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1. INTRODUCTION
ILC®HIZ

This document provides a summary of the operation of the main five CCSBT Monitoring,
Control and Surveillance (MCS) measures from the Secretariat’s perspective:
ARICEIL, CCSBTIZHIT DU FOEEL 5 SO, EELOEH Y (MCS) HiE
DEMNCHONT, FHEROBRPLRIET 20D TH D,
1) The Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS),
RIEREIAHI L (CDS)
2) The Transhipment Monitoring Program,
sl B (L A
3) The Vessel Monitoring System (VMS),
B S X7 2 (VMS)
4) The CCSBT Illegal Unreported and Unregulated (IUU) Vessel List Resolution, and
CCSBT i, MRS, MM QUU) fnfin ) 2 bk
5) Records of Authorised Vessels and Farms.
FF RN M OE R SR ik

For each measure, the Secretariat’s roles/responsibilities with respect to that measure are
outlined. Any issues that the Secretariat is aware of in the operation of the measure, and any
recommendations for changes to that measure are also discussed. In addition, a summary of



transhipment program data received by the Secretariat are provided at Attachment A.
FHAEICE LT, SREEICHT 2 FBROKE]/ BECO W TRIE L, &5
2. ZROOREOEMIE L THEERPER L TV DHHE, KO b OHEIC
AT HEEREICOVNTORA L, & bIT, FHRNZHE LGREET —4 0
MEL R A IR LT,

Proposed revisions to some of these measures have been included in separate papers:
CCSBT-CC/1610/14 (CDS Resolution) and CC/1610/16 (CCSBT IUU Vessel List
Resolution).

NS OHFEICHT HUMAERIT, 2 E3E CCSBT-CC/1610/14 (CDS iRi#k) K& UF
CCSBT-CC/1610/16 (CCSBT IUU fiifii U 2 hRGEE) IZZ IR LTz,

2. CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME (CDS)
HIEFERAHIE (CDS)

2.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE
BEROKE
The Secretariat’s roles/responsibilities are:
FHEROEE/ FEFIUTO LB TH D,
e receiving and processing' all CDS documents;
T T D CDS SLHEOZH K UMLEE !
e checking the completeness and accuracy of these documents;
B DOLED RN K O TEMENE DO HERS
e conducting reconciliations between the different types of CDS forms and between
copies of forms provided by exporters and importers;

Big % 2 A 7D CDS B, WONTHGHIZEE K O AZES 2 DI S otk
KOG LHDOHRE

e following-up with Members/Cooperating Non-members (CNMs) regarding
discrepancies and missing information;
IEERORFA P OB T 2 A v N— B 3EMBIE (CNM) & D7+
n—7 7

e managing validation details submitted by Members/CNMs;
A2 73—/CNM H» B IEH & T flERBE ORI O HE

e producing 6 monthly and annual CDS reports;
CDS (ZBI9 % 6 7 A WS &L ORI E &F OIERK

e maintaining and enhancing the CDS database;
CDS 7 — & X — 2 DO FF L Uik

e coordinating the purchase of centralised tags for use with the CDS;
CDS THWW % — o BUER Ol A O FiH

! Loading all electronic documents received (all Catch Tagging Forms from all Members and all Catch Monitoring Forms &
Re-Export/Export after landing of Domestic Product forms from Australia) to the database, and data entry of all paper
documents received (all other forms). ZfH L 72 T X CTOEFLE (A A A—OEEFRAO T T, F—ZX |

VT OWEE =%V v 7R OFEE L, EESKGTROBBHEROTRT) 27 —FX—Rln—R7T25

bz, BRA—ROXE (FOMETOHRX) OFTRTOT—F %27 —FX—RZATJLTW5,



¢ noting and considering any implementation issues encountered;
filERR S A7z FE ki b o0 FERE i D e e OV

o regularly reviewing the effectiveness of the CDS Resolution as appropriate, and
WEUZJER UT2 CDS RGEDANIEIC 20D E I e L B 2 —

e responding to ad hoc queries as required.

WG DETH T 2 RIS

2.2 CDS OPERATIONAL ISSUES

CDS ;EH EDOFRE
The following are the main CDS operational issues that the Secretariat has observed since the
Tenth meeting of the Compliance Committee (CC10). Many of these issues are the same as
in previous years. The Secretariat continues to work with relevant Members/ CNMs to
resolve these issues where possible/ practicable.
10 [MhEFE R ARG (CC10) PIRICHE R MRS L7- H28 72 CDS ] L O##
FLUTOEEY THD, EOE ITRIFELRAKRTHD, FHERIT. ATERRY Z
WO OBEOMEIRT 5, BT 5 A 23— /CNM & DIEEE T 5 TETH
Do

2.2.1 Timeliness: Submission of CDS Documents
HRFPE : CDS SXED#RH
There has been a general improvement in the overall timeliness of CDS submissions
this year. Indonesia’s 2015 REEF documents for the first three quarters of 2015 were
received but submitted either 1.5, 4.5 or 7.5 months later than the data submission
guidelines.
ARAFED CDS CERH ORI OV T BN EEN oz, 1 v X
73201540 REEF IZB L Tk, 201505 3 MM E TOR a2 LTz
LoD, ZORMIT —ZRHETA FTAOHRI Y AL 15 »
H. 4557 AROT5 7 AN,

2.2.2 Non-Submission of CDS Documents
CDS CGEDREH
During 2015 and the first quarter of 2016, no known/confirmed CMFs required to be
submitted by the catching Member were missing.

2015 TN 2016 55 1 PUEHIZ BT, A U 3 — DI L - THHE S 1
HENHDH CMF DO, [THARHTHD Z & DHER S 3L72 CMF 1720,

a. Non-submission of REEFs by Exporters
wiHEEH1Z X 5 REEF O

For 2015, the Secretariat has recorded 4 REEFs exported by Indonesia (7.32t), 1

exported by Japan (10t), and 1 exported by Korea (0.18t) that have not yet

submitted to the Secretariat. For the first quarter of 2016, there is one REEF

missing from Japan (1.3t).

FHRIT 2015 FITIBWVTHFBRITH L TIRIHES L TWZRW REEFE L

T, A Py T oot T44F (73282)  AANSOEHT 1

(10 b)) ROMEES Ot < 14+ (0.18 b)) ZFiék L7z, 2016



PRI OWTIE, HAOREEF 1 (13 hY) BNEHEIATH
AN

b. Non-submission of CMFs/REEFs by Importers

B A2 X 5 CMF/REEF OR#H
There are a significant number (163) of importer documents that have not been
submitted to the Secretariat by the importer for 2015 and the first quarter of 2016.
It is possible that, in some cases, a shipment’s actual export destination may
change at shipping time, so that the expected importer may not always be the
actual importer. Figures presented in this section should be considered
accordingly.
2015 4E L TR 2016 4E55 1 TUEHIC I\ T, MM % (1631F) OB AZES )
OOENELEFBRICH L TRIESATWRY, —#or—XIZFEL
TIE, HEr OB TREOEY O LT fiAZE S, L9168
E STV AR NEEEOWAZEL LR DRI T25E8 010 V15
Do ZORZ v a NTRUEEIEIZ, £ 5 LIEMEO LD E L TR
DWBEND D,

There was a noticeably high percentage/number of import documents (especially
for CMFs) not yet submitted by Korea. Korea’s National Report (and its 2016
Quality Assurance Review), noted that Korea has put new processes in place to
resolve this issue commencing in June 2016 and 1 September 2016.

REEN B, F L EWEIS MR omASGE (FFICCMF) 2 S
T 7wy, sEOEGEEE (KOEEICST 5 2016 M ERAEL B =
—) T, ZORBEZMRT < 2016 4E 6 H KL 2016 49 H 1 B
Fizie7av AR Sd T LERTND,

CMFs

For 2015, the following Members had not submitted the expected importer copies
of CMFs to the Secretariat: Japan (29 missing — 354.4t), Korea (25 missing - 53t),
and South Africa (2 missing — 7.3t). For the first quarter of 2016, the following
Members had not submitted expected importer copies of CMFs to the Secretariat:
Japan (15 missing — 15.05t) and Korea (3 missing - 0.12t).2

2015 FFIZR VT, BUFD A S— 3 HE S DAL )5 O CMF O

BLafBRIcRE L ThRy AR (29 fF, 3544 1) | HE (25

e 53 h) MOMET 7V QFF 73h2) o 2016 455 1 U RE
LTiE, BLFOA A= E SN DAL DD D CMF OB L & 5
JZHRHE LTy - BA (15 7F, 15.05 b)) LOwEE G, 012k

) %

2 Some of these CMFs/REEFs were not exported/re-exported until March 2016, and therefore may not have been received
by the importer before 31 March 2016, and therefore may not be due to be submitted to the Secretariat until
30 September 2016~ Z 41 & > CMF/REEF ®—1% 2016 4% 3 A & i,/ 23 X 49, #iz 2016 4= 5 A 31
A E CICIAZES DO SCEMRE SNRWARBERH 72 b DT, ZOdFEBEFICH L TIX20164 9 A 30 A
FTREINRWAREDLH D,



2.2.3

224

225

REEFs

For 2015, the following Members had not submitted importer copies of REEFs to
the Secretariat as expected: 4 missing from Japan (3.75t), 73 missing from Korea
(124.3t) and 2 missing from New Zealand (0.08t). For the first quarter of 2016,
there ?re 2 import REEFs missing from Japan (0.42t) and 8 missing from Korea
(3.1t)~.

2015 FRITIBVVT, LR D A AN =13 4E S D A4 7> 5 O REEF O
FLEZFERICRE LW BA (448, 3.7582) | #E (73
i, 12430 2) RO==a2—Y—F 0 K (24F, 0.08 F2) . 2016 45 1
PAENCBI LT, ARG 24 (042 12) | #EG 8 G0k
>) O A REEF Mg H ST,

SBT Caught by Vessels not Authorised During the Month of Catch

WHER IR EA LTV o TZMAC & 5 SBT D

There were a few CMFs submitted that included vessels that that caught a small
number of SBT (4 in total) when they were not included on the CCSBT record of
Authorised Vessels. In 2015 this occurred for one Australian vessel (1 CMF), and
one New Zealand vessel (2 CMFs). Both Australia and New Zealand advised that
that these non-authorisations were caused by administrative oversights.

fRH S 4172 CMF O—#i o2, CCSBT #FAIAMIA Y A MIH#i S T
o TeRERIZIB W T D SBT (Gt 4R) ZifJE L7ofinfiiz &t CMF
BdoTo, 2015FIZBNTIE, A—ARZUT 1% (CMF1{f) | ==
—V—=7 2 F14% (CMF2) TZ O LIeFhindbotz, A—A T U7
FR=a—r—7 2 ROmEIL, 2O ORFFAIEFIIITE Eomkiz &
STHALTEL D THDHE LT,

Validators not Authorised to Validate on Validation Date

B D BTV THERR T 2 MR Z AT B STV ad o T HeRE

During 2015, there was one instance where an Australian validator had not yet
been authorised at the time of validating a REEF. During the first quarter of 2016,
there were 38 instances where Japanese REEFs were stamped with the name/ title
of an unauthorised validator, and then another unauthorised validator signed on
behalf of that person.

2015 FFICB N T, A=A b T U T OB )Y REEF DRES 21T > ToRF AU
POV THERZAT D MR A A5 STV R o T2 I LR o 72, 2016
B TPEIIC BV TIE, BARO REEFIZE LT, HERZ {5 STV
WHERRE O IKA /TR Sz ETYZE ORBELE U THIOHERR A 11
H a3 T ROWHERE IC L > TEA DR SN FHI 38 D~ 72,

Tagging Data Issues

T — 2 BT 5 MRE

Tagging data mismatch issues continue to be one of the largest discrepancy issues
identified during the Secretariat’s reconciliation processes. The following are the
main tagging issues identified by the Secretariat.

Tk — 4 OAR—BREIL, flEkE . FHBRORE T 1 X2V Tk
REINDATMOP TR L VHEBEDO—2L>TnD, FHERIPMHRL
Te BT — Z ORERITL T LB TH D,



a. Tagging Data Mismatches
BT — 7 DR—F

Many tagging data mismatches and/or missing sets of tagging data continued to be

found during the reconciliation process for both 2015 and 2016 CDS data. As in

previous years, mismatches generally occurred due to one of the following three
situations:

2015 4} TN 2016 £ CDS 7 —# DM IZH VT, ZOMET mEADH

TERDIEHT —Z DA =B O/ T OFE# T — # O KB T 5

R SRS NTWD, FEFELFEER, 77— OR—ZTEICLLT

DEZDDIRBLD 5 LONTANITE L bDTH -T2,

1) some tagging data which should have been submitted as part of the Excel
spreadsheet quarterly submission of tagging data were missing, or
W=l 7L — MK OESRT — 20— & L TR S
NDREERET — D —HRE L T\,

i1) an incorrect or incomplete list of Catch Tagging Form (CTF) numbers was
recorded on the CMF, or
ARSI BRI BEIERAR AR 5 D U A b3 CMF EIZREA ST
Y=

i11) the electronically submitted spreadsheets of catch tagging data contained
errors such as referencing an incorrect CMF number.

BN SN EESR T — 2O 7Ly — R, IELL 20
CMFE SR L WAL W\WolmoT —%E ATV,

b. Duplicate Tag Numbers

EE S OER
Under the CDS Resolution, tag numbers issued by each Member/CNM must be
unique. To assist Members with this task, uniquely pre-numbered tags are
produced each year by a Japanese tag manufacturer and can be ordered through
the Secretariat. All Members/CNMs except Australia, the EU and South Africa
use these pre-numbered tags.
CDS Hi# D F T, & A v /3—/CNM IZ K - THAIT S 4 D AEk & B (L
ATRIFNERBR, ZOZEIZONTAY N2 LT H20, BA
DETA—=R—IZLV | B, HO2 UDEAOEFFZHIR U0
EESn Ty, ZHTFEBRZELTELTHAZENTESL, T—A KT
U7, BUKOET 7Y B ZRS TRTDOALNRN=R, HoNLOEZTN
FIR S e iEm 2 L T o,

During 2015 and the first quarter of 2016, duplicate tag numbers were submitted
by Indonesia (3), New Zealand (389+2) and South Africa (32). Because uniquely
coded tags were purchased by Indonesia and New Zealand, it’s likely that the
duplicate tag numbers submitted to the Secretariat by these Members are a result
of recording and/or data entry errors.

2015 4K DN 2016 4E55 1 EIC BN T, A > Rxv T Gff) | ==—
=T R (38924 KU T 7V A (324F) W OAEEE SN EE
LTSN, 41V RRIT K P=a2—2—F » RILEA OF S0 H
ENTAEREZMAL TNDLOT, ZTNHDA U N=InbHEBERICRLE SN



2.2.6

2.2.7

o EEERE T, FREE RO T T — 2 AN DO T T — DR TH %
AIREMEDS Vs

Copies of Cancelled CMFs Received Back from Importers
BAZENPLZBELEZX ¥ L EAFEHRDO CMF DEL

During 2015 the Secretariat received 9 importer copies of Australian export CMFs
from Japan where these CMF numbers had already been cancelled by Australia.
2015 4RI NT, FHERIL. AANORIESNIZA—R NT U 7 Ot
CMF DT LTH-> T, HiZ CMFESBBECA—A R T U TICL > Ty
vEALIRTWEbDOE 9EZHE LT,

In order for the compliance checking process to function appropriately, the
Secretariat requests that if an exporter cancels a CMF and replaces it with a newly
issued CMF (with a different number), then this replacement CMF must be sent to
the importer. In addition, the exporter should provide clear advice to the importer
and the Secretariat regarding:
WP 7 mE AWMU HRE S 5720, FERIL. b LImHEE R
CMF % % ¥ > 2L L THTICHIT SN CMF (B8R 5 b o) 125E
LR TG E . Mt 2 CMF Z i AR 1T 66T 2 K 9 BaE T
Do Elo. EHIZEFIL. WAER K OFHRITS L CULT 2Bl @R
RETH D,

e The original CMF number that was cancelled, and

FY IO CMF EFZEF v oSzl L
e The new CMF number that was issued as its replacement.
B0 IZHIT S NIHT LV CMF &5

The importer should then ensure that the replacement CMF number, including its
associated import information, is the one submitted to the Secretariat.
Alternatively, the importer could return both the original (cancelled) and
replacement CMFs to the Secretariat, and clearly mark which one is the original
(cancelled), and which one is the replacement.
Z D%, WAEET, BETSmAERE SR AL CMF &5 D524
BRI T 5 2 L 2R _XETH D, RBEREE LT, WAZEEN,
—OlF (Frrranic) FVTPTLTHY, —OREZATHDLZ &
AR L7 BT M2 FRICRHT2 28 0B 25G5,

CMF Catch/Harvest Weights Differing from Landed Domestic Weights by

more than 2.5% (for domestic landings)

EE M OKSTEED CMF LOWRE VEER & 2.5%0 LR 7 5 RE
(EPE & DO KET)

In 2015, there was 1 Australian, 6 Japanese and 5 Taiwanese CMFs where the

difference between the catch/harvest and the landed domestic weight was greater

than 2.5%.

2015 2RV T, CMF ORGSR & EPES O/KGITEED 2.5% %

Hx THRD CMFDS, A=A M7 VT T, ART6HERORETS

fEER STz,



2.2.8

229

In the first quarter of 2016, there are 2 Taiwanese CMFs (out of a total of 6)
where the difference between the catch/harvest and the landed domestic weight
was greater than 2.5%.

2016 4E55 1 U 3BV TiE. CMF OKEST fajE& b [EFE L O AT
HEN2.5% %2 TR D CMEF NEEDO CMF (261FD 5> H24) T
MR ST,

Japan and Taiwan have generally advised that these differences are due to
measurement variations at sea/ landed in port. Taiwan noted that the differences
could also be attributed to variation between operators.

HAKROREIE, —HRENZZ O LIZEERTE L/ RN TOKRGTIZET %
WE LOMETHD L LTWD, BB, ZOEETHREREICLLE D
B L CWDATREME D & LTV D,

Fish Weight/Number Differing Between Exporter and Importer Copies of a
CMF

#iH CMF A CMF ORICK I 2RDERBEOEE

There continues to be a small-scale issue where importers are submitting copies of
CMFs which record different weights and/or numbers of SBT than are recorded
on the exporter’s copy. In these cases, the Secretariat cannot be certain whether
the importer did not receive the amended copy or simply submitted the original
rather than the amended copy.

Biddmnimns, glakis, mitiZEH 232 L7z CMF O LIZRRdk S
NEELO/ SUTRED W ER D OF L O E %72 > T\ 5 RT3
PHER SN TWD, 29 Lga, FFRIE, MAREENMEIESNTEEL
EZFE Lo 7eoN, UFHEMIEES NG L TIE R <A Y P71
RESNTLESTZONZHWT 5 Z LR TERN,

For 2015, Australia submitted 4 out of 175 export CMFs where the number
differed, and 5 out of 175 export CMFs where the weight differed. Indonesia
submitted 1 export CMF (out of 412) where the number of fish and the weights
differed on the exporter and importer copies. New Zealand submitted 7 out of 319
export CMFs where the number differed, and 6 out of 319 where the weight
differed.

2015 FFI2BWNWTC, A—A b7 U 7 HREH L7z CMF175 440 9 5 4 {1
TRENRERSTEY, SEFCRHERNRR STV, A2 RR VT3
HL7Z8H CMF (4121F) o955, 1HRICBW T, 2R S mAEED
CMF OB L O TRELTEEN R > T\, 22—V =T FE
H L7 CMF 31910 5 6 7B W TRE N R > TR Y, 61T
HENRR > T,

Multiple Preceding Document Numbers Associated with a Single REEF
14D REEF ([ZBE$ 5B DT T o XEFS

Since the CDS commenced in 2010, REEFs have been issued which are
associated with more than one preceding CDS document. In these cases, it is not
possible to accurately conduct REEF discrepancy analyses to check for over-
utilisation of CMFs in subsequent exports/re-exports. This issue is being
considered as part of the review of the CDS Resolution (refer to paper CCSBT-



CC/1610/14).

2010 4> CDS F&RLIRE, — DLl D% 79 % CDS SCGEICREET 5 T
REEF RNHITESNT& T2, 29 Licr—ATiE, %ot/ Mgk
5CMF@@%%%%%W#ét®®RHmTﬁﬁ\W%E% TINS5
ZEIEARARETH D, ZOMBEIZCDSED L E 2 —0D—B & L TRt
ENTW5D (3CE CCSBT-CC/1610/14 # 5 [R)

For 2015 and 2016, only Japan has issued REEFs with multiple preceding
document numbers as follows: 36.2% of 2015 REEFs, and 29% of 2016 REEFs
received to date.

2015 FE KON 2016 SFEIZ BV T, HEOEATT 5 XERSHLLH SN
REEF Z 31T LT DIZAAROAHLTHY . ZOHEIGIL, TN ETZHELEL
REEF ® 9 5, 20154 TlL 36.2%. 2016 4FTiX29% TH 5,

2.2.10 Information Gap with Respect to Exports/ Re-exports to Non-Cooperating
Non-Members (NCNMs)
FEHRFEMBRE (NCNM) (233 2t/ B0 FROF v
v 7
CDS data indicate that there are significant exports of SBT to Non-Cooperating
Non-Member (NCNM) States/Entities. A major gap in the CDS is that whenever
SBT is traded with a NCNM, generally no information has been received back
from these NCNMs to allow cross-checking and verification of the imports, which
means that no independent verification of CDS exports to these States/entities can
be conducted.

CDS 7 —# I3, HHEED SBT 253 HHIZEMELE (NCNM) Th 5 [E,/
HISICE I SN2 Z E AR L TWD, CDSICRIT 2 ERF v v 7T,

NCNM & O T SBT DEGMTONLL5E. LTI 5D NCNM 725
(THA D RRE K OFERAFIRE & 72 2 K O RIFWMAM O ZEHE NN & T
HY. ThbbInbOE/FKIZKT 2 CDS it 2 JSZAYITIRRET 2
WR7RNENH ZETh D,

However, through continued communication and cooperation with the USA, the
Secretariat received its first data submission (2015 import information) from the

USA in April 2016, with a second submission being received for the first quarter
of 2016 on 1 July 2016.

L L7226, KE & OfEGER 7084 E e OV /1418 U C, %R, 2016
4 HITKENSRYIOT —F252H 2015 F0i NI 2 1F#R) 2%
. E7220164-7 A 1 BITIZ 2016 425 1 DUEHICBI 4 256 [ H O
T T,

2.3 CDS: DIFFERENCES BETWEEN SBT WEIGHTS RECORDED AT SEA AND SBT WEIGHTS
RECORDED IN THE IMPORT SECTION OF CMFS
CDS : ¥ L THEZ SN/ SBT DEE L, CMFiaAtE Y ¥ 3 ViZiikshiz
SBT E& & DM DEE
Following CCSBT 21, Japan, Korea and Taiwan discussed acceptable discrepancies between
weights measured at-sea and landing weights recorded in the import section of the then newly



revised CDS Catch Monitoring Form®. The agreed outcome from this discussion was as
follows*:
CCSBT 21 1%, AA, #EKUEEIZ, FLICBWTGIHEISNZEREL, Bl
ESNT CDS T =4 Y » Z7EkRITHBIT DA T 7 ¥ a AIGEk Sk E
B L DOEOZITANTRERZAEICOWTHREI LT, ZoEma 2 TUTREaES
7= 4,
““Korea, Japan and Taiwan agreed to allow 5% of discrepancies on the catch/harvest weights
and import weights on the Catch Document Form for trading of SBT. An allowable range would

be reviewed and reconsidered in the future for effective monitoring of SBT trade based on
analysis by the Secretariat.”

[HE[E,  HAK ONE21T, SBT H4 12T 5 AW CIC 1517 5 G IR FEE A T
AFBIZBIL T, SUDZEFEFFRO S = FICEE LT, TN AR 2 DEEHIZ >
DT, JEEICEND T, FFERFDOMIZIET S G819 SBT BT =45 U > ZDHIT
JLIE LR O 770 b DE T 5, J

The Secretariat hoped to conduct a preliminary data analysis of differences between the
weights of SBT in these two CMF sections for CC10 in order to help to determine whether
this 5% discrepancy is appropriate. However, because virtually no data had been received
before CC10, the analysis was delayed until 2016, and the results to date are presented in
Table 1 below.

FHRT, 2O S%OEEREL TH L E S 2k CCL10 1M D720 0B &
TR ZNBZHODCMF DR Y ¥ a ZBIT 5 SBT DEBMOEEIC»H 5 T
(727 — 8 ST A ER L2V EE X T, L LARD, EEICIE CC 10 O/
2T = Z ZZH LR TOTIORHIE 2016 FETEN TV L ZAH AHET
Do R E TR IR Lz,

Table 1 Weight Differences Between SBT Weights Recorded in the Catch/Harvest Section of
CMFs Versus and Import Section of CMFs® (for Korea and Taiwan)

#1: CMF i INEDOEIZEGHE I N SBTEE L. CMFEADEIZEEH S/~ SBT E
BEOMOEENDZEERS (BEKVRE)

Number of Weight Difference - Percentage (%) Weight Difference - Actual (kg)
Number | CMFS with a BREOZE—FE (%) EROZE—EER (kg)
of CMFs Gr:eater than (over all CMFs analysed) (over all CMFs analysed)®
Member | A oised | 270 Weight (B L 7= CMF 24125 L T (87 L 7= CMF 24K L T)
AU N— R - Difference
oIHT L7 5%LL FOE 3 o~ i 3 frof 3
CMF % N Median Minimum Maximum Median Minimum Maximum
DIEEN B > A I/ IME RRE L E /ME RRIE
7= CMF %
Korea
T 12 0 0.7% 0.07% 3.76% -516.55 +48.8 -3,575.00
Taiwan
Big 83 6 0.94% 0.00% 8.60% -26.90 0.00 -1,028.80

3 See paragraph 42 of the CCSBT 21 Report. CCSBT 21 #E5E/X7 42 2 &8,

4 Refer to Circulars #2015/004 and 009  [B]% #2015/004 [ TF 009 % 22,

3 Table 1 presents results for all CMFs received to date where there is both a catch/harvest weight and a landed weight

provided by the importer 3 1 1%, BIFRfAE TICHAEENOZE LT XTO CMF D5 b, IV H &

LOKEGIT EEDOT FMBFLA SN CMF Iz T 2RER LD TH D,

6 A positive value means that the weight recorded in the importer section was greater than the weight recorded in the catch/
harvest section, and a negative value means that the weight recorded in the importer section was less than the weight
recorded in the catch/harvest section 1EDFCF XA OFIZ Tk S N 7= EEENRE IEOT IRk SN - EE X

DREVWZLEZRLTEBY ., ADOKEFIWMAOTICTLE S NI EENIRE IO I SN EE LY /M E

WZEZRL TS,

10



2.4 CDS: DISCREPANCIES BETWEEN EXPORT WEIGHTS REPORTED BASED ON CDS
SUBMISSIONS VERSUS EXPORT WEIGHTS REPORTED IN MEMBERS’ NATIONAL REPORTS
CDS : CDS [ZBWTHE SNcEHERE & X A —DOERIHREF IV THE
SNT-EEE L OMORFEF

CC10 requested that the Secretariat and Members conduct investigations into apparent

discrepancies between export and import quantities submitted in Members’ and CNMs’

National Reports to the Compliance Committee, versus the export/ import quantities derived

from Members’ CDS submissions. CC10 also requested that the Secretariat provide a

recommendation regarding future standardised reporting formats for export and import

information.

CC101%. FHRMELPA U N—ZH L, BFEESICH LTRSS NI A U — K
O CNM D [ERIHEZIZ BT D M A E L . A =D CDS L LAV
AR OO SRR L CIREAITY Lo EHE L, 72,
CC101%, FHBRITKT L, i L O A NG IS 230> 2 [ R0 22 BEVERY A AR U2 B
THEVEEIT ) L O BERE L=,

The Secretariat has not completed a detailed analysis of the export/import figures available
but has instead provided a very brief table (Table 2) summarising the export/import
information available for the most recent calendar year/ season from Members’ National
Reports and the Secretariat’s Compliance with Measures paper (CCSBT-CC/1610/07). This
table highlights some of the current difficulties associated with trying to compare the various
sets of export figures.

FHRX. FIHATREZR A DTN DR T 258 T L TR NE O
D, A —DEBIEESEN N R O B OBk c B 5 ek
(CCSBT-CC/1610/07) 23\ CHIARIHE/R LT OJFH I B Dl /A IE
WMAEERAFR (F2) LLTEED, ZOERTIT., BT 4 R EFOH®
W2 BRI DB D NFENEIZ SN T —E A T A4 F LTV D,

For example the Secretariat’s paper CCSBT-CC/1610/07 reports export/import figures by
calendar year’ (separately for CMFs/REEFs), whereas in the template for annual reporting to
the CC and EC Members are requested to report export figures by fishing season. In
addition, the annual reporting template does not specify whether export figures should be
provided as net weights or estimated whole weights. Therefore, the units of the reported
weights are uncertain, although it is standard practice to report exports/imports as net weight.
Bl 21X, FH R CE CCSBT-CC/1610/07 Tl #i A% % (CMF/REEF & i
2 T) BETTHEL TWDDIZK L, CCKWECITXT 2FKRMEET 7L —
T, AU —FEHBEOR T &2 BHFE TRET L IROLNATND, &5
(2 FRIEEFET 7 L— FTIEL i EORTE EREE THRE T 500, XX
WERAEE CRET 200ZREL TWWRY, 207D, @it A &L IERE
HETHRET 200 —RNTIIH D OO, HifE S EHE&OBALIZIT M TN
D,

7 The calendar year of the (re-)export certification/ validation date i, F#fiH OFER FEFE D B AHZ BT D EE
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Table 2 Summary of Recent Export/Import Data Provided in National Reports/ Derived
from the CDS

K2 FHHHREFIREINT/CDS O/ LN EEDOwH, AT — &% O

Export/Import Net
Export Weight (t) Weight (t) for the 2015
CC11 National Report Reported in CC11 Calendar Year (2015)
. . from CDS (CMF/REEF)
Member Reporting Season National Report? Data®
AU IN— ccil ERB®EF | CC . RIS ET | s (CMF/REEF) 205
B WESEBIE | a0 e o
L5 (A JHAERER (I
v) €
Australia Dec 2014 - Nov 2015 8.8 8.8
EU Jan - Dec 2015 0.2 0
Indonesia Jan - Dec 2015 463.210 477.4
Japan Apr 2015 - Mar 2016 276.9 660.6
Korea Apr 2015 - Mar 2016 936.3 954.1
New Zealand Oct 2014 - Sep 2015 769.7 770
South Africa Jan - Dec 2015 53.6 37
Taiwan Apr 2015 - Mar 2016 858.5 919.3
Philippines Jan - Dec 2015 Not provided 0

In order to make export figures more easily comparable for future analyses, it is suggested
that consideration be given to:

FERO IR N TR EEZ LV AGICHKRT 22 &R TEL LI BUFIZOW
THWET 2 L2 RET 2D,
e Amending the annual CC/EC reporting template to specify that export figures (net
weight in tonnes) are provided by the calendar year of the (re-)exported date;

CCECHRMEET » 7 L — b, miE (EREE, ho) 2t (F
i) ©BAMOBENCRE SIS XS BRIETDBITEET 5,

¢ Amending the annual CC/EC reporting template to clarify that exports include both
direct exports and any re-exports.

CC/EC R ET 7 L — b, Wi IZERE g & & 5w 5 Ff i O
HvEEND Z L 2L 2RIEIET D,

In addition, the Secretariat will provide combined CMF/REEF calendar year export/import
totals at Attachment C (Characterisation of global fisheries) of the Compliance with
Measures paper in future.

8 It is not specified by Members if the weight provided is a net weight or a whole weight A > 3—|%, /RS L7z HEMN
EHEZETHLINFRMAERTHDINEREL TR,
9 CMF and REEF export/import weights (for the 2015 calendar year) are reported in two separate tables in Attachment C
of the Secretariat’s paper CCSBT-CC/1610/07 CMF & (O} REEF Ot /i AEE (2015 JB4E) 1%, FERHLE
CCSBT-CC/1610/07 Bk C IZB W T ZoDFE E L THIX IZHE ST\ 5,
10 Export figures appear to have been provided in whole weights rather than net weights, however this has not yet been
confirmed with the Member #iitHE EIX EME R TII RAER TIRRINTNDE LI THLHMR, A 3—
23 B DOREFIFTZ T TV,
I Export figures may have been provided as whole weights, but clarification needs to be sought from the Member i HH %%
BIIFAEEL L THRRIN TV D HREMERH DM, A AA—IC X 2AMIEPLETH D,
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EHIZ, FERIT, FEROMEE OESFIRPUICET 2 FE R CEORMK C (StRo
DI 12350 T, CMF/REEF &l b 7= BE O, SR ORE %
BFRTHTETH S,

3. TRANSHIPMENT MONOTORING PROGRAMME
TR B A

3.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE

FHROKEE

Record of Authorised Carrier Vessels

7F F] MM G R

The Secretariat maintains a Record of Authorised Carrier Vessels (CVs), and upon receipt of
new or amended information, it updates both its internal database and the CCSBT web site.

FHRIX. FFAREANICEE T 2 8L OME RGO 8 2 52 1 CRF rER AR e %
HEEFE P4 A L L (o, WET — 2 _X—ZA K TRCCSBTY = 7H A M A& HH L TuV
%,

Effective from 1 January 2015, CCSBT21 agreed a modified Transhipment Resolution that
included a requirement to provide Lloyds/ IMO Number (if available) as part of
Members’/CNMs’ CCSBT authorised CV submissions. The provision of IMO numbers has
improved. In September 2016, 100% of all CCSBT CV authorisations were for CVs greater
than or equal to 100GT/GRT in size, and IMO numbers had been provided for 100% of these
CVs.

CCSBT 21 I%, A2 /3—/CNM (2 & 5 CCSBT #Fa[iEHHN U A hOfEHO—B & L
T (AEETHIIL) oA FMO F o R_R—Z 4 2 B2 8004 5 TOln#ik
BOWIEIZEEL, 201541 H 1 H2BRH L T0D, IMO o \—(ZBT 5 HE
IFWEIN TV D, 2016 4£ 9 HIZEBW T, 3T O CCSBT #F Al IEHAN K b 4%
100 > LLEDERINTH Y . 72T X TOEA D IMO T _R—2RHE A & 72
S TUW5,

Transhipment Documents

R X E

In addition to the Record of Authorised CVs, for all (in-port and at-sea) transhipments
involving SBT, the Secretariat receives and maintains transhipment declarations.

FERLENGLERICN 2. SBTZE T2 To (FE L OVER) E#Hic-oWT, HER
ITRE RS EA Y - BELL TV D,

For all at-sea transhipments involving SBT (which are required to be observed), the
Secretariat also received and maintains the following documents:

F7-SBT 2 5L X TCOF Ls#, (7P — "= X DEHRNLE) (2B LTI,
FHERIIUTOLEFEBES - FHL WD,
e observer deployment requests, and

AT R B
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e observer reports.
&7
All of these documents are a key part of the effective operation of the transhipment
programme, and it is important that they are submitted as required.

INHOXETT AT, EEGFFEONRALERICBITAEER/N—FTHY, =
NOENEHOLBYIIRHE SN ZENEETH D,

Transhipment documents are received from either the IOTC or ICCAT Secretariats, or may
also be submitted directly to the CCSBT Secretariat. The Secretariat then stores and
maintains them on its internal database and filing systems.

figd CEIL, I0TC XX ICCAT OWITNOFEBK RN OLZHEIN D0, XX CCSBT
HERICESERE SN D, TO%., FERHILZ. 2NENET —FX—Z2A KT 7 A
JARE S AT BTIRE - WL T\ 5,

Revisions to the Transhipment Resolution

ERRFEDHIE

There were no revisions to the Transhipment Resolution adopted by CCSBT 22.
CCSBT 22 (ZH W THRAR S M7 fiSfliiR i D SO AT e 2 o 72,

Request to Approach WCPFC Regarding Development of a Transhipment MOU

#=gt MoU DfF#s 127 BWCPFC & DE#E 120272 3 Eig

At CC9 and CC10, Japan requested that the Secretariat approach the Western and Central
Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC) to ascertain the possibility of implementing a
transhipment Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between the CCSBT and the WCPFC
for at-sea transhipments involving SBT within the WCPFC Convention Area.

CC9 KIRCCL0IZBWT, HAIFEFHERICH L, WCPFC Sk Iz 31+ % SBT %
GovE FEEHEIZEI T A CCSBT & WCPFC & O O#E#R TR E (MoU) Dk o w]
REMEZ R D R, REE R EE CABERS (WCPFC) ([Z#fihd 2 &9 ERE L

7=,

Further information on this item, including a proposed Transhipment Memorandum of

Cooperation (MoC), between the CCSBT and the WCPFC are discussed and provided in

paper CCSBT-CC/1610/15.

AR BE T 2 M 22 1H IOV TIL, CCSBT & WCPFC & O [ O#R#H i /) 7
(MoC) Z&E W, U CCSBT-CC/1610/15 1ZB W CTHRFH R UHREZ1T o7,

3.2 OPERATIONAL ISSUES

EH LORE
The Secretariat has observed the same main issue with operation of the Transhipment
Resolution as has occurred in previous years — the difficulty of identifying SBT during multi-
species transhipments. As noted last year, the Secretariat has also identified another issue —
the difficulty of ascertaining tuna species based on transhipment observer photographs alone.
FH L, BERGEOEM BT, EERELLLLO L FROEZLFE, §72
O OEEREOEEERFIC SBT #[FAET 52 L OWREES N o722 L 2B LT,
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a.

Transhipment observers are often unable to separate species during transhipments.
This is usually due to the fish being transhipped in frozen ‘strings’ containing a mix
of species and also due to the speed of these transfers. These two factors often result
in the observer report recording ‘Mixed Tuna Species’. Where observers can separate
SBT, they most commonly use one of two methods to identify SBT and estimate
weights. Both of these methods rely on information provided by the fishing vessel:

Z < O%G, BHlA 7P — =R Z FET D 2 &R TE R,
ik, EE, RUTARES Tr—FICEANCRE TR IRIRE SN TV D Z
Ll ZTOBEHEICLD, 2D oDEFT, ATV —HWEEICE
WTUIEUIE TESCAHEM] & LTRERSNOFERE D, 7 ——
M SBT 2531 b o hE, A7 —"—Z KK " >D SBT HFEEED 5 H—
SEMRV, BEEAHET S, IO FETWTRL., bRt
@I L T D,

0 Identify SBT by the presence of CCSBT tags that have been inserted

by the fishing vessel;
HARIC L 0 3555 S 7z CCSBT OIERk O A #EIZ L Y SBT % [FE
ERAE

0 Where SBT can be visibly identified in a transfer (often using the
above method), observers commonly use an average weight, multiplied
by the estimated number, to calculate a total weight. The average
weight is generally calculated using weights and numbers of fish
provided by the fishing vessel.

BEHIZ SBT WHHAICIFE TE 24546 (L 04 ko Kk
EHWD) | AT IR EEE AV, HEE
BEICINEFELDLZEICLY, REELHTET D, KM
2. P EBEIRES DR SN RO EEK VB E AW T
HHEND,

The 5™ Meeting of the Compliance Committee (CC5) requested that, in order to assist
observers with identification, SBT be transhipped separate to other tuna-like species
where possible.

HSRESFEESSA (CCS) X, ATV — N~ X 5HRIEE BT D12
W, PIREZR#EIPH CliR# S LD SBT 2D E AN DIT TES X HEF L
776

Transhipment observers are sometimes reporting that some fish declared/recorded as
SBT may not be SBT, and are then submitting photographs of these fish for more
detailed examination to try to ascertain the tuna species. While it is essential to have
these photographs on record, it appears almost impossible to positively identify a SBT
with absolute certainty based on photographs alone.

HRf A7 — X=X, B, SBT & L CHE GilékSni=fAn—E2 SBT T
FRWAEEMERH D E LTHE L, MO ESAHTH D I & O % kA
HRL D LVEMIC N EEE T AT DICADEEAZIH TN H D,
IO LEEETREE L CEFICEETHD —FH, BEETICE SO THERE
IZSBT THDHEELLFEETDZ Lidmd THEETH D,
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3.3 RECOMMENDATIONS
B
The Secretariat recommends that:

FHHERIUT28ET 5,

e Members take note of CC5’s request that where possible, SBT should be transhipped
separate to other tuna-like species, in order to assist observers with identification; and
AUN=F ATV ==K DREREZ AR T 5 ~< . FRERIRY SBT %
SN AMOESATHEIFTDIT TEIARNE L LI CCSDEFEIZHET D
Z &,

e Members and the Secretariat should monitor developments in the effectiveness and
availability of practical on-site genetic testing kits (for tuna species identification) so
that any such tools developed can be considered for use by transhipment observers in
the future.

AU N=ROEERT, F<AHOMEEIZHE TR e &R 7 A b
Xy RO XD 72— VR BR SN GA IR iRHE A4 7 — =3 =
NEEATDHZLEMmatTcE b Lo, 26 DHERNERK ORI ATREM: 0> 3¢
WA E=F Y 7T HREThD,

3.4 SUMMARY OF TRANSHIPMENT DATA RECEIVED

SHE LT —F OBE
A summary of transhipment data provided to the Secretariat on transhipment declarations
and/or observer reports for 2015 and the first half of 2016 (aggregated by flag and product
type) is provided at Attachment A (Tables 1 - 5).
2015 42} TV 2016 4F - C WV THB R ICHR I S c il f 5 EH L O/ X347
P N—EFIHET DT — 2 O (B R O, 7 o TRIOEFHT — &)
[THHEA R 1-5) DLBYTHS.

Tables 1, 2 and 3 provide information for all at-sea transhipment declarations and observer

reports received. Tables 4 and 5 provide information about in-port transhipments that took

place during 2015 and the first half of 2016 where this information has been submitted to the
Secretariat.

K1, 2KO31F, AL T X TOXELERHPEER VAT F— N — @ HIH

THERER LI THD, F£4KOSIE, 2015 F K V2016 4 W FEM S,
PAOFHE IR L TR RO SN2 B ISR 2B ma R L7 b D TH D,

In many cases Tables 1 and 2 apparently show large discrepancies between transhipment
declaration weights of SBT versus observer reported weights. The reason for these
discrepancies is because, to date, many observer reports have often not included the weight of
SBT transhipped for each individual vessel (it has been requested they do so), but only the
overall weight of all SBT over a series of transhipments. In such situations the Secretariat
cannot accurately estimate the weight of SBT transhipped per vessel. This area of
uncertainty is still being addressed.

K1IKOE21E, <O =R BV TEHHEEICL TS SBTOERE L A7 P —
N=HE LEHEBOMICKERANTNLRH L Z 2R LTS, 9 LIC A
DIFRIE, 2 < OFTH = "—HEEFETIIHMMN T & Ol S iz SBTOHEE (F
TP == L TRET D LI EFSNL TN DL 0) il ThRn—75
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T, —HOIRHEICEIT S SBT OREEDANPRINTWVELHEANLNZ LT LD,
9 LRI RB W TIE, S RIIAAR] OEE$E X 7= SBT E& % IEMEICHEE T 5
ZENTERY, ZONHEORMEMEICK L TRBELSH TH 5,

The following summarises the information received by the Secretariat:

FHHERBZELIZEROBMEIUTO LB TH S,

Observer deployment requests specifying that SBT were to be transhipped were
received for 91.8% of all known SBT transhipments at sea during 2015.

SBT NHEHi SNDTETHD Z &2 LicA 7T W —"—FREF L LT
L2 b DIE, 2015 F 21T 2T X TOREHD SBT ¥ Ls#D 5 5 91.8% T
o7,

Observer deployment requests specifying that SBT were to be transhipped have so far
been received for 75% of all known SBT transhipments at sea during the first half of
2016.

2016 £ LISV T, SBT NS SN D FETHD Z a2 fFE LA 7
—N—EURERE L L CINE TICRE LB O, 3~ TOBEMO SBT ¥ Lk
BHD O H T5% Th o7z,

The Secretariat received 85 transhipment declarations for transhipments at sea
totalling 2,176.4t during 2015, and has so far received 8 transhipment declarations
totalling 79.2t for the first half of 2016.

FH L, 2015 FRICH W T 85 Ve RS R 5 (551 2,1764 b L) &%
AL, 2016 FF LSRN TIIZNE T8 (GFF792 F ) O LEsHH
HEZZE L,

The Secretariat received 19 transhipment declarations for in-port transhipments
totalling 537.7t during 2015, and to date has not received any transhipment
declarations for in-port transhipments during the first half of 2016. It is not possible
to check whether any are expected yet because CMFs for the 2™ quarter of 2016 are
not due to be submitted to the Secretariat until 30 September 2016.

HEHRITL 2015 RSB W T 19 EOENERR R & & (§FF537.7 b)) Z2%HH
L7278, 2016 4F LT OV T BLRE RTINS S E 2 L T
Vo 2016 4557 2 DU D CMF OS85 i~ O IR 28 2016 42 9 7 30 H £ T
Lo TWNWBHTeD, WNIRHEHN H > TenE ) D E T 5 2 L ITBIRE A Tl
RHRETH D,

Observer reports have been received for 100% of all known 2015 transhipments. Of
the observer reports received, 32.9% contained observer estimates of the weights of
SBT transhipped, while the remaining 67.1% did not provide specific information on
SBT weights.

2015 FEIBIT DT X TOBEMOIREUCB L T, 47— S—ii F3 100%
ZHEFEHF T D, ZMLIEA T —N"—REFED I B, 329%ICiFTiEH I N
7= SBT EEDHEEMA T SN TN =DIZR L, 720 D 67.1% TlL SBT DE
BICFHE LRI SN o7z,

Table 3 of Attachment A provides a summary of transhipment weights according to
transhipment declarations, observer reports, and CDS information. To enable valid
comparisons to be made, this table presents data for only those transhipments for
which the Secretariat has received both transhipment declarations and observer
reports, and has been able to match these transhipments with CDS documents. When
summed, the weights of transhipped SBT reported on transhipment declarations
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versus CDS documents differed from each other by less than 0.001%.

BURR A 3 313, B S E, 47— i E K U CDS fHHIC i < H5
HEOMELRL TV, EROHDIKRAZIT) ZLNTEL L. FART
X, FHERPEHFEE S AT — NG EOW T & 52 5 A DL
THT =X Tho>T, ZhbDIEHEHR L CDS 3E & DBENFRETH > 72
T=EDHERRLTND, Gite s L, BEHBEFIZBWTHE I
fisifil SBT H At & CDS L& & DFEEIT 0.001% LT L7 > T 5,

4. VESSEL MONITORING SYSTEM (VMS)
AR S 27 & (VMS)

4.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE

HEROKE
The Secretariat has no interaction with Members’ Vessel Monitoring Systems.
FHRIE, AN ORI Y 2T KRG LTy,

However, the Secretariat advises Members that it has received some transhipment observer
reports that indicate that some VMS monitoring devices either did not have the power light
illuminated and/or were not switched on at the time of inspection by the transhipment
observer.

LIp LB, FERITA /8= L, FHRDZEA L 7ofafloch 7 Y — —afi
FEO—HBIZBNT, —HDO VMS ET=4 U > V&G OEIRT A RS RST L TH R0
oley RO/ FHaHA 7 P ==L X DMEDERCAA v F B A>T ot
ZEPNRRINTND Z L a@mE Lz,

5. CCSBT IUU VESSEL LIST
CCSBTIUU fiMa VU Z k

5.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE

BEROKE
In June 2016 (in Circular #2015/026) the Secretariat sent a reminder to Members and CNMs
to provide information about vessels presumed to be carrying out SBT IUU fishing activities
during the current and/or previous year, accompanied by the suitably documented supporting
evidence. No information was submitted to the Secretariat in response to that reminder. In
addition, the CCSBT is not currently cross-listing its [UU vessel list with other tuna Regional
Fisheries Management Organisations (tRFMOs) and relevant organisations. Therefore, there
are currently no vessels to consider listing on the CCSBT IUU Vessel List.
2016 4F 6 7 (IA% #2016/026) (ZHWT, FHRITA /A=K O CNM (26 L, A4
KO/ SUTVEFZ SBT O TUU MEIEENCBE G- L7z 2 & A S 40 2 2 B 9%
FHIZOWT, FEILE 22 DO SCE b SN ifH e L bIC Tz 285 Y
~A Y REToT, FHERIH LT, 20V v A X =22 ToOFaRITRt S
Ienolz, SHIT, CCSBT (&, HFFAIZIWT, o> F < AR B RS
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(tRFMO) K OBEERERS & @ TUU MO B3 21T > TV, ZD7=,
CCSBT @ IUU #sfin ) A MBI L C., BiFFs CH#E 2 METd 2803720,

5.2 OPERATIONAL ISSUES/ RECOMMENDATIONS

EH EORE &
The Secretariat noted that there are currently no prohibited or non-compliant fishing gears
included as part of the IUU Vessel List Resolution (pursuant to paragraph 3c), and has
proposed adding a new Annex to list any such gear types. The details of this proposal are
presented in paper CCSBT-CC/1610/16.
FHRIT, BAE, IUU Y 2 MREEOT THRIES L TWD TEEIE S/ T IEE
SRR GB3IHD ciIZED< B D) ITEETHLDORRNI EICHELTEY,
O LIERBIA T O RamicaftmEs LTEBNT 5 Z e 2K Lz, Z0k
ROFMITCE CCSBT-CC/1610/16 D&Y Th D,

6. RECORDS OF AUTHORISED VESSELS AND FARMS
APl iR & O 2R LREk

6.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE

H=E R DEE

Authorised Farm and Vessel Records
7 A E R R O iR
The Secretariat receives authorised farm and vessel updates approximately twice a week,
with vessel updates containing up to one hundred vessels. Upon receipt of this information,
the Secretariat updates its authorised vessels/farms database as well as the CCSBT web site.
Updated information is also shared with the joint tuna RFMOs’ Consolidated List of
Authorised Vessels (CLAV). Automated updates to the CLAV from all tRFMOs occur daily.
FHRIT, XL 2 BN — B OBE TR 25 K OFF AT iafin o 58T i 2 52 18
LTEO ., MAEROER N 100 21K THEEbH L, 29 LIciFhEZHEHLT
B, SEBRIE. FBROFFIL EEST — 4 =R W N CCSBT 7 =7 H A
FEEHLTWD, £z, B SNFERIL. £ <A RFMO A R OKE 7 ATk
UA K (CLAV) EbHFINTND, TXTOE A RFMO 6 OIE#HRZ 51T
7= CLAV ® BB BT B H I Thb T2,

Revisions to the Authorised Vessel Resolution

FF TR R D IE

In October 2014, CCSBT21 adopted an amendment to the CCSBT’s ‘Resolution on
amendment of the Resolution on “Illegal, Unregulated and Unreported Fishing (IUU) and
Establishment of a CCSBT Record of Vessels over 24 meters Authorized to Fish for
Southern Bluefin Tuna’'?, that requires the Lloyds/ IMO Number (if available) to be provided
as part of Members’/CNMs CCSBT authorised vessels submissions. In October 2015, the
Authorised Vessel Resolution was further revised to require that all CCSBT-authorised
fishing vessels (except wooden and fibreglass vessels) of at least 100GT/GRT have IMO

12 Hereafter referred to as the Authorised Vessel Resolution LAF§ TEFRIAMARGE] &V 9,
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numbers issued to them effective from 1 January 2017.

20144 11 A, CCSBT 21 1%, CCSBT @ “i&ih, MEHIH|, ML AE (IUU) KON 24
A — MV ED I I E < AUEETFRIAR O CCSBT DRtk EICET A" 20
BIERE#EE IR L, A /3— /CNM 2 K % CCSBT #F A fRAIIZ 230 D il o —¥f &
LTrA F/IMO ;o= (AIREZRGE) ORENRRDNDL Z & EleoTe, 7l
IRAAREEIX 20154 10 AIC S BIZ®IES 4L, 20171 A 1 B2 5 1004 h Ll Eo
F_XTO CCSBT #F rlifafih (REM L N7 7 A X—2 F Z3dBr<) 1% LT IMO
FUNR—DFITEZITIEDZENHES N,

Provision of IMO numbers by Members/CNMs has been steadily improving since. In March
2015, 56.2% of all CCSBT authorised fishing vessels were greater than or equal to
100GT/GRT in size, and IMO numbers had only been provided for 12.0% of these vessels.
In September 2016, 61.9% of all CCSBT authorised fishing vessels were greater than or
equal to 100GT/GRT in size, and IMO numbers had been provided for 76.3% of these
vessels.

A= CNM 225 D IMO T o N—DHEHIIAEFEICKE L T 5D, 201543 A
BWT, %0100 b Ll B CCSBT #F AT KD 562% TH 72 & 2 A,
BN L TIMO o =R EH SN TW=DidbT ) 12% Th o7,
2016 429 HIZB W T, # Fo%100 b Ll o> CCSBT #F Al AT 2R D 61.9%
ThHolzL A, ZNHDOIAID 5B 76.3%I2B VT IMO F o =03t Sz,

Possibility of Obtaining UVI Numbers for Non-Steel Hulled/ Smaller Vessels

FERL NI F5 17 B UV TN — IR 2D FTEEE

The Secretariat has learned that it is now possible for Unique Vessel Identification (UVI)
Numbers to be formally issued for vessels greater than 100GT of non-steel construction, for
example wooden and fibreglass vessels, by making a request to IHS Maritime and Trade
(IHSM&T). In addition, IHSM&T may also be able to provide UVIs for all motorised
inboard fishing vessels of less than 100GT down to a size limit of 12m LOA that are
authorised to operate outside areas under national jurisdiction upon request.

FHRIL. BB 100 b kv REWIESR (B2 IERERKNT 7 A 3=
7 A#R) 12DV T, HIS Maritime and Trade (IHSM&T) (ZEH$HZ L2k, A
(ZEA AR E S (UVIT =) ORITEZIToND 2 EEB#ELTVnE, &
BT, IFSM&T 1E, EHREITE U T, EHOEFENOKIK THRET L Z 2N
2E 12m P B2 R 20100 b AR ORI R L TH UVI 24235
ZEIZNTE D,

6.2 OPERATIONAL ISSUES
EH EoEE

The following item continues to be the main issue with the operation of the Authorised
Vessel/farm Resolutions:

FERTAMN RGP OB W TR, SIERE UL TOFEP T RHEE > T
W5,
e There remain a small number of cases where vessels caught SBT and were not

authorised at the time. Refer to section 2.2.4 and paper CCSBT-CC/1610/07 for
further details.

SBT Z ifife L 7ol B W THRFA 24 L TR o T2 s . DR 6 5]

20



TERAEL WD, MYV TIE, B Y3224 OE CCSBT-
CC/1610/07 &M E 7=,

6.3 RECOMMENDATIONS
B

The Secretariat requests that:

FHRITUTZ2EET D,

e Members submit vessel authorisation renewals prior to current authorisations

expiring, and

A=, BATOFFAT IR T 92 AT ARMAET R O BOHNZ DU Tl
52k,

Members provide retrospective updates where appropriate if non-authorisations were
a result of administrative issues-

AN —%, FE EOMBEIZ L > CTEFFTHIFNAE T2, #Y 7256120
WK T v 7T — N ERETH 2 &,

Prepared by the Secretariat
HERERSCE
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Table 1: Summary of Transhipments at sea during the 2015 Calendar Year

# 1 : 2015 BEICK T 5P LEREOE

HIHE A

From Transhipment Declarations From Observer Reports
Number Total Net Product Type Number Total Net
Fishing of Weight (kg) of of Weight (kg) of
Vessel Flag | Transhipments SBT Transhipments SBT
37 1,558,489 GG 37 1,009,524
Japan
18,312 GGT 0
Korea 130,744 GG 3 0
. 26 273,365 GG 26 29,067
Taiwan
17 195,477 GGT 17 0
TOTAL 85 2,176,387 85 1,038,591

Table 2: Summary of Transhipments at sea during the first half of the 2016 Calendar Year

# 2 : 2016 JBLE LHIC BT B LR OME

From Transhipment Declarations From Observer Reports
Number Total Net Product Type Number Total Net
Fishing of Weight (kg) of of Weight (kg) of
Vessel Flag Transhipments SBT Transhipments SBT
Japan 3 51,609 GG 3 5,120
Taiwan 5 27,609 GG 5 12,370
TOTAL 8 79,218 8 17,490

Table 3: Summary of Transhipments at sea versus CDS Forms versus Observer Reports for the 2015 Calendar

Year®3

# 3 : 2015 BAEIZ BT B HEEE I EE CDS RS A T P — N — S E O i O 13

Fishing Comment Number of Total Net Weight Total Net Total Net
Vessel Transhipments (kg) from Weight (kg) Weight (kg)
Flag Transhipment from CDS from Observer
Declaration Report
Observer
provided SBT 1,011,935 1,011,935 1,006,056
Japan weights 23
Observer
provided SBT 27,500 27,500 29,067
Taiwan weights 4
Observer Weight not
Japan provided no SBT 15 561,423 561,407 & .
. provided
weights
Observer Weight not
Taiwan provided no SBT 39 441,342 441,342 g .
. provided
weights
Observer .
Korea provided no SBT 3 130,744 130,744 WEIght. not
. provided
weights
TOTAL 84 2,172,944 2,172,928

13 This report is limited to transhipments where observer reports have been provided, and where the Secretariat has been

able to match CDS information

~ v FTH I LN TEGRICRE STV S,
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Table 4: Summary of Transhipments that occurred in port during the 2015 Calendar Year!*

# 4 : 2015 AR CHEIN CHEM S - Ef o E 1

From Transhipment Declarations From CDS
Fishing Number Total Net Product Number Total Net Product Type
Vessel of Weight (kg) Type of Weight
Flag Transhipments of SBT Transhipments | (kg) of SBT
JP 4 49,873 GG 4 49,832 GGT
KR 4 344,712 GG 4 344,712 GGT
™ 11 143,161 GG 11 143,161 GGT
: TOTAL 19 537,746 19 537,705

Table 5: Summary of Transhipments that occurred in port during the first half of the 2016 Calendar Year'

R 512016 JEF LT HERN THEM S N7 EBOBE

From Transhipment Declarations From CDS
Fishing Number Total Net Product Number Total Net Product Type
Vessel of Weight (kg) Type of Weight
Flag Transhipments of SBT Transhipments | (kg) of SBT
0 0 i Not due to be submitted to the Secretariat
until 30/09/16

14 Transhipments conducted in port are not part of the CCSBT Transhipment Regional Observer Program, and therefore no
observer deployment requests nor observer reports are required to be submitted for these transhipments. Only
Transhipment Declarations are required to be submitted. ¥ C/T o 725k % CCSBT ik sk 47— /X — G|

D—ETIEARWIZD, DB DOIRHIZOWTIA TP — =R EFE R O T — " —REFEOR LB RD S

TRV, ElFEEDOL, RHINOIVLERH D,
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