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Information and Correspondence from the Compliance Committee

Introduction

This paper provides information and correspondence from the Compliance Committee that are
relevant to the Ecologically Related Species Working Group (ERSWG). It contains three items of
information and correspondence:

1. Information provided in Members’ annual reports to the Compliance Committee on the
Types of Information Collected on Bycatch Mitigation Measures;

2. Update to the CCSBT’s Resolution on Minimum Standards for Inspection in Port to include
information on compliance with Seabird Bycatch Mitigation Measures for longline vessels;
and

3. Proposal from HSI and Birdlife International to the Compliance Committee to insert an
additional ERS subsection on monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation measures into the
annual CC/EC template.

(1) Information provided in Members’ annual reports to the Compliance Committee on the
Types of Information Collected on Bycatch Mitigation Measures

The Eleventh meeting of the Ecologically Related Species Working Group (ERSWG 11) requested
that the Compliance Committee collate information from Members on the types of information
collected on bycatch mitigation measures under compliance programs for SBT vessels (e.g. port
inspections and other monitoring and surveillance programs). In response to this request, the
October 2015 meeting of the Compliance Committee added the following section to the annual
reporting template for the Compliance Committee and Extended Commission.

““(d) Monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation measures:

i. Describe the methods being used to monitor compliance with bycatch mitigation
measures (e.g. types of port inspections conducted and other monitoring and
surveillance programs used to monitor compliance). Include details of the level of
coverage (e.g. proportion of vessels inspected each year):

ii. Describe the type of information that is collected on mitigation measures as part of
compliance programmes for SBT vessels:”

The subsequent information provided to the Compliance Committee in 2016 was reported to
ERSWG 12 in paper CCSBT-ERS/1703/07. The information provided to the Compliance
Committee in 2018 is provided below for the ERSWG’s information.

This information overlaps with the information specified in section 7 of the template for the Annual
Report to the ERSWG, which requires reporting of the “Compliance Monitoring System (i.e. how is
compliance measured)” for mitigation measures and the “Level of Compliance for each [mitigation]
measure”.



Methods being used to monitor
compliance with bycatch mitigation
measures, including coverage level

Type of information collected

Australia uses a number of methods to monitor
compliance, including compliance with bycatch
mitigation measures. These methods include

The information collected on mitigation measures
includes;

e whether bycatch mitigation, such as tori lines, is

% elect_ron_ic monitoring, (_)bserver_reports, vessel being carried on board the vessel,
= monitoring sysatem, a_erlal su_rvelllance, at sea o whether bycatch mitigation has been deployed
@ | inspections and port inspections. appropriately
< | s provided previously (Section 1d), in 2016/17 o whether the bycatch mitigation complies with
Australian fisheries officers conducted 17 inspections specifications.
of SBT/ETBF boats, 16 inspections at sea and 1
inspection in port.
EU | No information (not applicable) No information (not applicable)
.S | Inspection by surveillance officer Catch composition including by-catch and ERS
[%2]
8
o
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During the 2017/2018 fishing season, Japan has Fishers have been mandated to write down seabird
dispatched monitoring and control vessel, Umesato bycatch mitigation measures applied to their
S | of FAJ. She inspected 3 Japanese fishing vessels operations in the logbook since 2014.
S | registered with the CCSBT through vessel radio
™ | communication and visual confirmation relevant to
bycatch mitigation measures. The coverage is 3.5%
(3 vessels / 86 vessels).
Bycatch mitigation measures used are observed and The information includes sea bird mitigation
§ monitored through the scientific observer program measures used for reducing its bycatch and data on
g and the electronic reporting system. ERS interaction including mortality.
Compliance with these measures is monitored Fisheries Officers collect information about tori line
through at-sea and in-port inspections from Fisheries | and line-weighting gear that is present on vessels.
< | nd the placement of observers on board vessels. mitigation gear usage, gear descriptions, and fisher
= Observer reports indicating problems with use of attitudes toward seabird mitigation.
= | mitigation equipment are prioritised for follow-up
N | With vessel operators.
% In the 2017 calendar year, the inspections undertaken
Z | found six incidents where breaches of seabird

mitigation regulations may have occurred across the
New Zealand surface longline fleet. Four cases
resulted in warnings, while two cases are being
assessed for possible prosecution.




Methods being used to monitor Type of information collected
compliance with bycatch mitigation
measures, including coverage level

All Large Pelagic Longline vessels are subjected to Through section B and C of the attached Annexure 5*
port inspection in line with Port State Measures and of the Large Pelagic Longline permit conditions, an
as per attached Annexure 5! of the Large Pelagic Observer is required to confirm the deployment of
Longline permit conditions. This port inspection is Tori line every day as well as weighted lines.

carried out by the Fishery Compliance Officers in
conjunction with the Observers. This includes the
Tori line measurements, checking the availability of
the de-hooking devices as well as line cutters. In
addition, Patrol vessels are from time to time tasked
to randomly board the large pelagic longline vessels
for the inspection of the above.

South Africa

We dispatch observer to monitor compliance with Fishers shall report the measures adopted by its
bycatch mitigation measures. The observer coverage | vessels to FA every week. Besides, observers shall
rate is about 25% (15 vessels / 60 vessels) by vessel record the mitigation measures adopted by the vessel
in 2016/2017 fishing season. Besides, all SBT on the observer’s logbook since 2014.

authorized vessels operating at south of 25°S shall
report the usage of bycatch mitigation measures by
fishers by logbook and e-logbook since 2017/18
fishing season. For alternative way, fishers shall
report their seabirds-mitigation measure (copies
shown as Attachment C2) every week through
Taiwan Tuna Association (TTA). Any conditions for
not compliance identified during review by FA
officials shall trigger further investigations and
enforcement of sanctions.

Taiwan

(2) Update to the CCSBT’s Resolution on Minimum Standards for Inspection in Port to
include information on compliance with Seabird Bycatch Mitigation Measures for
longline vessels

ERSWG 12 requested that the Compliance Committee consider how to effectively monitor seabird
mitigation measures through mechanisms such as port inspections and transhipment observers.

In its October 2018 meeting, the Compliance Committee revised Annex B of CCSBT’s Resolution
on Minimum Standards for Inspection in Port to include information on compliance with Seabird
Bycatch Mitigation Measures for longline vessels. A copy of the modified Annex is provided at
Attachment C for information, but it is too early to provide any data from the modified Annex.

(3) Proposal from HSI and Birdlife International to the Compliance Committee to insert an
additional ERS subsection on monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation measures into the
annual CC/EC template

At the October 2018 meeting of the Compliance Committee, HSI proposed that consideration be
given to inserting an additional ERS sub-section on monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation
measures into the Compliance Committee’s annual report template and was invited to prepare a
working paper detailing the proposal.

L Provided here as Attachment A.
2 Provided here as Attachment B.



HSI and Birdlife International subsequently submitted a proposal and the Compliance Committee
agreed that Members would assess its feasibility and appropriateness prior its October 2019 meeting
in terms of providing improved information for monitoring of seabird mitigation measures. The
Secretariat was tasked with providing a copy of the proposal to the Chair of the ERSWG to seek
ERSWG’s feedback on the proposal.

The proposal from HSI and Birdlife International is provided at Attachment D for the ERSWG’s
consideration.

Prepared by the Secretariat
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Seabird Mitigation Checklist for Tuna Vessels

Section A (Prior Departure Inspection by Observer)

Attachment A

Annexure 5

Observer
Date Tori line Attachment point for | Bird dehooker Name Observer signature
length (150m) tori line (>7 m high) device
Section B (Observer Report On Compulsory Measures)
Date Tori line(s) Night setting / Comments Skipper Observer Name &
deployed? (weighted lines)? signature signature
Section C (Observer Report On Additional Measures)
Second tori line Weighted branch Skipper Observer Name &

Date / (no full moon fishing)? lines? signature

signature

Instructions: mark boxes with TICK if Permit Holder complies or with a CROSS if Permit Holder does not comply



Attachment B

Attachment C

Weekly Report of Seabirds Mitigation Measures Employed by SBT
Fishing Vessel for 2017

Name of Vessel : Registration No : CT —
Name of Fisheries Operator : Reporting Date *
Phone No : Fax :

Target Species : [ |[SBT [ JABL

Operating

Date Area Type of Seabirds Mitigation Measures

Night setting
with minimum Line weighting others
deck lighting

latitude & | Bird-scaring

yyhmm/dd |, gitude |lines (Tori lines)

[Jatotal of g attached

] L within __ m of the hook

[ total of ___ g attached
within __ m of the hook

Matotal of g attached
within m of the hook

[Claotal of g attached
within ___ m of the hook

[Clatotal of g attached
within ___ m of the hook

[Jatotal of g attached
within __ m of the hook

[Jatotal of g attached
within m of the hook

[l L]

Note

Any southern bluefin tuna fishing vessel proceeds to operate in area south of 25°S
shall employ at least two seabird mitigation measures, one of which shall be tori
lines, the other shall be either the night setting with minimum deck lights or
weighted branch lines. Specifications are as shown in Appendix 4 of Regluation.

A4 EsE 0 07-8419606 4% E : 07-8133304 £8313304
FACHPAS R AE TS0 KB AMARRLL T -

% 7 UEMAIL % 4§ i% § 7 4% #|simon@tuna.org.tw 5 nana@tuna.org.tw
ERAmA : e (4821) > FMR (5#20)



Attachment C
ANNEX B

Report of the results of the inspection

Where applicable. verify to the extent possible. that the details noted during the inspection. e g vessel identifiers/other vessel
details. authorisations and SBT quantities are true, complete, correct and consistent with the information provided mn
accordance with the port entry request form (Annex A).

L. Inspection reportmo” HEHHHFHS

2. Port State  SHUE[E ‘

3. Inspecting authority HE ™ Ja)

4. Name of principal inspector  L{T-RE & B 01 & | D iR i ‘

5. Port of inspection  Fi 57

fi. Commencement of inspection  Fi-&F OFF 45 B By TYYY # MM R DD H HH &
7 Completion of inspection B & oo | YYYY 4 MM R DD H HH &
T BEF

8. Advanced notification received HELEOEm Yes #7 No #

Q. Pu_rp{. 5{{5}’ | | LAN HE"'&: ¥ TEX *-'.'-ﬁ. FRO 0OTH |:5p€'l:]‘.f_1_."} {‘@{E f"‘IE'-'i_'

it L

10. Port and State and date of last port TYYY & MM R DD H

call

meis T, EETUE

11. Vessel name  #3%,

12. Flag State  #1: §5[F

13. Tvpe of vessel #isAH DL

14. International Radio Call Sign [FE EEF LTS |

15, Certificate of registry I BHigE= |

16, Lloyd’s IMO ship ID, if available IMO#SHEE S Sl |

17. External ID, if available®* IMORSHEEE S Bl |

18. Port of registry S itiiE

19, Vessel owner(s)  #:E

20. Veszel beneficial owner(s). if kmown and different
from vessel owner

MAEERES EERAY, DISES)

I1. Vessel operator(s), if different from vessel owner

ReAn O E (et s RSB E)

21. Vessel master name and nationality #5004, 5 R TFE 8

23, Fishing master name and nationality (8% E 0OF g FEE

24 Vessel agent MEHAOFEEEN

15, VMSY  EMEAESH o= 5 A No | Yes:National Yes RFMO s Type: W
i 1

T Provide a unique reference number for thiz inspection report.

£ Record the purpose of entry into Port by circling the relevant option(s): LAN — landing, TRX — transhipment, PRO — processing,
OTH - other. For "OTH". specify what this signifies for example re-fuelling, re-supplying. maintenance, and/or dry-docking, etc.

% Record details of any external vessel markings e.g. registration and identification mumbers that are additional to the information
already provided on this form.

10 Circle the correct option(s) to indicate what type of VMS iz on board the vessel: Circle "No™ if no VMS unit on board, “Yes:
National® if the vessel has a VMS that transmits to a Flag State. and/or “Yes: RFMO(s) if the vessel has a VMS that transmits to
RFMO(s); for “Type’: Provide the type and model of any VMS wnit(s) on board.



Attachment C

26.CCSBT Authorized Vessel list

CCSET Registration Number:

27. Relevant fishing authorization(s)

B SBEOLKE

Tdentifier’! Issued by Falidity'* Fishing areafs) Species [F4o Gear
[ & A PR 3-Alpha code) b B
ik ]
SBT(SBF)
25. Relevant transshipment authorization(s)/ Transhipment declaration(s) BE{E Sk Y
Hdemtifier’?  FiGE 2| Lsued by &ir# Falidity .77
Hdemtifier’?  FiGE | Lsued by &ir#& Falidity' 2577
29, Transshipment information concerning donor vessels  FEELRGHR T B 5 ol s
Name F {ﬂ%':?mre ID na Species TNipe a)f' Product Caich area(s) Cuantity
i i) B#ES [Fa0 5-.?1;%_.:0-:{& Moo R 75 A fin _éfp}
Pl g -
SBT(SEF)
SBT(SEF)
30. Evaluation of offloaded catch (quantity) far#) 2 #07= @ ¥ O HEE (28D
Species FA0 Type of Catch Cuantity Cuantity Difference between quantity declared and
3"*%‘" code) Product arears) declared refained(in kg) quantity determined, if any(in kg)
i WA | et fin kg) RpEE | PERELAEREOE (6L,
BT Hiit)
SBT(SBF)
31. Catch retained onboard (quantity) iy F{5-Fri2 s (L&)
SpeciesFAQ Tipe of Catch Cuantity Duantity Difference between quantity declared and
gdfl’%h é‘r"ﬂd‘?j Product areafs) declared(in kg) retained(in kg) quantity determined, if any(in kg)
WA | e B S Heardig r}'f-ﬁ'/’?ﬁgﬁ)éi (&L,
e
SBT(SBF)
32, Examination of loghook(s) and other documentation Tes Ne Comments =% f
B A EER R O O LB O WA il i _
33. Compliance with applicable catch documentation scheme(s) Tes Ne Comments =4
i 14 5k UA ] L 70 8 < il i
3. Tvpe of gear used EH=h=EEOHEE
35, Fiching Gear examined }_'e;s Ne Comments =
s hoiBE 7 F i
36. Compliance with Seabird Bycatch Mitigation Measures (longline vessels only)
2 iR AR i R o AR (1T A HRE AR )
a} Tick which Convention Areas this vessel fished for SBT inc
LEALAR LSBT R LRk A s F = v I H D L,
ICCAT (South of 255) L] I0TC (South of 255) ] WCPFC (South of 308y
(FIHE2SE LIF) (P25 LA) (FE 308 LLAR)
1

5

jrd

Note the Flag State CCSBT fishing authorization reference number(s), e_g. fishing licence number, and the CCSBT
Fegistration Number for this vessel (if applicable).

I Record the dates for which the CCSBT fishing aunthorisation(s) is/are valid (if applicable)

For transhipment avthorisations record “Authorisation” and the autherisation reference sumber(s) if available; for transhipment
declarations record “TD™
For transhipment authorizations, provide the dates for which the CCSBT authorization(s) is/are valid (if applicable); for
transhipment declarations, record the transhipment date.



Attachment C

b} Provide information on which mitigation measures were

used and gffectively implemented (including night settings)

arfd ml%commrfrs on seabird miz‘.rgarwn meastres u.sed
R A S

B (EEEE e Sde) 12072

EH -ufls TE A %RFJ‘F&E&:*FE’ THT

[l |

37. Findings by inspector(s)® i (T & SFTH

35. Apparent infringement(s) noted including reference to relevant legal instrument(s)

EE S IECRE ATV SHBRER

39, Comments by the master EifE = A 2 |

40, Action taken™ = OILTEHE

4L Master signature R 0OFE L

42, Inspector signature 8 &5 H O F A

13 Record whether there is any evidence to indicate that this vessel is'was involved in any SBT IUU fishing and/or fishing-related

activities.

16 Record any evidence collected and/or seized in relation to suspected SBT IUU fishing or fishing-related activities, for example
any photos or samples taken. and any seizure of gear, materials or documents. In addition, record measures that could
potentially be taken to address any apparent infringements detected, as well as any relevant anthorities/officials contacted.



Attachment D

Proposed Amendment to the Template for the Annual Report to the Compliance Committee
and Extended Commission
Humane Society International and BirdLife International, prepared for CCSBT CC 13, 12-10-18

A Proposal to add a new sub-section to the Template for the Annual Report to the CC and EC
regarding improved monitoring of implementation of seabird bycatch mitigation measures.

Introduction

Members’ Annual Reports continue to identify uncomfortably high observed levels of seabird
mortality associated with longline fishing and several Members have undertaken to look closely at
their data with a view to identifying opportunities to further reduce seabird mortality.

To assist such efforts by Members and to facilitate appropriate reporting of the results of those
efforts, the Secretariat is invited to develop a proposal for expanding the sub-section of the
Template for the Annual Report relating to “monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation measures.

The critical analytical and reporting issue to be addressed is that, while the seabird mortality
mitigation measures adopted by other tuna RFMOs require their members to ensure that their
authorised vessels use two out of three of the mitigation methods prescribed, there is no reporting
arrangement to indicate what combinations of mitigation methods were being used when seabirds
were killed.

As a result, it is difficult for the Secretariat to support informed discussion among Members with a
view to identifying cost-effective opportunities to further reduce seabird mortality.

The Proposal

That a new section 2 (d) iii be inserted in the Template (see Attachment A to Paper No. CCSBT-
CC/1810/16, p.12):

iili summary information on combinations of required use of two out of three approved mitigation
methods for each longline set for all CCSBT authorised fishing vessels and subsequent seabird
mortality associated with each combination.

Table A: Insert in each cell in the matrix, the total number of sets (and total number of hooks
involved in those sets) involving each combination of mitigation methods

OPTION 1
Tori pole and tori Night Line None
line setting weighting

Tori pole and tori
line

Night setting

OPTION 2

Line weighting

No second option

NB the ‘none’ column is to allow Members to report instances where no mitigation methods were
reported as being used for a particular set. Likewise, the ‘no second option’ row is to cover any
instances where only one mitigation method was reported. Grey boxes should not be completed.
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Table B insert in each cell in the matrix, the total number of interactions with (and mortalities
of) seabirds involving each combination of mitigation methods:

OPTION 1
Tori pole and tori Night Line None
line setting weighting

Tori pole and tori
line

Night setting

OPTION 2

Line weighting

No second option

NB the ‘none’ column is to allow Members to report instances where no mitigation methods were
reported as being used for a particular set. Likewise, the ‘no second option’ row is to cover any
instances where only one mitigation method was reported. Grey boxes should not be completed.
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