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

Type of information collected 
A

us
tra

lia
 

Australia uses a number of methods to monitor 
compliance, including compliance with bycatch 
mitigation measures. These methods include 
electronic monitoring, observer reports, vessel 
monitoring system, aerial surveillance, at sea 
inspections and port inspections. 

As provided previously (Section 1d), in 2016/17 
Australian fisheries officers conducted 17 inspections 
of SBT/ETBF boats, 16 inspections at sea and 1 
inspection in port. 

The information collected on mitigation measures 
includes; 
• whether bycatch mitigation, such as tori lines, is 

being carried on board the vessel, 
• whether bycatch mitigation has been deployed 

appropriately 
• whether the bycatch mitigation complies with 

specifications. 

EU No information (not applicable) No information (not applicable) 

In
do

ne
si

a Inspection by surveillance officer Catch composition including by-catch and ERS 
 
 
 

Ja
pa

n 

During the 2017/2018 fishing season, Japan has 
dispatched monitoring and control vessel, Umesato 
of FAJ. She inspected 3 Japanese fishing vessels 
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). 

Fishers have been mandated to write down seabird 
bycatch mitigation measures applied to their 
operations in the logbook since 2014. 

K
or

ea
 Bycatch mitigation measures used are observed and 

monitored through the scientific observer program 
and the electronic reporting system. 

The information includes sea bird mitigation 
measures used for reducing its bycatch and data on 
ERS interaction including mortality. 
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Compliance with these measures is monitored 
through at-sea and in-port inspections from Fisheries 
Officers, aerial surveillance from military aircraft, 
and the placement of observers on board vessels. 
Observer reports indicating problems with use of 
mitigation equipment are prioritised for follow-up 
with vessel operators. 

In the 2017 calendar year, the inspections undertaken 
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. 

Fisheries Officers collect information about tori line 
and line-weighting gear that is present on vessels. 
Observer reports provide information about 
mitigation gear usage, gear descriptions, and fisher 
attitudes toward seabird mitigation. 
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Methods being used to monitor 

compliance with bycatch mitigation 
measures, including coverage level 

Type of information collected 
So

ut
h 

A
fri

ca
 

All Large Pelagic Longline vessels are subjected to 
port inspection in line with Port State Measures and 
as per attached Annexure 51 of the Large Pelagic 
Longline permit conditions. This port inspection is 
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. 

Through section B and C of the attached Annexure 51 
of the Large Pelagic Longline permit conditions, an 
Observer is required to confirm the deployment of 
Tori line every day as well as weighted lines. 

Ta
iw

an
 

We dispatch observer to monitor compliance with 
bycatch mitigation measures. The observer coverage 
rate is about 25% (15 vessels / 60 vessels) by vessel 
in 2016/2017 fishing season. Besides, all SBT 
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. 

Fishers shall report the measures adopted by its 
vessels to FA every week. Besides, observers shall 
record the mitigation measures adopted by the vessel 
on the observer’s logbook since 2014. 

 
(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. 
 

                                                 
1 Provided here as Attachment A. 
2 Provided here as Attachment B. 
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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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Attachment A 
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Attachment B 
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Attachment C 
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Attachment C
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Attachment C 
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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): 
----------------------------- 
iii 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 

O
PT

IO
N

 2
 

 Tori pole and tori 
line 

Night 
setting 

Line 
weighting 

None 

Tori pole and tori 
line 

     

Night setting     

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 

O
PT

IO
N

 2
 

 Tori pole and tori 
line 

Night 
setting 

Line 
weighting 

None 

Tori pole and tori 
line 

     

Night setting     

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. 

----------------- // end // -------------- 
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