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Executive summary of Costs of CDS Proposals (Costs in $AUS)
COSIREICEHIHERDESF FA—=ZSUTEL)
Note: There are major disclaimers to this summary and the paper which need to be considered
before using any figures for budgetary purposes.
R COYII)—IZEMEYDTHEEERIHY . FPEOBMICHFEERT IAIRFANLETHD,
In particular:
HIc,
- The Secretariat does not have the required detail on proposals to seek quotes for software.
EBERIXVIFIZTTORBLYZRDDI-HODREICETILELFBEAL T,
- No allowance has been made for purchase and management of tags.
ZHOBABEILRAALTLEL,
- Significantly more processes could be added to a final scheme which would add costs.
DEYDTAEANRRMERF—LIZMHSAEEELNHY .. BRAEES,
- Actual costs could be a magnitude of two times these estimates in either direction.
EEROBRIIEICLFDITHELAREMELH S,
Also note that:
BHICHE.
The estimates for training and overheads are not dealt with in the paper as these estimates were
calculated at a later stage.
PHERUVEREDRBLYIEXETRYH>TULEWLD, ChoD RIEBY EEMDHESNT,

This summary should be regarded as a ballpark estimate for quidance only

DY) —FHAZVADHEBHELEEBLZDRBELYEEZ LN,

Australian proposal

F—R SUTRE
Setup Software $300,000
HER YIbOIT
Hardware $35,000
N—FDx7
Training $100,000 Setup $435,000
wHE MEER
Annual Data entry $45,000
EWER T—4%AA
Reconciliation $45,000
SR
Training $50,000
s
Hardware maintenance $20,000
IN—RDIT ATFR
Overheads $70,000 Annual $230,000
R FHER
Japanese proposal
BAREER
Setup Software $30,000
MPER YIbDIT
Hardware $0
N—FHx7
Training $20,000 Setup $50,000
wHE MIEER
Annual Data entry $5,000
EWER T—4%AA
Reconciliation $5,000
R
Training $5,000
s
Hardware maintenance $0
IN—FRDIT ATFU R
Overheads $7,500 Annual $22,500

RS FHER




Administrative Comments and Sample Costs of CDS Proposals
CDS fBRRIZOWTOEBIZET 52 A v P ROE A

The draft workplan for the Compliance Committee Working Group contained an item
where the Secretariat may provide comments on the administration and sample costs
of CDS proposals provided by Members.

EFRESEESMSOEEFHERIL, A U =ML 7= CDS#ERICET 5
BHEPERAFIZONWT, FERPERZBRDZENTEDHEVWHIHE R
GATND,

CDS proposals have been provided by both Australia and Japan. There are major
differences between the two proposals and consequently it is possible that there will
be significant revisions before either proposal is adopted. Therefore, we have not
attempted to provide accurate cost estimations (such as would be required for
budgetary purposes). Instead, we only have provided highly approximate estimates
that can be used to indicate the magnitude of costs likely to be associated with each
proposal. These estimates could easily be out by a magnitude of 2 in either direction.
Our decision to only provide highly approximate estimates was also dictated by the
fact that we do not yet have sufficient information about the proposals to provide
accurate cost estimates for either proposal

A=A RNZ U7 KOHARN COSELZME LTz, 2 DORBITIIKR X 7o tliE
DHERLIL, Tz, EHLOREBHERFNTORVIEESND AREEN H
%o Peo T, IEREZRBEEE HORM(THEMZ B TR Hhd &5 ) a2
HIphoT, bz, ZNENOREICHET L L B2 EHORE %
RTTEOICHWD Z L DO TEDIEFICRKE MR AR L2, 2 olR
SIS, B b ReMEN H D, KR RS U ORMIZE O D &
IRET, EBOLOREL EMERERARAE LRI DI D072 EHn G
Z BTN E W) FERIZEEINTZ,

Finally, the costs provided here do not include costs for tags (we have not progressed
this aspect since our paper CCSBT-CC/0704/04) and the costs we provide are only for
the costs to be incurred by the Secretariat.

BB, Z IR LEERAIEROBERAZEATE LT, FERENEHET
5 DI T I D (F5 5L E CCSBT-CC/0704/04 7> H A2 B4 2 R 1 itk
B LTV,

Australian Proposal
=AU THRZE

a) Setup costs
K151 %
i) Software development - $300,000
Y7~ =7 B3 - 300,000 v
ii) Hardware - $35,000 (only $5,000 if CDS is externally hosted)
/N— R =7 —35000 K/L(CDS %4iZ7t+ 544 5,000 K1)
iii) Training & education — not estimated
WHE K OE - AR S o T2
b) Annual costs




R

i) Data Entry - $45,000 (less if there is electronic lodgement of individual fish details)
T — 4% NJJ— 45,000 B/L(EpIfaEMAE T UK CIRINS DA X 0 210

ii) Follow-up, corrections, reconciliation, reporting - $45,000
Txn—7 7 FTIE. N OV - 45,000 RV

iii) hardware replacement (depreciation), software maintenance, line leasing (or
host charges), backup, - $20,000 (only $10,000 if CDS is externally hosted)

N— R = 7 ZHEER), Y7 v T - AT A [BIfE

FBICUIAR A FER) ROy 77 v 7= 20,000 KV (CDS % #hiZrtd 5 45
£ 10,000 K1)

iv) Ongoing training — not estimated
MR 22 HE — AR S o TV 7L

c) Administrative comments

BHICEAT a3 A b

i) See text...
T XA N

a) Setup Costs

ILLE=diE
The proposal calls for the CDS system to operate in both paper based and electronic
modes. This will require development of a database, a web based data entry interface
and a bulk downloading interface for measurements of individual fish. The Secretariat
can do the database design and some of the database development. All other
development will need to be conducted externally.

RRITEE OVEFEAROm T CEH IS CDS VAT A EROTND, ZD
72, T—HRX—=ADBFE, V=T TOT—XANTJA o Z—T =— A K OMH
BAOHEBEDOZ 7ra—R e f L F—T 2 —ANNEL RS, FERHITT
—FR=2AHEF M ONT —Z RX—=ZAFFEO—H 2 YT 5, ZOMORFEE
IZOWTHIINER LB L 72 5,

We are guessing that this work will cost around $200,000 for an English only version.
We further guess that a dual language (English/Japanese) version might cost up to
50% more, but this is highly uncertain. We have not sought quotes on software
development from any development firms because we do not have enough detail for a
reliable quote to be provided.

ZOVEEIFFEFEDHD/N—T g o Th - T 200,000 R/LOEANHMND &
HH L TW5D, X510, EHEEEOSGEE HARZE)D/N— 3 1% 50%E OB N
HBRNEAT D EHERIT 28, ENTIERY, BETEAEL Y IELN
DI OFEN N2, V7 b= T BSICET S REEILE Z OFEE )
HHATL TR,

If the CDS system is to be housed inside the Secretariat, approximately $30,000 will
be required to purchase and install two web servers (one for backup), system software,
firewall and modem. These costs would not be incurred for an externally hosted
system. Regardless of hosting location, up to $5,000 would be required for PCs and
PC software.

CDS v AT L& FHHERMANICKET 255G, 220U 7 « —s3—(1 D/FIN
I T TR VAT AT NI 2T Ty AT UV KOET LD



A A VA BM=ILIZBEBEL#F 30,000 RKADBKELRAH, Zib ORI
HETLTNIERAELR Y, SA MOSGATERHT, PCAXUPCY 7 b7
DT I E K 5,000 R/VITMLELL 705,

We have not attempted to estimate training costs. However, we would suggest that
full training sessions and documentation be provided to representatives from each
Member and Cooperating Non-Member.

WHEE M O RS VI TORhoTc, LinL, A= KO IREINEEE
DREENZ D BRMED T2 D DG RO EZRUES 2 Z L 2 RET D,

b) Annual Costs

Gk il
The annual costs are primarily labour costs associated with data entry and subsequent
follow-up, corrections, reconciliation and reporting. We estimate data entry costs to
be approximately $45,000 per year. Attachment A provides the details of how this
figure was calculated. These costs assume no electronic lodgement of data. However,
from Attachment A, it can be seen that significant reducations in data entry costs
would be obtained if substantial quantities of the individual fish measurement data
were lodged electronically.
ERERITIEL L TT =2 AN, ZO%OT7+ru—T v 7 FTE, #ELD
WMEICET2HETH D, T X ANITITBIB L E 45,000 RAVIFENNPD LR
b o7, BIRE ATV Z OSFEFHR L7eclT 23z 2T 5,
INOERIT = PNE AR TRESNRN I EEZEEL TS, Ll
G, B A T, FERIAHET —F 007 ) OBENEFEE TR SN
X, 7= F ADNBEHOBLLRAENA GO Z ERATEND,

Our experience with the TIS has demonstrated to us that the process of following-up
for missing data, obtaining corrections for errors, conduction reconciliations between
exports and imports, and providing TIS reports takes as much time as the initial data
entry process. Therefore, we have estimated this component of the work to be the
same as for data entry (i.e. $45,000).

TIS OFRERIND . KbhizTF—4 07 rn—7 v, =7 —0T1E, A
[ FHEE D Feht f O TIS WG DRI T2 7 m v 2L, M7 —F DAT)
Tt R L RBEORMNDDD ZERahoTnd, Thdzxis, ZOE
EIZOWNWTT — X AT EREE RAES 5 72(->F D 45,000 RL),

In addition to Secretariat labour costs; there are costs for depreciation of hardware
($12,000 for an internally hosted CDS, $2,000 for an externally hosted CDS),
maintenance and enhancement of the CDS software (~$5,000 — possibly much higher
than this in the first few years) and line leasing or hosting charges ($3,000).
FHEROTTEIMA, ~N—F 7 =7 ORYMEXE(CDS Z NEBICKET 256
12,000 K/v, AERZEFET 2554 2,000 R/L), CDS Y 7 b7 = 7 O#eR: & B8
(K 5,000 Kb, BAIOEAEMICBWCTEI NI &< A0 9 5) R OEKR
fif B S EZEFERH3,000 RV 03h 5,

c) Administrative Comments
BHICEST A




We have limited our comments to administrative comments in accordance with the
draft workplan for the CCWG.

CCWG DEEFHERITHEV, I A 2 MIFFICEET 5 a2 A v MIRE LT,

When the CDS documents are designed, it will be important to ensure that each
document contains a reference to the unique document number of the originating
document (e.g. a Transfer document must contain the document number of the
Catch documents or preceding Transfer documents from which the SBT came).
This feature does not exist on the TIS re-export document (i.e. no reference to the
preceding export document) and the lack of this feature currently causes
significant problems when conducting reconciliations.

CDS XLEDFHFHIH - Tk, il x DILENEARIZH 2 A OLEES D
FHEBATWD ZEZEFEICT DI ENEETH L (B BEIHEIL SBT
ISHRS D IESCE T EAT LB EFEOXEE T2 G LR TER 5
720N, Z ORI TIS PR SCEIT IR e < (B FEAT L7 SCE ORIk 13
RV, ZOREB RN L ITHAAERFE LT ORISR L Tk Z
LTWd,

The proposal allows, under certain circumstances, Members and Cooperating
Non-Members to modify the standard form. This feature also exists in the
existing TIS system. However, it should be noted that this is not consistent with
the principle of harmonisation, it can result in confusion, and in some cases it
requires software to be modified to account for the different forms used by
different flags. It would be better to design a form that was suitable for all
Members than to design a standard form which was then modified by each
Member.

RETIE, FFEDIRU T T, A= KO HEIEINN E D EEE A
4252 LaR0TN5, ZHITHIT TIS VAT AT UFET D, Lanl
BRG, ZAUTFARMOFEANZE ST, Rl b7 Lt 7R
(R TUIEENMEMN T 2 R EXELHAT LDV T MU =T OE
ERNLIELRDZ LIV THREBELRITNER b0, EEEXE A
N=NERTEOFEEELREHT LI, T XTORANN—ZE LTeE
RERET D270 K0,

Paragraph 33 of the proposal specifies requirements for importation of SBT from
a State/Fishing Entity that is not a Member or Cooperating Non-Member.
However, the current authorised vessel list resolution of the Commission does not
permit SBT from a non-authorised vessel to be imported by a CCSBT Member.
Furthermore, there is no mechanism to allow a non cooperating non-Member’s
vessel to be placed on the authorised vessel list. Therefore, there is a conflict
between this paragraph and the CCSBT authorised vessel resolution that will need
to be addressed.

RRDO/NNT 7T 7 33NEA =T RN E TR W ERRE TR
£ SBTHIADEMZED TS, LLARRns, BUTOFAMEY A b
(2B 5 B OWERIZIETF P SBT % CCSBT A v /N—3 A3 5 =
ExRFFL TR, 51T, BHAREMEETRWE O Z T Y A
MIHeH T2 2 L ZRBICT DA B RV, TR, BT 7T 7
& CCSBT #Frfih U A MRGEIZIIAFR T ~EMEDR B D,



Attachment A
Estimated Data Entry Costs for the Australian CDS proposal

Document Type Secretariat data Estimated number of documents Estimated
entry time per AU NZ JP TW KR total cost
document ($AUD) to
(asa% ofaTIS data enter
document)
Catch Document (excluding individual fish 50% 60 209 | 4110 | 1080 210 $6,321
measurements)
Individual fish measurements associated - - - - - - $35,228

with catch documents (445,000 individual fish, each
with an 8 digit tag number, a 2-3 digit length and a 2-3 digit

weight)

Purse Seine Catch Information Document 100% 5 0 0 0 0 $11

Farm Movement Document 100% 6 0 0 0 0 $13

Transfer Document 50% 1242 151 177 59 8 $1,825

Inspection Document 33% 1242 151 177 59 8 $1,205
$44,603

Estimates of data entry time

We have an accurate estimate of the average time and cost to data enter and file each TIS form (15 forms per hour, or $2.23 per form). Hence, we decided to estimate the

time to enter and file each type of document in the CDS proposal as a percentage of the time required to enter and file a TIS form. However, this in turn required us to

guess the type and quantity of information required on each CDS form, which creates considerable room for error in the final estimate.

Estimated number of documents

Australia provided estimates of the number of each type of document it would produce. We were also able to obtain a fairly accurate estimate of the number of catch

documents that would be produced by New Zealand by using (with New Zealand’s prior permission), the shot by shot catch and effort data that New Zealand provides to

the Secretariat. The methods used to estimate the number of documents for the other fisheries and document types are:

e The number of “Catch” documents for Japan, Taiwan and Korea was based on the number of vessels reported for 2006 in the 2007 Data Exchange (Japan and Taiwan)
or for 2005 as reported to CCSBT 13 (Korea), multiplied by 30",

e The number of “Transfer” and “Inspection” documents for New Zealand, Taiwan and Korea was estimated as the number of TIS forms issued in 2006 for each of New
Zealand, Taiwan and Korea. The number of “Transfer” and “Inspection” documents for Japan was then estimated as that for Taiwan multiplied by 3 to account for
Japan’s larger quota.

Estimated cost to enter individual fish

We conducted a simple trial of the average time taken to enter a data set comprising an 8 digit tag number, a 2-3 digit length and a 2-3 digit weight. To calculate the total

cost to enter the individual fish data, we then used: the result (8.53 seconds per row) * 445,000 fish * the cost per hour for data entry.

130 is an extremely uncertain estimate of the average number of catch documents to be provided per vessel per year (36.5 is the absolute maximum number of documents that a vessel
would need to provide in a year).



BIHE A
F—AZA IV 7D CDSHRRICEHTHTF—Z ANEAEE

XEDEE EERIZLBX B STEE F— B AS
ELLY 0T — Z| Nz H B | REAOWE
Z AT (Z KN
(TIS CEITHt
35 %)
TR SCE (mpmnEaR<) 50% 60 209 | 4110| 1080 210 6,321
s SCEICEE 9 2 8 B A EAE (445,000 - - - - - - 35,228
B, ENEND SHIDAE#RE F. 2-3HDERE KR O 2-3H#10D
HEEXHT D)
ER N 100% 5 0 0 0 0 11
BEEBEE 100% 6 0 0 0 0 13
BE) E 50% 1242 151 177 59 8 1,825
B SCE 33% 1242 151 177 59 8 1,205
44,603 KL
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Japanese Proposal

HA#ER

This proposal can be interpreted in two different ways:
ZORREIT2 LB ORFNTE D,
(1) Catch documents are required for all SBT caught regardless of whether they are exported; or
T OV A E T SBT (2 STEE RD D,
(2) Catch documents only need to be completed for those SBT that are exported.
WS XD SBT OAICMEE L S b,

There are not major cost differences between the two interpretations, so we have only provided a single
cost estimate.

2 OO CREREMOEITAHLNRNDO T, BAMREIZ L SOHETT D,

Our cost estimates for the Australian proposal included processing of the 445,000 individual fish
measurements and tag numbers. These costs are not included for Japan’s proposal as this proposal does
not have a requirement for individual fish data to be provided to the Secretariat.

A=A 7 U T REOE AR IL 445,000 J2 ORI E MK ORE#SRE 5 OB 2 5 AT e, BA
DRRFINTFEBE RIERRT — 2 2R T 282 Z A TN T2DT, ZRHEMITEE
LTUVZ20N,

a) Setup costs
HIH %
i) Indirect software development cost - $30,000
[AIHER9 72 Y 7 1 BAFEFE - 30,000 /v
i) Hardware - $0
N—FRy=7 -0k
iii) Training & education — not estimated
WHE M O - A b - T 722w
b) Annual costs
ESk=-if|
i) Data Entry - $5,000
7 —4% ANJJ-5,000 R/
ii) Follow-up, corrections, reconciliation, reporting - $5,000
Txu—7 v 7 FTIE. N O - 5,000 KL
1ii) Ongoing training — not estimated
HEREH) ZRAIHE - AR - TV 7w
¢) Administrative comments
EHICBEHT 23 A b
i) See text...
TX A &R

a) Setup Costs

GIELE 9i
The proposal is for a paper based CDS that has many similarities with the existing CCSBT TIS scheme.
Consequently, the Secretariat’s existing infrastructure can be used without additional outlay for new
hardware. In addition, some the software required for this proposal can be developed by modifying the
existing TIS software that was developed by the Secretariat. The new software would be developed by
the Data Manager, but there would be indirect costs associated with the employment of a temporary staff
Member to assist the Data Manager with normal duties during the software development period.



HRIAARIZH-5 < CDS IXBIATD CCSBT @ TISHH & L < OB RN H D, fE-> T, FRloEin
X7, FHBERICBUGFT DA 7 75T HZENARETH D, I HIT, ZOREITHNE
ERB Y7 b =T, BERPHELEBEEDOTIS V7 b =7 OEFIZL - THFEAHET
D, Bl 7 7 =2TI13T7—H « v Rx—U X —IZLoTHEEINDZ EIZRDB, VY71
U7 RRBOWIMICT —4 « v X — T ¥ —OWlFEB M DR A X v 7 O HICBEET
LB BN RET D,

As with the Australian proposal, we have not attempted to estimate training costs. However, we again
suggest that full instruction sessions and documentation be provided to representatives from each
Member and Cooperating Non-Member.

F—=A b7 VT ORERE, PHEEIZAFEDL D LTy, Ll A=k OH IR
MREOKREH D RHED 2O DR B K OLELRMT 5 2 L 2 HERET D,

b) Annual Costs

[
We estimated simple data entry costs to be approximately $4,000 per year (see Attachment B).
However, this assumes that the documents are provided in English as is done with the current TIS. The
proposal allows documents to be provided in either English or Japanese, which will increase the costs
due to a need for translation. We have assumed that this, plus processing landing/harvest documents
(provided in accordance with 5.1) and processing of electronic records provided in 5.8 would increase
the data entry and filing costs by at least $1,000 to $5,000 per year.

HffiZe T — 2 ANERITBE L% 4,000 SAVAEE RFES TR B #&M), LorL. 24
DN, BUAT TISHEERICSCENRFECIRMIE SN D EIRE L TWD, #EDEELRVLITEAR
RECOXERMEZHTETDL, BIRRAMEL RV EANENT 5, 2Tz, KT
D BT LEOIMT(B.LIZKE) RN 5.8128H 58 FRLEk~DIM LR, 7 —X AR ORE D% H
& L CTHIZHIK 1,000 K42y 5 5,000 Koo d EARE Lz,

As we did for the Australian proposal, we have estimated that the cost of following-up for missing data,
obtaining corrections for errors, conduction reconciliations between exports and imports, and providing
TIS reports to be the same as for data entry (i.e. in this case, $5,000).

F—=A RNV T7ORELFRIZ, Ko7 =207 0 —7 v 7 =7 —0F[E, AR
OFEDOFEN i T —Z ASjLRUT TIS EOREOEH %2 RIS - 72(Z ¥4 5,000 R,

¢) Administrative Comments
EIICHT 2 a A b

The proposed CDS Catch Document is a single document that incorporates Catch, Farming, Landing,
Export and Import sections. For some operations, it may be necessary to divide this document into two
separate documents (e.g. 1: Catch and Farming; 2: Landing & Harvest, Export and Import). In this case,
the second document would need its own document number as well as the document number for the first
document. We also wonder whether the transhipment part of the catch section might be better
incorporated as part of the landing section.

R INT COS I CEIL, g, &&. KT, M AOBMAOHAZNL L 1 >OFE
Thd, —HOEEIZOWTIL, KLEE 2OZ0FNT HMEDN D D0 b Fiv (B 1: i
MOEFE, 22K LOHRY HIF, WX OEA), Z0%E. 1 2DDOLEDLEERG DR
59, 2O0HDOXELMBDOLERFNMLEL R D, Fo, BEOHOERIZET 5 @ETICD
WTIIKBIT OEO—EE LTIV IAAZTRRWE S ITB b s,

Our remaining comments and suggestions relate to administrative issues that we have experienced with
the CCSBT TIS which are also relevant to Japan’s CDS proposal. The last two comments are also
relevant to Australia’s CDS proposal.



ZOIEND T A P ROIERIT, HARD CDSHEZRIZEE LTV 5 CCSBT @ TIS 2V TREBR
L7 EMICETABBEICER LTV, BED2o0a Ay MNIA—AFF U 70 CDS#%
WHEBRT2HD0TH 5,

e Japan’s CDS proposal uses the existing TIS re-export document. However, the existing TIS re-
export document is flawed and could be redesigned in the following ways:
HAD CDS 2 ITBATD TIS Ffi i CHEAMLH L T\ 5, BT TIS i H SCE IR
WL, WOFFETHRETETH D,
0 The re-export document does not contain the document number of the relevant TIS (or a Catch

Document for a CDS). Therefore if the re-export document arrives without the associated TIS
document it is very difficult (often impossible) to match to the original TIS document. In
addition, multiple re-export documents (together with associated documents) are often
posted/faxed together. Due to the lack of a TIS document number on the re-export document, it
is often difficult and time consuming to match each TIS document with the relevant re-export
document.

PRl I SCEI I B9~ 5 TIS(XUE CDS DR D LEEF & E A TR, 1o T,
g HH SCE BT 2 TIS XFEAEDTIEIT b, 4 U o TIS XE %
BIEDLZEFFFEFICHETH D (LI UIEARAEE), MMx T, EEoFiEmHCGES LI
LI E LD THEEFAX TELNTL (@ CE L & HI0), Hlt CEHIC TIS XEHEEFS
MIeNTZOIZ, BIET 2 Flmt S CEF & TIS UHEA WS T 5 Z LIX LI LIZREELE 220 |
RFR 30302 D Z L1270 5,

The re-export document allows multiple TIS documents to be associated with a single re-export
document. This makes it hard to detect potential fraud (over use of a single TIS or catch
document) because it is impossible to know how much of the re-export came from each original
TIS document. It would be better to only allow 1 TIS (or catch document) to be associated with
each re-export document. Alternatively, the re-export document should specify the precise catch
that came from each associated TIS document.

EHD TIS XEE 1 SO CECAEIT L Z LTSN TV ERZT O R
HRAY OF D TIS CEICHRKR L TNDDONEHET 5 2 LIERATRER 72D, RIET
#1200 TIS XX L EZME G T )R EANEEL 25, 150 TISCULIfE
XEE 1 SOFEHCEICEEMTL 2L DR ERDLITNRRN, b9 —2DFikEL
LC, i SCEIIRE 2 TIS CHFICHR T 2 B E L FrET 2 X& L7542
ERBHITHND,

Sections 4 and 5 of the re-export document should be linked such that line 1 of the re-exported
fish related to line 1 of the imported fish.

R SCEO® 7 v a v 4 RN IE, MAINIZAD T A > LIZBE LT 2 i S
NEfRDTA LI V7T H5RETHD,

e In section 5.7, it may be worthwhile adding three items of information, these being: Fresh/Frozen,
Name of Exporter and Name of Importer. This is because when the Secretariat conducts its
reconciliation of TIS documents and subsequently requests importing Members to locate missing
documents, the importers have often asked for this information to help them locate those documents.

Y7 ary 5TIZRWT, ARmE, AL K CEAZEESL O 3 SOFHRER & BN
THZEIHMERH D0 Lt FERD TIS LEOFEZ K> 2% I A LTz A v
N |ZRONIELFEOHR KT DS, MAEFIILIILEZEN O OXELHERTD
FRND ELTINODFERERD TS H72DTH D,

e The proposal allows minimal modifications to be made to the standard Catch Document. See our
comment about this in relation to Australia’s proposal.

% For example, a single re-export document for only 0.3t having three TIS documents attached, each with tonnages exceeding

17.0t.

Bl ZiE, 0.3 PUEERECE 1K 3KD TISTENRMINTEY, TNEFNN 170 S 2B TV 5D,



TR IR ERIE SCE TR T D R/NROLLEZBOTNWD, A=A TV TREICET L=
Ay MBI,

e The Catch Document has a number of locations where either Name and Address, or Name and Title
are required. We recommend that these be replaced with Name and a CCSBT assigned identification
number. This would make the document smaller (no need to write the address), enable the document
to be completed faster, improve the speed (and thus reduce the cost) of data entry, improve data
quality (fewer errors) and reduce the amount of Japanese/English translation required.

T SCE I IRA B OMEFT U TR A OB & SR D B E T AW D0 5, b & K4
JOVCCSBT 2NEI D Y TR B S IcEBX2 5 2 LA HRT 2 oz LickoT, X
Er/NS LEEFNERAARE), XEEROE#EIL, T— X AJTJDO A — FEGE- T
FHHIR), 7 — % OEDOWE(T 7 — OB RO HEFREZET 50 BOHIEN RiAEN 5,

* The CCSBT Secretariat (or even CCSBT Members) could assign a unique identifier to a company or person on receipt of a
form containing Name, Title (if relevant) and Address etc. This unique identifier would then be used instead of the address
on all future documents. A list of CCSBT identification numbers and associated details (name, address etc.) could be made
available to Members on the private area of the CCSBT web site.
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Estimated Data Entry Costs for the Japanese CDS proposal

Document Type Secretariat data Estimated number of documents Estimated
entry time per AU NZ JP TW KR total cost
document ($AUD) to
(asa% ofaTIS data enter
document)
Assumption (1): Catch Documents are
required for all SBT caught regardless of
whether they are exported.
Catch Document (catch, farm & landing sections) 150% 60 151 177 59 8 $1,522
Catch Document (harvest, export & import sections) 75% 1194 151 177 59 8 $2,658
Re-export Document 500% 0 0 17 0 0 $190
Total 4,370
Assumption (2): Catch Documents are
only required for those SBT that are
exported.
Catch Document 225% 1194 151 7 59 8 $3,575
Re-export Document 500% 0 0 17 0 0 $190
Total $3,765

Estimates of data entry time

Attachment B

We estimate that the proposed catch document (CD) contains over double (~225%) the information that exists on the existing TIS document. We have therefore assumed
that the average cost to enter a CD is 225% that of a single TIS form (which is $2.23). We also estimate that re-export documents take about 5 times as long to process as

a single TIS document.
Estimated number of documents

The number of re-export documents has been estimated as the number of re-export documents issued by each Member in 2006. The number of catch documents were

estimated as follows:

e For New Zealand, Taiwan and Korea, the number of documents was assumed to be the same as the number of TIS forms each Member issued in 2006.

e For Japan, the number of documents for assumption “1” was calculated as 3 times that of Taiwan; and for assumption “2” it was calculated as the same as the number

of TIS forms issued by Japan in 2006.

o For Australia, assumption “1” the number of catch documents (catch, farm and landing sections) was estimated as the number of catch documents Australia estimated it
would produce for its CDS proposal, and the number of catch documents (harvest, export & import sections) was estimated as the number of TIS forms issued by

Australia in 2006. For assumption “2” the number of catch documents was estimated as the number of TIS forms issued by Australia in 2006.
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