and
previous vessel names and fag States. These
defciencies in the GFCM AVL undermine the
efectveness of the FRAs, hindering GFCM
members and stakeholders from discerning
who operates legally and who does not.

Oceana therefore calls for the strengthening
of the GFCM AVL, which should include all
vessels actively fishing for species managed
by the GFCM — including vessels under 15
metres length, especially if they operate

in FRAs — and subject to its management
rules. We request that public information be
provided about the type of authorisation,
including whether a vessel is authorised to
operate in FRAs and under which conditions,
in line with best practice in other RFMOs.

15
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CPCs already provide the GFCM Secretariat with
the lists of vessels authorised to fsh in most

of the eight FRAs established by the GFCM.
Making these lists public and adding these
details to the AVL would improve accountability
of both fshers and CPCs. It would also assist
enforcement eforts by enabling the cross-
checking of informaton and facilitatng the
detecton of non-compliance cases.

The GFCM MAP for demersal fsheries in the
Strait of Sicily, which established the three FRASs in
those waters, applies to all botom trawls above 10
metres overall length that fsh for European hake
and deep-water rose shrimp.® We welcome that
the GFCM recently updated its authorised vessel
lists for two MAPs adopted in 2019: for deep-sea

shrimp in the Strait of Sicily and seabream in the
Alboran Sea. For the frst tme, the GFCM has
made public the list of vessels that are authorised
to fsh under these plans, with informaton on
vessel identfcaton such as name, fshing gear,
target species, and port of registraton. We call
on the GFCM to make these authorised vessel
lists available for all MAPs, including specifc
lists of those vessels authorised to fsh inside
FRAs. Doing so will address the inconsistencies
that currently exist among FRAs in the rules
and requirements for informaton provision,
which create an uneven playing feld and afect
the monitoring, control, and surveillance of
these areas. Table 3 below summarises some of
these inconsistencies across current FRAs and
illustrates some of the MCS challenges.

Table 3. Comparatve table of GFCM FRAs and their respectve current MCS requirements. Green tck marks indicate where
informaton is required; red crosses indicate where informaton is not required.

MCS measures (GFCM/33/2009/1)

v
X
v
X
X
v
X
v
v

List of vessels authorised to fsh inside
the FRA(s), including informaton on:

6) Type of vessel
(e.g., trawler, long-liner)*

© Permited fshing gears

©) Authorisaton for target species
or species group(s)

©) Area and period authorised
(if applicable) for fshing in the FRA

©) Number of fshing days authorised
in the FRA

List of authorised vessels
is publicly available

Specifc requirements for VMS/AIS
for vessels authorised to fsh inside
the FRA(s)

Established scientfc monitoring
programme for the FRA(s)

. Santa Maria di Leuca,
Gulf of Lion Eratosthenes Seamount

(GFCM/2006/3)

West of Gela Basin,
East of Adventure Bank
& East of Malta Bank

(GFCM/42/2018/5)

Jabuka/Pomo Pit
& Nile Delta

(GFCM/41/2017/3)

X
X
X
X
X
X
X

X X X X X X £

X

€ € X X X XX X X
X

X

*The public AVL only includes incomplete informaton about the fshing gear, not vessel types.
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5. Recommendations

Oceana’s fndings highlight the clear urgency

of tackling illegal fshing in FRAs, as well as the
need to strengthen the culture of compliance
with GFCM conservaton measures. Improving
the status of stocks and the unique marine
biodiversity of the Mediterranean Sea is a priority
for all GFCM CPCs. Proper implementaton

and compliance with FRA regulatons is crucial,
to ensure that these areas are efectve in
supportng stock recovery and the livelihoods of
Tshers and coastal communites.

With this in mind, Oceana proposes the
following recommendatons to stop illegal
botom trawling in FRAS:

1. Improve public informaton on fshing
actvites in GFCM FRAs

& The GFCM AVL should provide detailed
informaton about all vessels that are
authorised to operate in FRAs, such as: FRA
name, authorised gear(s) (including secondary
and tertary gears, if applicable), targeted
species, authorised periods, authorised
number of days, and authorised zones. CPCs
are already required to provide these data
to the GFCM Secretariat for most FRAs, and
adding this informaton to the AVL would
facilitate cross-checking of informaton and
detecton of non-compliance cases.

Trawler and trawl net on the dock in the port of Trapani, Sicily, Italy.

Transparency, accountability, and an
efectve and deterrent monitoring and
sanctoning system are the best tools
with which to tackle IUU fshing.

17
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2. Strengthen monitoring, control,
and surveillance

©& The GFCM should require that all fshing
vessels above 15 metres length, including
all Fshing vessels authorised under a GFCM
multannual management plan, be equipped
with and contnually transmit positons via
AIS, in line with what is currently required by
the EU. In parallel, Oceana encourages GFCM
to expand the requirement to have a vessel
monitoring system (VMS) to all vessels.

© For fshing actvites within and around FRAsS,
the GFCM should adopt stricter VMS and AlS
reportng requirements to closely monitor
vessels that are authorised to fsh in those
areas, such as increased ping frequency to
improve MCS. This is especially relevant for
vessels that are authorised to use multple
gear types or for small-scale vessels.

© The GFCM should harmonise and strengthen
the MCS requirements for all FRASs, including
in relaton to AVL, VMS measures, and
scientfc monitoring programmes.

© The GFCM should establish bufer zones (of at
least one nautcal mile) around FRAs, combined
with real-tme alerts (AIS and VMS) when
vessels enter these zones. These measures

serve to prevent illegal fshing and to alert

authorites when vessels are approaching FRAs.
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3. Adopt efectve sanctons for
non-compliant cases

& The Compliance Commitee (CoC) should
regularly review MCS measures that are
currently in force in FRAs by each CPC, as
an integral part of the annual Compliance
Assessment Scheme (CAS) pursuant to
Resoluton GFCM/43/2019/5.%°

& The CoC should pay partcular atenton
to the full transpositon of the GFCM FRA
decisions into CPCs’ natonal legislaton as a
basic indicator of compliance; failure to report
transpositon should be considered signifcant

non-compliance.

© When non-authorised vessels operate inside

FRAs, the CoC should categorise these
actvites under “category C” as signifcant
non-compliance and adopt deterrent
sanctons accordingly, including listng the
non-compliant vessels on the Provisional
GFCM IUU Vessel List.

& If CPCs do not provide the required informaton

about implementaton of MCS measures in
FRAs or do not report informaton on the AVL
list about vessels operatng in FRAs, the CoC
should categorise this under “category B” as
signifcant non-compliance and adopt deterrent
sanctons accordingly.

Annex |

The following maps show fshing tracks
representng cumulatve apparent fshing efort
(number of Fshing hours per square kilometre)®
for oter trawl vessels with no secondary gear
inside and around the West of Gela Basin FRA
(July 2019 to December 2020), based on data
from Global Fishing Watch. The inner red square
delimits the boundary of the FRA, where botom
trawling is prohibited, while the outer red
square delimits the 1 nautcal mile bufer area
surrounding the FRA, where botom trawling

is allowed. Each point in the map represents
apparent fshing actvity as recognised by the
GFW algorithm.

Image 1. Vessel Calliope inside West of Gela Basin FRA
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lo— The outer red square delimits
the 1 nautcal mile bufer area
surrounding the FRA, where
botom trawling is allowed.

The inner red square delimits
the boundary of the FRA, where
botom trawling is prohibited.

Image 2. Vessel Freccia Nera 2 inside West of Gela Basin FRA
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Annex |

The following maps show examples of fishing
tracks representing cumulative apparent fishing
effort® (number of Fshing hours per square
kilometre) for bottom otter trawl vessels with
secondary gear (i.e., mixed gear vessels) inside
and around West of Gela Basin FRA (July 2019
to December 2020), based on data from Global

Fishing Watch. The inner red square delimits the
boundary of the FRA, where botom trawling is
prohibited, while the outer red square delimits
the 1 nautcal mile bufer area surrounding the
FRA, where botom trawling is allowed. Each
point in the map represents apparent fshing
actvity as recognised by the GFW algorithm.

Image 5. Vessel #5 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA. Image 6. Vessel #6 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.

Image 1. Vessel #1 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.

Image 2. Vessel #2 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.

Image 7. Vessel #7 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.

Image 8. Vessel #8 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.
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Image 3. Vessel #3 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.
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Image 4. Vessel #4 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.

Image 9. Vessel #9 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.

Image 10. Vessel #10 inside and around West of Gela Basin FRA.
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