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Mauritania

Summary

Based on Mauritania’sinitial application, its responses to the clarification questions, and the information
described below, NMFS has determined that Fishery ID 1705 is not comparable in effectiveness to the
U.S. regulatory program due to the lack of reportingand monitoring of mortality and serious injury of
endangered marine mammal species (i.e., the Atlantichumpback dolphin), that co-occurs with the
exportfishery. Mauritania’s remainingfisheries are comparable in effectiveness (Fishery IDs 1702, 1703,
1704, 1706, 1707, 1708, 1709, 1710 and 12905).

Fisheries thatare not recommended for Comparability Finding

anchovy, European
pilchard(=Sardine), European
pilchard(=Sardine), Flatfishes nei,
Flathead grey mullet, Largehead
hairtail, Leaping African mullet,
Leaping African mullet, Madeiran
sardinella, Mullets nei, Pacific chub
mackerel, Round sardinella, Silver
scabbardfish, Soles nei, Turbot, West
African Spanish mackerel

Ocean EEZ

Fishery ID! | Target Species Gear Type Area Rationale for
Denial
1705 Atlantic bonito, Atlantic horse Trawls (not | EEZ, (FAO:34 Lacks reporting and
mackerel, Cunene horse mackerel, specified), Atlantic Eastern monitoring of
Demersal fishes nei*, European (Demersal) | Central), Atlantic mortalityand

serious injury of
the endangered
marine mammal
species, Atlantic
humpback dolphin,
that co-occurs with
the export fishery

*Not elsewhere included (nei) - when the productis not specifically provided for inthe Harmonized Trade System,

the description coveringsuch productis generally considered to be a “residual provision” by use of the phrase “not

elsewhere included”.

1 The Fishery ID number is NOAA’s internal reference number from our IAICRS databaseand has no other
independent meaning.
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Comparability Finding Analysis

1. Does the nation have a prohibition on the intentional killing or serious injury of marine
mammals in the course of commercial fishing operations? OR Does the nation have
procedures to reliably certify that fish and fish products were not caught in association
with the intentional killing or serious injury of marine mammals in the course of
commercial fishing operations?

Response:Yes. Section 2, Article 32 of Law 2000-025/the Fisheries code prohibits the fishing, capture,

and possession of all species of marine mammals. The only exemptions are with specialauthorization by

the ministerin charge of fisheries and forthe purposes of scientificor technical research. “Fishing” is
definedinthislaw as the act or the attemptto capture, extract, orkill, by any process whatsoever,
biological species whose normal living environment orthe most common s water.

2. Does the nation have a Marine Mammal Bycatch Reduction Program? A bycatch reduction
program, for purposes of compliance with the import provisions, is defined as having the
following components:

a. The ability to control/monitor its fishing operations that may take marine mammals
(e.g., authorizations, permits, licenses, and/or registrations for vessels)
Response: Yes, Mauritaniarequires licensing of fishing vessels under Law 2015-017, The Fishing Code.
Chapter 2, Section 3, Article 34 states that no fishing vessel, whetherlocal orforeign, shall fishin
Mauritanian jurisdiction withoutalicense. Chapter 2, Section 5, Article 43 states that the ministry
responsible forfisheries may establish aregister of fishing vessels. Registration will be anecessary
condition for obtainingafishinglicenseto operate in waters under Mauritanian jurisdiction.

b. A program to monitor its fisheries for incidences of marine mammal mortality and
seriousinjury in the course of commercial fishing operations
Response: Mauritaniareports using vessel log books, docksideinspection and observers forall of its
exportfisheries. Mauritaniadid provide an excel form andindicated thatit was used for the reporting of
marine mammals, turtles, and sharks bycatch. However, no data on marine mammal bycatch has been
reported, and there does notappearto be a specificplace for marine mammal bycatch listed oniits
logbooks. Mauritania expressed difficulty in previous consultations maintaining observer coverage.

Mauritania also provided a study monitoring cetacean strandings via beach surveys on Mauritania’s
shoreline between 2012 and 2019. The results noted that harbor porpoise were the most affected
cetacean, followed by bottlenose dolphins. Notably, one Atlantichumpback dolphin, considered a 16
U.S.C. § 1387(f)(3) species, was alsorecorded in the study. The results note that pelagicfishingis adding
anthropogenicpressures to cetaceansinthe area. Considering the length of the study, none of these
species are considered to be overthe bycatch limitbased on this data alone, but ongoing monitoringis
necessarytodetermine if PBR has been exceeded.

c. Arequirement to report all marine mammal mortality and serious injury in the course
of commercial fishing operations

Response: Mauritaniadoes not have aregulatory requirement to report marine mammal bycatch.
Mauritania noted that requiring the informationis agoodideaand somethingto consider, butdid not
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have definitive plans toimplement such a requirement. Mauritania noted that some fishers willreport
incidental injuries and mortalities, butitis not required.

d. Prioritization of fisheries for mitigation of unsustainable marine mammal bycatch as
described in 16 U.S.C. § 1387(f)(3) (in particular those over the bycatch limit, of small
population size, or declining rapidly, based on available financial resources) in
response to reported bycatch occurring in fishing operations. Prioritization of fisheries
should be similar to U.S. take reduction teams and development of take reduction
plans and including an evaluation of whether the nation has provided a bycatch limit
and whether that bycatch limit is exceeded for any 16 U.S.C. § 1387(f)(3) stock(s), and
whether any mitigation is effective or reconsidered if not effective.

Response: Mauritania noted that a national program to identify and reduce accidental catches of
sensitiveand vulnerable marinespeciesinthe Mauritanian EEZis beingimplemented. The programis
structured around the following objectives: a. Improve knowledge of the populations of marine
mammals, turtles and birds on the Mauritanian coast and theirenvironment; b. Assess the impact of the
various fisheries operatingin the Mauritanian EEZon marine mammal and turtle species; c. Identify
high-risk areas (hot spots) and the types of gear and/or fisheries that have an impact on these species;
and d. Develop appropriate measuresto protect hotspot areas with a view to puttingan end to
accidental catches of these species. There was no current data or otherinformation shared regarding
this program, but Mauritania’s mention of the program suggests that it intends to prioritize mitigation
for vulnerable marine mammal species, similarto a U.S. marine mammal take reduction program.

Mauritania’s current mitigation largely consists of fishery closures and its established Marine Protected
Area. Law 2000-24 establishesthe Marine Protected Areainthe Bancd’Argun. This park isa World
Heritage Site and was established to create amarine protected area of ecological and biological
importance in the subregion and contribute to the preservation of species threatened with extinction,
particularly the monk seal. Inthis protected area, itis prohibited to fish, with the exception of resident
populations subsistent fishing, and is prohibited to kill any wild animal. Mauritaniais prioritizing
protectionforcritically endangered species, as shown by its creation of the Banc d’Argun marine
protected areato protect Mediterranean monk seals, which would be considereda16 U.S.C. §
1387(f)(3) species. Mauritaniaalso noted it has a program to rehabilitate monk seals. Research suggests
that Atlantichumpback dolphins may be presentinthe Bancd’Argun, therefore this marine protected
area would also support conservation of this critically endangered species.

Mauritania’s fishery closures apply for cephalopod fishing and deep sea bottom fishing. Mauritania
notes that there are two periods of fishing closure peryear. Documentation was provided indicating
closuresforthese fisheries from October 1to November30in 2023 and 2024, and from May 1 to June
30, 2023. Itis presumed thatthese are the two annual closure periods forthese fisheries.

Mauritaniaindicatedinits application that assistance is needed with various elements of its marine
mammal bycatch reduction program, and discussed difficulty with implementingits monitoring
programs. This suggests Mauritania may have financial constraints, butis working towards improvingits
marine mammal bycatch reduction program based on available financialresources.
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3. Does the nation ban the use of large-scale high seas drift gillnet gear or other gear
prohibited for use by U.S. fishermen?

Response: While NMFS cannot confirm whether Mauritania prohibits large-scale driftnet fishinginits

regulations, Mauritania’s export fisheries do notinclude drift gilinet gear. Mauritaniadoes ban the use

of driftnets fortunafishingand drift gillnets for spiny lobster fishing. No otherinformation submitted

suggestsituses gearprohibited by the United States.

4. Does the nation implement marine mammal bycatch reduction measures in fisheries
regulated under a regional fishery management organization (RFMO), which are required
for U.S. fishermen by that RFMO?

Response: Mauritaniaresponded that none of its fisheries exporting to the United States operate under

an RFMO. However, Mauritaniaand the United States are both contracting parties to ICCAT. While

ICCAT does not have any binding marine mammal bycatch reduction measures, Mauritania has a history

of noncompliancerelated to ICCAT reporting requirements and observer programs.

5. Incases where a U.S. Take Reduction Team has implemented marine mammal bycatch
reduction measures for transboundary stocks shared with the United States, are the
nation’s measures similar or comparable in effectiveness? (Include in the response if the
nation has provided a bycatch limit and if the bycatch limit is exceeded for any 16 U.S.C. §
1387(f)(3) stocks, either in one fishery or cumulatively over a number of fisheries)

Response: Notapplicable.

6. For marine mammal stocks that are not transboundary but are considered at high risk of
extinction, does the nation implement mitigation/risk reduction measures comparable to
what is or would be required in the United States? (Include in the response if the nation
has provided a bycatch limit and if the bycatch limit is exceeded for any 16 U.S.C. §
1387(f)(3) stocks, either in one fishery or cumulatively over a number of fisheries)

Response: Two critically endangered 16 U.S.C. § 1387(f)(3) speciesinhabit Mauritania’s waters: the
Mediterranean Monk Seal and the Atlantichumpback dolphin. The Mediterranean Monk Seal seems to
be localized around the area of the Banc d’Arguin, which isamarine protected area.

The Atlantichumpback dolphinlivesin shallow, nearshore waters. Mauritaniareports that only one of
itsfisheries, 1705 (multispecies demersaltrawl fisheries), operatesinthe areawhere the Atlantic
humpback dolphin occurs. The biggest threatto the Atlantichumpback dolphin, interms of fishing gear,
isgillnet, and Mauritaniadoes not have any gillnet fisheries onits LOFF. However, fishery ID 1705 is
reported to operate more inshallowerwaters than Mauritania’s other trawl fisheries, making the
potential forentanglement higher.

Mauritania has established amarine protected areadesignedin partto protectthe Mediterranean
Monk Seal, which may also support the Atlantichumpback dolphin. It additionally implements two
annual fishery closures. Additional monitoringand reportingis needed to determineif mitigationis
effectivein keeping bycatch below the bycatch limit. The full implementation of Mauritania’s national
program describedin 2d is expected to be central to further developing Mauritania’s marine mammal
bycatch reduction program.
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Additional Considerations

In reviewing a nation’s fisheries and marine mammals stocks, how do they compare to:

1. U.S.implementation of its regulatory program for similar marine mammal stocks and
similar fisheries (e.g., considering gear or target species), including transboundary stocks
governed by regulations implementing a take reduction plan (50 CFR § 229.2), and any
other relevant information received during consultations

Response: Notapplicable.

2. The extent to which the harvesting nation has successfully implemented measuresin the
export fishery to reduce the incidental mortality and serious injury of marine mammals
caused by the harvesting nation's export fisheries to levels below the bycatch limit

Response: Notapplicable.

3. Whether the measures adopted by the harvesting nation for its export fishery have
reduced or will likely reduce the cumulative incidental mortality and serious injury of each
marine mammal stock below the bycatch limit, and the progress of the regulatory
program toward achievingits objectives

Response: Notapplicable.

4. Other relevant facts and circumstances, which may include the history and nature of
interactions with marine mammals in this export fishery, whether the level of incidental
mortality and serious injury resulting from the fishery orfisheries exceeds the bycatch
limit for a marine mammal stock, the population size and trend of the marine mammal
stock, and the population level impacts of the incidental mortality or serious injury of
marine mammals in a harvesting nation's export fisheries and the conservation status of
those marine mammal stocks where available

Response: Notapplicable.

5. Therecord of consultations under 50 CFR § 216.24(h)(5) of this section with the harvesting
nation, results of these consultations, and actions taken by the harvesting nation and
under any applicable intergovernmental agreement or regional fishery management
organization to reduce the incidental mortality and serious injury of marine mammalsin
its export fisheries

Response: NOAA Fisheries held a consultation with the Mauritania Fisheries DepartmentinJune 2022.

The consultation was productive. Mauritania provided helpful context about its fisheries and most of the

requested documentation and has generally been responsive over email, despite translation challenges.

6. Information gathered during onsite inspection by U.S. government officials of a fishery's

operations
Response: Notapplicable.
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7. For export fisheries operating on the high seas under an applicable intergovernmental
agreement or regional fishery management organization to which the United Statesis a
party, the harvesting nation's record of implementation of, or compliance with, measures
adopted by that regional fishery management organization orintergovernmental
agreement for data collection, incidental mortality and serious injury mitigation or the
conservation and management of marine mammals; whether the harvesting nationisa
party or cooperating non-party to such intergovernmental agreement or regional fishery
management organization; the record of United States implementation of such measures;
and whether the United States hasimposed additional measures on its fleet not required
by an intergovernmental agreement or regional fishery management organization

Response: Notapplicable.

8. For export fisheries operating on the high seas under an applicable intergovernmental
agreement or regional fisheries management organization to which the United States is
not a party, the harvesting nation's implementation of and compliance with measures,
adopted by that regional fisheries management organization or intergovernmental
agreement, and any additional measures implemented by the harvesting nation for data
collection, incidental mortality and serious injury mitigation or the conservation and
management of marine mammals and the extent to which such measures are comparable
in effectiveness to the U.S. regulatory program for similar fisheries

Response: Notapplicable.

Overall Summary for Additional Considerations

The additional considerations were not pertinent to determining whether the nation’s marine mammal
bycatch reduction programis comparable in effectiveness to the U.S. regulatory program.

EngagementHistory

NMEFS held a technical consultation with representatives of Mauritania’s Ministry of Fisheries on 21 April
2021. Communication with Mauritania has been challenging due to both language barriers and technical
barriers (limited internet bandwidth). Through the assistance of the State Department, NMFS was able
to hold anothertechnical consultation with MauritaniaonJune 21, 2022. Mauritania provided helpful
contextaboutits fisheries and most of the requested documentation. Mauritania welcomed ideas and
specifically requested capacity buildingin areasin which deficiencies inits marine mammal bycatch
programs were noted.
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