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MINUTESOF THE MEETING
AGENDA

Opening of the meeting
Adoption of the agenda
General presentation of the proposed resol utions and other proposals submitted by the Members
Recommendations to the Commission
a.  Thefishery in 2025 and the condition of tuna stocks and recommendations from Commission staff
for their conservation and management
b.  Other recommendations from Commission staff
c.  Report and recommendations of the 17th meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee
Review of research programs by Commission staff: Strategic Scientific Plan (2026-2030)
Reports from subsidiary bodies and working groups
a  4th Meeting of the ad hoc Working Group on Electronic Monitoring
4th Mesting of the Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch
10th Meeting of the ad hoc Working Group on FADs
13th Mesting of the Committee on Administration and Finance
27th Meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity
17th meeting of the Committee for the Review of the Implementation of Measures Adopted by the
Commission
g. 1ith Meeting of the IATTC-WCPFC/NC Joint Working Group on the management of Pacific
bluefin tuna

Discussion of the resolutions and recommendations

Election of the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Commission

Election of the Chairpersons of subsidiary bodies and working groups
Other business

Date and place of next meeting

Adjournment
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ANNEXES

List of attendees

2.

RESOLUTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Annex Code Name of the resolution or recommendation

2a
2b

2C

C-26-01 Interim management procedure for Pacific bluefin tuna

C-26-02 Measures for the conservation and management of Pacific bluefin tunain
the eastern Pacific Ocean

C-26-03 Exchange of information and establishment of provisional reference points
for swordfish in the South Pacific within the IATTC area




2d

2e
2f

29
2h
2i
2
2k

2l

C-26-04
C-26-05
C-26-06
C-26-07
C-26-08
C-26-09
C-26-10
C-26-11

C-26-12

Resolution to mitigate the impact on seabirds by fishing for species covered
by the IATTC

South Pacific Albacore Tuna

Research for management of dorado (Coryphaena hippurus)

Resolution on scientific observers on longline vessels

Resolution on the progress for implementing an ecosystem approach to
fisheries management (EAFM)

Resolution on awork plan for billfish in the Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission (IATTC)

Recommendation for coordination and cooperation between the IATTC and
the processes related to the BBNJ Agreement

Conservation measures for the protection and sustainable management of
sharks

Financing for fiscal year 2027

3. Proposals (Not adopted)

Annex Code

3a
3b

3c
3D

3e

3f
39

3h
3i

3

3k
3l

3m

Alto A6/

F-1

G-1/Rev.2

-1

K-1

L-1

N-1

O-1 Rev.

R-1

T-1

T-2

U-1
V-1

W-1

Proposal name and proponents

COL; EUR; CHN; VAR; USA: several proposed amendmentsto the text of Resolution
C-25-01.

CAN. Proposal to amend resolution C-15-05 using a curve formulato cal culate the GNI
factor instead of the GNI categorization. Withdrawn.

CAN. Regional Vessel Registry Withdrawn.

VAR (7 Central American countries). Draft amendment to Resolution C-19-02
amending Resolution C-15-01 to establish a list of vessels alegedly involved in IUU
fishing activities

VAR (7 Central American countries). Draft amendment to Resolution C-22-02 -
Paragraphs 7 bis, 7 ter, and 7 quater are added, paragraph 8 is amended, and an element
is added to Annex 2. Withdrawn

VAR (7 Central American countries) Amends paragraph 5c of Resolution C-11-111...]
(Capacity building fund).

USA. Resolution on data provision.

K OR. Resolution on the protection of cetaceans.

VAR (7 Central American countries). Rules for the determination and collection of
contributions for participation by non-governmental organizations that participate as
observers in the meetings of the commission and its subsidiary bodies

USA; Provisional management procedure for tropical tunas (yellowfin tuna, bigeye tuna,
and skipjack tuna) in the Eastern Pacific Ocean for the period 2027-2032

ECU. Management procedure for tropical tunas in the Eastern Pacific Ocean

Chair Establishment and financing of the IATTC Contingency Fund

VAR (7 Central American countries). Creation of an Ad Hoc Working Group for lega
assistance of the Commission and the Secretariat Withdrawn.

VAR (7 Central American countries). IATTC guidelines for establishing cooperation
and collaboration frameworks with other organizations, frameworks, and instruments
related to the exploitation, trade, conservation, and sustainable use of marine biodiversity



3n X-1 VAR (7 Central American countries). Establishment and beginning of the coastal EPO
Scientific Program as a component of IATTC's scientific work

4. REPORTS

da Recommendations from the 17" meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee.

4b Report of the 4" meeting of the ad hoc Working Group on Electronic Monitoring.

4c Report of the 4" meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch

4d Report of the 10" meeting of the ad hoc Working Group on FADs.

de Report of the 13" meeting of the Committee on Administration and Finance.

af Report of the 27" Meeting on the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity

49 Report of the 17" meeting of the Committee for the Review of the Implementation of Measures Adopted
by the Commission and specia report of the Committee.

4h Report of the 11" Meeting of the IATTC-WCPFC/NC Joint Working Group on the management of
Pacific bluefin tuna.

4 Report of the Group on Dialogue on the Evaluation of Planning Strategies.

5. OTHERS

ba Joint opening declaration by Belize, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, and
Panama.

5b Bolivias declaration on capacity.

5c Vanuatu's Declaration on Capacity (Case of the Emerald Sea Vessdl).

5d Venezuela's statement on outstanding financial contributions.

5e Declaration of Colombia on exceptional circumstances of force majeure.

1. Opening of the meeting

The 104" meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) was held in Lisbon, Portugal, from
August 31 to September 4, 2026, at the kind invitation of the European Union and Portugal asthe host country. The
Chair of the Commission, Mr. Andrés Arens, from Ecuador, opened the meeting and wel comed the Commissioners,
delegations, observers, industry representatives, the Secretariat, and the scientific staff.

The Portuguese Minister of Agriculture and the Sea, Mr. José Manuel Fernandes, greeted the participants on behal f
of Portugal and the European Union, highlighting the importance of multilateral cooperation and therole of regional
fisheries management organizations (RFMOs) in translating science and shared responsibility into concrete
conservation measures, and the need to balance sustainability, competitiveness, and socia cohesion. He also
recalled the historical links of Portuguese fishing communities with the development of tunafishing in the Eastern
Pacific Ocean (EPO).

Mr. Fernando Andresen Guimaraes, Director for International Ocean Governance and Fisheries of the European
Community noted that the meeting faced an exceptionally heavy workload (more than 30 proposals under
consideration) and identified four priorities: (i) recommendations from the scientific staff and the Scientific
Advisory Committee (SAC) on the management of tropical tunas, including the eventual use of the management
strategy evaluation (M SE) results; (ii) tangible progressin fleet capacity management; (iii) continued devel opment
of the ecosystem approach; and (iv) a sustainable and transparent budget, al ong with combating illegal, unreported
and unregulated (1UU) fishing.

The Director of the IATTC, Dr. Arnulfo Franco, thanked the European Union and Portugal for hosting the meeting
and the historical contribution of Portuguese fishing communities, several of which settled in Point Loma, to the
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development of the tuna fishery in the eastern Pacific Ocean. He recalled that both the Commission's membership
and its mandate were much broader than its name might suggest and pointed to theinternal and externa challenges
that must be faced to ensure full implementation of the Antigua Convention, which is reflected in the unusually
high number of draft resolutions submitted.

Following the customary introduction of the delegations, the Chair invited those del egations that wished to do so to
make general opening statements.

Guatemal a, also speaking on behalf of Belize, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Honduras, Nicaragua and Panama, took the
floor to point out, among other things, that the favorable scientific condition of the yellowfin, bigeye, and skipjack
tuna stocks opens space for broader and more equitable participation, especialy from developing states. He
proposed establishing a balance between reducing the fishing closure and addressing pending capacity requests
(which together amount to approximately 76,000 m?). Another important point in this statement was the expression
of concern about the Commission's budget. For its part, Panama took the floor to reiterate its request for 3,000 m?
of capacity and itsinterest in developing a sustainabl e Pacific bluefin tunafishery. Peru reaffirmed its commitment
to conservation and prioritized the recognition of its pending capacity application. Vanuatu noted that the favorable
condition of tropical tuna stocks alows for discussion of the recognition of additional purse seine capacity along
with areduction in closure days

Canada highlighted, among other things, its commitment to the management of shared stocks, compliance with the
Commission's measures and decisions, and the work still needed regarding the Commission's finances. Honduras,
participating as a Cooperating Non-Member, described several advances made in its regulatory and institutional
framework and requested the renewal of its status as a cooperating non-member for 2026-2027.

2. Adoption of the agenda

Under this agendaitem, VVanuatu requested that an issue arising from the previous process of the Capacity Working
Group be addressed under item 7, which was accepted. V enezuel arequested permission to make abrief intervention
after point 5. Canada noted that, pursuant to paragraph 5 of Resolution C-24-10, the issue of climate change should
be a permanent item on the agenda; the Chair responded that it would be addressed under agenda items 4 b. and c.
China requested that in future meetings, in addition to the provisional agenda, an annotated agenda be published.
Boaliviaannounced that, under item 10 of the agenda (Other business), they would make a statement regarding their
request for capacity to be included in the minutes and reproduced as an annex thereto. With these comments, the
agenda was adopted without modifications.

3. General presentation of the proposed resolutions and other proposals submitted by the Members

Before the round of presentations began, China objected that some proposals had been distributed after the
established deadline and that at least onetext was not availablein both official languages. The Secretariat confirmed
that all proposals had been received on time, but acknowledged that, as aresult of the unusua number of proposals
submitted for this meeting, there were delays in their trandlation and effective publication; it was agreed that in the
future, the date of receipt of proposals in addition to the date of their publication would be indicated on the
Commission's website. Guatemala, Costa Rica, and Panama stressed that these delays should not deprive the
proponents of their right to present their proposals at the meeting, which was not objected to.

In total, 39 proposals were presented to the Commission, distributed into different categories that were briefly
introduced by their proponents:

. Tropical tunas (A-1to A-6): Colombia (A-1), the European Union (A-2), China (A-3), Guatemalaon
behalf of 7 Centra American countries (A-4), Ecuador (A-5), and the United States (A-6) presented
their different proposals, but all aimed at amending several provisions of Resolution C-25-01, (purse
seine fishing closure, longline limits, capacity, and sampling, €tc.).



. Swordfish, sharks, and seabirds (B-1, C-1 to C-3, D-1): Ecuador submitted B-1 on provisiona
benchmarksfor the South Pacific swordfish; the European Union (C-1), Ecuador (C-2), and the United
States (C-3) submitted proposals on sharks (naturally attached fins policy, silky and hammerhead shark
research plan, good handling and rel ease practices); China submitted D-1 on mitigating seabird bycatch.

. South Pacific albacor e (E-1): Chinaproposed amulti-year plan for research and scientific cooperation
with the WCPFC/SPC.

. Finance and vessd registration (F-1, G-1): Canada submitted F-1 on the financia contributions
formula (later withdrawn) and G-1/Rev.1 on strengthening of the Regiona Vesse Register (later
amended as Rev. 2 and withdrawn as well).

. Pacific bluefin tuna (H-1, H-2): Japan, the United States, and Mexico submitted H-1 Rev., the
management procedure agreed upon by the IATTC-WCPFC Joint Working Group, and H-2, the
implementation and all ocation measure for the EPO.

. IUU vesselsand dorado (1-1, J-1, J-2): Seven Central American countries submitted I-1 (amendment
to Resolution C-19-02 on the IUU vessd list) and J1 (update of the dorado measure); Ecuador
submitted J-2 with similar objectives on dorado.

. Compliance, participation fund, and data (K-1, L-1, M-1, M-2, N-1): The seven Central American
countries submitted K-1 (formal category of non-compliance status with a remediation plan) and L-1
(expansion of the capacity-building fund); Ecuador submitted M-1, and the United States submitted M-
2, both on observer coverage and electronic monitoring (EM) in the longline fleet; the United States
submitted N-1 to modernize the data requirements of Resolution C-03-05.

. Cetaceans, ecosystem approach, billfish, NGO quotas, and BBNJ (O-1, P-1, Q-1, R-1, S-1): Korea
submitted O-1 on marine mammals; the seven Central American countries submitted P-1 (institutional
roadmap for the ecosystem approach) and, together with other proponents, Q-1 (consultative
mechanism on billfish); a group of proponents submitted R-1 on NGO observer quotas; Mexico
submitted S-1 on institutional coordination with the BBNJ Agreement.

. Interim procedure, contingency fund, legal assistance, and external cooperation (T-1, T-2, U-1,
V-1, W-1, X-1): The United States (T-1) and Ecuador (T-2) presented interim management procedures
for tropical tunas; the Chair presented his proposal U-1 for the creation of a permanent contingency
fund; the seven Central American countries presented V-1 (legal assistance working group, strictly
consultative), W-1 (institutional framework for cooperation with other international organizations), and
X-1 (coastal EPO science program).

4. Recommendations to the Commission

a. Thefishery in 2025 and the condition of tuna stocks and recommendations from the Commission staff for
their conservation and management

Dr. Alexandre Aires-da-Silva, Coordinator of Scientific Research, gave a genera presentation on the status of the
fishery during the previous year, as well as on the status of the stocks and recommendations from the staff for their
conservation. The average retained catch over the last ten years in the EPO is approximately 785,000 t (46%
skipjack, 33% yellowfin, and 11% bigeye); the preliminary catch for 2025 was estimated at about 995,000 t,
following the historic record of 2024 (more than one million tons). The purse seine capacity at searemained close
to the historical maximum, with just over 30,000 sets; hon-associated sets decreased compared to 2024, while sets
on floating objects (FADs) increased moderately. Bigeye catchesin recent yearswere thelowest since the expansion
of fisheries over fish aggregating devices (FADs), coinciding with the implementation of the individual vessel
threshold (IVT).

Japan, Mexico, Ecuador, and Venezuela made questions and comments on the differentiated impact of purse seine
and longline fisheries on bigeye tuna, the attribution of Pacific bluefin catches, the timely publication of
presentations, and the recent trend of yellowfin catches on FADs. Dr. Aires-da-Silva and the scientific staff
confirmed that the three tropical tuna stocks are in healthy conditions regarding the target reference points, with a
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low risk of exceeding them, and virtually no risk of exceeding the limit reference points, a conclusion valid under
the different stock structure hypotheses examined for yellowfin tuna. For bigeye tuna, with the implementation of
IVT, areduction of approximately one-third of the catch compared to previous levels, and the updated assessment
estimated a reduction of nearly 50% in fishing mortality, with a recovering biomass.

b. Other recommendationsfrom Commission staff.

The staff indicated that the direct application of the current interim harvest control rulewould imply extremely large
reductions—in some cases mathematically less than zero days—of the closure for purse seine fishing and therefore
recommended that any easing be implemented in a way that is gradual and within a procedura management
framework. It recommended the harvest control rule of F30S20 as a preferred interim rule, with afishing closure
of 50 daysfor thefirst cycle (2027-2029), maintaining the current limits for longline catches, and incorporating a
mechanism for exceptional circumstances (exceeding alimit reference point, unexpectedly high fishing mortality,
unexpected drop in bigeye longline CPUE, among other criteria). It also recommended maintaining the IVT and the
integrated port sampling program (IPSP), as well as scheduling updated assessments for 2029.

Regarding non-target species, the staff presented 37 recommendations (27 with support from the SAC and/or the
Ecosystem/Bycatch and FADs Working Groups), relating to sharks (funding of the silky shark assessment,
conceptual model of hammerhead shark, best handling and rel ease practices), seabirds (update of Resolution C-11-
02), longline data (higher reporting resolution), observer/EM coverage (target of at least 20% in large longliners)
and other areas of research and environmental monitoring.

c. Report and recommendations of the 17" meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee.

The Director reported on the 17th meeting of the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) and presented his
recommendations (Annex 4a). He noted that in general terms, these recommendations were not focused on
strengthening previous ones. for tropical tuna, continuity of scientific data platforms (IVT, integrated port
sampling); for Pacific bluefin tuna, consider a harvest strategy that incorporates the “Newport Beach” proposal and
the ISC's exceptional circumstances protocol; for North Pacific albacore, implement the all ocation rule associated
with the adopted catch strategy; for FADSs, incentives for Category | biodegradable materials and atechnical group
for uniform interpretation of the design resolution; for sharks and rays, funding for the silky shark assessment and
possible incorporation of best handling practices into Resolution C-25-08; for dorado and swordfish, continuity of
the technical processes towards the 2027 assessment; and a new externa performance review of the staff and SAC,
subject to resource availability.

Mexico and Guatemala expressed concern about the proliferation of channels—staff, SAC, FADs Group,
Ecosystem and Bycatch Group —through which recommendations reach the Commission, and requested that, as a
rule, the recommendations of the working groups first go through the SAC. The Secretariat clarified that the
resol ution creating the Ecosystem and Bycatch Working Group contemplates an exception for direct referral when
the SAC has not been able to consider them or the Commission requests it. Canada reiterated the priority of an
external performance review and its willingness to make a voluntary contribution. The European Union recalled
that the Commission's decisions must be formally notified to al Members. The Commission adopted the
recommendations of SAC-17, recording the previous positions and comments made.

5. Review of research programs by Commission staff: Strategic Scientific Plan (2026-2030)

At the request of several Members, the staff presented an abridged version of the Strategic Science Plan,
concentrating on work on climate change and on the devel opment and presentation of a project related to the BBNJ
Agreement for funding by the Global Environment Facility (GEF). The European Union noted the absence of a
document summarizing the status of the Plan's implementation and its budgetary implications and requested that a
concise written note (progress, changes, and pending issues) be presented with necessary advance notice before
annual meetings.



Dr. Jon Lépez, from the IATTC staff, presented the work on climate and environmental vulnerability focused on
three tools —vulnerability assessment, scenario planning, and risk assessment of current conservation measures—
, with external funding of approximately US$50,000 already secured for the scenario component. Four preparatory
seminars and an in-person workshop on co-production of scenarios are planned. Canada, invoking paragraph 5 of
Resolution C-24-10, requested that climate change be a permanent item on the Commission's agenda.

In this regard, the United States stated that it disagreed with the generalized attribution of socia, economic, and
environmental effectsto climate change and did not support the general reference to climate change in the decisions
and work plans of the IATTC as apolicy issue or as afundamental cause of threats to fisheries.

They stressed that the IATTC should focus on specific environmental threats, such as ocean acidification, shiftsin
stock distribution areas, or the decline of forage fish.

They added that considering management and policy options considering observable changes is an important next
step in the long-term management of resilient and productive fisheries.

Regarding the project linked to the BBNJ Agreement, progress was reported on the preparation of the project to be
submitted for financing by GEF, in coordination with the FAO as the implementing agency, with IATTC as the
executing agency, as well as on the consultations already carried out and underway with the eligible CPCs, taking
into account the need to adjust the timelines to correspond to GEF's process of defining priorities for submitting a
final proposal.

Under this agenda item, Canada highlighted the performance review of the IATTC conducted approximately ten
years ago and the need for a new, updated review that includes the scientific program. Canada also expressed its
support for the process and indicated that it might be in a position to make a financial contribution to it.

6. Reports from subsidiary bodies and working groups
a. Ad hoc Working Group on Electronic Monitoring

The Co-Chairs of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Electronic Monitoring, Mr. Colin Brinkman, from the United
States, and Mr. Guillermo Moran, from Ecuador, presented their report on the 4th meeting of the Group (Annex
4b). They pointed out that during the meeting, the work on harmonizing standards with |SSF, el ectronic monitoring
(EM) trialson longlinersin Ecuador and Costa Rica, and the relationship between thiswork and Proposals M-1 and
M-2 had been reviewed. The Group recommended the preparation of an information document on hosting,
accreditation, auditing, coverage, and review, with their financial implications; standardized EM data templates,
and the possibility of funding an intersessional meeting before the next annual meeting.

The Commission approved the report and its recommendations.
b. Permanent Working Group on Ecosystem and Bycatch

Mr. Manuel Correia, from Venezuela, Co-Chair of this working group, presented the report of its 4th meeting
(Annex 4c). He presented a summary on the work done on ecosystem indicators (EcoCard), standardization of shark
reporting, implementation of the shark research plan, mitigation and reporting of seabird bycatch, and best handling
and release practices, with possible use of the special capacity-building fund for training.

The Commission adopted the report and its recommendations.
¢. Ad hoc Working Group on FADs

The Co-Chairs of the Ad Hoc Working Group on FADs, Mr. Jefferson Murua, from the European Union, and Mr.
Andrés Arens, from Ecuador, presented the report of the 10th meeting, which had been chaired on an interim basis
by Dr. Jon Lopez, of the Commission staff (Annex 4d). The report includes recommendations on standardized buoy
notification; harmonization with the WCPFC/SPC on stranding, recovery, and definitions; access to historical buoy
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trajectories and acoustic biomass data; annual indicators by biodegradable aggregation category; examination of
the effects on non-sensitive sea beds by sinking FADs; a technical group for the consistent interpretation of
Resolution C-23-04; and greater support for the recovery of lost or abandoned FADs, including collaboration with
industry initiatives such as the Ocean FAD Recovery Alliance.

The Commission approved the report and its recommendations without further comment.
d. Committee on Administration and Finance

The Chair of the Committee on Administration and Finance (CAF), Ms. Rachael Wadsworth, from the United
States, presented her report on the 13th meeting of the Committee and on the intersessional meeting held on June
15 and 16, 2026, aswell ason theinformal videoconference consultation between the FAC and ad hoc the Working
Group on the financia strengthening of the AIDCP (Annex 4e). She stated that follow-up was made on the
recommendations from the 2025 meeting and from the 2026 i ntersessional meeting, noting with concern that several
requests for information remained incompl ete. Guatemal arequested clarification that, at this stage, the Commission
only "received" the CAF report, without approving al its recommendations, which are considered individually
under the corresponding agendaitem.

Ms. Wadsworth noted that the Committee had examined the historical practice whereby the IATTC's ordinary
budget covers 30% of the costs of the purse seiner observer program, without that percentage being expressly set
out in any resolution. During the discussion, a divergence of opinions was observed, ranging from those who
consider this percentage reasonable to those who argued that the IATTC should cover a higher percentage of the
costs, in addition to those who consider the current 30% to be excessive. Guatemala argued that the presentation of
the IATTC budget should conform to the provisions of Article XIV, paragraph 3, of the Antigua Convention, with
an indication of the total cost of the services provided by the IATTC to the AIDCP —including the costs of the
observer program— along with a compensatory item for the income collected from AIDCP. He emphasized that
the document and its presentation should indicate the total cost of the project as well as the observer program,
instead of only showing the 30% paid by the IATTC.

China proposed that the Commission decide that for the following three years (2027-2029) the amount of the
payment made by the IATTC to the observer program should remain fixed. Therewas no consensus on this proposal.

IATTC general budget for FY 2027 Under this agenda item, the Director and the Commission staff presented a
revised budget proposal, reduced from US$9,103,000 to US$8,975,974 (including the Integrated Port Sampling
Program) that is a decrease of about US$128,000 compared to the proposal initially submitted to the CAF. Among
other things, the Director reported the implementation of lawsin effect in Ecuador generated an additional expense.
A similar lega situation might occur with other persons in the field offices; Guatemala and Vanuatu asked how
many employees could be affected and requested that any budget approva recognizes the possibility of an
additional, yet unquantified, adjustment. Regarding the costs of the annual meeting, the Director highlighted that
this year the Commission had benefited from the support of the European Union and the host country, whereas, as
had been repeatedly pointed out on previous occasions, meetings at the Commission's headquarters or nearby
locations in the United States are usualy more expensive, with the exception of the savings represented by the
absence of the need to move staff and simultaneous interpretation team, which can work remotely. He stressed the
need to avoid reducing the projected alocation for the annual meeting below a level that would jeopardize the
ability to provide the required services.

Regarding the amount of Members' contributions to the Commission's budget and considering that negotiations on
anew formulafor calculating these contributions were still pending, the Director proposed that a pragmatic ad hoc
solution be adopted for fiscal year 2027. This solution consists of using the same percentage structure of
contributions for that year as for 2023, without prejudging the outcome of the pending negotiations on the new
formula.



Venezuela submitted, for inclusion in the minutes, a detailed financial statement: based on figures from the
Secretariat as of June 9, 2026, its outstanding contributions amounted to US$2,328,444 (US$2,129,402 from
previous years, including 2025, plus US$199,042 from 2026); they explained that their arrears did not reflect a
refusal to pay, proposed a progressive payment arrangement similar to one previoudy agreed for Panama, and
requested that, while such arrangement is being formalized, their effective participation in the discussion and
decisions not be restricted, invoking Article XV (4) of the Antigua Convention.

During the discussion, Mexico suggested that resources from the payment of arrears and debts—including any
future payments from Venezuela—could help finance the integrated port sampling program, although the Director
cautioned that uncertain future payments cannot serve as a basis for approving the corresponding budget.

Ecuador supported the budget and particularly what it meansin terms of scientific investment. They mentioned that
the delay in their payment for 2026 was a consequence of an internal restructuring of their government, but that
their payment would be made effective the following week. Guatemala supported the one-year ad hoc solution
presented by the Director but insisted on the need for a deep structura review of the financial process, as well as
the definition of a stable contribution formula, so that the CAF should focus on a considerably more intensive work
plan for 2027. Peru and the United States also supported the Director's proposal, as well as what was pointed out
regarding the negotiation and adoption of alasting formula.

Regarding the Integrated Port Sampling Program, Nicaragua objected to its being considered automatically
permanent, although it did not oppose its funding as proposed for 2027. Vanuatu requested that the importance of
continuing this Program be noted, and the Director confirmed that the full corresponding amount was included in
the budget.

In conclusion and in the absence of any abjections, the Chair declared the 2027 budget and the corresponding table
of contributions approved by consensus.

High Seas Transshipment Observer Program. The Director reported that the observer services provider
(MRAG) agreed to reduce the threshold from 1,800 days to 1,600 days to lower the daily fee from US$450 to
US$380, alowing for an estimated budget amount for 2027 of US$999,020. It was noted that the budget would be
sufficient if carrier vessels request observerswell in advance or without keeping them in port waiting for departure,
if planned days are respected, and if delaysin departures are avoided.

Integrated Port Sampling Program (unloading monitoring). The Secretariat explained the cost structure of this
program, which was initially linked to IVT monitoring, but evolved into a broader scientific platform (catch, size,
and morphometry composition of al tropical tuna species at the fleet level), with a protocol aready reviewed and
approved by the SAC. The Secretariat estimated in US$478,000 the amount needed by 2027 to cover the minimum
scientific staff and operations of the program. Costa Rica and Ecuador supported its continuation dueto its scientific
value; Nicaragua, without opposing the program, reiterated the call for austerity, noting that its projected cost should
be progressively reduced, and Vanuatu asked that the importance of continuing it at its full amount be noted.

Like Nicaragua, Guatemala called for austerity in the administration of the program, including identifying potential
savings. Highlight where the program's savings are being made. In this regard, even though they stated that the
program should continue and agreed with the United States on the importance of scientific work undertaken, but
insisted that it is up to the Director, according to the Antigua Convention, to determine the necessary personnd and
organization, and that the role of the Commission should be to demand justification, efficiency, and reasonable
costs, without micromanaging individual staff decisions. Vanuatu reiterated their request that the importance of the
program be reflected in the full allocation of resources.

Special fund for capacity building. The Secretariat presented the table of expenditures for the special fund for the
promotion of institutional capacities for 2027, incorporating China for the first time among devel oping members
for the purposes of this calculation, with 11 days of coverage of the annual meeting and an option of 6 days for the
SAC mesting; coverage of the CAF meeting was withdrawn from the proposal, while support for participation in
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other relevant bodies and a climate change scenario planning workshop was maintained. Costa Ricainquired about
the coverage of participation in the technica groups prior to the SAC, emphasizing the value of in-person or hybrid
modality for the technical work that takes place there; Ecuador backed extending support to the entire sequence
prior to the SAC, and Guatemala emphasized on the importance of alowing the participation of delegates from
developing countries in those preparatory meetings. The Secretariat indicated that the current budget scenario
assumes virtual meetingsfor these technical groups, and that an in-person format would require a decision from the
Commission and the corresponding budget adjustment. The table of expenditures for the capacity building fund for
2027 was approved.

Onthe other hand, Guatemal areminded about the proposal presented by seven Central American countriesto amend
the resol ution to strengthen support for the participation of representatives from devel oping countries and allow the
Fund to finance Chairs and Vice-Chairs of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies when they come from
developing countries. China, for its part, had circulated a counterproposal aimed at specifying the number of
representatives thus financed and establishing clearer internationally recognized criteria to determine which
members qualify as developing countries. Asinput to facilitate the discussion, the Director presented an illustrative
exercise based on three internationally recognized criteria under which a member could be considered developing
if at least one of the three criteriaclassified it as such; the exercise revealed specia cases —including the European
Union, Chinese Taipei, and France with its overseas territories— that do not fit simply into standard country
classifications, and the Director cautioned that under the application of such criteria, China qualifies as adeveloping
country. However, China stated that it would refrain from requesting that resources from the Fund be used for its
OWN PUrpoSEs.

e. Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity

The Chairman of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity, Mr. Bernald Pacheco, from Costa Rica,
presented the report of the 27th meeting of the Group (Annex 4f) . He reported that during the meeting, document
CAP-27-01 was presented with figures for the utilization of capacity in 2025: operational capacity (vessels with at
least one set with catch) of 263,955 m3, authorized active capacity of approximately 290,570 m3, and potential
capacity of 302,863 m3, leaving only about 6,328 m?3 available through existing capacity movements.

He indicated that a presentation by the scientific staff (CAP-27-02) shows that the three tropical tuna stocks arein
healthy conditions and at low or minimal risk of exceeding the target or limit reference points, hence, there is
biological space for someincreasein fishing mortality while taking note of several considerations noted by the staff
in CAP-27-02; he noted that the historical target of 158,000 m? is outdated, with optimal capacity estimates close
to or above 300,000 m? depending on the stock and target reference point considered (i.e. Fmsy or F30%_, and that
the historical reference ratio (approximately 1,000 m? per day of closure) has been updated to about 910 m? per day,
with anon-linear relationship between both variables.

Finally, he reported that the Working Group was not able to reach consensus on a general increase in capacity or
on the long-standing pending requests from Panama (3,000 m3, linked to a fishing port project in Puerto Armuelles,
Chiriqui), Venezuda (3,805 m3), Colombia (4,772 m3), Peru (5,851 m3), Costa Rica (7,058 m3, linked to the
development of Puntarenas, investment, employment, and food security, with a supporting video presented by that
delegation), El Sdvador (2,105 m3) and Bolivia (5,830 m3, including an immediate activation of 2,000 m3, plus a
separate 2019 request for an additiona 5,000 m3, invoking its status as a landlocked developing state). There was
no agreement on the specific case of the Ecuadorian vessel. Joselito (Class 6), for which Ecuador requested to
update the registered well volume after structural modifications, arguing that it did not constitute new capacity but
volume already covered; the legal discussion onwhat constitutes a“well restructuring” and its possible implications
for similar previously denied cases remained unresolved, and the Working Group postponed the case.

In the subsequent plenary discussion, Guatemala (with its own request for 9,000 m3) argued that there is a unique
window of opportunity, without a scientific prohibition for a moderate increase, with the ban acting as a dynamic
stabilizer, and warned of the risk of inequity and loss of trust if the current capacity allocation is maintained
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indefinitely; the United States agreed that there is amanagement opportunity, but expressed a preference for shorter
bans within an adopted management procedure, rather than permanent capacity increases, and was not in aposition
to approve an increase.

Costa Rica, Peru, Panama, Colombia, and Venezuela reiterated their historical requests invoking their status as
coastal and/or developing states; Colombia requested priority and differentiated treatment of already recognized
historical claims, for reasons of equity and legal certainty, before considering new requests. Nicaragua rejected a
mechanism that only reduces closure days without considering capacity, arguing that it disproportionately benefits
larger fleets, and joined forces with Guatemala, Panama, and El Salvador; El Salvador asked the Commission not
to postpone its request any longer given the good state of the resources. The European Union and the United States
reiterated that capacity increases are permanent and difficult to reverse —unlike a ban, which can be adjusted in
each cycle— and rejected the characterization of the current situation asdiscriminatory, calling instead for amodern
capacity management plan, after almost a decade of failed attemptsin that direction.

Bolivia submitted an updated version of its 2025 capacity report, incorporating the results of the 2026 SAC, and
requested that its full intervention be recorded in the minutes of IATTC-104 meeting and as an annex 5b.

The case of reinstatement of capacity for the vessel Emerald Sea (Vanuatu, 1,358 m?), which the Working Group
had favorably recommended and which the 103rd meeting acknowledged as pending, was resubmitted by Vanuatu
as a small request, which would not require withdrawing capacity from any other CPC nor materialy affect the
management of tropical tunas; Vanuatu requested an operational text confirming the matter as definitively settled,
granting the 1,358 m3 available for allocation in 2027 without the need for a new Commission decision, and
instructing the Director to update the relevant records. Guatemala acknowledged the merit of the request but
interpreted that the prior commitment to "address' the case did not require an immediate affirmative resolution;
Venezuela supported Vanuatu and requested that its own case also be reflected as favorable for future activation.
Vanuatu initially conditioned their willingness to join the consensus on the final package of proposals on a clear
solution to their case; however, after arecess in consultations, they agreed not to block consensus on the proposals
they had already supported (seabirds, sharks, vessel registry), nor did they oppose keeping consensus on the other
proposals when adopted.

Guatemala pointed out that all this discussion had taken place in the Commission and not in the Working Group,
so any new decision should be registered as a decision of the Commission.

But, at the conclusion of the discussion, the Chair could only note that the Commission had not been able to reach
consensus on a general increase in capacity, nor on the individual requests of the CPCs that had reiterated them.

There was genera agreement on the desirability and necessity of an intersessional meeting of the Working Group,
preferably in person, an option that existed as highlighted by Panama and Venezuela. The question of the place and
dates of that meeting remained unresolved. In this regard, the Director proposed that it be held in Santa Marta,
Colombia, at the beginning of February 2027, together with aworkshop whose program had aready been approved.
For its part, the European Union asked that other options be explored, preferably in the second half of April. The
United States indicated that, despite agreeing in principle with holding this meeting, the lack of clarity regarding
the agenda, possible dates, and logistical and budgetary arrangements prevented them from joining the consensus
at thistime.

f. Committee for the Review of the Implementation of M easures Adopted by the Commission

Mr. Antonio Vasquez, from El Salvador, Chairman of the Committee, presented his report on the 17th meeting of
the COR, which was able to conclude thanks to additional sessions on the sidelines of the Commission's plenary
session, and reported on the Committee's second special biennial meeting (Annex 4g)). He added that the comments
and recommendations submitted by Canada, Guatemala, the United States, and Venezuela had been incorporated
into the document prepared by the Presidency/Secretariat.
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He presented the recommendations adopted by the Committee at its 17" session and at its second specia biennial
meeting as follows:

RECOMMENDATIONSOF THE 17™" MEETING OF THE COR

1. To carry out work aimed at improving the cal culation of active FADs, to avoid generating fal se positives
of cases of possible non-compliance, and to recommend actions that can contribute to improving the
monitoring of active FAD limits. IATTC staff will present an update on this work at the FADs Working
Group meeting in 2027.

2. To circulate to the CPCs, for their review, the draft public summary of the Final Compliance Report
within 30 days following the conclusion of the Commission meeting. The public summary of the Final
Compliance Report shall be published on the meeting's public website within 90 days of the conclusion of
the Commission meeting.

3. To prepare and submit aplan for the implementation of the use of electronic tablets by IATTC observers
on board purse seine vessels, to expedite data processing and improve the accuracy of casesidentified as
possible non-compliances. This plan must aso include a financial analysis of costs and savings, which
will be presented to the CAF in 2027.

4. To prepare a supporting document detailing the current process by which IATTC staff collect, review,
and amend purse seine observer reports, to inform the Committee in its deliberations about the
Commission's usual practice of authorizing corrections to observer documents.

5. To include in the document "Review of unresolved cases of possible non-compliance’ a column
indicating the year in which the possible non-compliance was resolved.

6. To implement thefollowing in relation to the use of artificial intelligence (Al) in the production of COR
documents:

= Include the following warning text about the use of Al: “IATTC staff used generative artificia
intelligence (Al; Anthropic Claude) to support the initial drafting of the following sections of this
analysis. [INSERT]. All generative Al results that were incorporated were reviewed for accuracy and
edited by IATTC staff specidists to ensure the ongoing accuracy and consistency of IATTC
compliance information. IATTC staff retain full responsibility for the content of this analysis.”

= To ensure strict adherence to the confidentiality rulesand privacy and protection provisions applicable
to IATTC compliance data when using Al.

7. To allocate sufficient time in future sessions to review Recommendations from previous meetings, to
assess the progress made with respect to past recommendations and consider priority areas.

8. To consider cases of possible non-compliance involving data or documents that may have been falsified
or altered as cases of specia importance.

9. To continue to improve the justification of answers in the Sandard Compliance Questionnaire,
indicating what specific alternatives or management measures are being applied when a Resolution
(including, among others, Resolutions C-11-02, C-19-04, and C-25-08) offers optionsto CPCs.

10. To consider a case of noncompliance by a vessel as resolved only when the CPC has concluded an
investigation, adopted corrective measures with respect to the vessel, and informed the COR of such
follow-up corrective measures (e.g., crew or captain training, fines, etc.).

11. To consider implementing pilot programs for el ectronic monitoring on board transshipment vessels, to
reduce discrepancies between the catch calculated by transshipment observers and that declared in
transshipment declarations.
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12. That matters relating to compliance with obligations regarding membership fees and debts be
considered and evaluated by the Committee on Administration and Finance (CAF).

13. To consider amending Resolution C-18-07, as appropriate, to include criteria that can be used by the
Secretariat, CPCs, observer providers, and other entities to determine that a vessel is “unobservable,” to
ensure that observers are not exposed to risks by being embarked on vessels that raise concerns.

14. That, in recognition of the increasing workload and the expanded mandates conferred by the
Commission, the interest in ensuring adequate progress in the work plan, and in order to guarantee that
documents related to the COR are circulated in a timely manner, the Secretariat should assess whether
there are sufficient resources dedicated to compliance matters.

15. Tofavorably consider the applicationsfor renewal of the Cooperating Non-Member status of Bolivia,
Chile, Indonesia, and Liberia, and to recommend that the renewal of Honduras be considered, considering
any response to the outstanding issues submitted to COR-17 and the absence of Honduras from the COR.

16. That future COR meetings have a minimum duration of 2.5 days, and at least 3 days in the yearsin
which the Special Biennial Meeting is held.

RECOMMENDATIONSOF THE 2ND SPECIAL MEETING OF THE COR

1. Toincludein the document corresponding to Element 5 of the COR Work Plan adescription of the human
and financial resources needed to implement the priority elements of the work plan. In doing so, the
Secretariat shall provide cost estimatesfor hiring additional staff dedicated to compliance work and analyze
the feasibility of reassigning existing staff to support compliance work, particularly its automation
priorities, as well as the effect such reassignment would have on other functions of the Secretariat.

2. To prioritize the development of standardized templates and present a detailed plan for the
implementation of the automated system, duly considering, among other aspects, the budget, limitations,
and stages of a phased implementation approach. To that end, the Secretariat shall prepare and circulate a
draft plan during the intersessional period, for consideration at the COR-18 meeting.

3. To continue consideration of the categorization framework based on the Phase 5 Working Document
prepared by the COR Chair. The Chair, in collaboration with the Secretariat, will direct the intersessional
work, taking into account the views expressed at the 2nd Special Biennia Meeting, with the aim of
submitting a proposed amendment to Resolution C-22-02, consistent with Recommendation 22 of COR-
16, for consideration at a dedicated session of the Committee (of no less than one day) to be held during
the annua meeting cycle, and its possible adoption by the Commission in 2027.

The Commission approved the report of the 17" meeting of the COR and the report of the special biennial meeting
of the Committee, with their respective recommendations, as well as, without objection, the renewa of the status
of Non-Cooperating Member of Honduras for 2027, in addition to that of Bolivia, Chile, Indonesia, and Liberia.

g. IATTC-WCPFC/NC Joint Working Group on the management of Pacific bluefin tuna

Mr. Josh Madeira, Co-Chair on behaf of the IATTC of the Joint Working Group, reported that the abundance of
Pacific bluefin tuna has significantly increased since 2012, reaching the second stock rebuilding target in 2021,
more than a decade ahead of schedule. After six meetings of the Group in just over 18 months —including an
intersessional meeting in Newport Beach in March, with direct input from the commercial and recreational fleets
of Mexico, the United States, and Japan— and a second session of the 11th Joint Working Group (JWG 11) in
August, consensus was reached on along-term catch strategy based on harvest control rule HCR 17, applicable to
the convention areas of the WCPFC and the IATTC, with a gradual shift of the fishing impact from an 80/20
distribution to 78/22 (west-east) in successive cycles, biennia measures with consistent provisions on overfishing
and trawling, inclusion of the EPO sport fishery in the process of determining the total allowable catch limit, and
an interim duration of three biennia cycles (six years). The Group is aso making progress on a system for
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documenting catches, evauating whether to develop it independently or jointly with the WCPFC. These
recommendations were reflected in Proposals H-1 and H-2, considered under point 7. The Commission accepted
the report of the Joint Working Group and its recommendations.

Additionally, the Commission received reports from two other groups;

First, from Dr. Juan Carlos Quiroz, Co-Chair of Dialogue Group on the Evaluation of Planning Strategies on
the progress made by the Group at its second, third, and fourth meetings during the intersessional period, particularly
with regard to the identification of six management objectives for tropical tunas and the review of the management
procedure proposals submitted by Ecuador, the United States, and the European Union.

Second, by Dr. Guillermo Morén, from Ecuador, Co-Chair on behalf of the IATTC of the IATTC-WCPFC Joint
Working Group on South Pacific albacore, on the first dialogue (March 2026), in which it was agreed to move
towards a pan-Pacific assessment in 2027 and, through a gradual approach, towards compatibility among the
measures adopted by both commissions.

The Commission approved both reports and their recommendations.
7. Discussion of the resolutions and recommendations

Given the considerable number of proposas, this agenda item occupied most of the meeting time. Before the
discussion began, the Chair encouraged the proponents to consolidate the proposal s submitted onidentical or similar
topics. At the end of the meeting, el even resolutions and one recommendation were adopted; the rest of the proposals
did not achieve the necessary consensus for their adoption or were withdrawn.

a. Approved resolutions and recommendations approved

The resolutions and recommendations adopted during the 104th IATTC meeting are as follows:

Resolution or Name
recommendation
number

C-26-01 Interim management procedure for Pacific bluefin tuna

C-26-02 Measures for the conservation and management of Pacific bluefin tunain the eastern Pacific
Ocean

C-26-03 Exchange of information and establishment of provisional reference pointsfor swordfish in
the South Pacific within the IATTC area

C-26-04 Resolution for the mitigation of the impact on seabirds by fishing for species covered by the
IATTC

C-26-05 South Pecific Albacore Tuna

C-26-06 Research for the ordering of dorado (Coryphaena hippurus)

C-26-07 Resolution on scientific observers on longline vessels

C-26-08 Resolution on the progress of implementing an ecosystem approach to fisheries management
(EAFM)

C-26-09 Resolution on awork plan for billfish in the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission
(IATTC)

C-26-10 Recommendation on the coordination and cooperation between the IATTC and processes
related to the BBNJ Agreement
Progress of implementing an ecosystem approach to fisheries management (EAFM)

C-26-11 Conservation measures for the protection and sustainable management of sharks

C-26-12 Financing for fiscal year 2027
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During the meeting, several proposals relating to the conservation of tropical tunas in the Eastern Pacific Ocean
were presented and discussed, but the Commission was unabl e to reach a consensus on any of them. Consequently,
in the absence of a new measure adopted, Resolution C-25-01 will continue to apply for the next few years, as
originally planned, until 2028, unless the Commission decides otherwise at alater meeting.

a. Proposalssubmitted, but not approved

Code Proposal and proponents Reasonsfor non-approval / withdrawal

A-1- COL; EUR; CHN; VAR; USA: No consensus was reached despite intensive consultations,

A-6/ several proposed amendmentsto | differences persisted regarding conservation measures, the
the text of Resolution C-25-01. management procedure and its relationship to capacity issues, and

therefore these measures remained unadopted; it is expected that the
negotiations will be able to continue during the intersessional period

F-1 CAN. Proposd to amend The proposing CPC concluded that it was not possibleto reach
resolution C-15-05 by using a consensus and withdrew it, urging to resume the work in the
curve formulato calculate the Committee on Administration and Finance with clear negotiating
GNI factor instead of the GNI mandates for 2027.
categorization

G-1 CAN Regional Vessel Registry After successive rounds of negotiations with subsequent revisions

Rev.2 to the text of the original proposal, including somein relation to

references to small-scale fleets and transitional provisions, the
proposing CPC preferred to withdraw its proposal and present a
new version at afuture meeting.

-1 VAR (7 Central American It failed to reach a consensus due to reservations from some CPCs
countries). Draft amendment to regarding the proposed provisions and the extension of nomination
Resolution C-19-02 amending deadlines, as well as the suspension of the multilateral inclusion
Resolution C-15-01 to establisha | process.
list of vessels alegedly involved
in lUU fishing activities

K-1 VAR (7 Central American This proposal, which, among other things, introduced anew category
countries). Draft amendment to of non-compliance, achieved partial support from participants, but
Resolution C-22-02 - Paragraphs | was considered prematurein relation to severd of itsprovisions. Due
7 bis, 7 ter, and 7 quater are to thelack of consensus, the proponents withdrew it, requesting that
added, paragraph 8 is amended, the Director coordinate with the Chairman of the COR for its
and an element is added to Annex | possible reintroduction in 2027.

2.

L-1 VAR (7 Central American Discussion and negotiations allowed identifying possible avenues
countries) Amends paragraph 5¢ | for compromise (developing country criteria, financing for
of Resolution C-11-111...] Chairs/Vice Chairs, safeguards against exclusions for late
(Capacity building fund). payments), but the final version of the text could not be adopted

because one CPC could not join the consensus due to lack of
certainty about the financial impact and the availability of resources
from the fund.

N-1 USA. Resolution on data This proposal, intended to update and supplement the provisions of
provision. resolution C-03-05, failed to achieve the necessary consensus for its
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Code Proposal and proponents Reasonsfor non-approval / withdrawal
adoption due to reservations from two CPCs regarding its scope
and practical feasibility; the proponent decided not to seek a
decision from the Commission but instead requested that the SAC
consider it at its next meeting

0O-1 KOR. Resolution on the The reservations of three CPCs that highlighted their potential
protection of cetaceans. overlap and duplication with the

AIDCP, and another CPC that emphasized the need for prior
scientific review by the SAC, made it impossible to adopt this
proposal, which remained pending.

R-1 VAR (7 Centra American It failed to reach a consensus: two CPCs requested a more rigorous
countries). Draft amendment to cost analysis (possibly within the framework on the Committee on
Resolution C-22-02 - Paragraphs | Administration and Finance), while observer organizations warned
7 bis, 7 ter, and 7 quater are about the risk that thistype of proposal might reduce the
added, paragraph 8 is amended, participation of small organizations. It was |eft pending.
and an element is added to Annex
2.

T-1 USA; Interim management Like proposals A-1 — A-6, these two proposal s failed to achieve the
procedure for tropical tunas necessary consensus for their adoption.

(yellowfin tuna, bigeye tuna, and
skipjack tuna) in the Eastern
Pacific Ocean for 2027-2032
ECU. Management procedure for
tropical tunasin the Eastern

T-2 Pacific Ocean

U-1 Chair Establishment and It failed to achieve the necessary consensus as one CPC maintained
financing of the IATTC its position of objecting to the creation of a new fund before the
Contingency Fund Commission's ordinary budget is secured.

V-1 VAR (7 Central American The proponents acknowledged that the issue required a deeper
countries). Creation of an Ad Hoc | analysis, regarding structural implications and withdrew it,
Working Group for the Legal intending to resubmit it in 2027.

Assistance to the Commission
and the Secretariat

w-1 VAR (7 Central American It did not reach the necessary consensus due to concerns expressed
countries). IATTC guidelinesfor | by a CPC regarding the late publication of its text. This situation at
establishing cooperation and least allowed the Commission to agree on the following procedure:
collaboration frameworks and when a document is submitted in one of the two working languages
instruments related to the and itstrandation is pending, it will be published or circulated in its
exploitation, trade, conservation, | original language, stating that the pending translation into the other
and sustainable use of marine language isin process.
biodiversity.

X-1 VAR (7 Central American It failed to reach consensus on the request from a CPC that it be

countries). Establishment and

thoroughly reviewed first by the SAC.
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Code

Proposal and proponents

Reasonsfor non-approval / withdrawal

beginning of the Coastal EPO
Scientific Program as a
component of the IATTC'S
scientific work

8. Election of the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Commission

The Commission noted that the Chair, Mr. Andrés Arens, and the Vice-Chair, Mr. Julio Guevara, had been re-
elected at the 103rd meeting for a period of two years, so it was not appropriate to hold anew e ection at this

meeting but smply to ratify the decision previoudly taken.

9. Election of the Chairsof subsidiary bodies and working groups

Likewise, the Commission took note of the elections aready held in the previous year for the chairs of its subsidiary
bodies and working groups, also for a period of two years (2025-2027). They a so took note of the re-election by
the COR of itscurrent Chair, for an additional two-year period (2026-2028). The Secretariat recalled that Ms. Shana
Miller had submitted her resignation as co-chair of the Dialogue Group on the Evaluation of Planning Strategies,
in accordance with its terms of reference, which empower the Commission to directly select that co-chair.
Guatemaa nominated Dr. Julio Guevara, who was elected by consensus to fill this vacancy. Ecuador nominated
Ms. Valeria Palau, from their delegation, as the new co-chair of the ad hoc Working Group on Electronic

Monitoring, replacing Mr. Guillermo M oran; the change was accepted without objection.

In accordance with the above, the chairs of the IATTC Committees and Working Groups are as follows:

Working Group or Committee

Chair(s)

Administration and Finance

Rachael Wadsworth

Review Committee

Antonio Vésquez

Fleet Capacity in the EPO

Bernald Pacheco

Ad hoc Working Group on FADs

Jefferson Murua and Andrés Arens

Ecosystem and Bycatch

Yonat Swimmer and Manuel Correia

Electronic Monitoring

Colin Brinkman and Valeria Palau

Management Strategy Evaluation (M SE)

Juan Carlos Quiroz and Julio Guevara

IATTC-WCPFC on Southern Albacore

Guillermo Moran

IATTC_NC/WCPFC on Pacific bluefin tuna

Josh Madeira

10. Other business

a) During the lunch break on September 3, an industry-led alliance—comprised of ATUNEC, FIPESCA,
AGAC, and the American Tuna Boat Association, with afoundation established in Panama—presented to the
members of the Commission an update on its initiative to fund recovery programs for driftnets (like
FADWatch) in sensitive areas such asthe Palmyra Atoll, French Polynesia, the Cook Islands, Galapagos, and
American Samoa, inviting broader participation from the tuna supply chain.
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b) In response to an inquiry from the European Union, Chile clarified that the proposal it is promoting in the
South Pecific regiona fisheries management organization, regarding the closure of fishing in the Salas y
Gomez and Nazcaridges does not currently seek to extend the measure to highly migratory species regul ated
by the IATTC,; should it decide to do so in the future, it would first take the matter to the IATTC scientific
processes and to the Commission. Guatemala reserved its position against any attempt to regulate species
covered by the Antigua Convention outside the institutiona framework of the IATTC.

¢) Colombiaraised an exceptional situation affecting four of its vessels, which have had extended inactivity due
to administrative circumstances beyond the control of the owners and of the flag State; hence, they requested
treatment comparable to force majeure. As a practical solution, without modifying the current definition of
force majeure or prejudging individual decisions, it was agreed that the Secretariat could circulate this type
of request for consideration by the Members in a generic and anonymized manner, with the flag State
providing the relevant documentation and each CPC retaining full discretion to accept or reject each case.

d) CostaRicanoted that it would soon host atraining course on inspection for the implementation of port state
measures, organized by the IATTC Secretariat in coordination with FAO, and invited interested CPCs to
participate.

€) Given the lateness of the hour, Bolivia requested to submit a written statement regarding its request for
capacity to beincorporated into the Minutes of the meeting as an annex thereto (Annex 5b).

11. Date and place of next meeting

It was agreed that, in principle, the 105th meeting of the Commission would take place during the first week of
September 2027. Chile stated it was exploring the possibility of hosting the Commission meeting, potentialy in
Valparaiso, subject to consultations with its authorities;, Costa Rica also expressed interest in being considered as a
possible host, even for 2028, if possible. Thefinal location was pending confirmation.

It was also agreed that the intersessional meeting of the Fleet Capability Working Group would be held in Costa
Rica, in a three-day in-person meeting during the week beginning on April 19, 2027, in a location yet to be
determined.

12. Adjournment

After proceeding, at the request of Bolivia, to arecounting of the resolutions and recommendations adopted during
the meeting, the Chair acknowledged that several important issues reflected in various proposals that could not be
adopted — in particular, the issue of conservation and management measures for tropical tunas and the issue of
fleet capacity management — remained pending. He emphasized that the Commission had established roadmaps
for intersessional work to address these issues before its 105" meeting.

During his closing remarks, the Chair described the meeting as " complex but productive" and thanked the European
Union and the Portuguese authorities for their hospitality and logistics support, as well as the Director of the
Commission, the Commission staff (including the scientific staff), the interpretation team, the observers, and al the
participating del egations from the CPCs.

With that, the 104" Meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission was adjourned at 7:48 pm, Lisbon
time, on September 4, 2026.
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Ingtituto Costarricense de Pescay Acuicultura

MARLIN LEON ARIAS
Ingtituto Costarricense de Pescay Acuicultura

BERNALD PACHECO CHAVES
Instituto Costarricense de Pescay Acuicultura

MAURICIO GONZALEZ
FEDENAP

ANA |. CARVAJAL XATRUCH
FRANCISCO MEDRANO GONZALEZ
ANA VICTORIA PANIAGUA PRADO

ECUADOR
HENRY MERO* PABLO CAPARROS
Subsecretaria de Recursos Pesqueros NAUTICAL
ENRIQUE BLACIO JAVIER CARDOSO
Subsecretaria de Recursos Pesqueros Apolo Abogados Apolexsa
LUISEDUARDO GOMEZ CARLOSCEBALLOS

Subsecretaria de Recursos Pesqueros
ANDRESHOLGUIN

Subsecretaria de Pescay Acuicultura
GIANSANDRO PEROTTI
Subsecretaria de Pescay Acuicultura
JOSTYN SANCHEZ VINUEZA
Subsecretaria de Recursos Pesqueros
HUGO VERA SERRANO
Subsecretaria de Recursos Pesqueros
EDUARDO ESTEBAN ELIAS MENDEZ
Instituto Pablico de Investigacion de Acuiculturay Pesca
(IPIAP)

JORGE COSTAIN

Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
BRUNO LEONE

Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
FRANCISCO LEONE

Cémara Nacional de Pesgueria
MIGUEL MOLINA

Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
RAFAEL TRUJILLO

Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
ELISEO VILLAR LOUREIRO
Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
CARMELO ZABALA

Camara Nacional de Pesqueria
ANDRESALARCON

IASA

Buehs Bowen Daniel Roberto
ANDRES CESPEDES CAMARGO
Asiservy SA.

GUILLERMO MORAN

Tuna Conservation Group
VALERIA PALAU

Tuna Conservation Group
GEORGE PINTO LOPEZ
Asociacion de Produccion Pesquera de Armadores de Manta
MARYELI| VELEZ

Buehs Bowen Daniel Roberto

JIMMY VILLAVICENCIO
Villavicencio & Asociados

JORGE VILLAVICENCIO MENDOZA
Asociacion de Atuneros del Ecuador

LISSETH CEDENO
PABLO COMESANA
DANIELA PAREDES
EDGAR PINZON
FERNANDO VELASTEGUI

EL SALVADOR

EDGAR PALACIOS*

IKER GALINDEZ TELLECHEA
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Autoridad Salvadorefia de Economia Azul (ASEA)

JASMIN CARDENAS
Autoridad Salvadorefia de Economia Azul (ASEA)

RAUL EDGARDO CORTEZ COTA
Autoridad Salvadorefia de Economia Azul (ASEA)

SIMON CASTIELLA BANALES

ANA MEJIA
MIGUEL ANGEL PENALVA ARIGITA
MACARENA UBISLUPION

ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMERICA

-UNITED STATESOF AMERICA

EUGENIO PINEIRO SOLER*

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
RYAN WULFF

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
MICHAEL THOMPSON

Alternate U.S. Commissioner

JOHN ZUANICH

U.S. Commissioner

COLIN BRINKMAN

U.S. Department of State

DEREK CAMPBELL

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
LUCY BULKELEY

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region

DEREK CAMPBELL

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
MELISSA CRONIN

University of Massachusetts Dartmouth
KATHERINE DZIEDZIC

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region

MADISON HARRIS

NOAA Fisheries Office of International Affairs, Trade, and
Commerce

PALLAVI JAVOR

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region

TYLER LAWSON

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region

AMY LUBRANO

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region

AMANDA MUNRO

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region
PAUL ORTIZ

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region
ALEXANDER RAYBURN

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region
DANIEL STUDT

NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region
STEVEN TEO

NOAA Fisheries Southwest Fisheries Science Center
RACHAEL WADSWORTH
NOAA Fisheries West Coast Region
STUART CHIKAMI

Western Pacific Fisheries, Inc.
RAYMOND CLARKE

Bumbl ebee SeaFoods

JONATHAN CURTO

Cape Fisheries Management
RICARDO DA ROSA

Pacific Princess Partnership Ltd.
WILLIAM GIBBONS-FLY
American Tunaboat Association
JOSH MADEIRA

Monterey Bay Aquarium

JIM SOUSA

GS FisheriesInc.

BETH VANDEN HEUVEL

Cape Fisheries Management

FRANCIA T.U.

- FRANCE O.T.

JULIETTE HAZIZA*

Maritime Affairs, Fisheries and Aquaculture
FRANCOISAMAUDRIC DU CHAFFAUT
Maritime Affairs of French Polynesia

GABRIEL SAO CHAN CHEONG

Marine Resources Department of French Polynesia

THIBAUT THELLIER

Marine Resources Department of French Polynesia
NANS DAMON

Maritime Affairs, Fisheries and Aquaculture

GUATEMALA

MAYRA LISSETTE MOTTA PADILLA*
Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderiay Alimentacion

BERNAL CHAVARRIA
Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderiay Alimentacion

ANA GUERRA

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderiay Alimentacion
MARIA SCHOENBECK

ZMT

JAPON - JAPAN

TAKUMI FUKUDA*
Fisheries Agency of Japan

SHUYA NAKATSUKA
Fisheries Resources Institute
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YUTO FURUZONO
Fisheries Agency of Japan
SOU WATANABE
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
HIROMU FUKUDA
Fisheries Resources Institute
MAKO IIOKA

Fisheries Agency of Japan

YAYOI OTANI

Fisheries Agency of Japan

DAICHI UCHIYAMA

Fisheries Agency of Japan

NOZOMU MIURA

Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association

KIRI

BATI

TEETA ERIKATE
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources Devel opment

MEXICO - MEXICO

BERNARDINO MUNOZ RESENDEZ*

Comisién Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca (CONAPESCA)
GUSTAVO LOPEZ RASINE

Comision Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca (CONAPESCA)
ISABEL CRISTINA REYESROBLES

Comisién Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca (CONAPESCA)
BERTHA SOLER BENITEZ

Comision Nacional de Acuaculturay Pesca (CONAPESCA)
GUILLERMO COMPEAN

FIDEMAR

MICHEL DREYFUS

FIDEMAR

MARTHA BETANCOURT AGUIRRE

FIDEMAR

JAVIER DIAZ LOPEZ

Grupomar

MARCO ANTONIO ALCARAZ PEREZ

MT Pesca Industrial SA. deC.V.

MARIA CRISTINA ALVIDREZ HERNANDEZ

Pesca Chigpas S A. deC.V.

IRMA DIAZ TIRADO
MT Pescalndustrial SA. deC.V.

ERNESTO ESCOBAR
Pesca AztecaS.A.deC.V.

EVARISTO VILLA MICHEL

Pesca AztecaS.A.deC.V.

JOSE CARLOS GONZALEZ IRIARTE
Servax BleuS. deR.L.deC.V.

ANA BELEM MERAZ DOMIiNGUEZ
MT PescaIndustrial SA. deC.V.

ANAHI OROZCO DE LA ROSA

Pesca Industrial Atunerade Altura, S.A. deC.V.
MAURICIO PARIENTE MONTER
Pesca Chigpas S A. deC.V.

ALFONSO ROSINOL

Grupomar

PAOLA GUADALUPE SALASREYES
MT Pescalndustrial SA.deC.V.

NICARAGUA

ROBERTO CHACON RIVAS*

Instituto Nicaragiiense de la Pescay Acuicultura
RENALDY BARNUTTI NAVARRO

Instituto Nicaragliense de la Pescay Acuicultura
JULIO GUEVARA

Instituto Nicaragiiense de la Pescay Acuicultura

ALLAN GUTIERREZ

Instituto Nicaragiiense de la Pescay Acuicultura
KAROLA SIRIAS

Muelles Ddl Sur, S.A.

ANTONIO ALVAREZ

PANAMA - PANAMA

EDUARDO CARRASQUILLA*

Autoridad de |os Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
YARKELIA VERGARA

Autoridad de |os Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
GERARDO IRIMIA

Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
ELIZABETH BETHANCOURT

Autoridad de |os Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
ALEXISPENA

Autoridad de los Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
YESURI PINO

JOSE MARIA ALLER
Grupo Frinsa
DOMENICO CANNAVO
Pesguera Atlantica
GIORDANO CANNAVO
Pesquera Atlantica

RAUL DELGADO
PHAFSA

ENRIQUE ESPINOZA
Pronaob

MIGUEL HERRERA
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Autoridad de |os Recursos Acuéticos de Panama
VASCO FRANCO
Camara Nacional de Pesqueria

MARIA PATRICIA DIAZ DE SANTAMARIA
Fundacién Internaciona de Pesca

AGAC - Asociacién de Grandes Atuneros Congeladores
FOTISLIMBEROPULOS

Messinia Holding Group

DAVID SIMANA

Pesguera Atlantica

JOSE ANGEL BOLEA

PERU - PERU

RICARDO HERBOZO COL QUE*
Ministerio de la Produccién

ANA ALEGRE

Ministerio de laProduccién
ANTONINO MACEDO

Ministerio de la Produccién

JOSE SALCEDO
Ministerio de la Produccién

RITER VARGASROJAS

Ministerio de la Produccién

LENNIN SOLANO DIAZ

Instituto del Mar del Pert (IMARPE)
ANTONIO CUBA

Sociedad Peruana de Derecho Ambiental
PABLO NIETO PASSANO

Sociedad Nacional de Pesqueria

TAIPEI CHINO - CHINESE TAIPEI

HSIANG YI (JOY) YU*
Fisheries Agency
SHAO-WEI LU
Fisheries Agency

HUI SHAN MA
Overseas Fisheries Development Council (OFDC)

KE CHEN YANG
Taiwan TunaLongline Association

UNION EUROPEA -

EUROPEAN UNION

FIONA HARFORD*

European Commission

IGNACIO GRANELL

European Commission
FERNANDO ANDRESEN GUIMARAES
European Commission

AITOR AIZPURUA

European Commission

HARITZ ARRIZABALAGA
European Commission

JOAQUIN CADILLA CASTRO
European Commission

IDOIA GONZALEZ

European Commission
CARMELO LEPORI

European Commission

IMANOL LOINAZ

European Commission
JEFFERSON MURUA

European Commission

JORGE PEREZ-BOUZADA
European Commission

PAUL RAFTERY

European Commission

IBONE RODRIGUEZ DE PABLOS
European Commission

iNIGO URIBE

European Commission

SERGIO ACEVEDO IGLESIAS
INTERFISH-Espana

ANGELA CORTINA BURGUENO

OPNAPA

FELICIDAD FERNANDEZ ALONSO

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay Alimentacion

MARIA GENMA LASO RODRIGUEZ

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay Alimentacién

JUAN CARLOSMARTIN FRAGUEIRO
Organizacion de Productores de Pesca del Puerto y Riade
Marin

GORKA MERINO

AZTI

JULIO MORON AYALA

Européche

JOAO NUNES

Directorate-Genera for Natural Resources, Safety and
Maritime Services - Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries-
Portugal

MARIA LOURDESRAMOS ALONSO

Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografia (IEO-CSIC)
LUCIA SARRICOLEA

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pescay Alimentacién
ISABEL TEIXEIRA

Directorate-Genera for Natural Resources, Safety and
Maritime Services (DGRM)

ALFONSO BEITIA LACHAGA

JOSE LUISBELOSO

DANIEL CALVO

CAROLINA CAVERO PEREZ FRADE
GIANCARLO MORON CORREA
PEDRO VIGIL DiAZ
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VANUATU

SAADE MAKHLOUF*

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Cooperation and
External Trade

KATHERINE BERNAL

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Cooperation and
External Trade

JOSE FERNANDO NAVIA

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Cooperation and
External Trade

ANTHONY AUGUST ZUANICH

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Cooperation and
External Trade

VENEZUELA

PEDRO GUERRA*

Ministerio del Poder Popular de Pescay Acuicultura
ALVIN DELGADO

FUNDATUN

JEIRISGALICIA

Ministerio del Poder Popular de Pescay Acuicultura

ELENA QUINTERO
Ministerio del Poder Popular de Pescay Acuicultura

ABELARDO RIERA

FUNDATUN

DOMENICO ANTONIO PINTO
DOMENICO FRANCISCO PINTO
DOMENICO AUGUSTO SPINALI
ENZO NATOLI

SALVATORE NATOLI

NO MIEMBROS COOPERANTES - COOPERATING NON-MEMBERS

BOLIVIA

LIMBERT CORTEZ*
Ministerio de Defensa

HUGO ALSINA
Ministerio de Defensa

WILLIAN OLIVES
Ministerio de Defensa

CHILE
JUAN SANTIBARNEZ* PABLO ORTIZ
Subsecretaria de Pescay Acuicultura Servicio Nacional de Pescay Acuicultura
HONDURAS
NURYN MEZA
Direccion Genera de Pescay Acuicultura
INDONESIA

SITI ASIYAH*

Ministry of the Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Indonesia
PUTUH SUADELA

Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries

MUMPUNI CYNTIA PRATIWI
Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries

LIBERIA

FRANCISBOIMAH?*

National Fisheries and Aquaculture Authority
YVONNE CLINTON

Liberia Maritime Authority

FREDERICK VARNIE
Liberia Maritime Authority
RUPHENE SIDIFALL
Liberian Registry

ORGANIZACION INTERNACIONAL

-INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION

JOAO NEVES
Food and Agriculture Organization

JOSEPH ZELASNEY
Food and Agriculture Organization

JOYCE SAMUELU-AH LEONG
Pacific Islands Forum Fisheries Agency (FFA)

SUNGKWON SOH
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission

ORGANIZACIONESNO GUBERNAMENTALES - NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
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MARIANA RAMOS SANCHEZ
Alianzadel Pacifico por € Atun Sustentable
CRAIG HEBERER

American Tunaboat Association

LUIGI BENINCASA AZUA

Asociacion de Atuneros del Ecuador
FERNANDO MOLINA FLORES
Asociacion de Atuneros del Ecuador
BRYSLIE CIFUENTESVELASCO
Asociacion Interamericana parala Defensa del Ambiente
TEDDY ESCARABAY

Comité Regiona del Mahi Mahi

EDWIN HOUGHTON

Comité Regional del Mahi Mahi
JONATHAN EDUARDO PINCAY ESPINOZA
Comité Regiona del Mahi Mahi

CARLOS YENQUE

Comité Regional del Mahi Mahi
LUISGARCIA

Conxemar

IRISDR ZIEGLER

Deutsche Stiftung Meeresschutz

DAMIAN MARTINEZ-FERNANDEZ
Federacion Costarricense de Pesca Deportiva
MOISESMUG

Federacion Costarricense de Pesca Deportiva
ALEXISRODRIGUEZ

Fundacién Internacional de Pesca

JOSU TXOPITEA GABIOLA

Fundacién Internacional de Pesca

IBON TXOPITEA LAKA

Fundacién Internacional de Pesca

JOSU TXOPITEA LAKA

Fundacién Internacional de Pesca

JEN JONES

Galapagos Conservation Trust
RAFAELLA PARODI

Global Mahi SR

MARINA COLVEE

Global TunaAlliance
WETJENSDIMMLICH

Global TunaAlliance

GALA MORENO

International Seafood Sustainability Foundation
GRIFFIN GARNER

Marine Stewardship Council
MARIN HAWK

Marine Stewardship Council
FRANCISCO VERGARA
Marine Stewardship Council
ANDRESBEITA

MarViva

MAGI RODRIGUEZ

MarViva

ROBYNN LAPLANTE

The Nature Conservancy
SHANA MILLER

The Ocean Foundation

PETER ADAME

The Pew Charitable Trusts
BRITTANY CROLL

The Pew Charitable Trusts
LAURA EELES

The Pew Charitable Trusts
DAVE GERSHMAN

The Pew Charitable Trusts

SAM GRIMLEY

The Pew Charitable Trusts
ERIC WALTON

The Pew Charitable Trusts
ROSSY YESENIA CHUMBE CEDENO
Sociedad Peruana de Derecho Ambiental
KERRY MARHEFKA
Sustainable Fisheries Partnership
ALEXIA MORGAN
Sustainable Fisheries Partnership
JOSE L. GARCIA

Tuna Conservation Group
PEDRO SANTISTEVAN
Tuna Conservation Group
ALESSANDRO BUZZI

World Wide Fund

ANA HENRIQUES

World Wide Fund

TANIA NORORI

OBSERVADORES- OBSERVERS

ALBINO MORAN

Albino Moran Shipbrokers SL
RODRIGO LARIOS
Alimentos Pro Salud, SA
EMMA ALGOTSSON
Catchgreen

ESTIBALIZ MARTINEZ DE LAGOS
FIP Blues

AINTZINA OIHENARTE ZUBIAGA
FIP Blues EU surface longliner

LEONEL CAICEDO

ALEXISGUTIERREZ

K&L Gates

IGOR ALMAGIA

MARCO - Marine Construction & Design

ELSA VEGA
SONAPESCAL

YESICA MONICA CHOQUE LLAVE
EDER GALDOS

JAVIER GARCIA LOCATELLI
ALEJANDRO ROSELL
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FIP Swordfish.ec

CHRISTIANLOTT

HYDRA Marine Sciences GmbH

PELLO JOSEBA MAGUREGUI LARRINAGA
Katiak SA.

DAVID ANGEL VELASQUEZ PAUCAR
MIRIAM WEBER

RONALD WONG

PAULINA ZAMBRANO

SECRETARIA -

SECRETARIAT

ARNUL FO FRANCO, Director
MARISOL AGUILAR
ALEX AIRESDA SILVA
RICARDO BELMONTES
RUJIA BI

YOLE BUCHALLA
SYLVAIN CAILLOT
CLAUDIA HERNANDEZ
DAN CREAR

FELIX CRUZ VARGAS
BARBARA CULLINGFORD
SUSANA CUSATTI
ROLANDO DENIS

DANIEL FULLER

LEANNE FULLER
MONICA GALVAN
JESSENIA GILCES
LUISGUSTAVO CHOMPOY SALAZAR
MELANIE HUTCHINSON
PEGGY LOOR

JON LOPEZ

RICARDO LOPEZ
GLENTHON MACIASPITA
JOYDELEE MARROW

MARK MAUNDER
CAROLINA MINTE-VERA
DIEGO MOJICA

TERESA MUSANO

JIMMY OLAYA REYES
SANTIAGO OLIVARES

DAN OVANDO

BRIANNA PADILLA

WILLIAM PALADINES

JORGE PARRAGA

EBLIN PEREIRA

MIGUEL PEREZ-HUARIPATA
JEAN-FRANCOIS PULVENIS DE SELIGNY
LILIANA RENDON

GABY RETANA

SALVADOR SIU

ARIADNA SOSA

GERINELDO STALIN BRIONES
ALLISON TORRES

ENRIQUE URENA

ANTONIO VASQUEZ, COR Chair
BRAD WILEY

HAIKUN XU

ANDRESARENS, IATTC Chair

*Head of Delegation-Jefe de Delegacion

NOTE: IF YOUR INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE LET USKNOW. THANKS.
NOTA: SI SU INFORMACION ES INCORRECTA, POR FAVOR DEJENOS SABER. GRACIAS.
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