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REPORT OF THE MEETING  

 

Opening of the meeting 

 
1. The meeting was opened at 3 pm on Saturday, 6 December 2008, by Mr. Robert 

Hepworth, Executive Secretary of the Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species 

of Wild Animals, who welcomed participants. 

 

Agenda item 1: Welcoming remarks 

 
2. Mr. Kevern Cochrane, Fisheries Management and Conservation Service, Food and 

Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), welcomed participants to FAO 

Headquarters on behalf of Mr. Jacques Diouf, Director-General of FAO, and Mr. Ichiro 

Nomura, Assistant Director-General, FAO Fisheries and Aquaculture Department. He 

emphasized that the FAO’s primary mission was to contribute to food security, an aim that 

had become ever more challenging, and UNEP was equally committed to sustainable use, so 

there was every reason for FAO and UNEP to cooperate. 

 

Agenda item 2: Meeting overview and objectives 

 
3. The Executive Secretary thanked the FAO for its support and expressed the hope that 

it would provide major input to the meeting. 

 

4. He recalled that it was the second meeting held for the purpose of negotiating an 

international instrument for the conservation of sharks and their habitats and its first decision 

should be whether a binding or non-binding instrument was desired. Once that had been 

decided, consideration would have to be given to what type of action plan should be adopted, 

how it would relate to other action plans and what species should be covered by the 

instrument. He concluded by thanking the members of the Intersessional Steering Group on 

Migratory Sharks (ISGMS) for their valuable comments and support during the intersessional 

period. 

 

Agenda item 3: Adoption of the Rules of Procedure 

 
5. The Executive Secretary introduced the draft rules of procedure contained in 

document UNEP/CMS/MS2/Doc/6, explaining that, as was customary, they were based on 

the rules of procedure for meetings of the Conference of the Parties, with a certain number of 

modifications, to which he drew attention. 
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6. Concern was expressed at the inclusion of rules on voting as CMS bodies generally 

adopted decisions by consensus and it was agreed that Part IV of the draft should provide for 

decision-making by consensus. 

 
7. The rules of procedure, as amended, were adopted. 

 

Agenda item 4: Election of officers 

 
8. Following a proposal by the representative of Seychelles, seconded by other 

representatives, Ms. Nancy Céspedes (Chile) was elected as Chair. 

 
9. Ms. Theresa Mundita Lim (Philippines), after being nominated by the representative 

of Belgium and seconded by other representatives, was elected as Vice-Chair. 

 

Agenda item 5: Establishment of the Credentials Committee 

 
10. The meeting elected the representatives of the following countries to serve as the 

Credentials Committee: Australia, Cameroon (Rapporteur), Republic of Congo, Ecuador, and 

the Syrian Arab Republic (Chair). 

 
11. The representative of Cameroon, speaking as Rapporteur of the Credentials 

Committee, presented the Committee’s final report, which showed that 28 credentials were in 

order, ten had been conditionally accepted with the provision that the original document was 

sent to the Secretariat, four had not been accepted and nine had not been submitted. 

 

Agenda item 6: Adoption of the agenda and meeting schedule 

 
12. The meeting adopted the agenda proposed in document 

UNEP/CMS/MS2/Doc/1/Rev.1, which is attached as annex I to the present report. 

 

Agenda item 7: Outcome of the first meeting to identify and elaborate an option for 

international cooperation on migratory sharks under the Convention on Migratory 

Species (Mahé, Seychelles, 11-13 December 2007) 

 
13. The Executive Secretary introduced the report of the first meeting (Sharks I) 

(UNEP/CMS/MS1/Report) and the revised draft memorandum of understanding and draft 

agreement prepared by the CMS Secretariat pursuant to the recommendation made at the first 

meeting and following consultations with the Intersessional Steering Group on Migratory 

Sharks (ISGMS) (UNEP/CMS/MS2/DOC/4/Rev.1). 

 

14. A consensus had been reached at the first meeting that the scope of the instrument 

should be global, with a focus on the three species listed in the appendices to the CMS, but 

that there should be an enabling mechanism to allow Parties to add species. The three 

fundamental principles recommended were: the need to address the broad range of measures 

to deal with shark conservation and management; the ecosystem and precautionary approach; 

and the cooperation and engagement with stakeholders. As far as the institutional mechanism 

was concerned, the meeting had recommended the use of existing mechanisms where 

possible. 
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Agenda item 8: Update on the conservation status of migratory sharks 

 
15. Ms. Sarah Fowler, Co-Chair of the IUCN Species Survival Commission, Sharks 

Specialist Group, provided an update on the conservation status of migratory sharks. After 

explaining the methodology used to prepare the update, she drew attention to the intrinsic 

vulnerability of migratory sharks because of their low rate of population growth, late maturity 

and long gestation period, as well as many species’ tendency to aggregate in large schools, 

making them vulnerable to exploitation. There was considerable variation in demography 

between species and even between populations. Extrinsic factors linked to the decline of shark 

populations globally included over-exploitation, habitat degradation and loss, depletion of 

prey species, as well as a lack of coordinated management and reliable data. The IUCN Red 

List species assessments for 2007 showed that 20 per cent of all the shark species that had 

been assessed were threatened at the global level. In the case of pelagic sharks, many of 

which are highly migratory, the figure rose to 58 per cent worldwide. The primary threats to 

migratory sharks were target fisheries and utilized bycatch for over 90 per cent of the species, 

while habitat destruction and incidental catch discards were the main secondary threats. 

Target fisheries and utilized bycatch were notably the primary threats to oceanic and coastal 

species, while for freshwater species habitat destruction was considered a primary threat in 

addition to target fisheries. Overexploitation through target fisheries and bycatch was also the 

main threat for the species on CMS Appendices. Secondary threats for these species included 

habitat degradation, depletion of prey, and boat strikes. 

 

16. The analysis undertaken by IUCN for CMS had identified about 140 species of 

Chondrichthyans as migratory or potentially migratory.  However, data on movements were 

still lacking for many species, and many more species might therefore prove to be migratory 

in the future. 

 

17. Ms. Fowler added that the Shark Specialist Group included experts from over 70 

countries, many of whom worked for scientific fisheries bodies or in conservation of 

biodiversity. In response to a question, she said that lack of data was not restricted to any 

particular geographical area; worldwide there were pockets where data were deficient just as 

there were others where data availability was good. 

 

Agenda item 9: Internationally agreed principles and procedures for the conservation 

and management of sharks 
 

9.1  The FAO International Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management of 

Sharks (IPOA-Sharks) and related issues (presentation by FAO) 
 

18. Mr. Cochrane (FAO) introduced the FAO International Plan of Action for the 

Conservation and Management of Sharks (IPOA-Sharks), drawing attention to the general 

vulnerability of sharks because of their slow growth, late maturity and low fecundity. Sharks 

were often taken as bycatch and, except in the case of shark fins, they were of little economic 

importance. The difficulty of identifying species meant that some might become rare or even 

disappear without warning. Information on amount of catch and discarded catch, as well as 

the type of gear used was inadequate and there was little or no trade-related information. 

 

19. After providing an overview of the relevant international instruments, he gave a more 

detailed presentation of the IPOA-Sharks. He said that the objective of IPOA-Sharks was to 

ensure the conservation and management of sharks and their long-term sustainable use. The 
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programme was voluntary and had been elaborated within the framework of the Code of 

Conduct for Responsible Fisheries.. The guiding principles of the programme were that states 

that contributed to fishing mortality of a stock or species should participate in its management 

and that total fishing mortality for each stock should be kept within sustainable levels by 

applying the precautionary approach. It was recognized that in some countries shark catches 

represented an important source of food and income and had to be managed sustainably so 

that they could continue to play that role. States were encouraged to adopt their own national 

shark plans and to cooperate through regional and sub-regional fisheries organizations or 

arrangements. 

 

20. Implementation was hampered by the low priority given to the programme when 

allocating resources and by lack of expertise. To remedy that, the potential of Regional 

Fisheries Management Organisations (RFMOs) and international organisations could be 

tapped and industry encouraged to support the management of elasmobranch fisheries. It was 

a fact that most shark fisheries were currently not managed and FAO had taken a number of 

measures to meet the growing concern about the possible impact of illegal unreported and 

unregulated shark catch. The key to progress was to adopt the ecosystem approach to fisheries 

and to ensure that natural resources did not decrease below their level of maximum 

productivity. Fisheries should be managed in such a way as to minimize their impact on the 

ecosystem, and the ecological relationships between the different species within the food web 

including those that are harvested had to be maintained. Because the understanding of 

ecosystem functioning was incomplete, it was important to follow the precautionary approach. 

 

21. During the ensuing discussion, it was pointed out that the fact that it was not legally 

binding was a weakness of the IPOA-Sharks. However, the ecosystem approach meant that 

sharks should not be managed as a separate species so a binding agreement was not 

necessarily the best approach. Moreover, as fisheries had to be involved in the conservation 

effort, a non-binding instrument would be more likely to attract signatures. 

 

22. Several representatives said that countries might be taking measures to protect sharks 

even if they did not have a national plan of action. The important role played by regional and 

subregional fishing commissions was also mentioned. 

 

Agenda item 10: Options for international cooperation under CMS 

 
23. The Executive Secretary introduced document UNEP/CMS/MS2/Doc/7 containing the 

comments of the ISGMS. 

 

24. Mr. Marco Barbieri, Agreements Officer, CMS, explained that the ISGMS, 

comprising Australia, Chile, Costa Rica, the European Commission, New Zealand, 

Seychelles, and the United States of America, had considered first drafts of both legally and 

non-legally binding instruments, prepared by the CMS Secretariat. The members of the group 

had sent in their comments on the proposed drafts and those had been incorporated into the 

revised drafts to be discussed under agenda item 10.2. Some members of the ISGMS had 

commented on the revised drafts and their comments were included in document 

UNEP/CMS/MS2/Doc/7. 

 
25. After the Chair had called for general comments on the future instrument, several 

representatives spoke in favour of a non-binding instrument, which would be easier to 
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implement, but felt that the proposed Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) was too 

detailed and certain elements could be moved to the Action Plan. 

 

26. Other representatives preferred a legally-binding agreement but in order to speed up 

adoption they could accept an MOU, provided that serious consideration was given to how it 

would be implemented. 

 

27. A number of suggestions for inclusion in the MOU were made including a reference to 

regional and subregional cooperation, technical and financial support for developing countries 

and synergy with other frameworks. Finally, concern was expressed at the lack of reliable 

data on shark population and fisheries to guide policy. 

 

28. Following the general round of comments, the Executive Secretary drew attention to 

the second draft of proposed legally and non-legally-binding instruments on migratory sharks 

(document UNEP/CMS/MS2/Doc/4/Rev.1), highlighting some salient features. The 

substantive provisions of the two proposed instruments were very similar, but some basic 

issues had to be decided: for example, what would be the relationship to the IPOA-sharks, 

what species would be covered, and most crucially how the operation of the new instrument 

would be financed because CMS would be unable to cover those costs within its current 

budget. 

 

29. During the ensuing discussion, a clear preference for an MOU emerged and the Chair 

asked participants to focus on the draft MOU proposed by the Secretariat. 

 

30. Several divergent views were expressed concerning the species to be covered by the 

proposed MOU. Some representatives were in favour of limiting the scope of the MOU to the 

three species originally listed on Appendix II (Whale shark (Rhincodon typus), Basking shark 

(Cetorhinus maximus), Great white shark (Carcharodon carcharias)), at least in an initial 

phase. Other representatives considered that the four species added to Appendix II at the 

Ninth Meeting of the Conference of the Parties (Shortfin mako shark (Isurus oxyrinchus), 

Longfin mako shark (Isurus paucus), Porbeagle (Lamna nasus), Northern hemisphere 

populations of Spiny dogfish (Squalus acanthias)), should also be covered by the MOU. The 

issue was raised several times during the meeting, but no consensus could be reached on this 

point. 

 

31. Representatives also discussed whether it was desired to maintain a link between the 

Condrichthyes species listed in the Appendices to the Convention and the species covered by 

the MOU. Some delegates foresaw a close link, whereby species listed on CMS Appendices 

would automatically be added to the MoU Annex. This was however seen as a severe problem 

for some non-CMS Parties, which openly stated that it would discourage them to sign the 

MoU in the first place. States that were not a member of CMS tended therefore to favour an 

independence between the CMS Appendices and the MOU Annex, the decision on the 

inclusion of species in the Annex to the MOU having to remain the exclusive prerogative of 

the Signatories to the MOU. A possible compromise between these two diverging positions 

was suggested, that would leave the prerogative to amend the annex to the MOU to the 

Meeting of the Signatories, which would however agree to consider any species listed on 

CMS Appendices by the CMS COP. No consensus was reached on this matter. 

 

32. The Chair suggested that the meeting have a first reading of the text proposed by the 

Secretariat, taking it up section by section. 
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Preamble 

 

33. Differing views were expressed as to whether the Preamble contained in paragraphs 1 

to 6 of the draft was necessary, some representatives speaking in favour of its deletion while 

others wished to see it retained because it highlighted the plight of sharks. 

 

Objective 

 

34. A number of amendments were proposed to the objective contained in paragraph 7 of 

the draft with some representatives preferring the first alternative and others the second. 

 

Fundamental Principles 

 

35. Turning to the Fundamental Principles in paragraphs 8 to 17 of the draft, it was 

proposed that some of the paragraphs either be moved to the Action Plan or be deleted. 

 

36. The Chair proposed that a contact group comprising the representatives of Argentina, 

Australia, Guinea-Bissau, the European Community and the United States of America be set 

up to discuss the Fundamental Principles. 

 

37. The representative of the CMS Secretariat presented the report of the contact group on 

the Fundamental Principles, stating that there had been consensus on many of the elements. 

 

38. The meeting could not reach consensus on whether the Fundamental Principles were 

needed, although there was general support for including them. After several representatives 

had said that they would need to consult their capitals before agreeing on any text, the 

meeting decided to place the text in square brackets and return to it at the next meeting. 

 

Conservation and management measures 

 

39. Some delegations expressed the view that the list of measures contained in paragraphs 

18 and 19 of the draft was too ambitious and too detailed. The importance of not duplicating 

the efforts made by other organizations was also underlined. Moreover, States should not be 

asked to undertake commitments which they would be unable to fulfil. It was doubtful 

whether the CMS had the expertise to implement some of the measures proposed. 

 

40. The Chair proposed that a contact group be set up to discuss paragraphs 18 and 19. 

 

41. The representative of the United States of America presented the report of the contact 

group, stating that it was proposed that all the elements contained therein should be used as a 

framework for the Action Plan to be annexed to the MOU. An intersessional group should be 

asked to look at the text in order to determine which elements should be retained. The meeting 

discussed participation in the proposed intersessional group and agreed that it should be open 

to all range states and representatives of interested organizations. 

 

Implementation, reporting and financing 

 

42. The Executive Secretary introduced the section contained in paragraphs 25 to 32 of the 

draft, explaining that the question of whether an existing body should be used to provide 
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secretariat services to the MOU or a new one created had been left open. The text was flexible 

and because the CMS Secretariat would be unable to finance the MOU fully, Signatories 

would have to bear much of the cost. The Indian Ocean – South-East Asian Marine Turtle 

(IOSEA) MOU was quoted as a successful example of such a non-binding instrument, which 

was however facing a major problem as regards financing because the text of the MOU did 

not make proper provision for its funding. 

 

43. With regard to financing, it was emphasized that every effort should be made to 

implement cost-effective measures and whatever arrangements were made should utilize as 

few resources as possible so that more could be devoted to implementation itself. It was 

agreed that the IOSEA MOU provided an important lesson and the effectiveness of an MOU 

obviously depended on resources being available to implement it. 

 

Meeting of the Signatories 

 

44. The Executive Secretary introduced the relevant section in paragraphs 33 to 46 of the 

draft, which had been simplified and contained some new text with regard to observers and to 

the link between the MOU and the CMS. 

 

Advisory Committee 

 

45. Introducing the text contained in paragraph 47 of the draft, the Executive Secretary 

said that very few changes had been made to the original text submitted at Sharks I. 

 

46. During discussion of the text, concern was expressed that the creation of another body 

would have financial implications. 

 

47. In response to a question on what kind of emergency was envisaged and whether any 

emergency plan for sharks already existed, the Executive Secretary said that, to his 

knowledge, there was no emergency plan for sharks at the global level and it was the intention 

to allow the Advisory Committee to request the convening of a Meeting of the Signatories 

concerned by a particular emergency so that they could take the urgent action needed. 

 

Secretariat 

 

48. The meeting considered the question of the establishment of a Secretariat as provided 

in paragraphs 48 and 49 of the draft. It was emphasized that the balance sought was to 

establish a Secretariat that was sufficient to comply with the requirements of the MOU while 

at the same time was as cost-effective as possible. One representative considered that the 

creation of a Secretariat, or even an advisory body, was contrary to what should be contained 

in a non-binding instrument because it had financial implications. 

 

Cooperation with other bodies 

 

49. In considering the cooperation described in paragraphs 50 to 53 of the report, it was 

proposed that UNEP be added to the list of secretariats with which the MOU secretariat would 

consult and cooperate on matters of common interest. 
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Effect of this agreement on international conventions and legislation 

 

50. When the meeting took up paragraphs 54 and 55 of the draft, one representative said 

that it would reserve its position on the effect of the agreement until it had had an opportunity 

to consult its department of legal affairs. 

 

Other provisions 

 

51. The meeting discussed paragraphs 56 to 63 of the draft, including the number of range 

states that would have to sign the MOU before it could come into effect and whether the 

MOU should be open to non-range states. 

 

52. In response, the Executive Secretary said that in his view ten range states constituted 

the minimum. 

 

53. It was suggested that the clause on termination be made more explicit, stating to 

whom notice of termination should be sent. 

 

Outcome of the meeting 

 

54. The Secretariat undertook to produce a revised draft of the MOU taking into account 

the comments made at the meeting. The revised draft MoU is attached to this report as Annex 

II. 

 

55. Following the first reading of the text, it was emphasized that much work remained to 

be done and it was necessary to decide on the intersessional procedure immediately. In order 

to assist work at the next negotiating meeting, the Executive Secretary introduced a draft 

statement on the outcome of the meeting, which set out the consensus reached at the meeting 

and made provision for an open-ended Inter-Sessional Drafting Group, to be chaired by the 

United States of America, to prepare a draft Conservation and Management Plan by the end of 

July 2009. It also reaffirmed that the common objective was to complete an instrument on 

migratory sharks, which could be open for signature before the end of 2009. 

 

56. The meeting discussed the draft statement in detail and made a number of oral 

amendments. The final text is attached as Annex III to the present report. 

 

57. One representative expressed disappointment that more rapid progress had not been 

made and another said that the MOU had lost many of the elements agreed at Sharks I and 

had been weakened. There was a need for an instrument that would not have to be 

renegotiated within a couple of years and consideration should be given to a more rapid 

mechanism capable of saving those shark species that had unfavourable conservation status. 

 

Agenda item 11: Any other business 

 
58. Mr. Roy Bikram Jit, Scientific Officer, Marine Fisheries Survey Unit, Bangladesh, 

made a presentation on the present status of shark fisheries in Bangladesh. 

 

59. The representative of India described the programme for the conservation of the 

Whale shark on the west coast of India, emphasizing that all stakeholders had been made 

aware of the need to protect sharks. 
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Agenda item 11: Closure of the meeting 
 

60. The representative of the Philippines expressed an interest in hosting the third meeting 

on International Cooperation on Migratory Sharks under the Convention on Migratory 

Species (Sharks III), which was tentatively scheduled for winter 2009/2010. 

 

61. Following the customary exchange of courtesies, the Chair declared the meeting 

closed at 5.45 p.m. on Monday, 8 December 2008. 
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AGENDA 

 

 

1. Welcoming remarks 
 

2. Meeting overview and objectives 

 

3. Adoption of the Rules of Procedure 

 

4. Election of officers 

 

5. Establishment of Credentials Committee 

 

6. Adoption of the agenda and meeting schedule 

 

7. Outcome of the first meeting to identify and elaborate an option for international 

cooperation on migratory sharks under the Convention on Migratory Species (Mahé, 

Seychelles, 11-13 December 2007) 

 

8. Update on the conservation status of migratory sharks 

 

9. Internationally agreed principles and procedures for the conservation and management of 

sharks 

9.1 The FAO International Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management 

of Sharks (IPOA-Sharks) and related issues (presentation by FAO) 

 

10. Options for international cooperation under CMS 

10.1 Presentation of the Report/Comments of the Inter-sessional Steering Group for 

Migratory Sharks (ISGMS) 

10.2  Presentation of drafts of a non legally binding Memorandum of Understanding 

and a legally binding Agreement 

10.3 Identification of the preferred CMS instrument 

10.4 Review, further elaboration [and finalization] of the preferred instrument 

 

11. Any other business 

 

12. Closure of the meeting 



REVISED DRAFT 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

ON THE CONSERVATION OF MIGRATORY SHARKS 

 

(MS2 Final Draft as at 8 December 2008) 

 

 

THE SIGNATORY STATES, 
 

RECALLING that the 8th meeting to the Conference of the Parties of the Convention on 

Migratory Species of Wild Animals adopted Recommendation 8.16 calling upon Range States of 

migratory sharks listed on Appendix I or II to develop a global migratory sharks conservation 

instrument in accordance with Articles III and V of the Convention; 

 

[NOTING that three species of migratory sharks, the Basking, Whale and Great White Shark, have 

priority for conservation actions through listing on the appendices of both the Convention and the 

Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES);] 

 

RECOGNIZING the critical role that migratory sharks play in marine ecosystems, and concerned 

about the significant and continuing mortality of sharks listed on Appendix I and II through a range 

of impacts and threats including targeted (directed) fisheries, fisheries by-catch, illegal, unreported 

and unregulated (IUU) fishing, trophy hunting, marine debris, habitat destruction – including prey 

depletion, boat strikes and disturbances, and increasing pressures on the marine environment due to 

climate change; 

 

CONVINCED that the vulnerability of migratory sharks to such threats warrants further 

development and stronger implementation of conservation measures by States and regional 

economic integration organisations that exercise sovereignty, or jurisdiction, or both over any part 

of their range, and by States, flag vessels of which are engaged outside national jurisdictional limits 

in activities that may affect the conservation of sharks; 

 

MINDFUL OF the need to reconcile the provisions of this Memorandum of Understanding with 

other international shark conservation and management initiatives, including the FAO voluntary 

IPOA-sharks, which calls upon States to develop and implement complementary NPOA-sharks; 

 

NOTING that both the FAO, through IPOA-sharks, and the Convention have embraced a common 

objective - the need to ensure the conservation and management of migratory sharks and their long-

term wise and sustainable use – and that fishermen, fish traders and conservation NGOs have 

critical complementary roles to play in achieving this objective; 

 
REALIZING that RFMOs should be involved in the development and implementation of this 

Memorandum of Understanding by virtue of their mandate to bring fishing nations together to 

promote conservation and management of fish stocks, and their knowledge and experience of 

migratory shark catches, and that it will be necessary to work with and through these bodies to 

achieve the objectives of this Memorandum of Understanding; 

 

NOTING that the remit of the work to be undertaken by CMS should complement and not 

duplicate the work of RFMOs with regard to fisheries management; 
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BELIEVING that conclusion and implementation of an international agreement in the form of a 

non-binding Memorandum of Understanding and a supporting [Action Plan]/ [Conservation and 

Management Plan] under Article IV.4 of the Convention will add value and contribute significantly 

to the conservation of migratory sharks by strengthening the political will to implement migratory 

shark conservation measures in a coordinated and timely fashion, by bridging migratory shark 

fisheries and conservation interests, by reinvigorating the implementation of the FAO-IPOA for 

sharks by linking it to this Memorandum of Understanding and building on it, and by capitalizing 

on the potential of the Convention’s broad membership to add expertise to global conservation 

efforts in the areas of science, research, monitoring, species identification, data analysis, threat 

definition and reduction, habitat protection, education and public awareness, information exchange, 

and capacity building; 

 
WITH A VIEW TO improving the conservation status of Appendix I and II listed migratory shark 

species through concerted and coordinated action on the part of the States that exercise jurisdiction 

over the range of these populations; 

 

ACKNOWLEDGING that, despite past and ongoing scientific research and monitoring, 

knowledge of the biology, ecology, and population dynamics of migratory sharks is deficient, and 

that it is necessary to promote stronger co-operation between fishing nations on research and 

monitoring in order to effectively implement conservation measures; 

 

NOTING that other species of sharks not currently listed on Appendices I and II may also benefit 

from implementation of this Memorandum of Understanding as a consequence of more coordinated 

conservation efforts among Range States, shark fishing States, and shark trading States; 

 

EXPRESS their desire to pursue the actions set forth in this Memorandum of Understanding, in the 

spirit of mutual cooperation, to achieve and maintain a favourable conservation status for migratory 

sharks; and 

 

 

HAVE DECIDED as follows: 
 

Scope, definitions and interpretation 

 

1. This agreement is not legally binding upon the Signatories. 

 

2. This Memorandum of Understanding applies to all migratory species of sharks included in 

Annex 1. 

 

3. For the purpose of this Memorandum of Understanding: 

 

a) “Shark” means any of the migratory species, subspecies or populations in the Class 

Chondrichthyes (which includes sharks, rays, skates and chimaeras) that are included in 

Annex 1 of this Memorandum of Understanding; 

 

b) “Secretariat” means the body established under Article X of this Memorandum of 

Understanding to assist in its administration and implementation; 

 

c) “Convention” means the Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild 

Animals signed at Bonn, Germany on 23 June 1979; 
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d) “Convention Secretariat” means the body established under Article IX of the Convention; 

 

e) “UNCLOS” means the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, 1982; 

 

f) “FAO” means the Food and Agriculture Organisation of the United Nations; 

 

g) “IPOA-Sharks” means the International Plan of Action for the conservation and  

management of sharks established under the FAO (date); 

 

h) “NPOA-Sharks” means a National Plan of Action for the Conservation and Management    

of Shark (Shark-plan), developed pursuant to IPOA-sharks; 

 

i) “Range” means all the areas of water that a migratory shark inhabits, stays in temporarily, or 

crosses at any time on its normal migration route; 

 

j) “Habitat” means any area in the range which contains suitable living conditions, particularly 

known aggregation, feeding and breeding sites, for migratory sharks; 

 

k) “Signatory” means a State, regional economic integration organisation, or other body that is 

a Signatory to this Memorandum of Understanding; 

 

l) “Signatories present and voting” means the Signatories present and casting an affirmative or 

negative vote; those abstaining will not be counted amongst the Signatories present and 

voting; 

 

m) “Advisory Committee” means the committee of persons qualified as experts in migratory 

shark science and management established under this Memorandum of Understanding; 

 

n) “Conservation Status of migratory sharks” means the sum of all the influences acting on 

migratory sharks that may affect their long-term distribution and abundance; 

 

o) Conservation Status will be taken as “favourable” when all of the following conditions are 

met: 

 

i. population dynamics data indicate that migratory sharks are maintaining themselves 

on a long term basis as a viable component of its ecosystems; 

ii. the range of the migratory sharks is neither currently being reduced, nor is likely to 

be reduced, on a long-term basis; 

iii. there is, and will be in the foreseeable future, sufficient habitat to maintain the 

population of migratory sharks on a long term basis; and 

iv. the distribution and abundance of migratory sharks approach historic coverage and  

levels to the extent that potentially suitable ecosystems exist and to the extent  

consistent with wise wildlife management; 

 

p) Conservation status will be taken as “unfavourable” if any of the conditions set out in sub 

paragraph 7. o) is not met; 
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q) “Range State” means any State that exercises jurisdiction over any part of the range of 

migratory sharks, or a State, flag vessels of which are engaged outside its national 

jurisdictional limits in taking, or which have the potential to take, migratory sharks; 

 

r) “Taking” means taking, hunting, fishing, capturing, harassing, deliberate killing or 

attempting to engage in any such conduct, but excludes sustainable, managed, directed 

migratory sharks fisheries; 

 

s) "Regional economic integration organisation" means an organisation constituted by 

sovereign States of a given region which has competence in respect of matters governed by 

this Memorandum of Understanding and has been duly authorised, in accordance with its 

internal procedures, to sign, ratify, accept, approve or accede to this Memorandum of 

Understanding; 

 

t) “[Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan]” means the Migratory Sharks 

Conservation and Management [Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan]   

contained in Annex 2 of the Memorandum of Understanding; 

 

u) “Shark finning” means the practice of removing fins from sharks, on board fishing vessels, 

solely for the purpose of harvesting shark fins, where the shark carcass is discarded at sea.; 

and 

 

v) “RFMO” means all the regional and sub-regional fisheries management bodies that have 

exclusive fisheries advisory and management responsibilities within their respective regions. 

 

4. The interpretation of any term or provision of this Memorandum of Understanding will be 

made in accordance with the Convention, or Resolutions adopted by its Meeting of the Parties, or 

both, unless such a term or provision is defined or interpreted differently in this Memorandum of 

Understanding. 

 

5. This Memorandum of Understanding is a legally non-binding agreement under Article IV 

paragraph 4 of the Convention, as defined by Resolution 2.6 adopted at the Second Meeting of the 

Parties to the Convention (Geneva, 11-14 October 1988). 

 

6. The Annexes form an integral part of this Memorandum of Understanding. 

 

Objective 
 

7. The objective of this Memorandum of Understanding is to achieve and maintain a 

favourable conservation status for migratory sharks and their habitats, based on the best scientific 

evidence, taking into account the socio-economic and other values of these species for the people of 

the Signatory states. 

 

Fundamental Principles 
 

8. [The signatories acknowledge successful shark conservation and management requires the 

fullest possible cooperation among governments, intergovernmental organizations, non-government 

organizations and local communities, and immediate engagement pursuant to this Memorandum of 

Understanding with the fisheries industry, FAO, RFMOs and other relevant international 

organizations.] 
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9. The Signatories acknowledge the role and the scientific and political actions of states and 

RFMO/As (Arrangements), as appropriate, (which are responsible for the management of migratory 

shark [fisheries]/[species]), and the need to strengthen and improve their role. 

 

10. Sharks should be managed to allow for sustainable harvest where appropriate, through 

conservation and management measures based on the best available scientific information. 

 

11. In implementing the measures given in paragraphs 14-15 the Signatories will apply widely 

both an ecosystem and a precautionary approach [in a participatory manner].  Lack of scientific 

certainty [should]/ [is] not [to] be used as a reason for postponing measures to enhance the 

conservation status of sharks. 

 

12. Signatories should have regard for the general duty to protect the marine environment and 

therefore should adopt, where necessary, conservation and management measures for minimizing 

pollution, waste, discards, catch by lost or abandoned gear and other threats [Signatories [are 

to]/[should] adopt, where necessary, conservation and management measures for minimizing 

pollution, waste, discards, catch by lost or abandoned gear and other threats, to protect the marine 

environment]. 

 

13. [Signatory States may establish, by mutual consent, bilateral, sub-regional or regional 

management plans that are consistent with this Memorandum of Understanding.] 

 

Conservation and Management Measures 

 

14. [The Signatories cooperatively will strive to adopt, implement and enforce such legal, 

regulatory and administrative measures as may be appropriate to conserve and manage migratory 

sharks and their habitat; and to this end will endeavour through the [Action Plan]/[Conservation and 

Management Plan] to implement as priorities the following specific measures: 

 

a. Build research, monitoring, compliance and enforcement capacity globally. 

 

b. Identify and protect critical shark habitats and migration routes. 

 

c. Create a standardized species-specific global shark database. 

 

d. Coordinate stock assessments and research. 

 

e. Regulate non-consumptive use of sharks including ecotourism. 

 

f. Prohibit shark finning and actively cooperate through RFMOs to ensure that shark finning 

does not take place. 

 

g. Cooperate with the fishing industry. 

 

h. Conduct studies of shark aggregation, breeding grounds, ecology and behaviour. 

 

i. Prohibit the taking of species listed in Appendix I of the Convention in accordance with 

Article III of the Convention. 
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j. Regulate the exploitation of species listed in Appendix II to the Convention. 

 

k. Encourage relevant bodies to set targets for fish quotas, fishing effort and other restrictions. 

 

l. Regulate shark by-catch in non-directed fisheries.  Note: It is suggested that this paragraph 

could be deleted as it is covered by j above. 

 

m. Implement enforcement and compliance measures including observers on fisheries vessels. 

 

n. Promote shark conservation and wise use globally. 
 

o. Reduce pollution, marine debris and ship strikes.] 

 

15. The Signatory States recognize that in order to be successful in these endeavours they must 

also make every effort, as appropriate, to: 

 

a. Implement, subject to the availability of necessary resources, the [Action 

Plan]/[Conservation and Management Plan] in Annex 2 of this Memorandum of 

Understanding. 

 

b. Cooperate with relevant organisations and recognised experts and so as to facilitate the work 

conducted in relation to the [Action Plan]/[Conservation and Management Plan]. 

 

c. Engage immediately with the fisheries industry, FAO, RFMOs and other international 

organizations that deal with fisheries to develop a working relationship, analyze the 

strengths and weaknesses of current conservation and management initiatives, and involve 

them in the elaboration and execution of the [Action Plan]/[Conservation and Management 

Plan]. 

 

d. Promote concrete, actionable conservation recommendations to be carried forward to 

RFMOs by the nations (states) that are party to both this instrument and the RFMOs. 

 

e. Facilitate the timely access to and exchange of information necessary to coordinate 

conservation and management measures. 

 

f. Ensure development and implementation of NPOA- Sharks under the auspices of the FAOs 

voluntary IPOA-Sharks. 

 

g. Take into account, where appropriate, subsistence and customary take of migratory sharks in 

those States where it is permitted. 

 

h. Ratify or accede to those international instruments most relevant to the conservation and 

management of migratory sharks and their habitats in order to enhance the legal protection 

of migratory shark species. 

 

i. Formulate, review, revise and harmonise national legislation and regulations, as necessary, 

relevant to the conservation and management of migratory sharks and their habitats. 

 

j. Encourage other Range States to sign this Memorandum of Understanding. 

 

[Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan] 
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16. Annex 2 of this Memorandum of Understanding will have effect as an Action Plan for the 

achievement of a favourable conservation status for sharks. 

 

17. With due consideration to the capabilities of Signatories to implement these actions, the 

[Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan] sets out the activities that Signatories will 

progressively strive to undertake in relation to sharks, and assigns priorities to these activities, 

consistent with the conservation and management measures specified above. 

 

18. The Secretariat will if necessary establish a technical and advisory body including 

representatives from the Convention, CITES, IUCN, FAO and RFMOs to advise the Signatories on 

the implementation of the [Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan] until such time as an 

Advisory Committee is established under this Memorandum of Understanding. 

 

19. Progress in implementing the [Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan] should 

be assessed at each ordinary session of the Meeting of the Signatories and the content of the [Action 

Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan] reviewed in light of that assessment. 

 

20. The Meeting of the Signatories should consider and may adopt any proposed amendment to 

the [Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan]. 

 

Implementation, Reporting and Financing 
 

21. Each Signatory State should: 

 

a) Designate a focal point for communication among Signatory States and for implementing 

activities under this Memorandum of Understanding and the [Action Plan]/ [Conservation 

and Management Plan], and communicate the complete contact details of this authority, and 

any subsequent changes thereto, to the Secretariat. 
 

b) Provide to the Secretariat a regular national report on the implementation of this 

Memorandum of Understanding and the [Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management 

Plan], the frequency and timing of which will be determined at the first meeting of the 

Signatory States. 
 

c) Assess the overall implementation of this Memorandum of Understanding, including the 

[Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan], at each ordinary session of the 

Meeting of the Signatories to be attended by representatives of each of the Signatory States 

and by persons or organisations technically qualified in shark conservation and 

management. 
 

d) Assess at the first meeting of Signatory States, and review periodically, the need for and 

possibilities of obtaining financial resources, as well as the establishment of a special fund 

or funds for purposes such as contributing towards any expenses required to operate the 

Secretariat, for activities carried out by the Secretariat at the request of Signatories, and for 

assisting the Signatory States to carry out their responsibilities under this Memorandum of 

Understanding. 
 

e) Endeavour to finance, from national and other sources, the implementation within their 

jurisdictions of the measures necessary for the conservation of sharks.  In addition they will 

endeavour to assist each other in the implementation and financing of the activities under the 

[Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan]. 
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22. In order to build capacity, the Signatories will endeavour to provide training, technical and 

financial support on a multilateral or bilateral basis to assist developing countries in implementing 

the provisions of this Memorandum of Understanding.  No surcharge will be levied on the costs of 

such training, technical or financial support to meet administrative overheads of the Secretariat or 

any organisation providing services to it. 

 

23. A fund may be established to meet expenses related to the participation of developing 

countries at sessions of the Meeting of the Signatories and the Advisory Committee.  This does not 

preclude such expenses being met by other arrangements, bilateral or otherwise. 

 

Meeting of the Signatories 
 

24. The Meeting of the Signatories will be the decision-making body of this Memorandum of 

Understanding. The Convention Secretariat will convene the first Meeting of the Signatories not 

later than one year after the date of the entry into force of this Memorandum of Understanding. The 

Meeting of Signatories should decide on the frequency of its meetings thereafter. 

 

25. At its first session, the Meeting of the Signatories should adopt its own rules of procedure 

governing, among other matters, the attendance and participation of observers, and make provision 

for transparency in the activities relating to the Memorandum of Understanding and timely access to 

the records and reports relating to the Memorandum of Understanding.  Such rules should not be 

unduly restrictive. The first session should [create facilities for a Secretariat]/[ensure that Secretariat 

functions are provided]/[also establish a Secretariat] and set up an Advisory Committee. 

 

26. Any State not a Signatory to the Memorandum of Understanding, the United Nations, any 

specialised Agency of the United Nations, any regional economic integration organisation, and any 

secretariat of relevant international conventions, particularly those concerned with the conservation 

and management of marine living resources or conservation and management of sharks, may 

participate as observers at the first session of the Meeting of the Signatories and its subsidiary 

bodies.  For future sessions, such participation should be subject to the rules of procedure. 

 

27. Any relevant scientific, environmental, cultural, fisheries or technical body concerned with 

the conservation and management of marine living resources or the conservation and management 

of sharks, may participate as an observer at the first session of the Meeting of the Signatories and its 

subsidiary bodies.  For future sessions, such participation should be subject to the rules of 

procedure. 

 

28. The Meeting of the Signatories may require any information relevant to the effective 

functioning of this Memorandum of Understanding to be supplied to the Signatories by way of the 

Secretariat. 

 

29. At each of its ordinary sessions, the Meeting of the Signatories will consider making 

amendments to Annex I [based on]/[having regard to] any changes to Appendix I or II of the 

Convention. The meeting will also consider reports, advice and information from any of its 

subsidiary bodies; consider actual and potential changes in the conservation status of sharks and the 

habitats important for their survival, as well as the factors that affect them; review any difficulty 

encountered in the implementation of this Memorandum of Understanding including financial 

matters; deal with any matters relating to the Secretariat, the Advisory Committee and the 

membership; adopt a meeting report to be communicated to the Signatories to this Memorandum of 
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Understanding and to the Conference of the Parties of the Convention; and determine the time and 

venue of its next session. 

 

30. At any of its sessions, the Meeting of the Signatories may amend the rules of procedure; 

make such recommendations as it deems necessary or appropriate; adopt measures to improve the 

effectiveness of this Memorandum of Understanding; adopt measures to improve the effectiveness 

of emergency response measures; consider and decide upon proposals to amend this Memorandum 

of Understanding; consider species covered by this Memorandum of Understanding; amend the 

[Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan]; establish such subsidiary bodies as it deems 

necessary to assist in the implementation of this Memorandum of Understanding, in particular for 

coordination with bodies established under other relevant international treaties; vary any time limits 

set in this Memorandum of Understanding for the submission of documents or otherwise; and 

decide on any other matter relating to the implementation of this Memorandum of Understanding. 

 

31. At every session of the Meeting of the Signatories, it should review the effectiveness of the 

Secretariat in facilitating the achievement of the objectives of this Memorandum of Understanding.  

The previous session of the Meeting of the Signatories should agree the Terms of Reference for the 

review. 

 

Advisory Committee 
 

32. The first Meeting of the Signatories should establish an Advisory Committee, comprising 

persons qualified as experts in migratory shark conservation science and management to: 

 

a) provide expert advice and information to the Secretariat and the Signatories on conservation 

and management of migratory sharks and on other matters in relation to the Agreement; 

 

b) conduct scientific assessments of the conservation status of shark populations listed in 

Annex 1; 

 

c) advise on the development and coordination of international research and monitoring 

programmes, and make recommendations to Meetings of the Signatories concerning further 

research to be carried out; 

 

d) facilitate the exchange of scientific and management information, and techniques and new 

initiatives promoting the conservation of sharks amongst Signatories; 

 

e) make recommendations to the Meetings of the Signatories concerning the [Action Plan]/ 

[Conservation and Management Plan] and implementation of the Agreement; 

 

f) prepare for each ordinary session of the Meeting of the Signatories a report on its activities, 

which be submitted to the Agreement Secretariat not less than one hundred and twenty days 

before the session of the Meeting of the Signatories, and with copies to be circulated 

forthwith by the Agreement Secretariat to the Signatories; and 

 

g) carry out any other tasks referred to it by Meetings of the Signatories. 

 

33. Each Signatory should be entitled to appoint one member to the Advisory Committee.  The 

Advisory Committee should elect a Chair and Vice-chair and establish its own rules of procedure. 

Each Committee member may be accompanied at meetings of the Signatories by one or more 
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advisers. The Advisory Committee may invite other experts to attend its meetings, and may 

establish working groups as necessary to undertake specific tasks. 

 

34. Unless a Meeting of the Signatories decides otherwise, meetings of the Advisory Committee 

should be convened by the Agreement Secretariat in conjunction with each ordinary session of the 

Meeting of the Signatories and at least once between ordinary sessions of the Meeting of the 

Signatories. 

 

Emergencies 
 

35. Where in the opinion of the Meeting of Signatories or the Advisory Committee an 

emergency has arisen which requires the adoption of immediate measures to avoid deterioration of 

the conservation status of one or more species of shark, either body may request the Agreement 

Secretariat to convene urgently a Meeting of the Signatories concerned.  These Signatories should 

meet as soon as possible thereafter to establish rapidly a mechanism to give protection to the species 

identified as being subject to a particularly adverse threat or threats.  Where a recommendation has 

been adopted at such a meeting, the Signatories concerned should inform each other, other 

Signatories and the Agreement Secretariat of the recommendation and the measures they have taken 

to implement it, or of the reasons why the recommendation could not be implemented. 

 

Secretariat 
 

36. The Signatories to this Memorandum of Understanding agree: 

 

a. A Secretariat should be established, based in an appropriate organisation or institution, to be 

decided by consensus at the first meeting of the Signatory States, to assist in the 

administration and implementation of this Memorandum of Understanding by coordinating, 

communicating, facilitating and reporting on relevant activities and events, and performing 

such other functions as may be assigned by the Signatory States. 

 

b. The Convention Secretariat should act as the interim Secretariat to this Memorandum of 

Understanding until a permanent Secretariat is established and may, subject to the 

availability of resources, use the services of any reliable organisation to support the 

coordination of this Memorandum of Understanding. 

 

37. The functions of the Secretariat should include: 

 

a. to arrange and service the sessions of the Meeting of the Signatories as well as the meetings 

of the Advisory Committee; 

 

b. to execute the decisions addressed to it by the Meeting of the Signatories; 

 

c. to promote and coordinate activities under the Memorandum of Understanding and [Action 

Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan], in accordance with decisions of the Meeting of 

the Signatories; 

 

d. to liaise with non-Party Range States, shark fishing States, shark trading States, and regional 

economic integration organisations and to facilitate coordination between Parties and non-

Party Range States, shark fishing States, shark trading States, and international and national 
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organisations and institutions whose activities are directly or indirectly relevant to the 

conservation, including the protection and management, of migratory shark species; 

 

e. to make available to the Signatory States the national implementation reports received and 

prepare a periodic review of progress made to implement the Memorandum of 

Understanding and the [Action Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan]; 

 

f. to propose for approval a process for the assessment by Signatories of progress made to 

implement the Memorandum of Understanding and the [Action Plan]/ [Conservation and 

Management Plan], including who would conduct the assessment and how it would be 

carried out; 

 

g. to invite the attention of the Meeting of the Signatories to other matters pertaining to the 

objectives of this Memorandum of Understanding; 

 

h. to provide to each ordinary session of the Meeting of the Signatories a report on its work; 

 

i. to provide to each ordinary session of the Meeting of the Signatories an overview report 

based on all the information at its disposal pertaining to sharks; 

 

j. to administer the budget for the Memorandum of Understanding; 

 

k. to provide information to the general public concerning the Memorandum of Understanding 

and its objectives, and promote the objectives of this Memorandum of Understanding; 

 

l. to develop a system of performance indicators to measure the effectiveness and efficiency of 

the Secretariat and report to each ordinary session of the Meeting of the Signatories in terms 

of these; 

 

m. to collate and distribute as appropriate information provided by Signatories to the 

Secretariat; 

 

n. to support countries in search of financial resources to implement this agreement; and 

 

o. to perform such other functions as may be entrusted to it by or under this Memorandum of 

Understanding. 

 

Cooperation with other bodies 
 

38. The Signatories, recognizing their duty and responsibility as Signatories to this instrument to 

facilitate coordination and cooperation with other instruments to which they are also a party,     

should promote the objectives of this Memorandum of Understanding and develop and maintain 

coordinated and complementary working relationships with all relevant international, regional and 

sub-regional bodies, including those concerned with the conservation and management of shark 

species and other marine living resources, particularly the FAO and RFMOs. 

 

39. The Secretariat should consult and cooperate, where appropriate, with: 
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a. the Convention Secretariat and the bodies responsible for secretariat functions under other 

agreements concluded pursuant to Article IV (3) and (4) of the Convention that are relevant 

to sharks; 

 

b. The Secretariats of relevant RFMOs; 

 

c. the secretariats of other relevant conventions, in particular the Convention on International 

Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) and the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) 

[and the Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources 

(CCAMLR)], and international instruments in respect of matters of common interest; and 

 

d. other organisations or institutions with competence in the field of conservation of sharks, as 

well as in the fields of research, education and raising awareness. 

 

40. The Secretariat will enter into arrangements, with the approval of the Meeting of the 

Signatories, with other organisations and institutions as may be appropriate. 

 

41. The Secretariat should consult and cooperate with these bodies in exchanging information 

and data, and may, with the consent of the Chair of the Advisory Committee, invite these bodies to 

send observers to relevant meetings. 

 

Effect of this Agreement on International Conventions and Legislation 
 

42. The provisions of this Memorandum of Understanding do not affect the rights and 

obligations of any Signatory deriving from existing international treaties, conventions or 

agreements. 

 

43. The provisions of this Memorandum of Understanding in no way affect the right of any 

Signatory to maintain or adopt, at the national level, stricter measures for the conservation of  

sharks. 

 

Other Provisions 
 

44. This Memorandum of Understanding is open for signature by the Range States and regional 

economic integration organisations of the shark species listed in Annex I of this Memorandum of 

Understanding. 

 

45. This Memorandum of Understanding will take effect on the first (last) day of the month 

following the date (month) on which there are at least [10] Range State signatures. 

 

46. It will take effect for each subsequent Signatory on the first (last) day of the month 

following the date (month) of signature by that Signatory. 

 

47. This Memorandum of Understanding will remain open for signature indefinitely at the seat 

of the CMS Secretariat and will remain in effect indefinitely subject to the right of any Signatory 

State to terminate its participation by providing one year’s written notice to all other signatories. 

 

48. Non-range states, inter-governmental and international and national non-government 

organizations may associate themselves with this Memorandum of Understanding through their 
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signatures as cooperating partners, in particular with respect to the implementation of the [Action 

Plan]/ [Conservation and Management Plan]. 

 

49. The Convention Secretariat should be the Depositary for this Memorandum of 

Understanding. 

 

50. The Memorandum of Understanding, including the Annexes, may be amended by a 

consensus of Signatory States. 

 

51. The original text of this Memorandum of Understanding in the English, French, German, 

Russian and Spanish languages will be deposited with the CMS Secretariat, which should act as the 

Depositary.  In the event of any discrepancies, the English version will be considered definitive.  

The working language for all matters related to this Memorandum of Understanding will be 

English, [Spanish and French]. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Done at ………….this………day of ……………………..2008 
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Annex 1: List of species covered by this agreement and their ranges 
 

 

Rhincodontidae Rhincodon typus 

 

Cetorhinidae 

 

Cetorhinus maximus 

Lamnidae Carcharodon carcharias 

 [ Isurus oxyrinchus ] 

 [ Isurus paucus ] 

 [ Lamna nasus ] 

Squalidae [ Squalus acanthias (Northern Hemisphere populations) ] 

  

  

 

 

 

Annex 2: Migratory sharks conservation and management plan 

 

 



UNEP/CMS/M S2/REPORT 

Annex III 

 

 

STATEMENT ON THE OUTCOME OF THE MEETING 

 

 

1. The second official inter-governmental meeting concerning international co-operation on 

migratory sharks under the Convention on Migratory Species (CMS) took place on 6-8 December 

2008 at FAO, Rome, and was convened by the CMS Secretariat. 

 

2. 51 representatives of shark Range States attended the meeting, together with other relevant 

bodies including FAO, RFMOs, IUCN Species Survival Commission, NGOs, and advisers such as 

the Chairman of the CMS Scientific Council (ScC) and the CMS Appointed Councillor for Fish 

(ScC). Chile was elected as Chair of the meeting, and Philippines as Vice-Chair. 

 

3. Following presentations by IUCN and FAO, and a summary report of progress made at the 

first meeting in the Seychelles (11-13 December 2007), the meeting considered possible texts for a 

CMS instrument on sharks under Article IV of the Convention, which had been refined in an inter-

sessional group. 

 

4. The main progress made in negotiations was as follows: 

 

(i) there was a consensus amongst states present that the shark instrument should be a 

Memorandum of Understanding, in non-binding form; 

(ii) two states did support a binding agreement but agreed to work with the other participants 

towards a non-binding Memorandum of Understanding within the next year; 

(iii) the MoU should definitely apply to the 3 species of the Basking, Great White and Whale 

Sharks. Four further species listed on Appendix II of the Convention at CMS COP9 

should also be considered for inclusion in the MoU. A final decision on this will be 

taken at the next negotiating meeting (“SHARKS III”); 

(iv) new wording was tentatively agreed for the objective of the MoU: “The objective of this 

Memorandum of Understanding is to achieve and maintain a favourable conservation 

status
1
 for migratory sharks

2
 and their habitats, based on the best scientific evidence, 

taking into account the socio-economic and other values of these species for the people 

of the Signatory states.”; 

(v) a contact group prepared revised text for the Fundamental Principles of the MoU. A final 

decision to confirm, omit or amend this text will be taken at SHARKS III; 

(vi) a contact group concluded that the text on Conservation and Management Measures 

should be transferred to act as the framework for the Action Plan, now named 

“Conservation and Management Plan”(CMP). This is subject to confirmation at 

SHARKS III; 

(vii) a series of amendments was also made to other paragraphs of the draft MoU; 

(viii) the meeting established an open-ended Inter-Sessional Drafting Group under the 

chairmanship of the USA to prepare a draft CMP by the end of July 2009, in liaison with 

other bodies such as FAO, IUCN and the CMS Scientific Council; 

(ix) the meeting accepted an offer by the Philippines to host further meetings of the Inter-

Sessional Drafting Group and SHARKS III in 2009; 

(x) the common objective is to complete an instrument on migratory sharks so that it can be 

opened for signature before the end of 2009. 

 

                                                
1 As defined in this Memorandum of Understanding (MoU). 
2
 .e. those sharks covered by the MoU; see paragraph 4) (iii) above. 
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

 
ALGERIA 

 

Ms. Ouahida Boucekkine 

Sous Directrice de la chasse – Faune et des 

activités cynégétiques 

Direction Général des forêts 

Chemin Doudou Mokhtar,  

BP 232 Ben Aknoun 

Alger 

Algeria 

Tel: +21321915282 

Fax: +213-21-91-53-06 

Email: Cynegetique_2@yahoo.fr 
 

 
ANGOLA 

 

Mr. Carlos Amaral 

Counsellor 

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO 

Via Druso, 39 

00184 Roma 

Italy 

Tel: (39 06) 77254299 

Fax: (+39 06) 77590009 

E-mail: camarla@tiscali.it 
 
 
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA 

 

Mr. Clarence Pilgrim 

Permanent Secretary 

Ministry of Agriculture, Lands, Marine Affairs and 

Agro-Industry, Indipendence Avenue 

St. John's Antigua 

Antigua and Barbuda 

Tel: (+1 268) 4621213 

Fax: (+1 268) 4626104 

E-mail: moa_gov_ag@yahoo.com; 

clarencepilgrim@gmail.com 

ARGENTINA 

 

Ms. Corina Lehmann 

Consejero de Embajada 

Dirección General de Asuntos Ambientales 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, Comercio 

Internacional y Culto 

Esmeralda 1212 

Buenos Aires 

Argentina 

Tel: (+54 11) 48197414 

Fax: (+54 11) 48197413 

Email: leh@mrecic.gov.ar 

 

Mr. Sergio Goldfeder 

Secretaría de Ambiente y Desarrollo Sustentable 

San Martín 459 

1004 Buenos Aires 

Argentina 

Tel: (+54) 11 4348 8379 

Fax: (+ 54) 11 4348 8554 

E-mail: sgoldfeder@ambiente.gov.ar 
 
 
AUSTRALIA 
 

Mr. Franco Alvarez 

Taskforce Leader 

Commonwealth Department of the Environment, 

Water, Heritage and the Arts 

GPO Box 787 Canberra Act 2601 

Australia 

Tel: +61 6 274 1273 

Fax: +61 2 6274 9374 

E-mail: franco.alvarez@environment.gov.au 
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Mr. Glen Ewers 

Senior Policy Officer 

Commonwealth Department of the Environment, 

Water, Heritage and the Arts 

GPO Box  787 Canberra Act 2601 

Australia 

Tel: +61 6 274 2575 

Fax: +61 2 6274 9374 

E-mail: glen.ewers@environment.gov.au 

 

Ms. Danielle Annese-Arenas 

Program Manager 

PO Box 439 

Avalon NSW 2107, 

Australia 

Tel: +61 2 9973 1728 

Fax: +61 2 9973 1729 

E-mail: danielle@hsi.org.au 

 

 
BANGLADESH 

 

Mr. Bikram Roy 

Scientific Officer 

Marine Fisheries Survey Management Unit 

C.G.O Building-2, 6th Floor,  Agrabad 

4100 Chittagong 

Bangaladesh 

Tel: (+880) 317 24206 

Fax: (+880) 317 24206 

E-mail: bikram_64@yahoo.com 
 
 
BELGIUM 
 
Mr. Paulus Tak 
Advisor 
Federal Public Service Health 
Security of the Food Chain and Environment 
Place Victor Horta 40/10 
1060 Brussels 

Belgium 
Tel: (+32 2) 524 9631 
Email: paulus.tak@health.fgov.be  
 
Mme. Els Van de Velde 

Advisor, International Environmental Policy 

Flemish Government 

Environment, Nature and Energy Department 

Koning-Albert II – Laan 20 

1000 Brussels 

Belgium 

Tel: (+32) 2 553 8176 

Fax: (+32) 2 553 8165 

Email: elsvandevelde@lne.vlaanderen.be 

M. Malgorrata Kurowska 

Advisor, International Environmental Policy 

Flemish Government 

Environment, Nature and Energy Department 

Koning-Albert II – Laan 20 

1000 Brussels 

Belgium 

Tel: (+32) 2 553 7554 

Fax: (+32) 2 553 8165 

Email: malgorrata.kurowska@lne.vlaanderen.be 

 

 
CAMEROON 

 

Mr. Tabi Philip Tako-Eta 

Director of Wildlife and Protected Areas 

Ministry of Forestry and Wildlife 

Yaounde 

Cameroon 

Tel: (+237) 22 23 92 28/77605008 

E-mail: tabitakoetap@gmail.com 
 

 
CHILE 

 

Ms. Nacy Céspedes (Chair) 

Coordinadora Convención CMS 

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores 

Teatinos 180 

Santiago 

Chile 

Tel: (+562) 8274718 

Fax: (+562) 3801759 

E-mail: ncespedes@minrel.gov.cl 

 

 
CONGO 

 

Mr. Jerome Mokoko Dit Ikonga 

Directeur Adjoint 

Wildlife Conservation Society, Programme Congo 

BP 14537 

Brazzaville 

Congo 

Tel: (+242) 551 1785 

E-mail: jrmokoko@yahoo.fr 
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COSTA RICA 

 

Ms. Gina Giselle Cuza Jones 

Ministerio de Ambiente y Energia, Sistema 

Nacional de Areas de Conservacion 

Apartado Postal 1007-7300 

Limon 

Costa Rica 

Tel: (+506) 279 50 723 

Fax: (+506) 279 51 446/ 27954855 

E-mail: gina.cuza@sinac.go.cr; 

ginacuza@yahoo.com 

 

 
COTE D’IVOIRE 

 

M. Papy Eric Kouame 

Sub-Director, Protection of Aquatic Ecosystems 

Ministere de L'Environnement, des Eaux et Forets 

BP V 178 

Abidjan 

Côte d’Ivoire 

Tel: (+225) 20225366 

Fax: (+225) 20225366 

E-mail: kpebes@yahoo.fr 

 

 
CROATIA 
 

Mr. Aljosa Duplic 

Expert Associate 

State Institute for Nature Protection 

Trg Mazuranica 5 

10000 Zagreb 

Croatia 

Tel: (+385) 1 550 2923 

Fax: (+385) 1 550 2901 

E-mail: aljosa.duplic@dzzp.hr 

 

Ms. Ana Kobaslic 

Expert Advisor 

Division for Implementation of International 

Conventions, Biodiviersity Conservation 

Department 

Ministry of Culture, Nature Protection Directorate 

Runjaninova 2 

10000 Zagreb 

Croatia 

Tel: (+385 1) 4866 125 

Fax: (+385 1) 4866 100 

E-mail: ana.kobaslic@min-kulture.hr 

CUBA 

 

Mr. Lourdes Coya de la Fuente 

Funcionaria 

Direccion de Medio Ambiente, Sede Central del 

Ministerio de Ciencia, Tecnologia y Medio 

Ambiente 

Capitolio Nacional, Prado y San Jose, CP: 10 200, 

Municipio Cento Habana 

Ciudad de La Habana 

Cuba 

Tel: (+537) 867 0598 

Fax: (+537) 867 0600 

E-mail: lourdes@citma.cu 
 

 
ECUADOR 

 

Mr. Eduardo Ramón Espinoza Herrera 

Responsable del Departamento de Investigaciones 

Marinas 

Parque Nacional Galápagos 

Av. Charles Darwin, Puerto Ayora, Santa Cruz, 

Galapagos 

Ecuador 

Tel: (593)052526511 ext. 136 

E-mail: eespinoza@spng.org.ec 
 
 
EQUATORIAL GUINEA 
 

Mr. Santiago Engonga Osono 

Directeur-General de l’Environnment 

Ministère de la Pêche de l’Environnment 

Malabo 

Ecuatorial Guinea 

Tel: (+240) 273 970 / 221835 

Email: engongaosono@yahoo.fr 

 

 
EUROPEAN COMMISSION 

 

Mr. Paulo Paixão 

Policy Officer, Environment Directorate General 

European Commission 

Avenune de Beaulieu 5 

1160 Brussels 

Belgium 

Tel: (+32) 2 296 6940 

Fax: (+32) 2 299 0895 

E-mail: paulo.domingos-paixao@ec.europa.eu 
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Mr. Antonio Fernández Aguirre 

Principal Administrator 

European Commission 

Rue Joseph II 79 

1049 Brussels 

Belgium 

Tel: (+2 32) 2 265 1611/ 3471743 

Fax: (+2 32) 2 296 3986 

E-mail: antonio.fernandez-aguirre@ec.europa.eu 
 
 
FRANCE 
 

Mme. Agnes Vince 

Sous-Directrice du Littoral et des Milieux Marins 

Ministère de l’ecologie, de l’energie, du 

developpement durable et l’améneagement du 

territoire 

20 Rue de Segur 

Paris 

France 

Tel: (+33) 142 191326 

Email: agnes.vince@developpement-durable.gouv.fr 

 

M. Frédéric Busson 

Chargé de Projet Fishbase 

Museum National d’Histoire Naturelle 

DMPA CP 26/57 

43 rue Cuvier 

75231 Paris Cedex 05 

France 

Tel: (+33) 1 40 79 37 42 

Fax: (+33) 1 40 79 37 71 

Email: busson@mnhn.fr 

 

Mr. Paul Delduc 

Coordinateur présidence française de l’UE Nature-

paysage 

Ministère de l’écologie, de l’énergie, du 

développement durable et de l’aménagement du 

territoire 

DGALN/Mission PFUE 

20, avenue de Ségur 

F-75302 Paris 07 SP 

France 

Tel: +33 1 42 19 19 19 74 

Fax: + 33 1 42 19 19 77 

Email: paul.delduc@developpement-

durable.gouv.fr 

GERMANY 
 
Mr. Thomas Borchers 

Deputy Head of Division 

Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature 

Conservation and Nuclear Safety 

Robert-Schuman-Platz 3 

D- 53175 Bonn 

Germany 

Tel: +49/228/99/305-2669 

Fax: +49/228/99/305-2695 

E-mail: thomas.borchers@bmu.bund.de 

 

Mr. Oliver Schall 

Assistant Head of Division  

Referat / Division N I 4 

International Nature Conservation 

Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature 

Conservation and Nuclear Safety (BMU) 

P.O. Box 120629 

53048 Bonn 

Germany 

Tel: +49 228 305 2632 

Fax: +49 1888 3052684 

Email: oliver.schall@bmu.bund.de  

 

Ms. Melanie Klussmann 

Assistant 

Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature 

Conservation and Nuclear Safety 

Robert-Schuman-Platz 3 

D- 53175 Bonn 

Germany 

Tel: +49/228/99/305-4465 

Fax: +49/228/99/305-2684 

E-mail: melanie.klussmann@bmu.bund.de 

 

Dr. Stuermer 

Adviser 

Association for interdisciplinary Biological 

Research, Exploration and Consulting, c/o 

Goettingen University 

Berlinerstrasse 28 

37073 Goettingen 

Germany 

Tel: +49/69/69439043 

E-mail: stuermer@med-uni-goettingen.de 
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GREECE 

 

Mr. Emmanuel Manoussakis 

Minister Plenipotentiary 

Alternate Permanent Representative to FAO Rome 

Embassy of Greece 

Viale G. Rossini, 4 

00198 Rome 

Italy 

Tel: (+39 06) 85375521 

 
 
GUINEA 

 

M. Aboubacar Oulare 

Directeur National 

Direction Nationale de la Diversite Biologique, 

Ministere du Developpement Durable et de 

l'Environnement 

BP 761 

Conakry 

Guinea 

Tel: (+224) 60 55 02 60 

E-mail: oulare_aboubacar@yahoo.fr 
 

 
GUINEA-BISSAU 
 

M. Kaoussou Diombera 

Point Focal Officel de la CMS 

Ministère de l’Agriculture et du Développement 

Rural 

BP 71, Bissau 

Guinea-Bissau 

Tel: (+245) 7207422/663 3162 

Fax: (+245) 322 1019 

Email: kadiombera@yahoo.fr 

 

 
HAITI 
 

Mr. Exil Lucienna 

Assistant Directeur 

Responsable des Ecosystémes Littoraux et 

Aquatiques 

Ministère de l’Environnement 

BP 29260 

Port-au-Prince 

Haiti 

Tel: (+509) 37 17 05 07 

Fax: (+509) 22 45 73 60 

Email: exillucienna@yahoo.fr 
 

 

HONDURAS 

 

Ms. Yessenia Yamiletti Moncada Ponce 

Subsecretaria de Ambiente 

Secretaria de Recursos Naturales y Ambiente 

100 metros al sur del Estadio Nacional 

Tegucigalpa, M.D.C. 

Honduras 

Tel: (+504) 235 3356 

Fax: (+504) 235 3356 

E-mail: yesseniamoncada@yahoo.es 

 

Mr. Raul Silva (no credentials) 

Asistente Asesor 

Ministerio Recursos Naturales y Ambiente 

Tegucigalpa, M.D.C. 

Honduras 

Tel/Fax: (+504) 235 3356 

 

 
INDIA 
 

Dr. Anmol Kumar 

Deputy Inspector General, Forests (Wildlife) 

Ministry of Environment and Forest 

Type-V, Lodhi Road Complex, Lodhi Road 

New Delhi-11003 

India 

Tel: (+91) 112 4362 813 

Fax: (+91) 112 436 2813 

E-mail: anmolkumar56@gmail.com 
 

 
IRAN 

 

Dr. Javad Shakhs Tavakolian 

Ambassador and Permanent Representative 

Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic of Iran 

to FAO 

Via Aventina 8 

Rome 

Italy 

Tel: (+39)(0) 65780334 

Fax: (+39)(0) 6574 7636 

Email: missiranfao@missiranfao.191.it 
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ITALY 

 

Ms. Marina Pulcini 

Ministry for the Environment, Land and Sea 

Direzione per la Protezione della natura – Div II 

“Protezione della flora e della fauna” 

Via Capitan Devasto n. 174 

00147 Rome 

Italy 

Tel: +(39 06) 5722 8466 8487 

Fax: (+39 06) 65722 8468 

E-mail: fiorentino.pl@minambiente.it 

 

 

JAPAN 

 

Mr. Hideki Moronuki 

Assistant Director 

Resources and Environment Research Division, 

Fisheries Agency, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry 

and Fisheries 

1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, 

Tokyo 100-8950 

Japan 

Tel: +81-3-3502-8487 

Fax: 81-3-3502-1682 

 

Mr. Joji Morishita 

Counsellor 

Resources Management Department, Fisheries 

Agency, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and 

Fisheries, 

1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku,  

Tokyo 100-8950 

Japan 

Tel: +81-3-3502-8459 

Fax: 81-3-3504-2649 

E-mail: joji.morishita@nm.maff.go.jp 
 
 
JORDAN 
 

Dr. Mohammad Al-Zibdah 

Marine Ecologist 

Marine Science Station, Univeristy of Jordan and 

Yarmouk University 

P.O.Box 195 

77110 Aqaba 

Jordan 

Tel: (+962) 3 201 5145 

Fax: (+962) 3 201 3674 

Email: zibdeh@ju.edu.jo; 

mzibdah@yahoo.com 

 

KENYA 

 

Dr. Richard K. Bagine 

Chief Scientist 

National Museums of Kenya 

P.O. Box 40658 

00100 Nairobi 

Kenya 

Tel: (+254) 20 374 2131/4 

Fax: (+254) 20 374 2161 

Email: rkiomen@yahoo.com; 

rbagine@museums.or.ke 
 

 
MADAGASCAR 

 

Mme. Zarasoa 

Chef du Service de la Gestion des Plaintes et des 

études d’impacts 

Direction Général de l'Environnement, des Eaux et 

Forets 

Ministere des Environnements, des Eaux, des 

Forets et du Tourisme 

B.P. 243 Nanisana 

Antananarivo 101 

Madagascar 

Tel: (+261) 331135226 

Email: rogeranaivo@moov.mg 

 

 

MALTA 

 

Ms. Carmen Mifsud (Grech) 

Senior Environment Protection Officer 

Malta Environment and Planning Authority 

St. Francis Ravelin 

Floriana 

Malta 

Tel : (+356 ) 22907103 

E-mail: Carmen.mifsud@mepa.org.mt 

 

 

MAURITANIA 

 

Ms. Azza Amaed Jedou 

Ministere delegué aupres du Premier Ministre 

Chargé de l'Environment 

Direction Protection Nature Bp. 170  

NKTT 

Mauritania 

Tel: (+222) 6969363 

Fax: (+222) 5243159 
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MAURITIUS 

 

Mr. Atmanun Venkatasami 

Principal Fisheries Officer 

Min of Agro Industry, Food Production and 

Security 

Level 4, LICI Building, John Kennedy St 

Port-Louis 

Mauritius 

Tel: (+230) 251 7008 

Fax: (+230) 234 6967 

Email: avenkatasami@mail.gov.mu 
 

 
MOROCCO 

 

Dr. Said Taleb 

Chef, Division de la Cooperation et des Affairs 

Juridiques 

Institut National de Recherche Halieutique 

2 Rue de Tiznit 

20 000 Casablanca 

Morocco 

Tel: (+212) 22 297329 

Fax: (+212) 22 266967 

E-mail: taleb@inrh.org;ma 

taleb51@yahoo.fr 
 
 
MOZAMBIQUE 
 

Ms. Sónia Jacques Gherson da Silveira 

Deputy National Director of Environmental 

Management 

Ministry for Co-ordination of Environmental 

Affairs 

Mozambique 

Tel: (+258) 2146 6678 

Fax: (+258) 2146 5849 

Email: sgsilveira@yahoo.com 

 

 
NETHERLANDS 

 

Mr. Martÿn Peÿs 

Senior Policy Officer Marine Biodiversity 

Department of Nature 

Willem Witsenpleini PO 20401, 

2500 EK, Den Haag 

Netherlands 

Tel: +31-638829315 

E-mail: w.f.peijs@minlnv.nl 

 

 

 

NEW ZEALAND 

 

Mr. Mike Donoghue 

Senior International Relations Adviser 

Department of Conservation 

PO Box 10-420, 

Wellington, 

New Zealand 

Tel: (64) 21 870310 

Fax: (64) 4471 3049 

E-mail: mdonoghue@doc.govt.nz 

 

 
NIGERIA 
 

Mr. John Mshelbwala 

Assistant Director 

Wildlife Management 

Federal Ministry of Environment 

Plot 393/394, Augustus Aikhomu Way 

Abuja 

Nigeria 

Tel: (+234) 803 328 7039 

Email: johnmshelbwala2@yahoo.com 

 

 
NORWAY 

 

Mr. Oystein Storkersen 

Principal Advisor 

Directorate for Nature Management 

NO 7485 

Trondheim 

Norway 

Tel: (+47) 735 80 500 

Fax: (+47) 735 80501 

E-mail: oystein.storkersen@dirnat.no 

 

Mr. Kirsten Bjøru 

Councellor 

Norwegian Embassy 

Via delle Terme Deciane 7, 

00153 Rome 

Italy 

Tel: +39 346 1086 752 

Fax: +390657170326 

E-mail: kibj@mfa.no 
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Mr. Einar Tallaksen 

Senior Adviser 

Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

POB 8114  

0032 Oslo 

Norway 

Tel: (+47) 22 24 36 24 

Fax: (+47) 22 24 95 80 

Email: eta@mfa.no 

 

 
PALAU 
 

Ms. Andrea Vereen 

Administrative Specialist 

Office of Environmental Response and 

Coordination 

P.O.Box 6051 

Koror, Palau 96940 

Palau 

Tel: (+680) 488 8681 

Fax: (+680) 488 8638 

Email: avereen@palau-oerc.net 

 

 
PANAMA 
 

Ing. Agr. Ibelice Añino 

Jefa 

Departamento de Biodiversidad y Vida Silvestre, 

Autoridad Nacional del Ambiente 

Albrook, Edificio 804, Cuidad de Panama 

Panamá 

Tel: (+507) 500 0839 

Fax: (+507) 500 0839 

E-mail: i.anino@anam.gob.pa; 

ianino_n@hotmail.com 

 

 
PHILIPPINES 
 

Ms. Theresa Mundita S. Lim (Vice-Chair) 

Director 

Protected Areas and Wildlife Bureau (PAWB) 

Department of Environment and Natural Resources, 

Ninoy Aquino Parks & Wildlife Nature Center 

Quezon Avenue, Diliman 

Quezon City 1100 

Philippines 

Tel: (+6 32) 920 4417 /924 6031-35 

Fax: (+6 32) 920 4417 / 924 0109 / 925 2123 

E-mail: pawbdir@yahoo.com 

munditalim@yahoo.com 

 

PORTUGAL 

 

Ms. Carla Maria Cadete Sebastiao Frias dos Santos 

Senior Officer 

Directorate General for Fisheries and Aquaculture 

Au Brasilia, Algés 

1449-030 Lisboa 

Portual 

Tel: (+351) 213035700 

Fax: (+351) 213035922 

E-mail: cfrias@dgpa-min.agricultura.pt 

 

 
SANTA LUCIA 
 

Mr. Cecil John Lyndon 

Assistant Chief Forest Officer 

Forestr Department 

Union Castries 

Santa Lucia 

Tel: '(+758) 468-5635Khalf 

Fax: '(+58) 450-2287 

E-mail: lynjohn1@yahoo.com 

 

 
SEYCHELLES 
 

Mr. Denis Matatiken 

Director General, Division of Nature Conservation 

Ministry of Environment, Natural Resources and 

Transport 

P.O.Box 445, Victoria 

Mahé 

Seychelles 

Tel: (+248) 670 500 

Fax: (+248) 610 648 

E-mail: d.matatiken@env.gov.sc 

dennis_matatiken@hotmail.com 

 

 

SOUTH AFRICA 

 

Ms. Maria Mbengashe 

Chief, Policy Advisor: International Biodiversity 

and Heritage Cooperation 

Department Of Environmetnal Affiars & Tourism 

Private Bag X447 

Pretoria, 0001 

South Africa 

Tel: (+27 12) 3103277 

Fax: (+27 12) 012 320 1714 

E-mail: mmbengashe@deat.gov.za 
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SRI LANKA 

 

Mr. Wijesooriya Arachchige Don Ananda  

Director General 

Department of Wildlife Conservation 

382 New Kandy Road 

Malabe 

Sri Lanka 

Tel: +94 112560371 

Fax: +94 112744299 

Email: wadawijesooriya@gmail.com 

 

 
SWEDEN 

 

Ms. Charlott Stenberg 

Fisheries Officer 

Swedish Board of Fisheries 

Box 423, Se-401 26 

Gothenburg 

Sweden 

Tel: (+46) 31 743 0420 

Fax: (+46) 31 743 0444 

Email: charlott.stenberg@fiskeriverket.se 

 

 
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC 

 

Mr. Akram Eissa Darwich 

Director  

Directorate of Biodiversity and Protected Areas 

Ministry of Local Administration and Environment 

P.O. Box 3773  

Iman Mosque Square, Mazraha 

Damascus 

Syrian Arab Republic 

Tel/Fax: (+963 11)214 759  444 7608 

E-mail: akramisa@scs-net.org 

 

 
TOGO 

 

Mr. Kotchikpa Okoumassou 

Chef, Division Inventaire 

Direction de la Faune et de la Chasse, Ministere de 

l'Environnement et des Ressources Forestiers 

52 Rue de la Kozah 

Lome 

Togo 

Tel: (+228) 912 5405 

Fax: (+228) 221 4029 

E-mail: okoumdfc@yahoo.fr; 

okoumdfc@hotmail.com 

 

UNITED KINGDOM 

 

Mr. Richard Cowan 

Head, Marine and Freshwater Biodiversity Division 

Department for Environment Food and Rural 

Affairs 

Area 2D Nobel House, 17 Smith Square, London, 

SW1P 3JR, 

United Kingdom 

Tel: (+44)(0) 207 238 4386 

Fax: (+44)(0) 207 238 4699 

Email: richard.cowan@defra.gsi.gov.uk 

 

Ms. Barbara Franceschinis 

Policy Advisor 

Department for Environment Food and Rural 

Affairs (Defra) 

Area 2 D, Nobel House, 17 Smith Square, 

London SW1P 3JR, 

United Kingdom 

Tel: 0044 020 7238 4394 

Fax: 0044 020 7238 

E-mail: barbara.franceschinis@defra.gsi.gov.uk 

 

Mr. Tom Blasdale 

Marine Fisheries Adviser 

Joint Nature Conservation Committee 

Dunnet House, 7 Thistle 

Place, Aberdeen, AB10 IUZ 

United Kingdom 

Tel: (+44 1224) 655708 

E-mail: tom.blasdale@jncc.gov.uk 
 
Ms. Clare Hamilton 

Lawyer – Legal B6 – Intenational & 

Biotechnology 

Departmnt for Environment, Food and Rural 

Affairs 

Area 4E 3-8 Whitehall Place 

London SW1A 2HH 

United Kingdom 

Tel: (+44 203) 014 3128 

Fax: (+44 203) 014 3170 

Email: clare.hamilton@defra.gsi.gov.uk 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

 

Mr. David Hogan 

Deputy Director 

Office of Marine Conservation,  

U.S. Department of State 

2201 C St. NW, Rm.2758.   

Washington D.C 20520 

USA 

Tel: (+1) 202 647 2335 

Fax: (+1) 202 736 7350 

E-mail: HoganDF@state.gov 

 

Ms. Shannon Dionne 

International Affairs Specialist 

U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration 

14th and Constitution Aves, NW, 

HCHB Room 6224 

Washington D.C 20230 

USA 

Tel: (+1) 202 482 6196 

Fax: (+1) 202 482 4307 

E-mail: shannon.dionne@noaa.gov 

 

Ms. Cheri McCarty 

International Policy Advisor 

NOAA Fisheries - Office of International Affairs 

1315 East-West Highway, SSMC Room 12603 

Silver Spring, MD 

USA 

Tel: (+1) 301 713 9090 x183 

Fax: (+1) 301 713 9106 

E-mail: Cheri.McCarty@noaa.gov 

 

Ms. Nicole Ricci 

Foreign Affairs Officer 

Office of Marine Conservation,  

U.S. Department of State 

2100 C St. NW, Rm. 2758,  

Washington D.C 20520 

USA 

Tel: (+1) 202 647 1073 

Fax: (+1) 202 736 7350 

E-mail: RicciNM@state.gov 
URUGUAY 

 

Mr. Marcel Calvar Agrelo 

Asesor Tecnico 

Departamento de Fauna, Direccion General de 

Recursos Naturales Renovables, Ministerio de 

Ganaderia, Agricultura y Pesca 

Cerrito 318 

11000 Montevideo 

Uruguay 

Tel: (+598) 2 916 5874 

Fax: (+598) 2 915 6456 

E-mail: mcalvar@mgap.gub.uy 
 
 
YEMEN 
 

Mr. Mohammad Abubakr 

Scientific Advisor 

Environment Protection Authority 

P.O.Box 12902  

Sana’a 

Yemen 

Tel: (+967) 733760025 

Fax: (+967) 7 337 600 25 

Email: hishamem@yemen.net.ye 

 

Mr. Saeed Shaher 

Fishery Researcher 

Marine Science and Biological Research Authority 

Aden Shiek Otman Omer al Muktar, Bldg. 35A, 

Flat 5 

Sana'a 

Yemen 

Tel: (+967) 238 3295 

E-mail: saeed_shaher@yahoo.com 

 

Mr. Galal Hussein AL-Harogi 

Manager of  Migratory Species Unit at EPA 

Environment Protection Authority 

Ministry of Water and Environment 

P.O. Box 10442 

Sana'a 

Yemen 

Tel: (+967 1) 207816/777 644797 

Fax: (+967 1) 207327 / 30 90 75 

E-mail: ghn4@gawab.com 

g_hng@yahoo.com 
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AND NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 
 

 

COMMUNITY CENTERED 

CONSERVATION (C3) 

Ms. Patricia Davis 

Director 

Community Centered Conservation (C3) 

3 Bis, Avenue St.Geran, 

Albion 

Mauritius 

Tel: (+230) 911 2626 / 777 3338 

E-mail: patricia@c-3.org.uk 

 

 

ECOCEAN 

 

Dr. Brad Norman 

CEO 

68a Railway Street 

6011 Cottesloe WA 

Australia 

Tel: (+61) 414 953 627 

Email: brad@whaleshark.org 

 

 

FAO 

 

Mr. Ndiaga Gueye 

Chief 

International Institutions and Liaison Service 

(FIEL) 

Food and Agriculture Organization of the 

United Nations 

Via delle Terme di Caracalla 

00153 Rome 

Italy 

Tel: (+39) 06570 52847 

Fax : (+39) 06570 56500 

Email: ndiaga.gueye@fao.org 

 

Mr. Hiromoto Watanabe 

Fishery Liaison Officer 

FAO, Fisheries and Aquaculture Department 

Via delle Terme di Caracalla 

00153 Rome 

Italy 

Tel: (+39) 06570 55252 

Fax : (+39) 06570 56500 

Email: hiromoto.watanabe@fao.org 

 

 

 

 

HUMAN SOCIETY INTERNATIONAL 

 

Ms. Patricia A. Forkan 

President 

2100 l Street, NW 

Washington DE 20037 

USA 

Tel: (+1 301) 2583002 

Fax: (+1 301) 2583077 

e-mail: pforcan@hsi.org 

 

Ms. Susi Watts 

2100 l Street, NW 

Washington DE 20037 

USA 

Tel: (+1 301) 2583002 

Fax: (+1 301) 2583077 

e-mail: swatts@hsi.org 

 

 

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA 

COMMISSION 

 

Dr. Martin Hall 

Principal Scientist 

IATTC 

8604 La Jolla Shores Dr. 

La Jolla, California 

USA 

Tel: (+1) 858 546 7044 

Fax: (+1) 858 546 7033 

Email: mhall@iattc.org 

 

 

IUCN 

 

Ms. Sarah Fowler 

Chair, SSC Shark Specialist Group 

c/o Naturebureau International 

36 Kingfisher court 

Hamabriger Road 

Newbury, Berkshire RG14 5SJ 

United Kingdom 

Tel: (+44 1635) 550380 

Fax: (+44 1635) 550230 

E-mail: sarah@naturebureau.co.uk 
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OCEAN CONSERVANCY 

 

Ms. Sonja Viveka Fordham 

Director, Shark Conservation Program 

Ocean Conservancy 

Shark Alliance c/o Pew Environment Group 

Level 21, Bastion Tower  

5 Place du Champ de Mars 

1050 Brussels 

Belgium 

Tel: +32 495 101468 

E-mail: sonja@oceanconservancy.org 

 
WWF INTERNATIONAL 
 

Ms. Elisabeth McLellan 

Manager 

Species Programme 

WWF International 

Avenue du Mont-Blanc 

CH-1196 Gland 

Switzerland 

Tel: (+41) 22 364 9282 

Email: lmclellan@wwfint.org 

 
 

INTERNATIONAL FUND FOR ANIMAL 
WELFARE (IFAW) 
 

Mr. Peter Pueschel 

Programme Director 

International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW) 

Kattrepelsbruecke 1 

20095 Hamburg 

Germany 

Tel.: +49 64125011586 

Fax: +49 64125011587 

Email: ppueschel@ifaw.org 

 

UNEP/DELC, DIVISION OF 

ENVIRONMENTAL LAW AND 

CONVENTIONS 

 

Ms. Elizabeth Maruma Mrema 

Senior Legal Officer and Chief 

Biodiversity and Land Law and 

Governance Unit 

UNEP-Division of Environmental Law 

and Conventions (DELC) 

P.O. Box 30552 Code 00100 

Nairobi, Kenya 

Tel: (254 20) 7624252/7623252 

Fax: (254 20) 7624300/7623926 

E-mail: Elizabeth.Mrema@unep.org 

 

 

EXPERT 
 

Dr. Zeb Hogan 

COP Appointed Councillor for Fish 

1000 Valley Rd. #186 

University of Nevada 

Reno, NV 

89512 USA 

Tel: (+1 530) 219 0942 

Email: zebhogan@hotmail.com 

 

 

SECRETARIAT 
 

Mr. Robert Hepworth 

Executive Secretary 

UNEP/CMS Secretariat 

United Nations Campus 

Herman-Ehlers-Str. 10 

53113 Bonn 

Germany 

Tel: (+49 228) 815 2410 

Fax: (+49 228) 815 2449 

E-mail: rhepworth@cms.int 

Dr. Marco Barbieri 

Agreements Officer 

UNEP/CMS Secretariat 

United Nations Campus 

Herman-Ehlers-Str. 10 

53113 Bonn 

Germany 

Tel: (+49 228) 815 2424 

Fax: (+49 228) 815 2449 

E-mail: mbarbieri@cms.int 
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Ms. Veronique Herrenschmidt 

UNEP/CMS Secretariat 

United Nations Campus 

Herman-Ehlers-Str. 10 

53113 Bonn 

Germany 

Fax: (+49 228) 815 2449 

E-mail: vherrenschmidt@cms.int 

 

Dr. Aline Kuehl 

UNEP/CMS Secretariat 

United Nations Campus 

Herman-Ehlers-Str. 10 

53113 Bonn 

Germany 

Tel: (+49 228) 815 2462 

Fax: (+49 228) 815 2449 

E-mail: akuehl@cms.int 

 

 

 

 




