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Executive Summary

This Quality Assurance Review (QAR) report provides an evidence-based review of Australia’s
southern bluefin tuna (SBT) fishery and associated fisheries management against selected sections,
as determined by the CCSBT Secretariat, of CCSBT’s Compliance Policy 1, “Minimum performance
requirements to meet CCSBT Obligations”. QAR’s consist of two phases;

e Phase 1 which was a desk based consultation which was completed August 31* 2013 with
up-dates in February — April 2014 included in this report.

e Phase 2 which was an on-site inspection of the Member’s MCS systems and processes
documented in the Phase 1 QAR. The phase 2 site visit was conducted from 4 — 7 February
2014,

Member Phase 1 and 2 reviews can be conducted on separate occasions with a separate Phase 1
Report and a final combined Report to include Phase 2 or; Phase 1 and 2 reviews can be conducted
concurrently and reported in a combined Report. In the case, of the Australian report Phase 1 and 2
were conducted independently and combined for submission to CCSBT.

Australia’s SBT fisheries management systems have been shown to be effective in terms of the
CCSBT minimum performance requirements, with well-established fisheries legislation, a strong
fisheries management regulatory system and established fisheries reporting and sanctions.

Australian vessels primarily capture SBT live for transfer to farms off the coast of South Australia,
although there is also a comparatively small direct landings sector which operates as a component of
the Eastern Tuna and Billfish Fishery (ETBF), and historically within the Western Tuna and Billfish
Fishery (WTBF). The operational management of both sectors is the responsibility of AFMA, which
devises and implements all technical measures and documentation requirements applied to the SBT
fishery. The key management instrument is the application of a Total Annual Catch (TAC) quota. The
TAC is set in line with the CCSBT Allocated Catch (AC), and allocated to individuals and organisations
through fully tradable Statutory Fishing Rights, which also act as a permit to enter the fishery. SFRs
also stipulate a range of operating conditions, including mandatory Vessel Monitoring Systems
(VMS), mandatory reporting requirements, and mandatory observer accommodation when
requested. At harvest the large majority of Australian SBT is exported to Japan, although small
guantities are also consumed elsewhere in Asia.

The QAR demonstrates that the management systems and processes applied by Australia to the SBT
fishery have successfully ensured that reported Attributable SBT Catch (ASBTC) has been below
Australia’s CCSBT AC. Catches are recorded daily by all fishery participants in gear-specific logbooks,
and returned to AFMA within a short period of the end of the fishing trip. Similar documentation is
completed throughout the farm capture, towing and transfer process, ensuring estimates of
mortality at all stages of the process are ultimately subtracted from the TAC. Australia has also
mandated the completion of CCSBT Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS) documents, which in
addition to their primary role ensuring the tracking of SBT from capture to sale act as verification of
the contents of the Australian national paperwork.
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The QAR can verify that the system is sufficiently robust in monitoring the accuracy of SBT catch and
mortality estimates is ensured partially through comparison of the various documentation for
consistency, but also through an observer scheme, at-sea and portside inspections, and the
mandatory presence of an AFMA Authorised Agent (AAR) whenever fish are transferred from a tow
vessel into a farm. These measures are also used to monitor compliance, to some extent, alongside
annual audits of all fish receivers and farms and mandatory VMS. Australia also conducts an internal
compliance risk assessment to identify potential risks of non-compliance and direct monitoring
efforts accordingly.

The QAR has also identified some weaknesses and risks associated with the Australian management
system. The most significant of these — such as the potential for under-reporting of SBT mortality,
misreporting in catch disposal records, and the risk of vessels being unable to purchase quota after
capture of SBT — have been previously identified by AFMA. Australia is currently unable to fulfil the
requirement of MPR 2b to “monitor all fishing-related mortality of SBT” in relation to “non-
commercial retained catch”. The QAR review team recommend the development of a mechanism to
more accurately estimate recreational removals a process that has already been initiated by the
Department of Agriculture.

Information collected during the Phase 2 on site visit of both SBT facilities and the offices of AMFA
provided further substantiation on the conformity of the information provided during phase 1 of the
QAR. The review team did not identify any evidence that contradicted any information provided
during phase 1 of the QAR.

Table 1. Summary of the Quality Assurance Review Implementation Information: Australia

QAR Phase Dates

Phase 1 Initiation April 15" 2013

Phase 1 Review April — August 2013 -
Phase 1 Consultation 19" June 2013

Site visit (Phase 2) 4 —7" February 2014
Report to Member May 30" 2014
Report returned July 31% 2014

Draft Final Report for review August 16" 2014
Final Report August 28" 2014
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1 Introduction

This is an evidence based Quality Assurance Review (QAR) that forms the basis for the assessment of
the Commission for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna (CCSBT) Members against specific
obligations from CCSBT’s Compliance Policy 1, “Minimum performance requirements to meet CCSBT
Obligations”. Members were requested to demonstrate, by providing supporting documentation,
that they meet the obligation from CCSBT’s Compliance Policy, with particular emphasis on the
presence of documented procedures. The scope of the assessment was limited to obligations and
associated Minimum Performance Requirements in sections 1.1, 2.3, 3.1, 3.3 and 6.5 of this policy,
which are aimed at ensuring Members and Co-operating Non-Members have implemented
adequate measures to ensure they do not exceed their Allocation of the global Southern Bluefin
Tuna (SBT) catch, and are compliant with the Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS) and regulations
associated with SBT transhipments. The obligations in this policy are derived from CCSBT
Resolutions and Decisions, in particular:

. The “Resolution on the Allocation of the Global Total Allowable Catch”; and

. The “Resolution on Limited Carry-forward of Unfished Annual Total Allowable Catch
of Southern Bluefin Tuna within Three Year Quota Blocks”.

° The “Resolution on the Implementation of a CCSBT Catch Documentation Scheme”.

Additional Minimum Performance Requirements (MPR) have been included in 2014 which extend
the scope of both Phase 1 and Phase 2 reviews. Specifically, these are:

. 3.1 Catch Documentation System (A-F)

. 2.3 Record of Authorized Carrier Vessels (part of Transhipment Resolution)
. 3.3 Transhipment (At sea) Monitoring Program (Resolution)
. 6.5 Annual Reporting to the Compliance Committee (Suite of

Decisions/Resolutions/Recommendations).

The main body of this report provides an overview of the management of fisheries of the Member
participating in the QAR and the effectiveness of their fisheries management in line with the MPRs
within the scope of this report.

A step-by-step description of the processes and practices implemented by the Member is presented
and the level of performance found against each MPR based on the evidence collected and assessed
through the QAR. A detailed Process Map is provided to support the analysis which illustrates the
operating systems and processes implemented by the Member. Any areas where it was felt by the
reviewers, that the evidence reviewed did not fully substantiate full performance to the MPR are
highlighted and recommendations for improvement are provided.

In assessing the suitability of systems QARs will take into account the particular circumstances and
characteristics of each Member being reviewed. QARs will also take into account any issues
identified by the Compliance Committee. All QARs provide an overall review of the Members
monitoring, control and surveillance (MCS) systems however some areas may need particular
attention based on the Members involved, including:

i) Market States — emphasis will be placed on the systems and processes in place to support
requirements for the importation of SBT products;
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ii) Farm States — emphasis will be placed on the systems and processes required for accurate
reporting of catch, monitoring the introduction of SBT into farms including the effectiveness of the
100 fish sampling methodology and the harvesting of farmed SBT product;

iii) Developing States — emphasis will be placed on the systems and processes in place required to
monitor, manage and accurately report artisanal and industrial catch including to address
Indonesia’s request for consideration of its allocation; and

iv) Distant Water Fishing States — emphasis will be placed on the systems and processes in place for
the accurate reporting of catch, recording/verifying of landing and/or transhipment and monitoring
of direct exports of SBT.

1.1 Methodology

The standard format for the QAR is to conduct the review in two distinct phases, the first being a
desk based review and the second phase a site visit. The scope of the QAR has been extended since
its inception in 2013 to encompass more CCSBT MPRs and include a phase two site visit. The
methodology for each phased is shown below;

Phase 1 - an independent desk top review conducted by a review team through remote consultation
stages with Member authorities to gain further evidence, seek clarification and verification of
performance against the Minimum Performance Requirements of Section 1.1 of the CCSBT
Compliance Policy. The review method was undertaken in four steps.

i Management System Review — the overall framework for management of SBT to
ensure compliance with allocations

ii. Process and implementation review — the implementation of the fishery
management system (description, features, specific measures, actions,
rules/regulations that allow for implementation, catch recording, catch reporting
and compliance). Evidence of implementation such as specimen records, reporting
and recording documents will be requested to allow verification of the system’s
effectiveness to be assessed.

iii. Management System Effectiveness - the outcome of the analysis documented using
a SWOT analysis with regard to the extent that the management system
implementation effectively demonstrates compliance to each of the MPR.

iv. Recommendations for Improvement- areas identified through the review that may
result in improved Member compliance (or improved reporting effectiveness for
purposes of subsequent QAR activities). This is presented using the Opportunities
component of the SWOT analysis.
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Overall Management Existence of specific Adequacy of overall system

System Review systems (SwarT)

Figure 1 Methodology for Phase 1 of the CCSBT Quality Assurance Review

Phase 2 site visit - designed to verify the extent that systems and processes described in
documentation and records provided in Phase 1 and the Phase 1 extension are fully implemented
and consistent with the procedure described by the Member. During the site visit the reviewers will
determine the extent to which the processes and activities are effective in ensuring that Members
meet their obligations specific to the MPR’s within the scope of the current QAR framework.

A detailed process flow map of each Member is developed to provide a ‘visual’ description of
allocation and catch accounting systems. The process flow maps are documented initially from the
desk based review and then finalized during the final reporting stage.

The report is presented in seven sections as follows:

. Section 1: This section, providing a short description of the process.

. Section 2: A background section that describes the fishery and the overall
management system. This is supported with an organizational chart and table of
identified agency roles specific to each MPR (where applicable).

. Section 3: Detailed description of the evidence that demonstrates conformity to the
specific MPR requirement with a summary of outcome and key points (Phase 1)

. Section 5: Phase two findings and associated gap analysis of phase 1 and 2
outcomes.

. Section 4: A detailed flow chart to support the evaluation and provide specific details
of the SBT Allocation, CDS and MCS in place.

° Section 5: Effectiveness of the Management Systems (SWOT analysis)

o Section 6: Opportunities/Recommendations for improvement

. Section 7: Appendices

N.B. A further report on the overall outcome and feasibility of the approach, method and
conclusions has also been undertaken as part of the QAR work.
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2 Southern Bluefin Fishery
2.1  Introduction

Southern Bluefin Tuna (SBT) are highly migratory fish found throughout the Southern Pacific Ocean
including throughout Australian waters. The Australian SBT fishery removes around 5,000t of fish
annually; however, around 96-99% of these removals are transferred live to farm enclosures off the
South Australian coast where they are grown out for up to 7 months before harvest. The real gross
value of the SBT fishery was $40.6 million in the 2011/12 financial year (Figure 7), with an export
value of $150 million post-ranching™®3. The remainder of the fishery removals are as bycatch in the
Eastern Tuna and Billfish Fishery (ETBF) or as targeted catch in its own right, primarily by longline. It
is also possible for SBT to be caught in the Western Tuna and Billfish Fishery (WTBF), although no
landings have been reported in recent years with only 3 vessels reported to be fishing for tunas in
the WTBF in 2012°.

G000
Longline
Bl Surface
5000
— Quota

4000

3000

2000

Catch and TAC (tonnes)

199192 1995-96 1999-2000 2003-04 2007-08 2011-12

Figure 2 Australian SBT catch by financial year, 1989/90 to 2010/ 12°

2.2 Management Authorities

The operational management of Australian Commonwealth fisheries is the responsibility of the
Australian Fisheries Management Authority (AFMA). AFMA is responsible for the majority of day-to-

! http://www.afma.gov.au/managing-our-fisheries/fisheries-a-to-z-index/southern-bluefin-tuna/at-a-glance/ (accessed
17/07/13)

2 Hobsbawn, P.l., Patterson, H.M., Stobutzki, | (2013). Australia’s 2011-12 Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishing Season, Canberra,
July. CCBY 3.0

3 Patterson.H., Stobutzki, | & Stephan. M (2012). Chapter 24 Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery, pp. 346 —355. In ABARES
(2012) Fishery status reports 2012.
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day fisheries management functions, as set out in the Fisheries Administration Act 1991°. These
responsibilities include devising and implementing management regimes which meet national and
international sustainability requirements and agreements, establishing and allocating fishing rights,
collecting information on fishing activity and the performance of the Authority, and to coordinate
communications and consultations with the public, other Australian and international governmental
bodies, and other relevant organisations. With respect to Australian SBT specifically, AFMA is
responsible for most of the practical management of the fishery including setting annual quotas,
monitoring individual quota use and trades, in-season research, vessel and farm audits, and
paperwork collection and collation’.

The Southern Bluefin Tuna Management Advisory Committee (SBTMAC) is the principal forum in
which issues relating to the management of the domestic SBT fishery are discussed. Meetings of the
Management Advisory Committee’s (MAC) research and compliance sub-committees are held in
conjunction with SBTMAC meetings. Advice to the AFMA Commission and other stakeholders is
provided through the Chair’'s Summaries of each MAC meeting.®

The Department of Agriculture (DA), Sustainability and Biosecurity Policy Division has primary
carriage for developing and reviewing fishery management policy, legislative reform, and
international negotiations’. DA works closely with AFMA in undertaking these functions.

Table 2 details the management authority responsibilities related to the CCSBT MPRs covered in the
scope of this QAR. It shows that AFMA is responsible for the daily management and implementation
of national and CCSBT regulations, whilst DA is responsible for liaising with CCSBT and providing a
legal and administrative basis for the fisheries management.

Table 2 Management Authority responsibilities for Minimum Performance requirements

Management Authority Responsibilities CCSBT MPR
Department of Agriculture e Provides a legal and administrative
(DA) basis for fisheries management

1.1(i) 1, 4, 6.5 and the

Develops and implements policies .
* P P P legal basis for all

and programs to ensure Australia’s

fisheries are competitive, profitable and other MPRs
sustainable

Australian Fisheries e Determination of Australian TAC

Management  Authority e Allocation of TAC and management

(AFMA) and monitoring of SFRs and SFR trades

e Design, application and management
of logbooks and other fishery
documentation

e MCS and application of sanctions

e In-year research and application of
core and buffer zones

1.1(i) 1-5, 1.1(ii), 2.3,
3.1,3.3and 6.5

* Act No. 161 of 1991, Fisheries Administration Act 1991. Available from: http://www.comlaw.gov.au/Series/C2004A04236
(accessed 17/07/13)

> http://www.afma.gov.au/about-us/functions-and-powers/ (accessed 17/07/13)

® http://www.afma.gov.au/managing-our-fisheries/consultation/management-advisory-committees/sbtmac/ (accessed
17/07/13)

7 http://www.daff.gov.au/about/contactus/srm#fisheries (accessed 17/07/13)
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2.3 Management System

Two main instruments form the legislative basis for the management of the Australian SBT fishery:
the Fisheries Management Act 1991° and the Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery Management Plan
1995°. These are supported by a framework of regulations, Statutory Fishing Right conditions, fishing
permits and Directions™. The ETBF and the WTBF have specific management plans outlining the
ecosystem requirement and issuance of shares within the fishery (Eastern Tuna and Billfish Fishery
Management Plan 2010 and the Western Tuna and Billfish Management Plan 2005)™°.

The main overarching technical measure in the SBT fishery is an annual quota, set by AFMA in
accordance with the CCSBT Allocated Catch for Australia and distributed equally between a set
number of Statutory Fishing Rights (SFRs). Prior to the start of the fishing season, AFMA publishes an
Australian Total Allowable Catch (TAC) and the derived quota-per-SFR. All SBT catch must be covered
by quota within 14 days, although there is an additional requirement that quota be held in advance
of entering certain pre-defined SBT areas (see Section 2.6.2). SFRs also act as a permit to fish for SBT,
and have associated obligations such as mandatory catch reporting and location reporting via Vessel
Monitoring System (VMS). SFRs can be temporarily leased or permanently traded between
individuals and companies, a process which is monitored by AFMA. AFMA are also responsible for
maintaining a database tracking the remaining quota held by each fisher, issuing letters informing
fishers if they have exceeded their quota, and carrying out any follow-up compliance actions. Each
SFR holding is associated with a nominated fishing vessel, which must be Australian

A further relevant piece of legislation is the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act 1999 (the EPBC Act). The EPBC Act is the Australian Government’s central piece of environmental
legislation, and provides a legal framework to protect and manage nationally and internationally
important flora, fauna, ecological communities and heritage places'’. In 2008 the Minister for the
Environment, Heritage and the Arts (Now Minister for the Environment'?) commissioned an
independent review of the EPBC Act. The final report of this review was delivered in 2009. In 2011
the Minister released the official Government response to the report as part of a broad package of
reforms to Australian national environmental law*.In March 2013 the Department of Agriculture
and AFMA provided an application to the Department of the Environment seeking continued export
approval for the Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery. On 23 July 2013 the Minister for the
Environment declared the operation of the Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery an approved
wildlife trade operation under Part 13A of the EPBC Act.

8 Act No. 162 of 1991, Fisheries Management Act 1991. Available from: http://www.comlaw.gov.au/Series/C2004A04237
(accessed 17/07/13)

% Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery Management Plan 1995. Available from:
http://www.comlaw.gov.au/comlaw/management.nsf/lookupindexpagesbyid/IP200509824?0penDocument (accessed
17/07/13)

19 http://www.afma.gov.au/managing-our-fisheries/fisheries-a-to-z-index/southern-bluefin-tuna/fisheries-management/ (
(accessed 17/07/13)

" http://www.environment.gov.au/epbc/ (Accessed 17/7/13)

2 http://www.environment.gov.au/ (Accessed 17/7/13)

3 http://www.environment.gov.au/epbc/review/index.html (Accessed 17/7/13)
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2.4  History of Fishery

Catches of SBT were reported as early as the 1920s off the east coast of Australia, but significant
commercial fishing for SBT did not commence until the early 1950s with the establishment of a pole-
and-live-bait fishery off New South Wales, South Australia and, later, Western Australia in the 1970s.
Purse seine gear overtook pole as the main fishing method and catches peaked at 21,500t in 1982,
and the catch was primarily canned. Following quota restrictions in 1983—-84, the Western Australian
pole fishery closed down and the south-eastern fishery began to target larger juveniles to supply the
Japanese sashimi market. Surface catches were further reduced between 1989 and 1995 when
about half of the Australian national quota was taken by Australia—Japan joint venture longliners.
The joint venture ceased in late 1995. From 1992 to 1998, domestic longliners operating off
Tasmania and New South Wales also took approximately 5-10 % of the total Australian catch.

In 1990/91, about 20t of SBT were transferred to fattening cages in Port Lincoln, South Australia, to
enhance their value. Use of the Australian SBT TAC in ‘farming’ operations increased from 3% of the
TAC in 1991-92 to 98% in 1999—-2000 and has remained at similarly high levels since.

After the declaration of the Australian Fishing Zone (AFZ) in 1979, Japanese longliners fished in
Australia's waters under a range of bilateral conditions, real time monitoring program and joint-
venture arrangements. In 1997, Japanese longliners were excluded from all AFZ fishing operations
following a failure to reach agreement on a global TAC within the CCSBT™.

2.5 Location

The Australian SBT fishery officially extends throughout the Australian EEZ, and into nearby high seas
(Figure 4) with the Eastern and Western Tuna and Billfish Fisheries shown in Figure 5. However, in
practice SBT is almost exclusively caught in the Commonwealth-managed waters off the South
Australian coast, with the remainder caught in the south-east (Figure 6). The standard Australian SBT
season runs from 1 December to 30 November the subsequent year. The majority of fishing by purse
seine for grow out ranching occurs from December — March. Longlining for SBT occurs primarily in
winter months off Southern NSW.

14 Hobsbawn, P.I. Patterson, H. Stobutzki, I. CCSBT-CC/1209/SBT - Australia’s 2011 Review of the Southern Bluefin Tuna
Fishery
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' http://www.afma.gov.au/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/Map-SBT-Fishery.jpg (accessed 17/07/13)
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Figure 6 Australian SBT catch in the in 2010 -11 and 2011 - 12 fishing year, by 1 degree squaresls. Top graph — Location
of purse seine SBT catches. Bottom graph — Location of longline SBT (Please note as per Australian privacy requirements
only those cells where five or move vessels have operated have been included in these maps)
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2.6  Fishery sectors
2.6.1 Farming Sector

The large majority of SBT caught by Australian vessels (98.7% in the 2011 — 12 fishing season®®) is
captured using purse seine, and subsequently transferred via tow vessels to farms off Port Lincoln,
South Australia where they are grown out for up to 7 months. Value is directly added by ranching in
the form of additional kilograms (kg) of fish, but also exponentially as larger fish are worth more per
kilo. Fishery removals for farming purposes are covered by the same SFR pool as the direct landings
sector, and a similar set of daily logbook and VMS requirements. However, additional obligations are
in place to ensure the accurate reporting of towing and farming activities, including mandatory
observation of the stage where towed fish are transferred to the ranching cage.

2.6.2 Direct Landings Sector

The remainder of Australian SBT removals are taken either as bycatch in the ETBF, WTBF or less
frequently, as a targeted species in its own right. In 2011-12 SBT was landed by the ETBF; however
no SBT were landed by the WTBF?%.

The main management instrument after SFRs is the implementation of weekly-updated area-based
fishing restrictions. In-year scientific monitoring allows managers to track major concentrations of
SBT along the east coast, and designate nearby waters as ‘core’ and ‘buffer’ zones. The core zone is
defined as an area within which there is an 80% probability of catching SBT, the buffer zone 15%. In
non-designated waters the probability is estimated at around 5%. Vessels wishing to fish in a core or
buffer zone must possess SBT quota, even if SBT is not the target species. There are also additional
requirements for scientific observer coverage of vessels within the zones, starting at 20% coverage
in the core zone and 10% in the buffer zone, and increasing as remaining quota falls to a maximum
of 100% coverage on vessels with less than 500kg remaining.

2.6.3 Recreational fishery

Recreational angling for SBT has been popular among game fishing club members in Tasmania and
South Australian waters for many years, but there has been increased activity among the general
recreational fishing sector in the last five years, particularly in western Victorian waters near
Portland and Port Faijry®%!7Error! Bookmark not defined. pocraational fisheries in Australia occur primarily in
he State waters within 3nm of the coast, and as such fall under the jurisdiction of State government
authorities.

A regional study conducted in Victoria in 2011 estimated 19,700 fish were caught weighing an
estimated 240t". In addition 6,900 fish are estimated to have been caught and released during the
period of the survey?

16 Patterson, H.M., Hobsbawn, P.l and Stobutzki, I. (2013). Australian Country report — Ecologically Related Species in the
Australian Southern Bluefin tuna Fishery 2010 — 11 and 2011 — 12. Australian Government — Department of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry ABARES (CCSBT-ERS/1308/Annual Report — Australia)

7 ABARES fishery status reports 2011, pp.330-338, SBT. Available from:
http://adl.brs.gov.au/data/warehouse/9aam/fsrXXd9abm /fsri1d9abm 0022011/24 FishStatus2011SthnBluefinTuna 1.0
0.pdf (accessed 17/07/13)
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No national estimate of the total recreational removals of SBT is available, with the data available
considered very limited®. The Australian government has commenced a project to develop a
methodology to better ascertain removals by the recreational fishery.

2.6.4 Economic Aspects

In 2010/11, the Gross Value of Production (GVP) — the value of the wild catch at the point of transfer
to pens for farming — for Australian SBT was estimated as $30.5 million and in 2011/12 this increased
to $39.8 million3trrer! Bookmark not defined. " iq s significantly lower (in real terms) than in earlier years
Figure 7). The value of the SBT catch peaked at $97.8 million in 2002/03, but then declined
substantially in 2003/04 to $46.8 million, mainly driven by a reduction in average unit prices, from
$18.00 per kilogram in 2002/03 to $9.20 per kilogram in 2003/04. GVP then remained stable at
around $50 million, before reducing to a low of $25 million in 2009/10%%",

SBT are farmed to achieve a higher return for harvested fish. Growing fish out to a larger size leads
to a higher unit price, since larger tuna fetch higher market prices per kilogram. The value of farmed
SBT production in 2010/11 (after ranching) was $115.3 million and has increased for 2011/12 to
$150 million***’Error! Bookmark not defined.. Nearly all farmed SBT are exported. Therefore, trends
n the fishery’s GVP can be linked to export trends. The real value (in 2010/11 dollars) of Australian
SBT exports decreased by $220.9 million (66%) between 2002/03 and 2009/10**"”. Most of this
decrease is attributed to the reduced price received for fish in Australian dollars, resulting from an
increase in the exchange rate and increased supplies of other bluefin tuna species to international
markets from European tuna farms. In 2010/11, reductions in supply were a key driver of an increase
in prices on the global tuna market. The supply-side factors generally relate to reduced fishing
activity, which resulted in a reduced supply of Atlantic bluefin tuna from Mediterranean. The real
unit price for exported fish increased by 36% between 2009/10 and 2010/11, from $14.5 to $19.7
per kilogram (2010/11 dollars). Although this reverses the declining trend in average export unit
prices since 2002/03, average export unit prices in 2010/11 were still less than half the price in
2002/03".

26



Member: Australia CCSBT QAR Template (V1.2)

140
Sold direct
120 B Input to farm
=)
2 100
E
o3
< 80
(8]
T
- 60
L=
N
o
< 40
(0]
20
0
2001-02 2003-04 2005-06 2007-08 2009-10 2011-12
350
Fresh or chilled
300 — ¥ Bl Frozen
5
= 250
E
&
< 200
(oY)
T
- 150
o
N
3 100
2

2001-02 2003-04 2005-06 2007-08 2009-10 2011-12

Figure 7 Top graph: Real GVP of SBT production, by financial year, 2001/02 to 2011/12. Lower graph: Real value of SBT
exports by financial year and processing methods, 2001/02 to 2011/12°

2.7 Key Markets

The dominant market for Australian SBT is the export market to Japan, with smaller markets in the
US, EU and Republic of Korea®. In the 2011 calendar year, Australia exported a total of 7,233.9t of
SBT, which has increased to 7241.9t in 2012. In 2012, 7,220.3t were received by Japan (around
99.7%), with smaller exports made to other destinations in Asia. Australia also imported 3.4t from
New Zealand in 2012, which is an increase on the 285kg imported in 2011,

8 Department of the Environment (2013). Assessment of the Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery - July 2013.
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3 Phase 1 Member Management System Implementation

This section is based on a review of information on management system processes, historical
Member Compliance Action Plans against the 2012 quota allocation; data that demonstrates
performance of compliance to date against the 2013 quota and including reference to 2014
allocation and direct consultation with Member through conference call and e-mail exchange.

3.1 Compliance with National Allocations 1 (CCSBT section 1.1(i))

The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members do not exceed their allocated catch. MPR 1
represents the over-arching requirement, with MPRs 2-4 describing subsidiary requirements.

3.1.1 MPR 1 - “Rules in place to ensure that the total ‘Attributable SBT Catch’ of
each Member does not exceed the Member’s Allocated Catch for the relevant
period.”

Summary - Effort in the Australian SBT fishery is limited by the application of a national Total
Allowable Catch (TAC). In recent years the TAC has been set in line with the Australian CCSBT
Allocated Catch (AC). During the time period under scrutiny, the total Attributable SBT Catch
(ASBTC) reported by Australia exceeded the national TAC by 19t (0.2%) in the 2009-11 season,
and by 34.6t in 2011/12%.

Key points

e Australian fishing season runs for 12 months from 1st December — 30th November,
although between December 2009 and November 2011 a 24-month season was
implemented.

e SBT management plan requires the TAC be set in compliance with the Australian CCSBT
AC.

e Australia has used the carry-forward procedure for unfished quota from 2013 to the
2014 fishing season. Australia has advised the Commission and will report the carry
forward in its annual report to the Extended Commission (Section 9). Due to an
administrative oversight this formal notification was not within 60 days of the start of the
new quota year (see Section 3.2.2).

The key management measure implemented to limit fishery removals in the Australian SBT fishery is
a national quota. Every year, before the start of the SBT season, the AFMA Commission makes a
decision on the national TAC for SBT*. The Australian SBT Fishery Management Plan (1995) requires
the national TAC to be set at or below the Australian CCSBT AC®. All national quotas from 2010 —
2014 have been set at or under the CCBT allocation to Australia. For Australia, the ASBTC is defined
as “All commercial catch, except catch that is released in a live and vigorous state”?. To date, the

' Conference call, 19/6/13

20 CCSBT-CC/1209/Compliance Action Plan — Australia — Australia’s Compliance Action Plan for the Commission for the
Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna
*! Minimum Performance Requirements to meet CCSBT Obligations — Compliance Policy Guideline 1
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total reported ASBTC for Australia has been below the original AC. Table 3 shows the national TACs
and ACs since the 2009/10 season.

Table 3 Australian Allocated Catch, TAC and ASBTC for each SBT fishing season since 2010/11

CCSBT Year SBT Season Allocated Catch National TAC ASBTC

2010 & Dec 2009 — Nov 2011 | 8,030t, of which not | 8,030t, no more | 2009/10 = 4,091t"

2011* more than 5,265t to | than 5,265tto | 2010/11 = 3,958t™
be caught in 2010/11 | be caught in (Total = 8,049t)

2010/11%

2012 2011/12 4,528t 4,528t 4,543t

2013 2012/13 4,698t 4,698t N/A

2014 2013/14 5,151t% 5,151t N/A

* Between 1° December 2009 and 30 November 2011 a 24 month season was implemented. The allocated catch of 8,030t
applied over two fishing seasons.

CCSBT ACs are allocated to Members on an annual calendar year basis. However, the standard
Australian SBT fishing season runs from 1 December to 30 November in the following year. The
Australian TAC is set in line with the CCSBT AC of the second calendar year in the season — i.e. the
TAC for the 2012/13 season was set in line with the 2013 AC.

Between 1 December 2009 and 30 November 2011 a 24 month season was implemented, but from 1
December 2011 the SBT fishing season reverted back to a 12 month season. The reason for the two-
year quota period was to counteract the drop in CCSBT AC, which came at a time when planning for
the 09/10 Australian SBT fishing season was well advanced. In addition to the season adjustment,
AFMA introduced a Temporary Order which enabled it to release the quota in two instalments
during the extended season, and thus ensure the catch in the first year of the season did not exceed
5,265t”.

As outlined in Section 9 updated information provided by Australia shows that the carry-forward
procedure for unfished quota has been used from the 2013 to the 2014 fishing season. An
administrative oversight means that the details of the Australian carry-forward will be reported in
Australia’s upcoming annual report to the Extended Committee.

2 http://www.ccsbt.org/site/total allowable catch.php (accessed 29/6/13)
2 http://www.afma.gov.au/managing-our-fisheries/fisheries-a-to-z-index/southern-bluefin-tuna/notices-and-

announcements/sbt-tacs/ (accessed 29/6/13)

2% Johnathon Davey, Pers. Comm. 26/08/13

» AFMA Annual Status Report — Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery —2010. Available from:
http://www.environment.gov.au/coasts/fisheries/commonwealth/southern-bluefin-tuna/pubs/sbt-fisheries-
reassessment.pdf (accessed 17/07/13)
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3.1.2 MPR 2a(i): [Operating systems and processes established to implement annual
catching arrangements, including] Specification of allocations by company,
quota holder or vessel

Summary - Each year the Australian national TAC is divided equally between approximately 5.3
million Statutory Fishing Rights (SFRs). In the 2013/14 season each SFR represented
approximately 0.97kg of quota, and so an individual holding 1,000 SFRs would be entitled to
catch 970kg of SBT. SFRs can be leased or permanently traded at any time during the fishing
season, or up to 14 days after the season ends. SFRs also act as a permit to fish, and are
associated with a nominated fishing vessel. A database of SFR owners, holders, and nominated
vessels is maintained by AFMA.

Key points
e AFMA publish TAC and resultant quota per SFR before the start of the season.
e AFMA monitor quota trades, which can occur at any time during or up to 14 days after
the end of the season.
e AFMA monitor the amount of quota remaining for each SFR holder, and the vessel to

which that quota is assigned.

Quota is allocated to companies and individuals using Individual Transferable Quotas (ITQs) in the
form of SFRs. SFRs are granted under Section 31 of the Fisheries Management Act 1991 and act as
both an indicator of quota share and a permit to participate in the fishery®. As of the 15 May 2014,
the total number of SFRs was 5,324,422, owned by 92 individuals and companies. Due to the facility
for owners to lease SFRs, there were only 36 individuals and companies holding quota on that date.
The top ten holders by number of SFRs (representing 97% of the total number of SFRs) are shown in
Table 4.

Table 4 Top ten holders of SFR by number of rights held, as of 15th May 2014. These holders represent 96.19% of the
total number of SFRs”’.

Statutory Fishing Right holder name No. of SFRs held as of 15/05/13
AUSTRALIAN FISHING ENTERPRISES PTY. LTD. 789,243
AJKA PTY. LTD. 649,733
TONY'S TUNA INTERNATIONAL PTY LTD 643,312
STEHR GROUP PTY LTD 612,177
KIS TUNA PTY LTD 516,839
MARNIKOL FISHERIES PTY. LTD. 516,839
SAMS TUNA PTY LTD 516,839
SARIN MARINE FARM PTY LTD 516,839
TUNA FARMERS PTY LTD 286,775
SATUNA PTY LTD 73,009

% http://www.afma.gov.au/services-for-industry/licensing-and-quota-management/statutory-fishing-rights-and-permits/

(accessed 29/6/13)
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https://www.google.co.uk/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=3&cad=rja&ved=0CEAQFjAC&url=http%3A%2F%2
Fwww.afma.gov.au%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2013%2F04%2FSouthern-Bluefin-Tuna-Fishery-9-April-
2013.xIs&ei=8PrOUaCyEamI7AbGsICACQ&usg=AFQjCNEApRuUBrr6NqGub7Bg0qv8LYEO9qg&sig2=S-
it7tC)J002TmkrYongzQ&bvm=bv.48572450,d.ZGU (Accessed 17/7/13)
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Each year the national TAC is divided equally between SFRs, entitling SFR holders to a portion of the
TAC equivalent to the proportion of SFRs held. The total Australian TAC for the 2012/13 season was
set at 4,698t, equating to 0.8823492kg/SFR23. This has increased for the current 2013/14 season and
has been set at 5,151t, equating to 0.9674290 kg/SFR.

The number of SFRs remains constant from year-to-year, and so the quota weight represented by
each individual SFR varies depending on the total quota. Although SFRs can be traded or leased (see
below), SFR holders who do not trade their rights retain the same number every year'®. AFMA
provides quota holders® and leasers® with certificates stating the relevant number of SFRs. There
are no non-Australian owners of SFRs, although one SFR holder has an international address. In
general SFRs are owned by the individuals or organisations prosecuting the fishery™.

SFRs must be nominated to a specific Australian vessel, although such nominations are not
permanent and holders may apply to AFMA to transfer the nomination. SFRs have an associated list
of conditions including mandatory pre-departure reporting (to AFMA), mandatory Integrated
Computer Vessel Monitoring System (ICVMS) implementation with Automatic Location
Communicator (ALC), and mandatory logbook requirements as described in detail in the logbook
section below™.

SFRs can be traded at any time in the season, and up to 14 days after the end of the season to cover
previous catches. Vessels also have 14 days after catching fish for which they do not already have
guota to obtain sufficient SFRs. In the majority of similar Australian fisheries, the period is 28 days,
and the reduced period in the SBT fishery is intended to reflect the importance of obtaining quota
for the species. SFR trades can be permanent or temporary (i.e. leased, returning to the original
owner for the subsequent fishing season). The monetary value of any trades is determined solely by
the trading parties and is not directly influenced by AFMA. There is no distinction between quota
used for farming and quota used for longlining. There are no restrictions on the maximum number of
SFRs which can be held by an individual or organisation®®, and there are no restrictions on who can
buy SFRs>.

AFMA must be informed of any trades electronically or by post using a Permanent Transfer
Application for Fishing Concessions” (TC form) or a Seasonal Lease Application for Fishing
Concessions® (LC form). In addition to the TC or LC form, applicants must complete Attachment
SBT?, which is specific to the trading of SBT SFRs. Finally, if the new SFR holder intends to utilise the
quota on a different vessel to the previous holder, a Boat Nomination®® form must be completed.
The holding of SBT SFR acts as a permit to fish, and so any nominated vessel with quota remaining
can fish for SBT. AFMA tracks the remaining SFRs nominated to each vessel, and therefore the
vessel’s remaining quota. The paper or electronic forms must be signed by both the current and new
owners of the SFR. When leasing, the lessor will notify AFMA and the receiver will confirm the

% AFMA (2013). Pre-season Briefing Guide — Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery, Farm Sector

? Certificate of Quota Statutory Fishing Rights — Appendix 3.5

% | ease Confirmation form — Appendix 3.6

*! http://web-test.afma.gov.au/wp-content/uploads/2010/07/sbt_conditions.pdf (accessed 29/6/13)
32 Matthew Daniel, Pers. Comm. 16/7/13

*Form TC - Appendix 3.1

*Form LC— Appendix 3.2

* Attachment SBT — Appendix 3.3

* BN — Appendix 3.4
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amount. Since early 2014 single party leases have been implemented meaning that only the lessor is
now required to sign™.

3.1.3 MPR 2a (ii): [Operating systems and processes established to implement annual
catching arrangements, including] Arrangements for daily recording of all
catches

Summary - All Australian vessels fishing for SBT, or which might catch SBT as bycatch, are
required by law to complete a gear-specific daily logbook detailing catch, including date, time,
location and an estimate of weight caught.

Key points

e All commercial catch recorded by crew in mandatory gear-specific logbooks

e Catch data recorded on a daily, shot-by-shot basis

e Australian CCSBT definition of Attributable SBT Catch encompasses commercial retained
catch only

Daily catch data are recorded in logbooks which are mandatory under Section 42 of the Fisheries
Management Act 1991%°. Data are collected on a shot-by-shot basis. The specific paperwork
completed varies depending on gear type and purpose (i.e. farming or longlining). The forms which
must be completed daily by SBT catcher vessels are as follows:

. Australian Purse Seine and Pole Daily Fishing Log (TPB03) — For Farmed Southern
Bluefin Tuna Only*’. Data required includes vessel information; reasons for not fishing on
days when this occurs; date; search details, including whether a spotter plane was used;
fishing start time and location; number of poles used; weight and type of bait; estimated
catch weight per shot, SBT and other species; estimated % of school caught; carrier boat
name; weight transferred; transfer date; SBT03 form reference details; ERS interactions.

. Australia Pelagic Longline Daily Fishing Log (AL06)* - Data required includes vessel
information; non-fishing dates and reasons; shot-by-shot records of: target species, set
times and locations, haul times and locations, vessel shooting speed, line length + number of
hooks, seabird mitigation measures used, gear details, catch details including number of fish
kept and discarded, estimated weight for each species; observer presence; ERS interactions;
vessel and concession-holder details.

° Purse Seine Daily Fishing Log (PSO1A )*°. AFMA reports that there has been no non-
farm purse seining for a number of years®. Data required by this logbook includes vessel
information; non-fishing dates and reasons; list of assisting vessels; shot-by-shot record of
date, search hours, spotter plane use, start time and location, estimated catch weight by

¥ TPBO3 — Appendix 3.7

% ALO6 — Appendix 3.8

% ps01A — Appendix 3.9

9 Matthew Daniel, Pers. Comm. 17/7/13
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species, estimated % of school caught, estimated weight of non-retained catch, bait details;
ERS interactions; vessel and concession-holder details.

. Pole Daily Log for Purposes Other Than Farming (TPBO1)*". AFMA reports that there
has been no pole fishing for SBT for a number of years®. Data required by this logbook
includes vessel and trip information; non-fishing dates and reasons; daily record of fishing
location and times, species caught (including bait species) and school catch percentage;
landing details; verified catch weight (total and per species); and ERS interactions.

All logbooks must be completed on a shot-by-shot and daily basis by the vessel. Every day the fishing
concession is in force must be accounted for, regardless of whether fishing took place on that day.
Logbooks must remain within 50m of the boat nominated in the front of the book.

In Australia, the Attributable Southern Bluefin Tuna Catch (ASBTC) is defined as “All commercial

721

catch, except catch that is released in a live and vigorous state””". Australian vessels have the option

to release SBT “alive and vigorous at the place they were taken immediately after capture and

n42

before any transfer of the fish to a tow cage or another place”™. Such fish will not be deducted from

the vessel’s quota provided the weight, location and reason for release are recorded in the logbook.

AFMA has also implemented the CCSBT Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS). The CDS was first
introduced in January 2010 to provide for tracking and validation of legitimate SBT product from
catch to the point of first sale®. Although CDS documentation does contain much of the same
information as the Australian national logbooks and other paperwork, the implementation of the
CDS scheme is not specifically a requirement of the CCSBT Minimum Performance Requirements
covered by this quality assurance review (instead falling under section 3.1 — Catch Documentation
System (Resolution))*'. However, CDS paperwork is considered in a number of sections of this review
in relation to its role aiding the estimation of total fishing mortality, and ensuring the accuracy of
fishery removals estimates.

1 TpBO1 - Appendix 3.10
* http://www.afma.gov.au/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/SBT-Pre-Season-Brief-2011-2012-1.pdf (accessed 29/6/13)
3 http://www.ccsbt.org/site/monitoring _control surceillance.php (accessed 29/6/13)
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3.14 MPR 2a (iii): [Operating systems and processes established to implement annual
catching arrangements, including] Weekly reporting of catches by large scale
tuna longliners and monthly reporting of catches by coastal fishing vessels.

Summary — Australian SBT vessels are required to submit daily logbooks and catch disposal
records to defined timescales.

Key points

e Logbooks TPBO3 and TPBO1 must be submitted to AFMA in Canberra by the 14" day of
the following month.

e An estimate of each purse seine haul is faxed to AFMA within 24 hours of being
transferred to a tow vessel.

e Logbook ALO6 must be submitted within 3 calendar days of the end of the fishing trip.
Logbook PSO1A must be submitted within 3 calendar days of the consignment being
unloaded.

The majority of the Australian catch is taken by purse seiners. These vessels must return daily catch
logbooks to AFMA before the 14™ day of the following month. An estimate of each haul is faxed to
AFMA within 24 hours of being transferred to a tow vessel. A more accurate estimate of total SBT
weight must be returned to AFMA within 24 hours of the fish being transferred to the farm?®.

The remainder of Australian SBT is directly landed. Catch data from pelagic longliners must be
submitted to AFMA within 3 days of the end of the fishing trip. Catch data from non-farm purse
seiners must be submitted to AFMA within 3 days of the fish being unloaded. Catch data from
vessels using poles must be submitted to AFMA by the 14" day of the following month®.

The completion of catch disposal records and logbooks and their submission to AFMA are conditions
placed on the holders of SFRs*.
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3.15 MPR 2b: [Operating systems and processes established to], in accordance with
the CCSBT timeline, monitor all fishing-related mortality of SBT.

Summary - Australia has reporting procedures and paperwork in place to ensure the reporting of
commercial catch and discards. Commercial catch weights are recorded accurately at landing or
estimated upon transfer to farms, and mortalities are estimated by crew members and
observers.

Key points

e Commercial retained catch is estimated in mandatory daily logbooks. In the case of SBT
landed directly, an accurate weight is obtained at landing. In the case of farmed fish, a
more accurate estimate is made when the catch is transferred to the farm cages.

e Commercial discard mortality is estimated and reported to AFMA in the daily fishing
logbooks.

e Commercial towing mortality is estimated and reported to AFMA in the daily farm transit
log.

e Non-commercial (i.e. recreational) fisheries are managed and monitored by the
individual Australian states. No estimate is currently available of total nationwide non-
commercial retained catch or non-commercial discards, although a project is underway
to develop a methodology for the calculation of such.

MPR 2b states that Australia should immediately monitor fishing-related SBT mortality from the
following sources: Commercial retained catch; Commercial discard mortality; Commercial towing
mortality;, Non-commercial retained catch; other discard mortality; other sources of mortality.
Commercial retained catch and commercial discards are recorded in the daily logbooks described in
detail in section 3.1.3. In addition to these logbooks, vessels fishing for SBT or landing it as bycatch
must complete a number of other forms. In the case of the farming sector, there is also additional
paperwork to be completed by tow vessels and the farms themselves. This documentation provides
further record of commercial retained catch, and some other sources of mortality.

3.1.5.1 Farm sector

Tuna caught for farming purposes undergo a series of transfers between various holding devices
before eventual harvest. Wild caught SBT is first transferred from the purse seine to a pontoon,
which is towed over a period of up to three weeks to the farm, where it is transferred to ranching
cages for growing out. A number of mandatory forms are used to capture data at each stage of the
process.

TPBO3, described in detail in the section above, records information about the daily catch and the
tow vessel to which catch is transferred. SBT02**, Farm Catch Disposal Record, also filled out by the
catcher vessel, records more detailed information about the transfer, including time, mortalities and
estimated weight of fish transferred. This form must be faxed to AFMA within 24 hours of the start
of the tow, and is used to make a preliminary quota reduction from the SFR holder before a more

* sBT02 - Appendix 3.11
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accurate final estimate is available from the farm transfer paperwork (see SBT04B, below).
SBTO3B*, Farm Transit Log, is completed by the tow vessel, and includes, amongst other things, a
record of the catcher vessel, mortalities during the tow, and the eventual receiver of the fish. A
fourth form, SBT04B*, Farm Catch Disposal Record, is filled out at the time of the transfer to the
farm, and includes an estimate of the total weight of mortalities up to that point, plus the total
weight of fish transferred to the farm. SBT04B contains the final total weight to be deducted from
the SFR holder’s quota, and as such is signed by the tow vessel, the fish receiver, the person
sampling the fish to estimate the transfer weight, and an AFMA agent.

In summary, the estimate of total number of commercial mortalities is arrived at as follows:

(Total mortalities during pursing and transfer to tow cage, from form SBT02) + (Total cumulative
mortalities during tow, from form SBT03B) + (Total mortalities between tow cage arriving at farm
and transfer to farm enclosure) = Total mortality

This mortality estimate is added to the estimated weight of the live fish transferred to the farm, and
the total is subtracted from the SFR holder’s quota share.

The total weight of live fish transferred from tow cage to farm is estimated using a combination of
100-fish sample (to determine average weight per fish) and a visual count of the number of fish
transferred. Details of this process are included in section 3.1.6, below. The total weight of live fish
transferred is added to the estimated total weight of mortalities, and this value is subtracted from
the quota.

During the 2011-12 fishing season, no discarding of SBT was observed or reported in logbooks
collected in the purse seine fishery. However, two observed sets were aborted because fish were too
small. All fish were released alive™.

Fishing vessels, tow vessels and farms are also required to complete CCSBT CDS documentation.

. CCSBT CDS Farm Stocking Form (FSAU). Completed by the quota holder (or
representative) at the end of the fishing season and validated by an AFMA official. Contains
a summary of all the fish supplied by a specific catcher vessel, including the tow vessel and
date of each tow, an estimate of total tow mortalities, and the date, average weight of fish
and number of fish transferred at each farm stocking;

. CCSBT CDS Farm Transfer Form (FTAUO02). Completed by farms whenever SBT is
transferred from one farm to another. Contains information on the transferring and
receiving farms and the tow vessel conducting the transfer;

° CCSBT CDS Catch Tagging Form (CTAU02). Completed by the farm after final harvest.
Contains information on each individual fish, including size and weight and the associated
tag number (which is also physically attached to the fish);

. CCSBT CDS Catch Monitoring Form (CMAUO02). Completed by the farm after final
harvest and validated by a licensed fish receiver. Contains a summary of the total weight and
number of fish harvested, and the destination of the fish (i.e. export or domestic sale);

° CCSBT CDS Re-Export/Export After Landing of Domestic Product (REAU02). Used to
further track the fish in the case of export or re-export after domestic landings.

*> SBT03B — Appendix 3.12
*® SBT04B — Appendix 3.13
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3.1.5.2 Direct landings sector

In the direct landings sector, in addition to the daily logbooks described in the section above (ALO6,
PSO1A and TPBO1), a Commonwealth Pelagic Fisheries Disposal Record (form PT02B*’) must also be
completed, by the vessel or designated representative and the fish receiver. PT02B records an
accurate total landings weight which is used to deduct quota from the SFR holder.

In the ETBF in 2011 from May to September, south of 30°s, 451 SBT were observed to be caught, of
which 255 were retained, 196 were discarded, of which 194 were released alive. Retained SBT
ranged from 104cm to 204cm in length. ETBF logbooks for 2011 showed a total of 1,438 fish (84.2t)
were retained in the ETBF and 203 (12.4%) were released. The reported ETBF logbook and observer
data shows that of the 203 fish released, 194 (95.6%) of these were observed. This indicates a large
difference in release rates between the logbook and observed data.

No SBT were observed or were reported to be caught in the WTBF in 2011

Fishing vessels and fish receivers are required to complete CCSBT CDS documentation.

. CCSBT CDS Catch Tagging Form (CTAUOQ2). As described above, except completed by
the vessel at landing rather than farm harvest;

. CCSBT CDS Catch Monitoring Form (CMAUOQ2). As described above;

. CCSBT CDS Re-Export/Export After Landing of Domestic Product (REAU02). As

described above.

3.1.5.3 Recreational fishery

Australian recreational fisheries occur in state waters, and as such are not managed by the
Commonwealth via AFMA. AFMA collects and collates information, where available, on the
estimated scale of the SBT landings from State authorities, but has no regulatory authority to require
all States to provide such information. No figure is available for total Australian recreational
removals of SBT.

Australia is undertaking a project valued at $500,000 to develop a methodology to assess the
national recreational and charter catch of SBT. This methodology will be designed to survey
recreational and charter SBT catch in all relevant states®*. The project will combine information from
all states where SBT are caught by recreational and charter fishers, from targeted SBT fishing
surveys, indicators of activity levels and other recreational monitoring projects. Australia provides
regular updates to the CCSBT as they are available™.

* PT02B — Appendix 3.14
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3.1.6 MPR 2c: Ensure accuracy of the “Attributable SBT Catch”, including (for fishing
Members) a physical inspection regime of SBT caught by the Member’s fishing
vessel, and (for farming Members) monitoring the accuracy of the stereo video
monitoring and adjusting/ re-calibrating where necessary.

Summary - For Australia, ASBTC is defined as “All commercial catch, except catch which is
released in a live and vigorous state”. Efforts are made to ensure the accuracy of commercial
catch estimates.

Key points

e At-sea observer coverage of the farming sectors total effort has reduced from 19.8% of
total effort for the 2010/11 fishing season to 11.1 % for the 2011/12 fishing season. For
farm purse seining 5% of tows were observed.

e For the ETBF observer coverage was 6.3% of total hooks deployed, whilst in the WTBF
observed coverage increased from 1.7% in 2010/11 to 17.2% in 2011/12.

e Vessel inspections conducted at sea and in port.

e AFMA representative must be present whenever SBT is transferred from a tow vessel to
a farm.

3.1.6.1 Observer Program

AFMA operates an observer program throughout the SBT fishery, including observation of vessels in
the farming and direct landings sector, and observation of tow vessels. The observer program is
primarily aimed at accurate catch and mortality reporting and is not a compliance mechanism to any
significant extent™. Operators must, if requested by AFMA, allow a fishery observer nominated by
AFMA and fishery observer’s safety and monitoring equipment to be carried on board vessels
nominated to fish in the fishery. The right to fish may be suspended if the holder fails to carry an
observer”.The observer coverage target in the purse seine fishery is 10% per season as set by
CCSBT, as is the target coverage of tow operations, as set by AFMA. Coverage in the ‘direct landings’
sector is more complex.

Throughout the SBT season, AFMA monitors the locations of schools along the east coast. Based on
this research, areas with a high probability of SBT bycatch are designated ‘core’ and ‘buffer’ zones.
The location and timing of the Core and Buffer Zones is determined by analysing the available
information from a variety of sources including outputs from an SBT habitat preference model
produced by the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation (CSIRO), sea surface
temperatures, landings data, scientific observer and vessel monitoring system (VMS) data and
industry advice®. The core zones are set over an area believed to contain 80% of the east-coast SBT,
and the buffer zone an additional 15%. The locations of these zones are updated on a weekly basis®.
Vessels participating in the ETBF, or wishing to target SBT specifically, are required to hold SBT quota
before entering a core or buffer zone. The level of observer coverage varies depending on the
location of the vessel and their remaining SBT quota. The minimum observer coverage is 10% for
vessels in the buffer zone and 20% for vessels in the core zone>'. Coverage targets increase with
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decreasing quota. Any vessel fishing in the core zone with less than 500kg of SBT quota remaining is
subject to 100% observer coverage.

In the WTBF, AFMA ensures that longline boats operating in waters east of longitude 129°E are
subject to at least 10% scientific observer coverage. In other waters of the WTBF, AFMA aims to
maintain scientific observer coverage of at least 5%%. As noted previously, the amount of SBT
bycatch in the WTBF is minimal —in 2011, there was no observed or reported SBT bycatch.

Scientific observer coverage for recent fishing seasons is as follows*:
Farm sector

° Purse seine operations — in the 2010/11 fishing season 21 shots were observed
equalling 19.8% of total effort whilst in the 2011/12 fishing season 17 shots were observed,
11.1% of total effort’. Preliminary figures for the 2012/13 season indicate an increase in
observer coverage to 12.7% of effort™.

° Tow operations — 4.8 % of tows for the 2010/11 season.

Longline sector

. 7.7% of total hooks during the months and in the areas of the SBT migration in the
ETBF and 2.5 per cent of operations in the WTBF in 2010;
. 6.3% (or 9.6% during May to September, south of 30°S which is the main period for

catching SBT) of total hooks deployed in the ETBF and 1.7% of total hooks deployed in the
WTBF in the 2010/11 fishing season. The ETBF observer coverage is comparable to the
2011/12 fishing season (6.2%), whilst for the WTBF there was a large increase in observer
coverage to 17.2%".

Scientific observers are briefed and debriefed following each trip. Issues identified in these briefings
and in observer reports are analysed on a case by case basis.

Australia conducted a ten vessel electronic monitoring (EM) pilot project in the ETBF with EM trialled
from October 2009 — August 2010%%* Following this pilot project Australia is currently in the
process of implementing an electronic monitoring program in the ETBF. The EM uses closed circuit
television cameras to record video footage of fishing activity and a removable hard drive to store the
data. Hydraulic and rotation sensors activate the cameras to start recording when fishing activity
commences, with the footage digitally stamped with the time, date and location of the boat using a
GPS receiver. Data on vessel location and sensor activity is sent off the boat via satellite every hour
while the electronic monitoring system is in operation. High resolution data on boat location and
sensor activity (recorded at 10 second intervals), as well as high definition video footage, are stored
in a hard drive and retrieved by exchanging the boat’s hard drive®. It is envisaged that this system
will allow AFMA to better verify interactions with species such as SBT and provide a more cost
effective method of verifying logbook data®™. AFMA note that these arrangements will be
supplemented as required to ensure Australia continues to meet CCSBT requirements

8 http://www.afma.gov.au/managing-our-fisheries/data-collection/data-collection-programs/#emon

49 Piasente, M., Stanley, B., Timmiss, T., McElderry, H., Pria, M and Dyas, M. (2012). Electronic onboard monitoring pilot
project for the Eastern Tuna and Billfish Fishery. FRDC Project 2009/048. Australian Fisheries Management Authority 105
pp.
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3.1.6.2 Farm transfer monitoring

Every transfer of fish from a tow vessel to a farm must be observed and verified by an AFMA
Authorised Agent (AAR), currently Protec Marine Pty Ltd. The AFMA pre-season briefing guide42
details the methodology to be used to estimate the total weight of fish transferred. The final
estimate is the value added to the total mortality described in section 3.1.5.1 and subsequently
subtracted from the SFR holder’s quota share. A summary of the procedure is as follows; full details
are in the pre-season briefing document in Appendix 3 (form xvi):

1. A baited line is used to catch a minimum of 100 fish >10kg from the tow cage (until
recently the sample size was 40 fish >10kg). This process is directed by the AAR. Sampled
fish must weigh at least 10kg to be included in the sample. The AAR may use multiple
weighing scales and will calibrate them beforehand. A weight sample completed without the
AAR attendance is not a verified sample.

2. Two Protec Marine Pty Ltd representatives must be present when fish are
transferred from the tow cage to the fish farm and oversee the operation of the video. The
transfer is videoed by the AAR in such a way as to ensure all fish transferred are visible.

3. The estimated number of fish transferred is multiplied by the average weight of the
100-fish sample to produce an estimated total weight of fish transferred.

The 14™ meeting of the CCSBT Scientific Committee considered the issue of potential bias in the
sampling regime used to monitor farms>’. An independent review conducted in 2006 did not come
to any firm conclusions on the subject, however AFMA recognises that the main risk to management
arrangements of the SBT purse seine fishery identified through previous assessment reports and
through the CCSBT lies with the accuracy of the methods used for determining the weight of SBT
transferred to grow out farms® These risks are being addressed through the development of stereo
video technology.

Although the documentation describing the stereo-video counting procedure is still under
development, AFMA intends to implement the technology once it is cost-effective and does not pose
an excessive regulatory and financial burden on industry, such as through the development of an

21852 Al stereoscopic imaging equipment will be to a standard specification™. A

automated solution
2011 trial of the stereo-video counting process concluded that it “measures more fish than the
current methodology, and improves the precision of the average weight estimate”. The main
criticisms of the system when compared to the current counting methodology were that it provided
estimates of total weight only after the cage has been stocked (potentially leading to over- or under-

stocking), and it is more expensive®.

*® Commission for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna - Report of the Fourteenth Meeting of the Scientific
Committee — 5 - 11 September 2009 Busan, Korea.

> Commission for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna Report of the Eight Meeting of the Compliance Committee 10
- 12 October 2013 Adelaide, Australia

> Commission for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna Report of the Twentieth Annual Meeting of the Commission
14 - 17 October 2013 Adelaide, Australia

53 CCSBT-CC/1110/11 - Technical assessment of the 2011 commercial trial of stereo-video in

the Australian southern bluefin tuna farm sector
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3.1.7 MPR 3: All fishing-related SBT mortality is reported annually to the Extended
Scientific Committee, for incorporation into stock assessment analysis, and to
the Commission.

Summary — All fishing mortality is reported to the CCSBT Secretariat on a quarterly basis
Key points

e Logbook contents and CDS documentation submitted to CCSBT quarterly

Copies of all CCSBT CDS documents issued and received by AFMA are provided to the CCSBT on a
quarterly basis, which forms an integral part of AFMA's auditing procedures wherein AFMA analyses,
identifies discrepancies and reconciles all CCSBT CDS documents submitted by Australia®®. Australian
national documentation (i.e. daily logbooks, catch disposal records) are also compiled and submitted
to CCSBT on a quarterly basis™.

There have been no incidences identified where the Australian authorities did not provide this
information to the CCSBT Secretariat within the required timeframe.

3.1.8 MPR 4: Operating systems and processes applied to monitor compliance with
annual catching arrangements, and impose sanctions or remedies where
necessary.

Summary — Operating systems and processes are in place to monitor compliance with catching
restrictions. Legal instruments allow sanctions to be imposed upon transgressions.

Key points

e Compliance is monitored using a mandatory annual two-stage audit of farms and fish
receivers, mandatory VMS, and at-sea and portside inspections

e Sanctions are applied under section 95 of the Fisheries Management Act, and include
fines, suspensions of fishing rights, and forfeiture of vessels and other equipment

e AFMA conducts a compliance risk assessment program to identify potential areas under
which compliance may be at risk

3.1.8.1 Farm and fish receiver audits

AFMA conduct an annual two-stage audit process to ensure the accuracy of SBT documents and the
compliance of those engaged in the fishery. The Level 1 audit is desk-based and covers all farms and
receivers. During the Level 1 farm audit, all the documentation returned to AFMA in relation to the
farm is examined, and compared to final estimates of fish in and out for the entire season. The Level
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1 audit of fish receivers is a similar process. Examples of the templates for Level 1 farm®* and wild-
catch® audits are included in Appendix 3.

Based on the outcomes of the Level 1 audit, and any events during the SBT season, 2 or 3 farms are
selected for the Level 2 audit. This involves a site visit. The stated objective of the site visit is,
“Verifying the caught/harvested/sold SBT numbers have been successfully documented and that all
relevant export/sold documentation is completed fully and accurately. All company documentation of
fish numbers for exports/sales balances with other documentation of exports/sold fish. To identify
any compliance issues. To ensure AFMA is satisfied that no more fish have been harvested for sale
than originally counted into farms to help meet AFMA’s objective of sustainable fishing.”*® A Level 2
audit includes a full site audit conducted in person by fisheries officers who review all company
records including spread sheets, feed boat logs, dive logs, sales and export documentation.

In addition, AFMA fisheries officers may also conduct targeted compliance operations to inspect
fishing boats at sea, in port, and also conduct random audits of fishing companies, fish receivers and
export establishments™.

3.1.8.2 Vessel Monitoring Systems

It is @ mandatory requirement that any vessel nominated to an SBT SFR is fitted with an Integrated
Computer Vessel Monitoring System (ICVMS) of a category specified in the register of AFMA
approved units>’. The VMS unit must remain switched on at all times including when the boat is in
port or fishing in state waters. The concession holder must ensure the VMS is reporting correctly
before going out to sea for the first time and that no interference occurs with the correct operation
of the VMS unit. On becoming aware of a problem with the VMS functioning, the concession holder
must advise AFMA as soon as practicable®.

3.1.8.3 At-sea and portside inspections

Australian fisheries officers conduct inspections of landings at key SBT ports, as well as at-sea
boardings and inspections of boats taking SBT in the longline and purse seine fisheries. In 2010/11,
Australian fisheries officers conducted 55 inspections of SBT/ETBF boats. In 2011/12, 25 inspections
were undertaken®.

Table 5 summarises the inspection regimes in the 2011/12 season.
3.1.8.4 Sanctions

The principal offence for non-compliance is found under Section 95 of the Fisheries Management Act
1991%, for breaching a condition of a concession. Penalties include fines (under Section 95(5) of the
Act), suspension or cancellation of concessions (under Section 98(3) of the Act), an order directing a

> Template for farm audit Level 1 2011/12 season — Appendix 3.15

>3 Template for wild catch audit Level 1 2011/12 season — Appendix 3.16

*® Guidelines for conducting Level 2 audit — Appendix 3.17

*” Register of AFMA-approved ICVMS units — http://www.afma.gov.au/industry/vms/approved.htm
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person not to be on a boat for a specified time (under Section 98(1) of the Act) and forfeiture of the
boat, equipment, catch and/or proceeds of catch (under Section 106 of the Act)®.

3.1.8.5 Recent infringements and sanctions

In 2012 an investigation for offences identified as part of a 2010 at sea inspection by AFMA and
Primary Industries Resources, South Australia led to seven fishermen being convicted in the Port
Lincoln Magistrate Court for crimes associated with the illegal fishing of SBT, the shooting of
protected seabirds and littering at sea. The fishermen were fined a total of $22,000. This outcome
was also associated to a fine previously handed down by the Port Lincoln Magistrates Court on 12
December 2012; which was issued to an SBT operator to the amount of $1,867.00 for a breach of
permit conditions*.

In 2013 the master of an SBT tow cage boat was issued a Commonwealth Fisheries Infringement
Notice (CFIN) for failing to complete a logbook within the required number of hours®.
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Table 5 Inspection summary for 2011/ 12%*, *Note: this number is for all fisheries and not just SBT

Inspection type

2011-2012

Outcome

At Sea

One patrol (eight days at sea)
11 boats inspected

No offences detected

In Port*

20 different ports
129 inspections
136 days in the field

Variety of offences detected

Fish Receiver*

71 premises inspected

Warnings issued for non-display
of permits

Table 6 Inspection summary for 2012/13%. *Note: this number is for all fisheries and not just SBT

Inspection type

2012 -2013

Outcome

At Sea

One patrol (eight days at sea)
15 boats inspected

The master of one SBT tow cage
boat was issued a CFIN for failing
to complete a logbook.

In Port*

24 different ports
232 inspections
96 days in the field

Various offences detected

Fish Receiver*

45 premises inspected

At the time of writing the review
team had not identified the
outcome.

3.1.8.6 Compliance risk assessment

AFMA conducts a biennial risk assessment of compliance issues in Commonwealth fisheries. The
most recent assessment, conducted in 2011/12, identified 15 risks across Commonwealth fisheries
that were assessed as moderate/high and high. From the executive summary of the 2012/13

National Compliance and Enforcement Program report%, the most significant risks were:

failure to have a Vessel Monitoring System (VMS) operating at all times (risk rating:

low/moderate)

fishing/navigating in closed areas against regulation (risk rating: moderate)

failing to reconcile quota within the required timeframe (risk rating: low/moderate).

failure to report interaction/retention of protected or prohibited species (risk rating:

moderate/high)

guota evasion and avoidance including (risk rating: high):

o unreported take of quota species and/or misreporting in Catch Disposal

Records (CDRs) to avoid quota decrementation

o non-completion of CDRs by concession holders fishing solely on minor line

boat Statutory Fishing Rights

o misreporting of mortalities within the SBT farm sector (during capture,

transfer to tow cages and towing phases).

8 AFMA — National Compliance and Enforcement Program 2012-13. Available here: http://www.afma.gov.au/wp-
content/uploads/2010/06/National-Compliance-and-Enforcement-Program-2012-13.pdf (accessed 3/7/13)
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These key identified risks inform the national compliance program, including allowing targeted
inspections and patrols.
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3.2 Compliance with National Allocations 2 (CCSBT Obligation 1.1(iii))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to effectively and

accurately manage the carry-forward of quota from one year to the next, within the restrictions
agreed by the CCSBT.

NOTE: MPR 1 applies only to Members which have decided to adopt the carry-forward procedure.

3.2.1 MPR 1a: [Operating systems and processes must be in place to ensure that]An
accurate, verified and robust figure for the final Attributable Catch is available
before the notification to the Secretariat of the carry-forward, and a report on
the adoption and use of the carry-forward procedure is included in each
annual report to the Extended Commission.

Summary — For the 2013/14 season no carry forward of quota is allowed into the 2014/15 season
because CCSBT restricts the carry-forward of quota between three year quota blocks.

Australia recently adopted the carry forward procedure through amendments to the Southern
Bluefin Tuna Fishery Management Plan 1995. For the 2012/13 season undercatch was permitted
and uncaught quota able to be carried forward into the 2013/14 season (AFMA, 2014 — Pre-season
briefing guide — farm sector). For the 2013/14 season no carry forward of quota is allowed into the
2014/15 season because CCSBT restricts the carryover of quota between three year quota blocks
(AFMA, 2014 — Pre-season briefing guide — farm sector).

Data from Australia’s CCSBT reports indicate that there was no carry-forward from the 2012/13
season to the 2013/14 season as reported from the 8" CCSBT Commission meeting in the
Compliance with CCSBT Management Measures report (CCSBT-CC/1310/04 (Rev2)). Updated
information provided by Australia in Section 9 shows that the carry-forward procedure for unfished
quota has in fact been used from the 2013 to the 2014 fishing season. An administrative oversight
means that the details of the Australian carry-forward will be reported in Australia’s upcoming
annual report to the Extended Committee.

3.2.2 MPR 1b: The Executive Secretary is formally notified of the catch for the
concluded quota year together with the available catch limit (Catch Allocation
+ carry-forward) for the new quota year within 60 days of the start of the new
quota year.

Summary - Australia has used the carry-forward procedure for unfished quota from 2013 to the
2014 fishing season. Australia has advised the Commission and will report the carry forward in
its annual report to the Extended Commission (Section 9). Due to an administrative oversight
this formal notification was not within 60 days of the start of the new quota year.
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Australia reports all catches to CCSBT as per the CCSBT reporting requirements and the most recent
CCSBT compliance reports from the 8" CCSBT Commission meeting have noted that these reports
have been submitted within the required timeframes (see Section 3.1.7).

Australia has used the carry-forward procedure for unfished quota from 2013 to the 2014 fishing
season. Due to an administrative oversight this information was not available to the review team at
the time of the draft QAR report submission (Section 9). Australia has advised the Commission of
this carry forward and will report the carry forward in its annual report to the Extended Commission
(Section 9).
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3.3 Record of Authorised Carrier Vessels 1 (CCSBT Obligation 2.3(i) + (ii))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to effectively and

accurately manage a record of authorised carrier vessels to receive transhipments-at-sea in areas
beyond national jurisdiction.

NOTE: This obligation applies only to Members which have carrier vessels conducting transhipments
in the high seas

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia, as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.

3.4 Record of Authorised Carrier Vessels 2 (CCSBT Obligation 2.3(iii))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to ensure VMS is on

board all transhipment vessels.

NOTE: This obligation applies only to Members which have carrier vessels conducting transhipments
in the high seas

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia, as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.

During the QAR no evidence of illegal carrier vessel activity was noted during either phase 1 or 2
of the review.
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3.5 Catch Documentation System 1 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (i) — (v))

The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to effectively and
accurately manage the CCSBT Catch Documentation System (CDS).

3.5.1 MPR 1a: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that] All owners and operators of authorised farms, fishing vessels, and
carrier vessels, and all SBT processors, importers exporters and re-exporters,
are aware of their CCSBT obligations.

Summary — AFMA ensure that all participants within the SBT fishery are aware of their CCSBT
obligations

Key points

e Pre-season briefing documents are provided to both the wild and farm sectors

e Pre-season briefing meetings are held with participants within the farm industry and the
wild caught sector

e Concession notices outline national and international obligations

AFMA provides pre-season briefings to both owners and operators of authorised farms and purse
seine fishing vessels fishing exclusively for ranching. The pre-season briefings outline the CCSBT
obligations and specifically reference the reporting requirements associated with the CCSBT CDS.

Pre-season briefings for the farm sector are held in Port Lincoln prior to the start of the season, with
AFMA staff visiting each farming company individually to discuss the upcoming season. Within these
meetings the vessel skippers of the catching and towing vessels are present along with the farm
staff. The pre-season briefing booklet is made available on the AFMA website.

The wild fisheries sector is provided with pre-season documentation and AFMA conduct pre-season
briefings for the wild fisheries east coast fleet in multiple locations to ensure coverage of the fleet.

The preseason briefing guides provides detailed explanations of the general obligations of all vessels
catching SBT and the specific obligations related to catcher, tow and auxiliary vessels. The pre-
season briefing also provides additional information on the procedures prior to landing and
disposing of fish. The CCSBT CDS is covered by a separate section and details the reporting
requirements at each stage of the CDS process, including the requirements related to re-exporting /
exporting after landing domestic product®®. The pre-season briefing provided to the farming sector
also outlines the AFMA procedures that will be followed for the 100 fish sample during the
upcoming season.

In addition to pre-season briefings fishers are provided with letters outlining their obligations both
nationally and internationally as part of the issue of their licence. These are issued by AFMA prior to
the beginning of the season.

** AFMA (2013). Pre-season Briefing Guide — Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery, Wild Fisheries Sector.
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3.5.2 MPR 1b: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that] CDS documents accompany SBT as relevant, including (i) a Catch
Monitoring Form (CMF) for all transhipments, landings of domestic product,
exports, imports and re-exports; (ii) a Re-export/Export After Landing of
Domestic Product (REEF) for all exports of SBT landed as domestic product
then exported, and for all re-exports of imported SBT (any REEF must also be
accompanied by a copy of the associated CMF and copies of any previously
issued REEFs for the SBT being exported); and (iii) a Farm Transfer Form (FTF)
for all transfers of SBT between authorised farms within the Member’s
jurisdiction;

Summary — Australia implements the CDS and has established systems and processes to
implement and monitor the use of CDS documents across the SBT fishery.

Key points

. CDS introduced in 2010
° No domestic sale, export or import can be accepted without verified CCSBT CDS
documentation.

AFMA has also implemented the CCSBT Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS). The CDS was first
introduced in January 2010 to provide for tracking and validation of legitimate SBT product from
catch to the point of first sale®. Since 1% January 2010, no SBT can be accepted for domestic sale,
export or import, without verified CCSBT CDS documentation®. SFR holders in the SBT fishery are
required to provide documentation in line with CCSBT CDS. The reporting requirements are
specified by AFMA and outlined in the conditions placed on SFR holders, with the documents used
registered with the Federal Register of Legislative InstrumentsError! Bookmark not defined. Fishing
essels, tow vessels and farms are required to complete CCSBT CDS documentation with the reporting
requirements outlined by AFMA’s pre-season briefing documents.

e CCSBT CDS Farm Stocking Form (FSAU). Completed by the quota holder (or representative)
at the end of the fishing season and validated by an AFMA official. Contains a summary of all
the fish supplied by a specific catcher vessel, including the tow vessel and date of each tow,
an estimate of total tow mortalities, and the date, average weight of fish and number of fish
transferred at each farm stocking;

e CCSBT CDS Farm Transfer Form (FTAUO02). Completed by farms whenever SBT is transferred
from one farm to another. Contains information on the transferring and receiving farms and
the tow vessel conducting the transfer;

e CCSBT CDS Catch Tagging Form (CTAUO02). Completed by the farm after final harvest.
Contains information on each individual fish, including size and weight and the associated
tag number (which is also physically attached to the fish);

0 http://www.ccsbt.org/site/monitoring_control surceillance.php (accessed 29/6/13)
1 ccsBT (2013). Australia National report — CCSBT-CC/1310/SBT Fisheries - Australia
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e CCSBT CDS Catch Monitoring Form (CMAUOQ2). Completed by the farm after final harvest and
validated by a licenced fish receiver. Contains a summary of the total weight and number of
fish harvested, and the destination of the fish (i.e. export or domestic sale);

e CCSBT CDS Re-Export/Export After Landing of Domestic Product (REAUO2). Used to further
track the fish in the case of export or re-export after domestic landings.

3.5.2.1 Wild Fisheries Sector
Fishing vessels and fish receivers are required to complete CCSBT CDS documentation.

e CCSBT CDS Catch Tagging Form (CTAU02). As described above, except completed by the
vessel at landing rather than farm harvest;

e CCSBT CDS Catch Monitoring Form (CMAUOQ2). As described above;
CCSBT CDS Re-Export/Export After Landing of Domestic Product (REAU02). As described
above.

3.5.3 MPR1c: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that] All entities with CDS certification obligations have certification
requirements, including that the certifier for the Catch Tagging Form (CTF)
should be the Vessel Master or other appropriate authority for any wild
harvested SBT, and the Farm Operator or other appropriate authority for any
farmed SBT.

Summary — AFMA provide document to all entities within the SBT fishery outlining their CDS
requirements, including the requirement to certify the CTF form. AFMA provides this information
in the pre-season briefing guides and during pre-season meetings.

In line with CCSBT requirements Australia requires that CDS documentation is certified and validated
by the appropriate personnel and authorities. Instructions relating to the completion of the CDS
documentation provided in the pre-season briefing guide. This specifically outlines the requirement
that the CTF form must be signed by the fisher/farmer within three days of the landing/harvest.
Validation of catch monitoring and re-export/export forms is completed by authorised personnel
whose names have been provided to CCSBT. AFMA maintains list of those certifiers associated with

different entities within the fishery. Farm stocking forms are validated by AFMA personnel>**™"
ookmark not defined.
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3.5.4 MPR 1d: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that] All entities involved in towing and farming SBT have procedures to
(i) record the daily mortality of SBT during catching and towing, and the
qguantity (number and weight in kilograms) of SBT transferred to each farm;
and (ii) use these records to complete the Farm Stocking Form at the end of
each fishing season and before the SBT are recorded on a CMF.

Summary — All entities within the SBT farm sector record catches and daily mortalities as per
AFMA'’s national reporting requirements and in line with CCSBT’s CDS.

All participants in the SBT farm sector are required to record SBT catches and provide a daily record
of daily SBT mortality both during the catching and the towing stages. These are reported in line
with the national reporting requirements described in Section 3.1.5 and include the CDS reporting
requirements. Appendix 3 details the reporting requirements for the SBT farm sector and the
reporting requirements for the SBT wild fisheries sector.

3.5.5 MPR 1e: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that] Compliance with certification procedures is verified.

Summary — AFMA conducts compliance in line with the National Compliance and Enforcement
Policy. Phase 1 and 2 audits are conducted to verify the certification procedures are being
followed.

AFMA"s National Compliance and Enforcement Policy provide the framework for monitoring
compliance with the CCSBT CDS. SFR holders are required to retain original copies of all CCSBT CDS
document for five years from the date of completion to meet audit requirementsError! Bookmark
ot defined..

At the end of the fishing season AFMA conducts cross-checks and desk based audits (level 1 audits).
These audits include the following:

e monthly breakdowns of receipt and sale of SBT including mortalities;

o verified counts of SBT conducted during transfer from tow pontoons into farms;

e CCSBT CDS figures and domestic sales; and,

e mortalities recorded by the SBT fish receiver Error! Bookmark not defined..

Based on this information AFMA conducts further audits, termed level 2 audits, which involved a full
site audit conducted by AFMA compliance officers who review all associated auditee records. In
addition to which re-counts of the fish transfers are undertaken where required to verify the
compliance of certification procedures.
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3.5.6 MPR 2: Any use of specific exemptions to CDS documentation (allowed for
under obligation 3.1 A (ii) for recreational catch) must be (a) explicitly allowed
and this decision advised to the Executive Secretary; and (b) have associated
documented risk-management strategies to ensure that associated mortalities
are accounted for and that recreational catches do not enter the market.

Summary — No specific exemptions identified to the CDS documentation.

The review team did not identify any specific exemptions to the CDS documentation requirements.
In terms of recreational catch this is not covered under Australia’s TAC, however the requirement for
CDS documentation to accompany first sales of domestic product, export and re-export of
documentation ensures associated mortalities from recreational catches do not enter the market. In
addition to which AFMA’s risk based compliance activities monitor such risks.

3.5.7 MPR 3: Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure all CDS documents are uniquely numbered and completed fully and in
accordance with the document’s instructions.

Summary — All CDS documentation is pre-printed and uniquely numbered by an established
AFMA provider.

All CDS documentation is uniquely numbered with the end of season audits described in Section
3.5.5. CDS documentation is printed by an AFMA approved provider who provides all of AFMA’s
logbooks. Pre-printed books, which have unique numbering, are provided to SFR holders. Where
previously agreed between a farm and Protec Marine, Protec Marine stores the pre-printed forms
for logistical purposes. Otherwise documentation is stored on company premises or vessels as
required.
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3.6  Catch Documentation System 2 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (vi))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to effectively and
accurately manage the CCSBT Catch Documentation System (CDS).

3.6.1 MPR 1: Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that at all times only carrier vessels authorised on the CCSBT Record of
Carrier Vessels for the transhipment date are permitted to receive at-sea
transhipments from the Member’s LSTLVs.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.

3.6.2 MPR 2: Rules established and implemented to prohibit (a) the landing,
transhipment, import, export or re-export of SBT caught or transhipped by
non-authorised fishing/carrier vessels, and (b) the transfer of SBT to, between
or harvested from farms which were not authorised to farm SBT on the date(s)
of the transfers/ harvests.

Summary — AFMA maintains lists of authorised vessels and farms authorised to catch SBT. This
information is maintained and updates are provided to CCSBT.

Key points

e Landing of fish products is prohibited from foreign vessels without prior approval and
there have been no incidences of SBT noted in recent years.

Australia maintains records of all those vessels and farms that are authorised to catch SBT. In
addition Australia maintains lists of authorised Licensed Fish Receivers. This information is provided
to CCSBT as required. If there are reasonable grounds for suspecting that Australian-flagged boats
not on the CCSBT Authorised Vessel List are engaged in commercial fishing for and/or transhipment
of SBT the Executive Secretary is notifiedError! Bookmark not defined..

Landing of fish and fish products by foreign vessels is prohibited unless written approval is given by
the Australian Government.
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3.7 Catch Documentation System 3 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (vii) — (ix))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that modifications to CDS documents are monitored and

reviewed.

3.7.1 MPR 1: The Executive Secretary shall, in consultation with Members,
determine whether proposed modifications are minimal or significant with
respect to this obligation.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia has not proposed or implemented
any modifications to the CDS documents.

3.7.2 MPR 2: Modified documents remain compatible with approved forms to
ensure data series remain continuous and so they can be uploaded by the
Secretariat.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia has not proposed or implemented
any modifications to the CDS documents.

3.73 MPR 3: Modified documents are provided to the Executive Secretary in
electronic format at least 4 weeks prior to the use of such documents and with
proposed modifications clearly highlighted.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia has not proposed or implemented
any modifications to the CDS documents.
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3.8 Catch Documentation System 4 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (x) - (xii))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that CCSBT catch tagging requirements are met.

3.8.1 MPR 1(a): [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that CCSBT Catch Tagging Program requirements are met, including]
Ensuring all SBT tags meet the minimum specifications in paragraph s of
appendix 2 of the CDS Resolution.

Summary — SBT tags are produced by the Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna Industry Association
(ASBTIA) as approved by AFMA and in line with the CDS Resolution.

Key points

e All tags have the country code, calendar year, unique number and CCSBT logo stamped
onto them.
e All operators in the SBT fishery are informed that ASBTIA provides the SBT tags

AFMA requires operators to use AFMA approved tags in line with the CDS Resolution. The AFMA
approved tags have the country code, calendar year, unique number and CCSBT logo stamped on
them®. AFMA stresses in the pre-season briefing documents to all SBT participants that only the
tags from the current year are valid®. For the 2013 — 14 season these are orange tags stamped with
the prefix AU13%*.

All AFMA approved tags are produced by the Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna Industry Association
(ASBTIA). ASBTIA are responsible for the distribution of tags to operators in both the farm and wild
sector. ASBTIA provide these tags in line with the minimum specifications of the CDS Resolution®.

3.8.2 MPR 1(b): [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that CCSBT Catch Tagging Program requirements are met, including]
recording the distribution of SBT tags to (i) entities authorised to fish for, or
farm, SBT; and (ii) where applicable, entities which received tags to cover
exceptional circumstances.

Summary — AFMA maintain a record of the distribution of SBT tags.
Key points

e ASBTIA provide a record of issued tags to AFMA.

e AFMA reconcile the tags issued against CDS documentation.

e Since 2013 — 2014 AFMA have instructed all SBT fishery participants to provide all unused
or damaged tags to AFMA at the end of the season to aid full reconciliation of tags.

2 AFMA (2013). SBT Catch Documentation Scheme Longline Catch Handbook.
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ASBTIA issue tags to both the farm and the wild fishing sector. The distribution of SBT tags is
maintained by ASBTIA and provided to AFMA. AFMA reconcile the tags issued with the CDS tagging
forms received. For the 2013-2014 season AFMA has instructed both the farm and wild sectors that
all tags will be reconciled at the end of the season®®. This will include all unused and damaged tags
with operators requested to provide these tags to AFMA at the end of the season. Operators can
and do provide tags to each other and as such AFMA have requested that reports are provided
detailing these transfers®.

In the event of tags falling out AFMA maintains the reconciliation of the tags. This is achieved by
requiring the old tag number and catch tagging form number to be recorded if known and the new
tag number and catch tagging form number to be recorded. This information has to be submitted to
AFMA within three days of the incident or landing with a covering explanation of the reason for
replacing the tag®.

3.8.3 MPR 1(c): [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that CCSBT Catch Tagging Program requirements are met, including]
requiring a valid tag to be attached to each SBT brought on board a fishing
vessel and killed (including SBT caught as incidental bycatch) or landed and
killed from a farm.

Summary — Australia has established systems and processes to ensure tagging is conducted in
accordance with CCSBT CDS documentation.

Key points

e AFMA maintains a tagging database that monitors tagging compliance and tracks tagging
form numbers.

e Audits conducted by AFMA since 2010/11 financial year in accordance with CCSBT CDS
requirements.

As stated by Australia in the latest annual report to the Compliance Committee and the Extended
Commission it has been a requirement since January 2010 that no SBT ‘may be accepted for
domestic sale, export or import without the verified CCSBT CDS documentation ‘Error! Bookmark
ot defined.. This includes the requirement to have a valid tag attached to each SBT killed in either
the farm or wild fish sector. Audits of fish tagging have been completed by AFMA in accordance
with the CCSBT CDS since the 2010/11 financial yearError! Bookmark not defined.. AFMA maintain
agging information on an excel database for each season which tracks the tagging forms received
and compares these to the CDS documents. This spreadsheet is used by AFMA as part of its
validation process.
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3.8.4 MPR 1(d): [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that CCSBT Catch Tagging Program requirements are met, including]
requiring tags to be attached to each fish as soon as practicable after the time
of kill.

Summary — AFMA has pre-season guides that are issued to participants in the fishery that
provide the required information related to the requirements for tagging fish. This
documentation specifies the required timeframes.

The pre-season briefing guide provided by AFMA to all participants in the SBT fishery outlines the
CDS requirements for those involved in the SBT fishery stating that when a SBT is killed

‘Each fish must be tagged at the time of kill (for poling operations and towing mortalities) or within
30 hours (for farmed SBT) 2%>°,

3.8.5 MPR 1(e): [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
ensure that CCSBT Catch Tagging Program requirements are met, including]
requiring details for each fish to be recorded as soon as practicable after the
time of kill including month, area, method of capture, as well as weight and
length measurements carried out before the SBT is frozen.

Summary — AFMA has pre-season guides that are issued to participants in the fishery that
provide the required information related to the requirements for tagging fish. This
documentation specifies the required timeframes.

The pre-season briefing guide provided by AFMA to all participants in the SBT fishery outlines the
CDS requirements for those involved in the SBT fishery stating the requirements for recorded
information on the CTF and the associated timeframes. Information provided in the guide states
that;

‘Each fish must be weighed and measured before being frozen and recorded on the Catch Tagging
Form (CTF). The Catch Tagging Form is to be certified and returned to AFMA by the fisher/farmer
within 3 days of landing/harvest.’

All tagging information is provided in hardcopy format by the wild fisheries sector, whilst the tagging
data received by the farm sector can be submitted either in hardcopy or electronically to AFMA.
Farms submit tagging form information in electronic format as AFMA allows farms to submit a single
CTF at the end of the harvest period®. This has been allowed due to the nature of the farming
operations and logistics for reporting during the harvest period®).

83 CCSBT (2013). Compliance with CCSBT Management Measures, CCSBT CC/1310/04 (Rev 2).
5 Anne Shepherd, Pers. Comm 07/02/14
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3.9 Catch Documentation System 5 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (xiii) - (xviii))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that CCSBT catch tagging requirements are met.

3.9.1 MPR 1: Operating systems and processes established and implemented to (a)
meet procedural and information standards set out in appendix 2 of the CDS
resolution; (b) identify any unauthorised use of SBT tags; (c) identify any use of
duplicate tag numbers; (d) identify any whole SBT landed, transhipped,
exported, imported or re-exported without a tag; (e) ensure that tags are
retained on whole SBT to at least the first point of sale for landings of domestic
product; and (f) ensure a risk management strategy (including random or risk
based sampling) is in place to minimise the opportunity of illegal SBT being
marketed.

Summary — AFMA have operating systems and processes in place to meet the procedural and
information standards required by CCSBT’s CDS resolution.

Key points

e A tagging database is maintained by AFMA and audits of fish tagging have been
completed since 2010/11
e AFMA have a risk management strategy which encompassed CDS documentation.

AFMA have a tagging database in an excel spreadsheet format that is created for each season which
incorporates all SBT sectors. The tagging database is maintained and checked by AFMA with
validation conducted to ensure there are no unauthorised SBT tags being used and to identify
discrepancies in the data such as duplicate tag numbers.

AFMA'’s risk management strategy as described in Section 3.1.8.6 includes the assessment of risks

associated with CDS documentation and the risks of illegal SBT being marketed. AFMA’s compliance
prioritises high risk areas and this is constantly being assessed and reviewed.
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3.9.2 MPR 2 Operating systems and processes established and implemented to (a)
monitor compliance by operators with control measures in section 3.9.1,
above; (b) impose sanctions on operators where non-compliance is detected;
and (c) report any cases of whole SBT being landed without tags to the
Executive Secretary, and minimise their occurrence in future.

Summary — Compliance operations conducted both at sea and in port. Random audits also
conducted on shore based facilities as required.

Key points

e latest CCSBT compliance report showed Australia had 100% compliance with catch
tagging forms submitted to CCSBT.
e No incidences recorded of whole SBT being landed without the required SBT tags.

AFMA fisheries compliance conducts targeted compliance operations both at sea and in port as well
as conducting random audits of shore based facilities, as outlined in Section **®. Compliance is
monitored in accordance with AFMA’s “National Compliance and Enforcement Policy” with all
participants in the fishery provided with information describing procedures related to the
requirements of the CDS and associated tagging of fish. Original copies of CDR and CDS document
are required to be kept by SFR holders for a minimum of five years from the date of completion to
meet audit requirementsError! Bookmark not defined..

The latest compliance report from CCSBT (CCSBT-CC/1310/04 (Rev2)) reported that 100% of the
catch tagging forms submitted to CCSBT by Australia exactly matched the details recorded in the
catch monitoring forms. There were no incidences recorded where whole SBT had been landed
without tags® .
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3.10 Catch Documentation System 6 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (xix) - (xxi))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that CDS documents are effectively validated.

3.10.1 MPR 1a: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to]
Authorise validators to validate Farm Stocking, Catch Monitoring and Re-
Export/Export after Landing of Domestic Product Forms.

Summary — Authorised validator lists are maintained by AFMA and provided to CCSBT. The
authorised list is updated and amended as required and amendments sent to CCSBT as
necessary.

Key points

e Validators provided with unique numbers.
e Electronic authorised validator list maintained by AFMA.

e CCSBT authorised validators checked as part of Australia’s audit process.

Validation of CCSBT CDS can be done by SBT Licensed Fish Receiver Permit holders who have been
registered with AFMA and have the authority to act as validators. AFMA maintain a list of validators
with unique numbers kept for validators and new numbers issued to LFR personnel as they are
registered with AFMA. The list of authorised validators is provided to CCSBT and where required is
amended with the amendments sent to CCSBT when validators are removed or added to the list.

Compliance reports between July 2012 and June 2013 showed that 99.8% of Australia’s forms were
submitted where validators were correctly authorised to validate the form®.

3.10.2 MPR 1b: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to]
Demonstrate that all persons with authority to validate CDS documents are (i)
government officials or other individuals who have been duly delegated
authority to validate; (ii) are aware of their responsibilities, including
inspection, monitoring and reporting requirements; and (iii) are aware of the
penalties applicable should the authority be misused.

Summary — AFMA provide validators with letters outlining the responsibilities as a CCSBT
validator.

Key points

e Electronic authorised validator list maintained by AFMA.
e Validators are provided with information confirming the requirements and
responsibilities of being a CCSBT authorised CDS validator.

AFMA provide all validators and Fish Receiver Permit Holders with a letter stating the requirements
and responsibilities of both the validators and the Fish Receiver Permit Holders (FRP). The validator
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is required to complete a validator slip signing that the validator is aware of their commitments and
have read and understood the requirements and responsibilities of an SBT validator.

These validator forms are filed by AFMA and kept on site, with a form completed for each FRP, see
Appendix 3. In addition to the hardcopy forms this information is recorded on the PISCES database
with information marking individuals as CCSBT validators.

3.10.3 MPR 1c: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to]
Appropriate individuals certify each CDS form type by each signing and dating
the required fields.

Summary — All CDS documentation is required to be completed and certified by appropriate
individuals.

Key points

e Australia has demonstrated high levels of compliance for authorised validators
completing CDs documentation (99.8% for 2012).

Australia requires that all CDS documents are signed by appropriate individuals, as required by
CCSBT. These forms are submitted to AFMA and subsequently to CCSBT. Each form is entered into
AFMA’s systems and checks conducted to identify fields that haven’t been completed correctly.

CCSBT’s latest compliance report showed that Australia’s CDS document was completed by
authorised validators 99.8% of the time during 2012 and contained the complete and accurate
information 96.7% of the time® .

3.104 MPR 1d: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to]
The same individual does not both certify and validate information on the
same CDS form

Summary — AFMA have data checking and validation processes in place to check that the same
individual does not certify and validate information on the same CDS form.

Key points

e In 2012 96.7% of the CMF documentation submitted by Australia was correct. This
includes ensuring the same individual did not certify and validate the same CDS form.

As per Section 3.10.3in 2012 of Australia’s CMF documentation submitted 96.7% was correct®. This
encompasses the requirement that the same individual does not certify and validate information on
the CDS form. AFMA'’s data processes require that all CDS documentation is checked by the data
management team. This process includes identifying discrepancies in the documentation such as
the same individual signing the same CDS form as certifier and validator.
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3.10.5 MPR 1le: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to]
Inform the Executive Secretary of (i) the details for all validators and keep this
information up to date; and (ii) of any individuals removed from the list of
validators no later than the end of the quarter in which the removal occurred.

Summary — Electronic list of all authorised validators maintained by AFMA and provided to CCSBT
as required.

As detailed in Section 3.10.1 AFMA maintains electronic lists of all authorised validators, in addition
to which hardcopies are kept on AFMA’s premises. These lists are updated as required. Each time
an update is required the updated information is submitted to the CCSBT Secretariat.

3.10.6 MPR 1f: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented to]
Ensure that no individual conducts validations (i) prior to the Executive
Secretary being fully informed of his/her current validation details, or (ii) after
that individual’s authority to validate has been removed.

Summary — Electronic list of all authorised validators maintained by AFMA and provided to CCSBT
as required.

As detailed in Section 3.10.1 AFMA maintains electronic lists of all authorised validators, in addition
to which hardcopies are kept on AFMA’s premises. These lists are updated as required. Each time
an update is required the updated information is submitted to the CCSBT Secretariat.

3.10.7 MPR 2 Operating systems and processes established and implemented to
monitor performance (compliance and effectiveness) of validators.

Summary — As per AFMA’s data check and validation processes all CDS documentation is checked
to ensure the validator is registered and has complied with their obligations.

All CDS documentation provided to AFMA is checked as per AFMA’s data check and validation
processes to ensure the validator is registered and has complied with their obligations®>. In addition
AFMA conducts audits that scrutinise all aspects of the CDS documentation including the validation
process.

8 Matthew Daniel, Pers Comm. 16/05/14
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3.11 Catch Documentation System 7 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (xxii) - (xxv))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that CDS documents are effectively validated.

3.11.1 MPR 1a: [Operating systems and processes established to ensure] CDS forms
are only validated (i) where all the SBT listed on the form are tagged (except in
cases where tags are no longer required due to processing having occurred);
(ii) in the case of farmed SBT, for SBT harvested from farms on a date that the
farm was authorised on the CCSBT record of Authorised Farms; and (iii) in the
case of Wild Harvest SBT, for SBT taken by FVs on a date when that FV was
authorised by the flag Member.

Summary — AFMA monitor all CDS documentation and checks are conducted on the paperwork
as it is received. Yearly audits also conducted.

Since 2010 no SBT can be sold without the required SBT documentation. AFMA monitor all validated
documentation to ensure they have been completed correctly. On receipt of documentation AFMA
check the data and any discrepancies are followed up with individuals before submitting the
information to CCSBT. Yearly audits are conducted by AFMA to ensure compliance and this
encompasses CDS validation checks.

3.11.2 MPR 1b: [Operating systems and processes established to ensure] validated
documentation accompanies all SBT consignments whether transhipped,
landed as domestic product, exported, imported or re-exported, and (MPR 1c)
no SBT is accepted without validation documentation.

Summary - All SBT consignments are required to have the associated CCSBT CDS documentation
that has been correctly validated.

Key points

e For the 2012 calendar year Australia had a 94.9% compliance rate for providing complete
documentation for domestic landings and 96.7% for exports

e For the first quarter of 2013 Australia had a 72.8% compliance rate for domestic landings
and 89.1% for exports

Since 2010 no SBT can be sold without the required SBT documentation. CDS documentation is
required for the first point of sale for the domestic sale as well as being required for all exports or
imports. AFMA monitor all SBT consignments to ensure that the validated documentation
accompanies them. The latest CCSBT compliance report showed that Australia had a 94.9%
compliance rate for providing complete documentation for domestic landings and 96.7% compliance
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rate for exports for the 2012 calendar year®®. Whilst for the first quarter of 2013 this had reduced to
72.8% for domestic landings and 89.1% for exports®™. The review team acknowledges that the
compliance rates for 2013 reflect the first quarter of the year and may not reflect the final
compliance rates for all of 2013. The variance in current compliance rates for 2013 can be attributed
to the CDS documentation not being finalised for farms until the end of the season.

3.11.3 MPR 1d: [Operating systems and processes established to ensure] Validation
does not occur where (i) validator authorisation procedures were not correctly
followed or (ii) any deficiency or discrepancy is found with the CDS form.

Summary — Australia has systems and processes to check the accuracy and validity of their CDS
documentation

Australia has systems and processes to check the accuracy and validity of their CDS documentation.
These have been established in line with paragraph 5.8 and 5.9 of the CDS Resolution Australia®®.

3.114 MPR 2a: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented for a
Member to validate SBT product against CDS documents, including]
requirements to check accuracy of information by ensuring every CDS
document is complete, valid and contains no obviously incorrect information
by cross-checking data on the form being validated against (1) data on
preceding CDS forms including the Catch Tagging Form; (2) relevant lists of
authorised farms, vessels or carriers; and (3) result of any physical inspection
by the authority.

Summary — Operating systems and processes are in place to monitor compliance with catching
restrictions. Legal instruments allow sanctions to be imposed upon transgressions.

AFMA conduct an annual two-stage audit process to ensure the accuracy of SBT documents and the
compliance of those engaged in the fishery. This is a risk based audit, with the risk based framework
covered in Section 3.1.8.

AFMA'’s level 1 audit is desk-based and covers all farms and receivers. During the Level 1 farm audit,
all the documentation returned to AFMA in relation to the farm is examined, and compared to final
estimates of fish in and out for the entire season. The Level 1 audit of fish receivers is a similar
process. Level 1 audits include the following;

e ‘monthly breakdowns of receipt and sale of SBT including mortalities;

e verified counts of SBT conducted during transfer from tow pontoons into farms;
e (CCSBT CDS figures and domestic sales; and

e mortalities recorded by the SBT fish receiver.”®®

% CCSBT-CC/1310/SBT Fisheries - Australia
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The outcomes of the Level 1 audit, and any events identified during the SBT season determine the
farms that are selected for a Level 2 audit with approximately 10% of farming companies and wild
caught fish receivers selected®®&mer! Bookmark not defined. ' T1ic aquates to 2 or 3 farms being selected for
he Level 2 audit each year. This involves a site visit. The stated objective of the site visit is, “Verifying
the caught/harvested/sold SBT numbers have been successfully documented and that all relevant
export/sold documentation is completed fully and accurately. All company documentation of fish
numbers for exports/sales balances with other documentation of exports/sold fish. To identify any
compliance issues. To ensure AFMA is satisfied that no more fish have been harvested for sale than
originally counted into farms to help meet AFMA’s objective of sustainable fishing.”®” A Level 2 audit
includes a full site audit conducted in person by fisheries officers who review all company records
including spread sheets, feed boat logs, dive logs, sales and export documentation.

In addition, compliance with the CCSBT CDS is monitored in accordance with AFMA"“s National
Compliance and Enforcement Policy. AFMA conducts a biennial risk assessment process to determine
those prioritised areas that require targeted compliance and enforcement activity. This risk
assessment process is conducted across major Commonwealth Fisheries, such as the SBT fishery. As
a result Australian fisheries officers conducted targeted compliance operations to inspect fishing
boats at sea, in port, and also conduct random audits of fishing companies, fish receivers and export
establishments. The inspection process includes the inspection of relevant documentation such as
CDS documents. As provided previously (Section 1d), in 2011/12 Australian fisheries officers
conducted 25 inspections of SBT/ETBF boats. In 2012/13 16 SBT at sea inspections and 17 in port
inspections were conducted on ETBF boats during the period 1 December 2012 to date (4 July 2013).
Inspections were also carried out on four premises authorised to receive SBT in that period. In
addition, AFMA fisheries officers may also conduct targeted compliance operations to inspect fishing
boats at sea, in port, and also conduct random audits of fishing companies, fish receivers and export
establishments™.

Examples of the templates for Level 1 farm® and wild-catch® audits are included in Appendix 3.

%7 Guidelines for conducting Level 2 audit — Appendix 3.17
&8 Template for farm audit Level 1 2011/12 season — Appendix 3.15
& Template for wild catch audit Level 1 2011/12 season — Appendix 3.16
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3.11.5 MPR 2b: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented for a
Member to validate SBT product against CDS documents, including] notification
of any inconsistencies or inaccuracies to the Member's enforcement
authorities.

Summary — Operating systems and processes are in place to monitor compliance with catching
restrictions. Legal instruments allow sanctions to be imposed upon transgressions.

Key points

e Compliance is monitored using a mandatory annual two-stage audit of farms and fish
receivers, mandatory VMS, and at-sea and portside inspections

The principal offence for non-compliance is found under Section 95 of the Fisheries Management Act
19918, for breaching a condition of a concession. Penalties include fines (under Section 95(5) of the
Act), suspension or cancellation of concessions (under Section 98(3) of the Act), an order directing a
person not to be on a boat for a specified time (under Section 98(1) of the Act) and forfeiture of the
boat, equipment, catch and/or proceeds of catch (under Section 106 of the Act)®.
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3.12 Catch Documentation System 8 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (xxvi))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that CDS documents are retained and submitted as required.

3.12.1 MPR 1: Documents and/or scanned electronic copies stored in a secure
location for a minimum of three years under conditions that avoid damage to
the legibility of the documents or the data files.

Summary — Australia stores both hardcopy and electronic copies of SBT documentation and data
in secure locations as required by CCSBT’s MPRs.

Key points

e All records are kept by AFMA for a minimum of seven years. Electronic systems are
maintained and backed up in line with AFMA’s data management regulations.

The storage of all SBT documents and/or scanned electronic copies is the responsibility of AFMA. All
records are kept by AFMA for a minimum of seven years. Hardcopy records are kept on site in
AFMA’s offices with archived documents kept in off-site storage facilities.

All electronic information is recorded on AFMA’s databases and servers. The electronic system is
maintained by AFMA and is regularly backed up in line with AFMA data management regulations.

3.13 Catch Documentation System 9 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (xxvii) + (xxviii))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that CDS documents are retained and submitted as required.

3.13.1 MPR1: Copies of all completed CDS documents issued by catching Members or
received by importing or receiving Members, sent to Executive Secretary in
accordance with timeframes specified in the CCSBT documentation.

Summary — Australia provides CCSBT CDS documents to CCSBT within the required timeframes
(quarterly). Australia compiles and submits national documentation to CCSBT on a quarterly
basis.

Key points

e No incidences identified where Australia has not provided the required information
within the required timeframes.

Copies of all CCSBT CDS documents issued and received by AFMA are provided to the CCSBT on a
quarterly basis, which forms an integral part of AFMA's auditing procedures wherein AFMA analyses,
identifies discrepancies and reconciles all CCSBT CDS documents submitted by Australia®®. Australian

national documentation (i.e. daily logbooks, catch disposal records) are also compiled and submitted
to CCSBT on a quarterly basis™.
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There have been no incidences identified where the Australian authorities did not provide this
information to the CCSBT Secretariat within the required timeframe. The latest CCSBT report on
compliance with CCSBT Management Measures (CCSBT-CC/1310/04 (Rev2)) noted that Australia
submitted all completed CDS documents to the Executive Secretary in accordance with the specified
timeframes during the reported 2012 calendar year and the first quarter of 2013%. In addition
CCSBT reported that Australia had submitted all the required export CMFs to Australia from both
exporters and importers®,

3.13.2 MPR2: Catch Tagging Form information shall be provided to the Executive
Secretary using the electronic Data Provision Form developed by the
Secretariat and in accordance with the Data Provision Form’s instructions.

Summary — Catch tagging data provided to CCSBT as required and submitted to the Executive
Secretary at the end of the season.

Key points

e Catch tagging information provided electronically.
e Submitted on 31° December each year at the end of the season.

Catch tagging form information is provided by AFMA to the Executive Secretary at the end of the
season. Australia provides catch tagging forms which are provided by the wild catch sector during
the fishing season and submitted to CCSBT®®. During the first quarter of 2013 one Australian CTFs
was received. Australia provides its catch tagging forms at the end of the harvest period with a
single electronic catch tagging form submitted®. These are submitted by Australia no later than the
31* December each year.
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3.14 Catch Documentation System 10 (CCSBT Obligation 3.1 (xxix) + (xxxi))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure the verification of CDS documents.

3.14.1 MPR 1: Operating systems and processes established and implemented to (a)
assign unambiguous responsibility to individuals or institutions for
implementing verification procedures; and (b) ensure no verification
procedure is carried out for a CDS document by an individual who has
validated or certified the same CDS document.

Summary — AFMA have operating systems and processes in place to maintain a list of authorised
individuals involved in the verification of CDS documentation

As described in section 3.10 AFMA have operating systems and processes in place to maintain a list
of authorised individuals involved in the verification of CDS documentation. These individuals have
signed a code of conduct that outlines the responsibilities associated with verifying CDS
documentation. AFMA’s data checking and validation processes are in place to ensure that no
verification is carried out by unauthorised individuals.

3.14.2 MPR 2a: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented for
verification, including] Selecting and inspecting, where appropriate, a targeted
sample of vessels and export, import and market establishments based on risk.
The intent of these inspections should be to provide confidence that the
provisions of the CDS are being complied with.

Summary — AFMA conducts a biennial risk assessment across all Commonwealth Fisheries to
identify priority areas requiring targeted compliance and enforcement. This incorporates
identifying the risks associated with the completion and submission of CDS documentation.

Australia’s SBT compliance monitoring is conducted in accordance with AFMA’s ‘National
Compliance and Enforcement Policy’, which encompasses CCSBT CDS compliance. AFMA conducts a
biennial risk assessment across all Commonwealth Fisheries to identify priority areas requiring
targeted compliance and enforcement®. SBT and its associated CDS is one part of the risk
assessment and is prioritised in relation to other Commonwealth fisheries. In 2011/12, there were
15 risks across Commonwealth fisheries that were assessed as moderate/high and high. From the
executive summary of the 2012/13 National Compliance and Enforcement Program report’, the
most significant risks were:

e failure to have a Vessel Monitoring System (VMS) operating at all times (risk rating:
low/moderate)

® AFMA — National Compliance and Enforcement Program 2012-13. Available here: http://www.afma.gov.au/wp-
content/uploads/2010/06/National-Compliance-and-Enforcement-Program-2012-13.pdf (accessed 3/7/13)
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e fishing/navigating in closed areas against regulation (risk rating: moderate)
e failing to reconcile quota within the required timeframe (risk rating: low/moderate).
e failure to report interaction/retention of protected or prohibited species (risk rating:
moderate/high)
e quota evasion and avoidance including (risk rating: high):
o unreported take of quota species and/or misreporting in Catch Disposal Records
(CDRs) to avoid quota decrementation
o non-completion of CDRs by concession holders fishing solely on minor line boat
Statutory Fishing Rights
o misreporting of mortalities within the SBT farm sector (during capture, transfer to
tow cages and towing phases).

These key identified risks inform the national compliance program, including allowing targeted
inspections, patrols and randomised audits of fishing companies, receivers and exporters as
required®®. Such inspections will include the inspection of relevant documentation specific to the
fishery in question, for example the CDS documents for SBT®. In 2011/12 Australian fisheries
officers conducted 25 inspections of SBT/ETBF boats compared to 16 SBT at sea inspections and 17
in port inspections conducted on ETBF boats from 1°* December 2012 to 4™ July 2013%. Inspections
were also carried out on four premises authorised to receive SBT in that period.

3.14.3 MPR 2b: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented for
verification, including] Reviewing and analysing information from CDS
documents at least once every 6 months, including (i) checking the
completeness of data on CDS forms and cross-checking the consistency of the
data on CDS forms received with other sources of information; (ii) cross-
checking data from the Executive Secretary’s CDS six-monthly report; and (iii)
analysing any discrepancies.

Summary — AFMA have data checking and validation processes and systems in place which are
used to provide cross-checking of data before submission to CCSBT. The latest CCSBT compliance
report has reported on Australia’s high levels of compliance in terms of the completeness of data
on CDS forms

AFMA have data checking and validation processes and systems in place which are used to provide
cross-checking of data before submission to CCSBT. These systems are in place to identify
discrepancies and where required these are addressed directly with the individuals/companies in
question. Further discrepancies will be identified and followed up through the level 1 and level 2
audits conducted by AFMA. As highlighted in section 3.10 the latest CCSBT compliance report has
reported on Australia’s high levels of compliance in terms of the completeness of data on CDS forms.
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3.14.4 MPR 2c: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented for
verification, including] investigating any irregularities suspected or detected
and (MPR 2d) taking action to resolve any irregularities.

Summary — All suspected or detected irregularities are addressed through the end of season

auditing processes

All irregularities are addressed through the end of season auditing processes. During level 1 of the
AFMA audits discrepancies are identified. Following which these discrepancies are investigated
further during the level 2 audit completed by compliance officers as outlined in section 3.1.8.1.

3.14.5 MPR 2e: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented for
verification, including] notifying the Executive Secretary and relevant
Members/OSECs, of any consignments of SBT whose CDS documentation is
considered doubtful, or incomplete or un-validated.

Summary — AFMA have data checking, validation and audit processes and systems in place to
identify potential or identified discrepancies. Where required these are reported to the CCSBT
Executive Secretary.

Data checking, validation and audit processes and systems are in place to enable AFMA to identify
potential or identified discrepancies and subsequently report these to the CCSBT Executive
Secretary. During the Phase 1 audit the review team did not identify any history of CDS
documentation that had not been assessed through Australia’s validation processes and systems.
The completion of CDS documentation is a requirement enforced by AFMA and penalties are in place
associated with misreporting, which acts a deterrent to incomplete or incorrect reporting.
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3.14.6 MPR 2f: [Operating systems and processes established and implemented for
verification, including] notifying the Executive Secretary of any investigation
into serious irregularities, in order to present these in an annual summary
report to the Compliance Committee. Notifications should include reporting (i)
the commencement of an investigation if doing so will not impede that
investigation; (ii) progress, within 6 months of starting the investigation if
doing so will not impede that investigation; and (iii) the final outcome within 3
months of completing the investigation.

Summary — AFMA have data checking, validation and audit processes and systems in place to
identify potential or identified discrepancies. Where required these are reported to the CCSBT
Executive Secretary.

As per section 3.14.5, data checking, validation and audit processes and systems are in place to
enable AFMA to identify potential or identified discrepancies. AFMA level 1 and 2 audits
address/identify irregularities within the CDS documentation.

During the Phase 1 audit the review team did not identify any history of CDS documentation that
had not been assessed through Australia’s validation processes and systems. The completion of CDS
documentation is a requirement enforced by AFMA and penalties are in place associated with
misreporting, which act as a deterrent to incomplete or incorrect reporting.

3.14.7 MPR 3: Ensure that no SBT is accepted (for landing of domestic product,
export, import or re-export) without validated documentation attached.

Summary — Since 2010 no SBT may be accepted for domestic sale, export or import without the
verified CCSBT CDS documentation. Australia has exhibited a high level of compliance related to
ensuring the correct complete CDS documentation is provided to CCSBT.

Since 2010 no SBT may be accepted for domestic sale, export or import without the verified CCSBT
CDS documentation. As outlined in sections 3.14.1 - 3.14.6 AFMA has processes and systems in
place to ensure that no SBT is accepted without the required CCSBT validated documentation. As
per CCSBT’s latest compliance report Australia has exhibited a high level of compliance related to
ensuring the correct complete CDS documentation is provided to CCSBT.
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3.15 Transhipment (at sea) Monitoring Program 1 (CCSBT Obligation 3.3 (i) — (v))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to effectively and
accurately manage the carry-forward of quota from one year to the next, within the restrictions
agreed by the CCSBT.

3.15.1 MPR1a: [Operating systems and processes to ensure] The authorisation
document, including details of the intended transhipment provided by the
master or owner of the LSTLV, is available on the LSTLV prior to the
transhipment occurring.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction

areas.

3.15.2 MPR1b: [Operating systems and processes to ensure] Any carrier vessel
receiving the transhipped SBT is meeting its obligations to provide access and
accommodation to observers, and to cooperate with the observer in relation
to the performance of his or her duties (see Carrier Vessel Authorisation
minimum performance requirements, CCSBT documentation).

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction

areas.

3.15.3 MPR2a-d: [Rules in place to ensure] (a) all SBT transhipments receive prior
authorisation; (b) fishing vessels are authorised on the CCSBT authorised
fishing vessel register on the date(s) the SBT are harvested and carrier vessels
are authorised on the CCSBT authorised carrier vessel register on the date(s)
any transhipments occur; (c) a named CCSBT observer is on board the carrier
vessel; and (d) no SBT transhipment occurs without an observer onboard.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction

areas.
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3.15.4 MPR2e: [Rules in place to ensure] Transhipment declarations are completed,
signed and transmitted by the fishing vessel and the carrier vessel, in
accordance with paragraphs 11-14 of the Transhipment Resolution, in
particular that the LSTLV shall transmit its CCSBT Registration Number and a
completed CCSBT Transhipment Declaration to its flag State / Fishing Entity,
within 15 days of the transhipment.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.

3.15.5 MPR3a,b: [Operating systems and processes to] Issue transhipment
authorisations and verify the date and location of transhipments.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.

3.15.6 MPR3c-f: [Operating systems and processes to] Request placement of
observers on board carrier vessels; notify any cases of ‘force majeure’ (where
transhipment occurs without an observer on the carrier vessel) to the
Executive secretary as soon as possible; ensure observers can board the fishing
vessel before transhipment takes place, and have access to personnel and
areas necessary to monitor compliance; enable observers to report any
concerns about inaccurate documentation or obstruction, intimidation, or
influence in relation to carrying out their duties.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction

areas.

3.15.7 MPR3g,h: [Operating systems and processes to] monitor compliance with the
control measures; and impose sanctions or corrective action programmes for
any non-compliance detected.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.
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3.16 Transhipment (at sea) Monitoring Program 2 (CCSBT Obligation 3.3 (vi))
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to effectively and

accurately manage the carry-forward of quota from one year to the next, within the restrictions
agreed by the CCSBT.

3.16.1 MPR1: Operating systems and processes are in place to (a) identify and resolve
any discrepancies between the fishing vessel’s reported catches, CDS
documents and the amount of fish counted as transhipped; and (b) 100%
supervision of all fish transhipped.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.

3.16.2 MPR2: Operating systems and processes are in place to allow any CDS forms
for domestically landed SBT that were transhipped at sea to be validated at
the time of landing.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.
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3.17 Transhipment (at sea) Monitoring Program 3 (CCSBT Obligation 3.3 (vii))

The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to effectively and
accurately manage the carry-forward of quota from one year to the next, within the restrictions
agreed by the CCSBT.

3.17.1 MPR1: Rules, systems and procedure to ensure all transhipped product is
accompanied by signed Transhipment Declaration until the first point of sale.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.

3.18 Annual Reporting to the Compliance Committee (CCSBT Obligation 6.5)
The aim of this obligation is to ensure that Members have processes in place to ensure information

and reports are submitted to the CCSBT in a timely fashion.

3.18.1 MPR1: Submit information and report electronically to Executive Secretary at
least 4 weeks before the annual Compliance Committee meeting.

Summary — Australian authorities provide the required compliance committee information
electronically to the Executive Secretary in accordance with the reporting requirements.

There have been no incidences identified where the Australian authorities did not provide this
information to the CCSBT Secretariat within the required timeframe. Information is submitted by
AFMA'’s Licensing and Data Services Manager. The CC8 CCSBT compliance report records Australia
having provided all the member reports in 2013 as required and that these reports included all the
information required by templates®.

3.18.2 MPR 2: The report for the previous calendar year must (a) include the
quantities of SBT transhipped; (b) list the LSTLVs on the CCSBT Authorised
Vessel List that transhipped; (c) analyse the observers reports received
including assessing the content and conclusions of the reports of observers
assigned to carrier vessels.

Summary — This MPR is not applicable to Australia as Australia does not have any authorised
carrier vessels that are authorised to receive at-sea transhipments beyond national jurisdiction
areas.
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4 Phase 2 Member site visit

The objectives of the Member site visit was to verify the extent that systems and processes
described in documentation and records provided in Phase 1 and the Phase 1 extension (section 3)
are fully implemented and consistent with the procedure described by the Member. The objective
of the site visit was to verify the effectiveness of the processes and activities in ensuring that
Members meet their obligations specific to the MPR’s covered by the scope of the QAR.

Consultation meetings were planned in conjunction with Johnathon Davey (DA), Matt Daniel and
Anne Shepherd (AFMA) based on the availability of key management personnel and availability of
industry representatives to enable a site visit to observe processes under the scope of the Member’s
QAR. The site visits were not designed to be inclusive of all organizations and representatives of the
fishery. However, the consultation plan was designed to strategically capture sufficient information
of Member processes to allow for verification of information reviewed and presented during the
Phase 1 review with the objective of determining to what extent Member’s meet their obligations
specific to the MPR’s covered.

All consultation meetings were conducted by Mr. Oliver Wilson and Mr. David Martin.

Overview of Meeting Plan:

Meetings were held on five different dates between the 3" February and 7" February 2014, in South
Australia and Canberra, Australia.
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Table 7 Schedule of Site visit Meetings

Date Attendees Itinerary
Monday 3™ Johnathon Davey (DA), Pre-visit briefing
evening Matt Daniel (AFMA), and
Anne Shepherd (D&S Data Fix (AFMA
contractor)
Johnathon Davey (DA), On-shore audit of SBT systems
Tuesday 4" Matt Daniel (AFMA) e Opening meeting — objectives, scope and purpose of CCSBT QAR’s. Provided
Anne Shepherd (AFMA) background on SAl Global / Global Trust
Brian Jeffriess (ASBTIA) Industry presentation by ASBTIA —
Protec Marine (Tony Jones and Adam e Covered feedback on Phase | report
Kemp) Tour of onshore operations.
Industry representatives e Site visit was of the onsite harvesting activities.
Visited Protec Marine (AAR) facilities
Johnathon Davey (DA), At sea audit on SBT counting/estimate vessel
Wednesday 5" Matt Daniel (AFMA) e Review/consultation with AFMA Validators/Officials
Brian Jeffriess (ASBTIA) e Review/witness sample procedure
e CDS recording/ reporting review
Thursday 6" Johnathon Davey (DA), At sea audit of transfer process
Matt Daniel (AFMA) e Review/consultation with AFMA Validators/Officials
Brian Jeffriess (ASBTIA) e Review/witness sample procedure
Protec Marine (Tony Jones and Adam e (DS recording/ reporting review
Kemp)
Industry representatives
Johnathon Davey (DA), Closing meeting on preliminary findings from Phase 2 on land and at sea re CCSBT activities and
Friday 7" Anne Shepherd (AFMA) process review.

Matt Daniel (AFMA)
Anne Shepherd (AFMA)

e Systems and Processes Review

e Roles and Responsibilities

e Sample CDS- verification systems/processes

e Internal audit/review mechanisms

e External Reporting

e Closing meeting — findings, requests for information
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4.1 Fish sampling methodology

During the phase 2 site visit the review team were transported out to the tow cage to observe the
weight sampling process. The AAR determines the prevailing weather/sea state conditions that the
weight sample can be taken in. No samples are allowed to be conducted without the AAR present
and the AAR has the final say on the sampling process, safety and weather conditions. During the
site visit the conditions were reported as being at the limit of what the weight sample would be
conducted. Due to the weather conditions (heavy swell) the review team were unable to transfer
onto the vessel where the weight sample was being conducted. Whilst unable to board this vessel
the review team were provided with a sufficient view from the vessel they were onboard. This
vessel provided a view of the whole operation and the vessel was manoeuvred as requested by the
reviewers to provide different views of the sampling process. The review team remained on site for
2 hours observing 35 fish being weighed. At this point the review team had seen sufficient to
confirm the processes being conducted. The observed weight sample was aborted at 62 fish
(average of 21.26 kg) due to time and weather conditions. The weight sample was then completed
the following morning with the final average for the 100 fish being 21.46 kg.

Figure 8 100 fish weight sample vessel set up.

The sampling methodology observed during the phase 2 site visit was consistent with the defined
AFMA procedures for transfer weighing of the 100 fish sample as outlined in the pre-season briefing
document provided to the farm companies and described in the section above. This clearly outlines
the methodology that the AAR uses to verify the weight sample on behalf of AFMA and the
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obligations of the farms during this process, such as ensuring staff are available to assist and that
bait is adequate for use during sampling.

Key observations of the process from the site visit were that the AAR was in charge of the operation
with two staff present, one recording the data and one taking the length and weight measurements.
Both were overseeing the sampling process including the catching process by the farm manager
(company representative). As per AFMA’s 100 fish sample procedure the AAR is required to be
present at all weight samples with either the principal or the second in charge officer of the AAR. At
the phase 2 site visit it was the second in charge officer on site.

As described by AFMA’s pre-determined procedure (Appendix 3) chum was thrown into the cage
prior to the release of the hook by the farm representative, which for the sample observed was the
farm manager. The baited hook was then thrown into the chum. Once a fish was caught it was
pulled to the side of the sampling vessel and transferred into one of the sampling cradles. The
cradle was then hoisted onto the vessel and a weight and length measurement of the fish taken
using calibrated scales. The AAR supplies the catching gear to the factory for each weight sample. It
was reported that at the end of each weight sample, once the required 100 fish sample has been
achieved, the AAR cuts the hook that has been used for the weight sample in front of the farm
representatives. This is done to show that the hook won’t be used for any other weight samples and
can therefore not bias any other weight samples. New hooks are used for each separate weight
sample event.

During the weight sample the weights are checked to make sure they are calibrated correctly for
each cradle being used. The cradle used during the sampling process has been specially designed to
allow the AAR to collect weight and length data whilst reducing the level and handling and stress for
individual fish as much as possible (Figure 11). The scales used are 50kg Salter scales with the AAR
carrying spare 100kg scales should there be larger fish. The AAR has previously trialled motion
compensated scales but experience has indicated that the Salter scales used are the best for the
purposes of obtaining an accurate weight. These are calibrated both at the start of the weight
sample and throughout the weight sample with calibration conducted every 10 fish. The cradle used
during the fish weight sampling process is one that has been designed by industry to ensure an
accurate weight and length measurement of the fish. Figure 11 shows the cradle used and the ruler
markings on the cradle used for measuring the fish length.

The AAR data forms also include all fish that were sampled but were less than 10kg. These figures
are not used as part of the weight sample but are included to ensure a weight has been recorded for
all the fish weighed. The AAR data record therefore provides information for all the fish sampled
including those under 10kg.

Once sampled and the data recorded the fish was then released down the chute back into the
towing cage. The catching process is shown in Figure 9 whilst the weighing and measuring of the fish
is shown in Figure 10.

The process is monitored by the Protec staff with either the Principal or the second in charge at the
AAR taking the weight and length measurements, which the second Protec staff member records on
pre-printed Protec Marine data forms. These data forms are submitted to AFMA as part of the
reporting of weight samples and are included in the CDS validation conducted by AFMA (section 4.3).
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During the phase 2 site visit a company representative was in attendance at the weight sample to
record the weights for internal farm purposes.
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Figure 9 Sampling process conducted during the 100 fish weight sample. a) Hook chucked into the chum, b) Hooked fish pulled onto the pontoon, c) Fish placed into one of the cradles
and d) transferred onto the weighing vessel.
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Figure 10 100 fish weight sample. Showing the weight and length measurement being taken by the AFMA Authorised Representative (Protec Marine Pty Ltd.)
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Figure 11 Cradle used for weighing southern bluefin tuna during the 100 fish weight sample conducted by AFMA
Authorised Representative (AAR) Protec Marine Pty Ltd.

The scope of the QAR Phase 2 on site visit was to review the fish sampling methodology in terms of
whether the process in the field was as described, documented and reported by Australia to CCSBT.
The review team have reviewed the processes accordingly. The QAR scope did not include an
assessment of the accuracy of the sampling methodology at estimating average weight of the towed
cage of SBT. However, the review team notes the 2006 report by DSI Consulting Pty Ltd was
conducted to review the catch monitoring procedures used in the SBT farm industry. DSI Consulting
assessed both the 40 fish sample (the required sample size at the time) and the stereoscopic
cameras. The sampling process in place is consistent with recommendations in the report such as
using standardised gear that is provided by the AFMA AAR.
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4.2 Farm transfer

The fish transfer process observed during the Phase 2 site visit was consistent with the defined
AFMA procedures for fish transfers as outlined in the pre-season briefing document provided to the
farm companies which clearly outlines the methodology that the AAR uses to record and monitor
the fish transfer. Protec Marine Pty Ltd. (AAR) conducts the observation and recording of the fish
transfers whilst also providing the day to day monitoring and liaison with the farms. Protec also
provide the weekly reports during the season and assist with the audits at the end of season by
providing all requested documentation. Throughout the season the AAR are in contact with AFMA
and contact is on an ad-hoc but regular basis.

During the phase 2 site visit the review team were transported out to the fish transfer and observed
the process from the farm vessel that the AAR were using to observe and record the transfer. The
review team observed two complete fish transfers from one tow cage into two separate farm cages.
The AAR determines the conditions that the fish transfer can be conducted in, with no fish transfers
allowed to be conducted without the AAR present. The AAR has the final say on safety and weather
conditions related to the transfer. For each transfer the AAR has two staff members on site, one
viewing the footage at all times and the second moving around the vessel providing support and
liaising with the farm staff as required. During the transfer these roles may be swapped.

The AAR has three review teams; each consisting of two staff so that they can cover three transfers
at any one time. If there are technical issues during a transfer the AAR have their own vessel which
can be used to move between transfers and provide support to the different teams. For each
transfer the AAR has two UPS units with two screens, the set up used by the AAR for viewing and
recording transfers is shown in Figure 12. The transfer is recorded both onto a hardcopy VHS tape
which is then subsequently viewed back in Protec’s offices as well as being saved onto the external
hard drive which is linked to the live link of the transfer. Back up leads and a backup camera are
available depending on the number of transfers being conducted. During the site visit one of the
screens was temporarily not displaying the transfer correctly. This emphasised the importance of
the AAR using the dual screen and recording set up. In the event of the video recording not working
correctly the AAR have the hard drive recording as a backup.
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Figure 12 Transfer viewing and recording setup observed during the phase 2 site visit

As described by AFMA’s pre-determined procedure (Appendix 3) the transfer didn’t begin until the
AAR had arrived. The fixing the camera is attached to during the transfer has a movable arm so that
the positioning can be adjusted as required to ensure that the footage is as clear as possible. The
transfer is not started until the AAR is happy with the field of vision and that the white board is in
the correct place. The position of the white board is dictated by the position of the sun and ensuring
the best visibility is achieved. In the event the visibility is not suitable for a transfer the AAR will
make the decision to postpone the transfer. Whilst not observed during the site visit the AAR
informed the review team that the process would be stopped prior to beginning the transfer if the
visibility is too poor. An indication of this is whether the AAR can see the white board that is
positioned on the opposite side of the transfer gate (Figure 13 and Figure 14). In the event that fish
have transferred and then the AAR postpones the transfer then the camera is kept running and the
farm transfer the fish from the farm cage back into the tow cage.
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Figure 13 Crew positioning the screen used during the transfer

Figure 14 Camera view of the fish transfer observed during the site visit. The red hashed circles identify SBT within the
camera view (Potential commercial in confidence information has been covered).
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Once the camera was positioned the AAR instructs the farm to move the drop down net which
opens the transfer gate and begins the transfer. As per AFMA’s documentation the reviewers
observed that the AAR was in charge of the operation with two staff present. One staff member
viewing the screen at all times of the transfer and the other providing support and liaising with the
farm staff where required.

Depending on the speed of the transfer the AAR instructs the farm to lift or drop the tow cage net to
vary the speed of the transfer to ensure that the transfer remains as consistent as possible. Lifting
of the net during the transfer is a regulated process with whichever AAR staff member is viewing the
footage providing instructions to the supporting AAR staff to adjust the speed of the transfer as

necessary.

Figure 15 Lifting of the tow cage net during the fish transfer from the tow cage to the farm cage

During the transfer an unofficial count is conducted by the AAR in real time with this estimate
provided to the farm representative. The unofficial count is conducted in 10s using a clicker. Each
individual fish is counted but due to the speed of the transfer in real time the AAR staff member
presses a clicker to represent 10 fish. For example if 100 fish have been counted the clicker will read
10 (10 x 10 = 100). The unofficial count is taken at the request of the farm in order to provide them
with an estimate, at the time of transfer, of the number of fish transferred into the farm cage. The
official count is conducted by either the principal or second in charge of the AAR and the farm
representative back at the premises of the AAR. During the official count the transfer is slowed
down using the AAR’s video equipment to aid counting. Following the official count a second copy is
burnt onto tape or CD and provided to industry. The AAR keeps all videos and paperwork for a
minimum of seven years, after which the data is destroyed and sent directly to landfill. In all cases
the official count is the one used to decrement quota from the farm. If there are discrepancies of
over 25% between the unofficial and official counts AFMA query these and these are investigated.
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At the end of the transfer once the number requested for the transfer has been completed the AAR
will instruct the crew to drop the net to cover the transfer gate (Figure 16). This is to prevent any
fish from transferring through whilst the gate is being sewn back together. The video footage will
remain on until the net has been completely resealed to ensure that all fish are observed during the
transfer (

Figure 17) at which point the camera will be brought back to the vessel. In the event that the
transfer time means that two tapes are required the drop net is lowered to prevent any fish

transferring whilst the tapes are being changed.

Figure 16 Crew positioned to drop the net to cover the transfer gate at the end of the transfer (The net is dropped at the
instruction of the AAR)
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Figure 17 Diver sewing the cage back together following the end of a transfer (Potential commercial in confidence
information has been covered).

At the completion of the transfer the Protec Marine Pty Ltd. team record the details of the transfer
in the daily log. The daily log is used for Protec’s internal purposes and can be used during stage 2
AFMA audits, if required. The tape that was recorded during the transfer is ejected and the details
related to the transfer are recorded on the label. This includes the farm name, cage number and the
estimate of the number transferred (Figure 18). This information will then be updated once the
video footage is officially viewed back in the Protec Marine premises.

w

"_—i-a———;

T &

Figure 18 Data recording being completed by the AFMA Authorised Representative (Protec Marine Pty Ltd.) following
the completion of a transfer.
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4.3 CDS validation systems

During the phase two site visit AFMA demonstrated the paperwork and systems that are in place
which relate to the information provided in the phase 1 report. Documentation identified in the
phase 1 report was sighted with explanations/demonstrations provided as to the processes and
systems used to process the data. Subsequent reporting processes to CCSBT were also
demonstrated.

The CDS validation systems demonstrated to the review team during the phase 2 site visit reflected
the information provided during the phase 1 review. AFMA have a dedicated data management
team that deal with AFMA’s data reporting including the SBT fishery and its subsequent reporting to
CCSBT. Specifically related to SBT the data management team roles are split to deal with different
form types that are received.

It was demonstrated to the review team that key fields in the SBT reporting forms related to the TAC
are entered into an older AFMA database (Ingres) which then automatically synchronises and
updates the data onto the current primary database used within AFMA. PISCES is not currently set
up for SBT to be entered directly into the system and as such all catch information is entered into
Ingres first. SBT02 and SBT04 forms are entered in to Ingres which is primarily used to monitor
quota decrementation and provides a track of all catch/quota on its system through the recording of
logbook and SBT CDR information. For records received during the farm harvest period and for
vessel records where the fish have been processed onboard the processed weights are entered into
Ingres and the green weight figures are calculated based on a predetermined conversion factor that
has been provided to the system (1.1.2 + 1kg for every fish for gilled and gutted)”".

Additional information related to the reporting forms not related to catch figures and quota
decrementation is recorded on additional spreadsheets. These are used to record all the data fields
on the reporting forms. With different spreadsheets being maintained to store different information
related to the SBT fishery. The spreadsheets provide an overall view of both farm and wild fisheries
catches and totals and as such are used as internal tools to provide quota information on quota and
produce quick reports and references. PISCES is the official figure used for quota decrementation
but the internal spreadsheets are used as visual reference tools for management. The review team
were informed that this was due to the PISCES system currently being too slow in providing
information to staff.

CDS information is also maintained on excel spreadsheets with data related to the CDS not
incorporated into either Ingres or PISCES. This information is utilised for the quarterly reporting.

When forms are received all the data recorded on the forms is first entered into excel sheets. The
catch figures are then entered into the Ingres system which subsequently updates the primary
PISCES system. The data management team then visually check the data uploaded to PISCES against
the information recorded in the excel sheets for any discrepancies. All information is entered into
Ingres and onto excel spreadsheets.

"t Matthew Daniel, Pers Comm. 07/05/14
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The phase 2 site visit demonstrated the data checking and validation processes in place. All
database changes are tracked so discrepancies can be traced back to the source and linked to staff
entries. All SBT forms and logbooks are manually counted and checked against the information
entered into the databases, with data checked as the information is received. This relates
specifically to the wild fisheries sector which is more dynamic than the farm sector. At the end of
each season data quality checks are conducted against the client information and quota, with the
CDS information checked against the quota recorded in the databases.

PISCES is checked annually with checks in place to ensure accuracy within the system. The data
management team is subject to audits by AFMA where the data entry team is required to double
entry to assess accuracy. AFMA determine the % of forms to double punch with the last audit of
accuracy recording a 0.5 % discrepancy®.

93



Member: Australia

CCSBT QAR Template (V1.2)

4.4 Phase 2 site visit outcomes
Summary Weaknesses Threats (risks) Recommendations
e 100 % coverage of fish sampling | ¢ Depending on sea state there is | e Potential bias in the | e To make the
events potential for the scales to be affected process given farm process 100%
¢ Independent contractor acting as the by the motion of the vessel. Protec staff conducts the independent  the
AFMA Authorised Representative explained that motion compensated fish selection. catching  process
(AAR) scales had been trialled however However, as could potentially be
e Tender process were found to be less accurate than described by DSI conducted by AAR
Fish e Consistent with documented process Salter scales. Consulting this is the staff. However, it is
sampling e AAR provides complete data set of most  cost-effective recognised thaTt this
methodology the sample including those <10kg. methodology.  The was _ previously
e Fishing gear is standardised and assessment team mentioned by DSI
provided by the AAR as note that whilst the Consulting but
recommended in the 2006 DSI AAR does not given costs was not
Consulting report. conduct the fish implemented.
selection it does
oversee the
operation.
e 100 % coverage of fish transfer | ¢ Reduced visibility can potentially | @ Negligible risk of | ¢ Whilst the AAR
events affect the accuracy of the count. unobserved transfers mitigates  against
e Independent contractor acting as the Incidences of poor visibility that or fish being reduced visibility
AFMA Authorised Representative could affect the transfer count transferred prior to affecting the
(AAR) accuracy are mitigated by the AAR AAR arriving. transfer count

Farm
transfer

Tender process
Consistent with documented process

AAR provides backup equipment and
uses two staff to cover for scenarios

where  equipment may need
replacing.
Multiple copies of the footage
recorded

only conducting a transfer if the
white screen can be observed on the
opposite side of the transfer gate.

Realistically this is a
negligible risk given
the logistical
requirements to
conduct a transfer.

During periods of
high flows of fish
there is a risk of
miscounting. This is

accuracy there is no
guideline recorded
in the transfer
documentation.

Recommendation

to add in guideline
to documentation
to support AAR
approach that
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counts at slower

Summary Weaknesses Threats (risks) Recommendations
mitigated by the AAR transfers shouldn’t
conducting  official be conducted

unless the white

CDS .
validation

knowledge of all reporting
requirements

Well prescribed and documented
standard  operating  procedures
(SOPs)

Robust data validation processes in
place shown by the high compliance
level associated with Australia’s CDS
reporting.

Established data entry systems
Documentation

Tracking of updates on the database

systems

e SBT catch figures are entered into an
old database (Ingres) and then have
to be uploaded to the current AFMA
database (PISCES).

e Time consuming process

e Reconciliation is required between
data sources i.e. spreadsheets and
databases

e Quota reporting through the PISCES
database is not considered timely
enough. As such management use
internal spreadsheets.

transcription errors
as a result of
multiple entry points.
This is mitigated by
the validation
processes in place.

speeds. screen is visible on
the opposite side of
the transfer gate.
e Experienced team with a thorough | ¢ Data entry is required into multiple | ® Potential e There needs to be

an integrated
system that
centralises the data
entry process

e More timely
reporting  systems
required for day to
day management,
linked into PISCES
as opposed to
internal
spreadsheets
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5

Member Process Flow Maps

Australian data feeds back
into next year’s quota
calculations

Commission determines total annual
catch for entire SBT stock and
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=

=

SBT vessels licenced by AFMA, farms
licenced by South Australian
government

DAFF informs CCSBT of registered
vessels, farms & updates whenever
changes occur

Pre-season administration

MPR 1

CCSBT allocates Australian Allocated
Catch (AC)

Mational TAC determined annually by
the AFMA Commission. The Australian
SBT FMP (1995) requires that the
national TAC does not exceed the
Awustralian AC

v

Operators are entitled to a share of the
national TAC according to their holding
of Statutory Fishing Rights (SFR).
Shares are allocated to individual rights
holders as Individual Transferable
Quota (ITQ)

h 4

v

SFRs are tradable throughout the
fishing season and up to 14 days
afterwards

h 4

the ETBF and WTBF fisheries

SBT caught by vessels with quota in

SBT caught by vessels with quota
for transfer to farms
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{

Registered & licenced vessels with quota catch SBT as
L.
“| bycatch in the ETBF and WTBF fisheries. Minimum SBT quota

MPR 2alii): arrangements for
daily recording of all catches *

required to enter designated ‘core’ and ‘buffer’ zones.

A 4

Retained SBT are weighed, measured, tagged and
recorded on CTAUO2 — CCSBT Catch Tagging Form. Must
be submitted to AFMA within 3 business days of the fish
being landed.

Daily SBT catch and ERS interactions recorded by vessel. Loghooks are mandatory under
Section 42 of the Fisheries Management Act 1991. Specific form depends on gear type:

*  ALO6 — Pelagic longline daily log

* PSO1A — Purse seine daily log for purposes other than farming

* TPBO1 - Pole daily log for purposes other than farming
Data are collected on a shot-by-shot basis and comply with the “Characterisation of the

SBT Catch” section of the CCSBT Scientific Research Plan. Data recorded includes date,

location, estimates of SBT retained & discarded, and ERS interactions.

{

Catch landed at any Australian port. No Australian
SBT is landed in foreign ports.

v

*According to the Australian compliance plan.

MPR 2aliii): reporting of catches, weekly by large-
scale longliners and monthly by coastal vessels W

Logbooks are submitted to AFMA on the following timescales:
ALOB — Must be submitted within 3 calendar days of the completion of each fishing trip
PSO1A — Must be submitted within 3 calendar days of the consignment being unloaded

TPBO1 — Must be submitted by the 14™ day of the following month

Landed product
recorded in form
CMAU02 — CCSBT Catch
Monitoring Form.
Includes product type,
type of capture and
month of capture. Must
be submitted to AFMA
within 3 business days of
the fish being landed

Vessels not permitted in core
or buffer zones without SBT

MPR 2b: monitor all fishing-
related SBT mortality |

Exports & re-exports after

Quota holders and fish
receivers complete form PT02B
— SBT Catch Disposal for
Purposes Other than Farming.
Includes total weight of SBT
mortalities and retained SBT,
bycatch of ERS. Must be
submitted to AFMA within 3
business days of the fish being
landed

h 4

All sold fish

guota. Vessels catching SBT  [€
as bycatch elsewhere must
obtain quota within 14 days

r Direct Landings Sector

=

MPR 2al(ii); 2a(iii); 2b )
quota.

Total mortalities
recorded in PTO2B

A 4

landing recorded in form
REAUZ. This must be submitted
to AFMA within 3 business days
of the export or re-export date

accompanied by Catch
Documentation
Scheme (CDS)
documentation

A

subtracted from

Data collated by AFMA &

v
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Registered & licenced vessels with quota
> fish for SBT for farming purposes. Tow
pontoons are also registered with AFMA.

Catch transferred to tow ponteons. Transfer recorded by catcher vessel in loghook
L SBT02 — Purse Seine Catch Disposal Record (CDR). Includes name of SFR holder,
catcher vessel, date & time of transfer, tow boat name, pontoon ID, and estimates of

MPR 2alii): arrangements for
daily recording of all catches

Daily catch of SBT and ERS recorded in form TPBO3 — Purse
Seine and Pole Daily Log for farming purposes. This loghook is
mandatory under Section 42 of the FM Act. Data are collected
on a shot-by-shot basis and comply with the “Characterisation

of the SBT Catch” section of the CCSBT Scientific Research

Plan. Details recorded include date of fishing, search details
(including spotter plane), fishing location, estimated weight of

SBT per shot, ERS interactions. If transferring to a tow
pontoon, carrier boat name and transfer date.

\ 4

MPR 2aliii): reporting of catches, weekly by large-
scale longliners and monthly by coastal vessels

TPBO3 loghooks must be submitted to
AFMA by the 14" day of the following

month

Vessels catching SBT without
sufficient quota must obtain €

Total mortalities
recorded in SETO4B

subtracted from

SFRs within 14 days
quota

[

=

Farming Sector

h 4

weight of fish transferred and associated mortalities. Must be faxed to AFMA within
24 hours of the start of the tow. Weight estimates are used by AFMA as an initial
deduction from the ITQ until more accurate values are available from SBT04B.

Daily tow activity recorded by tow boats on form SBTO3B — Farm Transit Log.

Includes permit holder & boat names, transfer details, SBT weight estimate, daily
MPR 2b: mortality estimate, and details of final transfer of fish to another tow boat or farm. A
monitor all separate form for each pontoon must be submitted to an AFMA representative
fishing- immediately on arrival at farm pontoons.
related SBT
mortalitv ¢

All farms licenced by the South Australian government and registered with CCSBT. Farms must
complete the following records:

* SBTO4B — Farm Catch Disposal Record, completed by AFMA official and used to deduct fish from the
TAC. 40-fish sample is used to estimate a mean weight & combined with verified total number of
fish to produce a total TAC deduction. Total number of mortalities from other loghooks also
included. Must be submitted to AFMA within 24 hours of the form being completed.

* FSAUQ02 — CCSBT Farm Stocking Form. Completed atthe end of the season and submitted within 3
business days.

*  FTAUO2 — CCSBT Farm Transfer Form. Completed if fish are transferred between farmsand
submitted to AFMA within 3 business days of the transfer.

Farmed fish landed at Australian ports only (_I

J v

Landed product recorded in form CMAUO2 — CCSBT
Catch Monitoring Form. Includes product type, type

Retained mortalities weighed,

measured, tagged and recorded on
CTAUO2 — CCSET Catch Tagging Form of capture and month of capture. Must be submitted
to AFMA within 3 business days of the fish being
harvested/landed

Must be submitted to AFMA within 3
business days of the final harvest of SBT.

J’ \ 4

MPR 2a(ii); 2a(iii); 2b

Data collated by AFMA ¢ Exports & re-exports after landing recorded in form

T REAU2. This must be submitted to AFMA within 3

I business days of the export or re-export date

v
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Farming Sector

A

TPBO3 — Daily catch log

SBT02 — Catch disposal record

SBTO3B — Farm transit log

CTAU02 — Catch tagging

CMAUO02 — Catch monitoring form

A 4

At-sea inspections

Direct Landings Sector

\

N

Mandatory vessel reporting to
national VMS

ALO6/PS01A2/TPBO1 — Daily logs

PT02B — Catch disposal record

et

REAUO2 — export/re-export

FTAUD2 — Farm transfer

FSAUO2 - Farm stocking form

SBT04B — Farm catch disposal

for farm capture and tow vessels. Coverage in

below 500kg. Observer reports are submitted

Scientific observer coverage. 10% coverage

the direct landing sector varies according to
the amount of quota held by a vessel, with
coverage beginning at 20% in the core SBT =

zone and 10% in the buffer zone, and

increasing to 100% when vessel quota falls

at the end of each trip.

CTAUQ2 — Catch tagging form

CMAUO02 — Catch monitoring form

REAUO2 — export/re-export

record

Monitoring, control,

enforcement & sanctions

MPR 2c, 4

>

AFMA agent observation, including
verified count of SBT transferred from

tow pontoon to farm.

Annual audits of all farms and fish

receivers

100

Completed by vessel or farm

Validated by AFMA

Completed by AFMA agent

approved by AFMA

Validated by competent authority
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6 Management System Effectiveness

Australia’s SBT fishery management systems have been demonstrated to be effective in terms of the
in terms of the CCSBT minimum performance requirements outlined in Section 3. Utilising
information provided by the Member state during consultation as well as information provided by a
review of the available documentation, a strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats (SWOT)
analysis has been conducted. Table 3 shows the strengths, weaknesses and threats (risks) identified
by this process, whilst the recommendations (opportunities) of the SWOT are displayed in Section 6.

Table 3a lists Australia’s strengths as identified by the QAR. The key strengths identified by the QAR

are;
. Robust legal foundations for the management of the fishery. This forms the basis
of any effective management regime. Australian fisheries management is primarily based on
the Fisheries Management Act 1991 and the Fisheries Administration Act 1991.
. Strong fisheries management regulatory system. AFMA have a well-established
fisheries management system that operates in accordance with Australia’s fisheries
legislation. The allocation of quota through SFRs has clearly defined processes, as does the
trading system set up to allow quota transfer.
° Thorough, gear-specific documentation system. AFMA enforce a range of
mandatory documents, including daily recording of catch, records of mortality at all stages of
the fishing process in both the direct landings and farming sectors, records of farm stocking,
transfer and harvest, and the full suite of CCSBT CDS documentation and tagging.
. Comparatively high observer coverage on the farm purse seining vessels and 100%
coverage of farm stocking. High observer coverage in the farming sector reduces the risk of
non-compliance and increases the accuracy of catch and mortality estimates. In particular,
the mandatory presence of an AFMA Authorised Agent whenever catch is transferred from a
tow vessel into a farm ensures an official presence at the most critical stage in the quota
monitoring process.
. Internal compliance risk-assessment and auditing processes. These processes aid
the detection of non-compliance and documentary inaccuracies. Most of the risks identified
by this report have been previously identified by internal AFMA processes.

Table 3b shows that although Australia’s SBT fishery and associated management systems generally
complied with CCSBT’s MPRs, the QAR has identified some weaknesses which represent potential
areas for improvement. The key weaknesses listed in Table 4b are;

. Uncertainty over the estimated weight of fish transferred to farms. This weakness
is inherent to the farming process, but means that all removal figures in the farming sector
are estimates. Efforts are already being made to reduce this weakness with the introduction
of stereo-video monitoring — see risks, below.

° Low observer coverage in some sectors. Observer coverage varies considerably.
When vessels have no observer, catch and discards are estimated by crew, increasing the
potential for inaccuracies.

° Non-commercial retained catch (i.e. charter and recreational catch) is not
quantified. This is discussed in more detail under ‘risks’, below.
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The weaknesses identified by the QAR have been used to determine potential risks associated with
the Australian SBT fishery. Several of these risks have been previously identified by AFMA’s internal
risk assessment mechanisms. The key risks identified by the QAR are;

. Potential for under-reporting or misreporting mortalities. This risk was identified in
the AFMA National Compliance and Enforcement Program report 2012-13 and categorised
as a ‘high’ risk. Fish which cannot be released ‘live and vigorous’ must be deducted from a
vessel’s quota, representing pressure on crews to under-report SBT mortalities and/or
exaggerate the proportion of unwanted catch which is released alive.

. Potential for inaccuracy and/or bias in estimates of SBT weight transferred to
farms. The estimate of total weight transferred is used in conjunction with total mortality
estimates to subtract quota from the quota-holder and total TAC. For this reason it is a
critical stage of the monitoring process. An independent review of the process currently
used to estimate numbers was inconclusive. The introduction of stereo-video monitoring
may potentially improve the accuracy of estimates and reduce the severity of this risk. The
review team acknowledges that trials have been conducted on stereo-video monitoring and
that development and introduction into the SBT fishery is ongoing. At the current time, the
lack of certainty over the accuracy of the standard counting approach may mean this is a key
risk.

. Potential for vessels to catch fish for which they cannot cover with quota. This risk
was also identified in the AFMA compliance report, and categorised as ‘low’ risk. The 14-day
grace period is designed to allow vessels to avoid unintentional overcatch by obtaining
quota after the fish has been caught. In the direct landings sector the probability of
overcatch is low due to the quota requirements for vessels entering the core and buffer
zones. In the farming sector the 14-day grace period may encourage vessels to capture more
fish than they have quota for with the intention of obtaining SFRs after the fact. In addition
to the risk of vessels failing to obtain quota within the 14 days, the lack of any ‘reserve’
guota raises the possibility that there could be insufficient quota on the market to meet the
requirement. In the farming sector this risk is mitigated against by the option, upon
application to AFMA, to release fish alive. If an operator or operators were over quota they
can release fish under AFMA supervision back to the wild. Any mortalities associated with
the release are counted against quota. This risk is also potentially mitigated against by
quota transfers between farming and wild sector SFRs as required given the different fishing
seasons associated with the farming and wild fisheries sector.

° Recreational fishery removals are currently not quantified. Australia is currently
unable to fulfil the requirement of CCSBT obligation 1.1 (i) MPR 2b to “monitor all fishing-
related mortality of SBT” in relation to “non-commercial retained catch”. This risk is being
addressed through the development of a methodology to quantify the scale of the national
recreational catch.
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Table 8 Strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats (SWOT) analysis conducted for
Australia’s systems determining compliancy to CCSBT Minimum Performance requirements

(MPR’s).

a) Strengths associated with Australia’s SBT fishery and associated management in relation to CCSBT’s MPRs

Obligation | MPR Strengths
e  SBT Fishery Management Plan requires the national TAC to not exceed
the CCSBT AC.
e Australian national TAC has been set in line with CCSBT AC in recent
1.1 () 1| e .
e Australian reported ASBTC has not significantly exceeded the CCSBT AC
in recent years, and has been repaid the following year.
e  Adaptive quota-setting process illustrated by adoption of two-year
season to best manage the drop in AC.
e Quota distributed by legally established Statutory Fishing Rights (SFRs),
which also act as a permit to fish.
2a (i) e  SFRs assigned to specific vessels to allow quota tracking.
e  Quota requirements for entry into “Core” and “Buffer” SBT zones
reduce the probability of intentional fishing without quota in the direct
landings sector.
e  Gear-specific logbooks ensure collection of all relevant information.
2a (ii) e Catch weight estimates are compared to weights at landing or farm
transfer to ensure accuracy.
2a (iii) e  AFMA mandates an appropriate time scale in which catch estimates
and logbooks must be returned.
e Commercial fishing, tow and discard mortalities are recorded in the
2b relevant daily logbook.
e All mortalities in the direct landings sector must be landed.
e  SBT vessels are inspected at sea and in port.
e  Observer coverage of farm purse seining was 19.8% in 2010/11 and
meets the CCSBT target of 10%.
2c (i) e  Core and buffer SBT zones allow targeted observer coverage in the
direct landings sector.
e Quota requirements for entering core and buffer zones reduce
probability of vessels without quota catching SBT.
e  All weight samples and farm transfers are conducted under the
supervision and direction of the AFMA Authorised Agent (AAR). The AAR is
2c(ii) independent and provides data to AFMA.
e  Well established procedures in place for collecting with the phase 2 site
visit identifying that these are followed by the AAR.
3 e  Mortality data are submitted to the CCSBT quarterly, which is more
frequent than the annual submission required by the MPR.
e  Functioning VMS is a mandatory requirement.
4 e Audit process examines all fish receivers and farms annually.
e Internal risk-assessment process identifies key compliance risks and
allows targeted inspections & patrols.
1.1 (iii) 13 e None identified, as Australia has only recently adopted the carry-
forward procedure and used it from 2013 to the 2014 fishing season.
1b e None identified, as Australia has only recently adopted the carry-
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Obligation | MPR Strengths

forward procedure and used it from 2013 to the 2014 fishing season.

2.3 (i) e  This MPR is not applicable to Australia

3.1 (i-v) 1a e  Pre-season documentation and meetings held with participants of the
fishery outlining their reporting obligations.

e Licensing outlines their CCSBT obligations and signature to this
acknowledges participants are aware of these

1b e Reporting requirements specified in Federal Legislation
e  CDS reporting requirements outlined in pre-season meetings

1c e Catch Tagging certification requirements are clearly outlined by AFMA
with high levels of compliance indicating these are understood and adhered
to.

1d e  Commercial fishing, tow and discard mortalities are recorded in the

relevant daily logbook.
e All mortalities in the direct landings sector must be landed.

le e  Established compliance systems incorporating mandatory annual two-
stage audits of farms and fish receivers, mandatory VMS, and at-sea and
portside inspections

2 e  Recreational catches are not included under Australia’s TAC
3 e Documentation provided by a contractor that has provided AFMA’s
logbooks for over 15 years
3.1 (vi) 1 e  This MPR is not applicable to Australia
2 e There have been no incidences of foreign vessel landings in recent
years
3.1 (vii—ix) 1-3 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
3.1 (x-xii) | 1(a)- e  Established authorised SBT tag provider (ASBTIA)
1(e)
3.1 (xiii — 1-2 e Tagging database maintained to reconcile tag numbers, including
xviii) unused and damaged tags, as well as identify the use of unauthorised tags.

e  Reconciliation of CTF information and ASBTIA issued tags conducted at
the end of the season as part of audit process.
e  Risk based compliance framework in place.

3.1 (xix- la- e  Electronic authorised validator lists are maintained by AFMA and
XXi) 1f&2 provided to CCSBT, with unique identifier numbers for each validator.

e  Validators provided with information confirming the requirements and
responsibilities of being a CCSBT authorised CDS validator.

3.1 (xxii— | la-1d e Operating systems and processes are in place to monitor compliance
XXV) &2a- with legal instruments in place to allow sanctions to be imposed upon
2b transgressions.

e  Established compliance systems incorporating mandatory annual two-
stage audits of farms and fish receivers, mandatory VMS, and at-sea and
portside inspections

3.1 (xxvi) 1 e  Australia exceeds CCSBT requirements and store records for a
minimum of seven years.
3.1 (xxvii- 1-2 e  Established processes for reporting CDS documents to CCSBT.
Xxviii)
3.1 (xxix— | 1,2a e  Risk based compliance monitoring in place
XXXi) -2f& e  Two phase audit process used to identify and address irregularities
3
3.3 (i-v) la e  This obligation and its associated MPRs is not applicable to Australia
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Obligation | MPR Strengths
6.5 1 e  Established reporting processes, with no incidences reported of
Australia not providing the required information within the specified
timeframes.
2 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
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b) Weaknesses associated with Australia’s SBT fishery and associated management in relation to CCSBT’s

MPRs

Obligation | MPR Weaknesses
e The Australian fishing season does not match the accounting period
used by CCSBT; however this does not appear to cause any difficulties.

1.1 (i) 1 e The total ASBTC exceeded the CCSBT AC in the 2009-11 season by 19t
and 34t in 2011/-12. Voluntary reductions of the corresponding amounts
were taken for the following season.

e Free trade of SFRs means there is potential for additional capacity to
2a (i) enter the fishery. However, for economic reasons this is considered
unlikely.
2a (i) ° 9(?% of direct Iand'ing trips and 89% of farming trip; have no observer,
meaning discard and live release estimates are primarily made by crew.
e None specific to this MPR — AFMA mandates an appropriate time
2a (iii) . . .
scale in which catch estimates and logbooks must be returned.
2b e Non-commercial retained catch is not effectively quantified.
e Observer coverage in the direct landings fishery varies and is around
2¢ (i) 7% (the target coverage also varies).
e Observer coverage of tow operations is around 5% (AFMA’s target
coverage 10%).
2c(ii) . .TotaI weig.ht. of fish removed for farming purpo§es can .only be
estimated. Opinions on the accuracy of transfer weight estimates vary.
3 e None specific to this MPR; mortality is reported more frequently than
necessary.
4 e None specific to this MPR, though see ‘risks’ below.
1.1 (iii) la e None specific to this MPR, though see ‘risks’ below.
e Carry-forward procedure for unfished quota was used from the 2013
1b to the 2014 fishing season and an administrative error meant this wasn’t
originally reported correctly
2.3 (i) e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
3.1 (i-v) la- e None specific to this MPR — AFMA mandates an appropriate time
le scale in which catch estimates and logbooks must be returned.
2 e None specific to this MPR, with no specific exemptions identified to
the CDS documentation.
3 e  None specific to this MPR
3.1 (vi) 1 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
2 e None specific to this MPR, there have been no incidences of foreign
vessel landings in recent years
3.1 (vii—ix) 1-3 e  This MPR is not applicable to Australia
3.1 (x-xii) 1(a) - e None specific to this MPR
1(e)
3.1 (xiii — 1-2 e None specific to this MPR
xviii)
3.1 (xix- la- e None specific to this MPR
XXi) 1f & 2
3.1 (xxii— | 1a-1d e None specific to this MPR with no incidences of Australian authorities
XXV) & 2a-—- not providing the required information within the specified timeframes.
2b
3.1 (xxvi) 1 e None specific to this MPR
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Obligation | MPR Weaknesses
3.1 (xxvii- 1-2 ¢ None specific to this MPR
Xxviii)
3.1 (xxix— | 1,2a ¢ None specific to this MPR
XXXi) - 2f

and 3
3.3 (i-v) la e This obligation and its associated MPRs is not applicable to Australia
6.5 1 e None specific to this MPR with no incidences of Australian authorities

not providing the required information within the specified timeframes.
2 e  This MPR is not applicable to Australia
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c) Risks (threats to compliance) associated with Australia’s SBT fishery and associated management in
relation to CCSBT’s MPRs

Obligation | MPR Risks (Threats)
1.1 (i) 1 e None specific to this MPR. Reported ASBTC has been below Australian
CCSBT AC in recent years.
e Ability for vessels to buy quota up to 14 days after capture may
2a (i) increase the probability of intentionally fishing beyond currently held
guota in the farming sector. Risk of failing to reconcile quota within 14
days has been rated by AFMA as ‘low/moderate’.
e Potential for under-reporting of mortalities by vessels without
2a (i) observer coverage. This risk has been rated by AFMA as ‘high’.
e Potential for misreporting or non-completion of Catch Disposal
Records. This risk has been rated by AFMA as ‘high’.
2a (iii) e None specific to this MPR — AFMA mandates an appropriate time
scale in which catch estimates and logbooks must be returned.
e No figure is available for total Australian recreational removals of SBT.
2b e The review team note that a methodology is being developed to
assess the national recreational charter catch of SBT.
2c (i) e None specific to this MPR.
2c(ii) e Potential for inaccuracy and/or bias in estimates of weight of SBT
transferred to farms. This risk has been recognised by AFMA.
3 e None specific to this MPR; mortality is reported more frequently than
necessary.
4 e AFMA has identified failure to have an operating VMS system at all
times as a low/moderate risk.
e Potential for misreporting as identified by an administrative oversight
1.1 (i) 13 outlined by Australia in Section 9 which shows that the carry-forward
procedure for unfished quota has in fact been used from the 2013 to the
2014 fishing season.
1b e Potential for misreporting as identified by an administrative oversight
outlined by Australia in Section 9.
2.3 (i) e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
3.1 (i-v) la- le e None specific to this MPR
2 e None specific to this MPR
3 e  None specific to this MPR
3.1 (vi) 1 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
2 e None specific to this MPR
3.1 (vii-ix) 1-3 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
3.1 (x-xii) | 1(a)-— ¢ None specific to this MPR
1(e)
3.1 (xiii — 1-2 e None specific to this MPR
xviii)
3.1 (xix- la- e None specific to this MPR
XXi) 1f& 2
3.1 (xxii— la- e None specific to this MPR
XXV) 1d &
2a-—
2b
3.1 (xxvi) 1 e None specific to this MPR
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Obligation | MPR Risks (Threats)
3.1 (xxvii- 1-2 ¢ None specific to this MPR
Xxviii)
3.1 (xxix— | 1,2a ¢ None specific to this MPR
XXXi) - 2f

and 3
3.3 (i-v) la e This obligation and its associated MPRs is not applicable to Australia
6.5 1 e None specific to this MPR with no incidences of Australian authorities

not providing the required information within the specified timeframes.
2 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
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7 Recommendations for Improvement

Based on the SWOT analysis and review of the effectiveness of management systems against the
CCSBT minimum performance requirements in Section 3, the review team has provided
recommendations for improvement of Australia’s fishery management systems (Table 4). The key
recommendations proposed by the QAR are;

e Publicise total un-fished SBT quota when it falls below a threshold level and/or hold quota in
reserve for the end of the season

e Continue with development of a nationwide recreational catch monitoring program.

e Increase observer coverage, particularly in the direct landings sector and on tow vessels.

e Continue the development of stereo-video technology and monitor its effectiveness.

Table 4 - Recommendations (opportunities) identified by the strengths, weaknesses,
opportunities and threats (SWOT) analysis conducted for Australia’s systems determining
compliancy to CCSBT MPRs

Obligation | MPR Recommendations
1.1 (i) 1 e None specific to this MPR.
. e Publicise total un-fished SBT quota when it falls below a threshold
2a (i) .
level and/or hold quota in reserve for the end of the season.
e Increase observer coverage, particularly in the direct landings sector
2a (ii) and on tow vessels.
e Introduce training schemes for capture and tow vessel crew to ensure
measurements are taken using the same methodology as observers.
2a (iii) e None specific to this MPR.
e  Continue with the development of the nationwide recreational fishery
b monitoring program.
e Report estimates of recreational fishery removals to CCSBT as soon as
they become available.
2¢ (i) e Increase observer coverage, particularly in the direct landings sector
and on tow vessels.
e Continue the development of stereo-video technology. Ensure the
2c(ii) accuracy of the current systems are frequently checked, and continue
researching potential improvements to the stocking-monitoring process.
3 e None specific to this MPR.
4 e None specific to this MPR.
1.1 (iii) 1a e None specific to this MPR.
e A review of the administration process and potential adjustment of
1b processes is recommended to ensure no administrative errors occur in the
future.
2.3 (i) e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
3.1 (i-v) 1a e None specific to this MPR
1b e None specific to this MPR
1c e None specific to this MPR
1d e None specific to this MPR
le e None specific to this MPR
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Obligation | MPR Recommendations
2 e None specific to this MPR
3 e None specific to this MPR
3.1 (vi) 1 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
2 e None specific to this MPR
3.1 (vii—ix) 1-3 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
3.1 (x-xii) 1(a) - e None specific to this MPR
1(e)
3.1 (xiii — 1-2 e None specific to this MPR
Xviii)
3.1 (xix- la-—- e None specific to this MPR
XXi) 1f& 2
3.1 (xxii— la—- e Integration of CDS reporting into a centralised AFMA system.
XXV) 1b & Currently PISCES doesn’t incorporate this and additional spreadsheets are
2a-— used for reporting.
2b
3.1 (xxvi) 1 e None specific to this MPR
3.1 (xxvii- 1-2 * None specific to this MPR
Xxviii)
3.1 (xxix— | 1,2a e  Whilst validator performance is reviewed as part of the wider audit
XXXi) -2f& process. It is recommended that specific performance monitoring could
3 be introduced to formalise this process and provide a record of
performance. This would allow directed actions to specific validators as
required.
3.3 (i-v) la e This obligation and its associated MPRs is not applicable to Australia
6.5 1 e None specific to this MPR
2 e This MPR is not applicable to Australia
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8 Phase 2 Gap analysis

A Gap analysis was conducted by the review team to identify whether there were areas within
CCSBT’s MPRs where the information provided by Australia during phase 1 was inconsistent with the
information sighted/provided during the phase 2 site visit. Table 9 summarises the key points
associated with MPRs from phase 1 and compares this with observations during phase 2 to identify
whether there are any gaps. If and where gaps were noted, these have been highlighted and
associated recommendations made where applicable.

During the phase 1 audit Australia provided comprehensive information and a variety of documents
that outlined the SBT fishery within Australia, including both the wild fisheries sector and the farm
sector. Observations from phase 2 of the QAR supported the key points identified during phase 1.
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Table 9 GAP analysis of information obtained during phase 1 and the information sighted/provided during the phase 2 site visit.

Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted
1.1 (i) 1 Australian fishing season runs for 12 AFMA’s databases were shown to the | o Yes Additional

months from 1st December — 30th review team highlighted the systems information was
November, although between and processes used to record and provided in the phase
December 2009 and November 2011 a monitor SBT quota. 2 site visit providing a
24-month season was implemented. The reporting system used for quota comprehensive
SBT management plan requires the reports was shown, demonstration of the
TAC be set in line with the Australian The xls. databases are used internally systems used.
CCSBT AC. for monitoring quotas were seen. Information observed
Australia has used the carry-forward AFMA explained the rationale for these during phase 2 was
procedure for unfished quota from being that the PISCES reports were not consistent with phase
2013 to the 2014 fishing season. timely enough. 1 information.
Australia has advised the Commission
and will report the carry forward in its
annual report to the Extended
Commission (Section 9).

2a (i) AFMA publish TAC and resultant quota Review team were shown the database | ® Yes Observations in
per SFR before the start of the season. systems used to monitor quota. phase 2 were
AFMA monitor quota trades, which can Review team were shown how the consistent with the
occur at any time during or up to 14 process works information obtained
days after the end of the season. during phase 1.
AFMA monitor the amount of quota
remaining for each SFR holder, and the
vessel to which that quota is assigned.

2a All commercial catch recorded by crew Review team was shown completed | ® Yes Observations in

(i) in mandatory gear-specific logbooks examples of reporting logbooks phase 2 were

Catch data recorded on a daily, shot-

consistent with the
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Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted
by-shot basis. information obtained
during phase 1.
2a e Logbooks TPBO3 and TPBO1 must be | ¢ Review team was shown completed | ® Yes e Observations in
(iii) submitted to AFMA in Canberra by the examples of reporting logbooks phase 2 were
14" day of the following month. consistent with the
e An estimate of each purse seine haul is information obtained
faxed to AFMA within 24 hours of during phase 1.
being transferred to a tow vessel.
e Logbook ALO6 must be submitted
within 3 calendar days of the end of
the fishing trip. Logbook PSO1A must
be submitted within 3 calendar days of
the consignment being unloaded.
2b e Commercial retained catch and discard | ¢ Review team was shown completed | ® Yes e Observations in
mortality is estimated in mandatory examples of reporting logbooks phase 2 were
daily logbooks consistent with the
e Commercial towing mortality is information obtained
estimated and reported to AFMA in the during phase 1.
daily farm transit log.
2c e At-sea observer coverage is around | ¢ AFMA’s AAR (Protec Marine) were | ® Yes e Observations in

20% for farm purse seining, 5% for
towing, and 6-10% in the direct
landings sector

e Vessel inspections conducted at sea
and in port

e AFMA representative must be present
and oversee the process whenever SBT
is transferred from a tow vessel to a
farm

present during all operations of the
site visit, as per documentation
provided during phase 1

e Observations of observer reports were
not sighted during the site visit but
information provided was consistent
with phase 1.

phase 2 were
consistent with the
information obtained
during phase 1.
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Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted

3 e Logbook contents and CDS | ® Reporting templates and the data xIs. | ® Yes e Observations in
documentation submitted to CCSBT sources were shown to the review phase 2 were
quarterly team with the reporting process run consistent with the

through. information obtained
during phase 1.

4 e Compliance is monitored using a | e Review team met with John Anderson | ® Yes e Observations in
mandatory annual two-stage audit of the Senior Manager, Compliance phase 2 were
farms and fish receivers, mandatory Operations (Canberra) who provided consistent with the
VMS, and at-sea and portside information on compliance information obtained
inspections frameworks and audits. during phase 1.

e AFMA conducts a compliance risk | ¢ VMS system and capabilities were e The VMS and audit
assessment program to identify demonstrated to the team. processes observed in
potential areas under which | ¢ Audit documentation and example phase 2 were
compliance may be at risk reports were provided to the team. comprehensive and

provided additional
support to the
information
previously obtained.
1.1 (iii) la— | e Australia has used the carry-forward | This was not observed by the review team. As outlined in Section 9 this information
1b procedure for unfished quota from | was not available at the time of site visit. The information related to the carry-forward
2013 to the 2014 fishing season. | of unfished quota from 2013 — 2014 was provided following the submission of the draft
Australia has advised the Commission | report for Member comments.
and will report the carry forward in its
annual report to the Extended
Commission (Section 9).
2.3 (i) e Not applicable to Australia
3.1 (i-v) 1a e Pre-season briefing documents are | ¢ An example of a pre-season briefing | ® Yes. e Observations in
provided to both the wild and farm guide is provided in the Appendices to phase 2 were

sectors

this report.

consistent with the
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Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted
e Pre-season briefing meetings are held | ¢ Pre-season guides and licence information obtained
with participants within the farm notifications demonstrate the during phase 1.
industry information provided to participants in
e Licence notices outline national and the fishery.
international obligations
1b e (DS introduced in 2010 e An example of the CDS documentation | ® Yes. e Observations in
e No domestic sale, export or import can required by Australia to accompany phase 2 were
be accepted without verified CCSBT SBT was shown to the review team. consistent with the
CDS documentation. e The review team was shown examples information obtained
of the documentation maintained by during phase 1.
companies during the on-site visit of
harvesting operations.
1c e AFMA provide document to all entities | ¢ See MPR 3.1 (i-v) 1a e Yes e Observations in
within the SBT fishery outlining their phase 2 were
CDS requirements, including the consistent with the
requirement to certify the CTF form. information obtained
AFMA provides this information in the during phase 1.
pre-season briefing guides and during
pre-season meetings.
1d e All entities within the SBT farm sector | ¢ Review team was shown how the | e Yes e Observations in
record catches, daily mortalities as per national and international reporting phase 2 were
AFMA’s national reporting obligations were managed by AFMA. consistent with the
requirements and in line with CCSBT’s | ¢ Processes and systems used were information obtained
CDS. demonstrated to the review team. during phase 1.
le e AFMA conducts compliance in line with | «  The review team observed the |e Yes e Observations in
the  National =~ Compliance  and documentation used by AFMA to phase 2 provided
Enforcement Policy. Phase 1 and 2 conduct compliance checks on additional

audits are conducted to verify the

certification  procedures. These

information to that
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Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted
certification procedures are being included sighting audit checklists, audit from phase 1. The
followed. risk based frameworks and observing additional
audit outcomes. information
emphasised the rigor
of the audit process
conducted by
Australia.

2 e During phase 1 there were no specific | ® During phase 2 there were no specific | « No e During both phases
exemptions identified to the CDS exemptions identified to the CDS no specific
documentation. documentation. exemptions related

to the CDS
documentation
requirements  were
identified.

3 e (CDS documentation printed by |e Review team was shown the AFMA | ¢ Yes e Observations in
established AFMA provider. printed books as stored by Protec and phase 2 were
Documentation is pre-printed with by AFMA at their Canberra offices. consistent with the
unique numbers information obtained

during phase 1.
3.1 (vi) 1 e Not applicable to Australia
2 o Lists of authorised vessels and farms | « Review team was shown the|e Yes e Observations in
are maintained by AFMA. authorised lists maintained by AFMA. phase 2 were
e Llanding of fish by foreign vessel is | ¢ Example of authorised foreign vessel consistent with the
prohibited without prior approval. approval was not sighted. This was information obtained
due to the fact that no foreign vessels during phase 1.
have recently been issued with this.
3.1 (vii-ix) | 1-3 e Not applicable to Australia
3.1 (x-xii) 1(a) e All tags have the country code, | ¢ Documentation provided during the | ¢ Yes e Observations in
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Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted
calendar year, unique number and site-visit emphasised the information phase 2 were
CCSBT logo stamped onto them. provided to participants regarding consistent with the
e All operators in the SBT fishery are CCSBT tagging requirements. information obtained
informed that ASBTIA provide the SBT | ¢ Example tags were shown to the during phase 1.
tags review team during the site visit.
These were previous year tags but
provided examples of those used.

1(b) | e ASBTIA provide a record of issued tags | ® The tagging databases (XIs. | ® Yes Observations in

to AFMA. spreadsheets) were shown to the phase 2 were
e AFMA reconcile the tags issued against review team, demonstrating the consistent with the

CDS documentation. reconciliation and recording of tag information obtained
e Since 2013 - 2014 AFMA have numbers. during phase 1.

instructed all SBT fishery participants | ® The full reconciliation of the 2013/14

to provide all unused or damaged tags was not available given the date the

to AFMA at the end of the season to audit was conducted

aid full reconciliation of tags.

1(c) e Since 2010 no SBT may be accepted for | ¢ The tagging database was showntothe | ® Yes Observations in
domestic sale, export or import review team. phase 2 were
without the verified CCSBT CDS | e Cross-checking and validation of the consistent with the
documentation including valid CCSBT tag numbers used within SBT were information obtained
tags demonstrated to the review team. during phase 1.

e A tagging database is maintained by
AFMA and audits of fish tagging have
been completed since 2010/11

1(d) | e AFMA pre-season briefing guides | ¢ Documentation sighted in the phase 2 | e Yes Observations in
provide an outline of the CDS site visit corresponded with phase 2 were
requirements for all fishery information identified during phase 1 consistent with the

1(e) participants. e Whilst no fish present the harvesting | ¢ Yes information obtained

during phase 1.
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Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted
process was walked through with the
review team.
e The process and point of tagging was
consistent with the documentation
requirements from phase 1
3.1 (xiii — 1 e A tagging database is maintained by | ¢ Review team sighted the tagging |e Yes Observations in
xviii) AFMA and audits of fish tagging have database which was consistent with phase 2 were
been completed since 2010/11 phase 1 outcomes. consistent with the
e AFMA have a risk management | ® Risk management strategy in place and information obtained
strategy which encompassed CDS outlined by AFMA staff. Audit aspects during phase 1
documentation. related to that were shown to the
review team.

2 e Compliance operations conducted both | ® At-sea inspection reports were not | e Yes Observations in
at sea and in port. Random audits also sighted.  Although, VMS operations phase 2 were
conducted on shore based facilities as and information was provided on the consistent with the
required. arrangements between AFMA and information obtained

South Australia related to at-sea during phase 1
operations.
e Audit documentation sighted
3.1 (xix-xxi) | la— | e Validators sign a validator slip | e Review team were shown validator | e Yes Observations in
1f & acknowledging their responsibilities. slip. phase 2 were

2 e Electronic authorised lists maintained | o Letter provided to validators consistent with the

by AFMA. confirming responsibilities also sighted. information obtained
e Unique identifier numbers provided to | ® Validators are checked as part of the during phase 1
individual validators audit process but no specific
monitoring or reporting related to
validator performance was identified.
3.1 (xxii — la— | e Operating systems and processes are in | ® Review team were shown the systems | ® Yes Observations in
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Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted
XXV) 1d & place to monitor compliance with and processes in place as described in phase 2 were
2a-— catching restrictions. Phase 1. consistent with the
2b information obtained
during phase 1.

3.1 (xxvi) 1 e Hardcopy forms are stored on AFMA | ¢ Review team were shown the storage | ® Yes e Observations in
premises, after which they are archived facilities for hardcopy forms within phase 2 were
and kept for a minimum of seven years AFMA’s offices. consistent with the

e Electronic systems are maintained and | ¢ In addition to this there is off-site information obtained
backed up in line with AFMA’s data storage used by AFMA during phase 1.
management regulations. e During the audit the reviewers

observed security protocols whereby
members of the data management
team locked away documentation
before leaving.

3.1 (xxvii- | 1 e Australia  provides CCSBT CDS|e Review team were shown the|e Yes e Observations in

XXviii) documents to CCSBT within the reporting facilities to provide reports phase 2 were
required timeframes (quarterly). to CCSBT. consistent with the

e Australia compiles and submits | ¢ No observations contradicted the information obtained
national documentation to CCSBT on a information provided within Phase 1 of during phase 1.
quarterly basis. the QAR.

e Catch tagging information provided at
the end of the season.

3.1 (xxix— | 1,2a | ¢ No SBT may be accepted for domestic | ¢ Review team were shown the systems | ¢ Yes e Observations in

XXXi) - 2f sale, export or import without the and processes in place as described in phase 2 were

&3 verified CCSBT CDS documentation Phase 1. consistent with the

e Operating systems and processes in
place to maintain a list of authorised
validators.

information obtained
during phase 1.
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Obligation | MPR | Phase 1 Phase 2
Key points Observations Documents/ | Summary
Systems
sighted
e Risk based compliance monitoring in
place including a two level audit
process used to identify and address
irregularities in CDS documentation.
3.3 (i-v) la e Not applicable to Australia
6.5 1 e Australian authorities provide the | e Reporting processes and templates | ¢ Yes e Observations in

required compliance committee
information electronically to the
Executive Secretary in accordance with
the reporting requirements.

were shown to the review team.

e Examples of liaisons with CCSBT
regarding reports were also
demonstrated, showing the interaction
between Australia and CCSBT on
reports.

phase 2 were
consistent with the
information obtained
during phase 1.
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9 Post Final Report Member Comments

Australia has carried forward unfished quota from the 2013 to the 2014 fishing season, as permitted
by the Resolution on Limited Carry-forward of Unfished Annual Total Allowable Catch of Southern
Bluefin Tuna within Three Year Block. Owing to an administrative oversight, this notification had not
been provided by the time this report was prepared. This administrative error has now been
corrected and Commission members advised. Australia will report on the use of its carry forward
provisions in its annual report to the Extended Commission, as required by the Resolution.
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9.1 Additional Member Comment Attachment

Members may wish to provide additional comments to the outcome of the review below.
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10

10.1

Appendices

Appendix 1: Consultation Process

Organisation Person Action Date
SAl Global Dave Garforth Initial Contact 15/04/2013
AFMA/DA Johnathon Davey, Matt Consultation 24/05/2013 - 19/06/2013
Daniel arrangements
SAl Global Dave Garforth and
Sam Peacock
AFMA Matt Daniel Providing 07/06/2013 — 18/06/2013
documentation prior
to consultation
AFMA/DA Matt Daniel (AFMA), Anne Consultation 19/06/13, 12am BST
Shepherd (AFMA), Sandra conference call
Sharmer (AFMA), Johnathon
Davey (DA), Kelly Buchanan
(DA)
SAl Global Dave Garforth,
Sam Peacock, Oliver Wilson
AFMA Matt Daniel Providing additional | 19/06/2013 —17/07/2013
documentation
SAl Global Sam Peacock Additional 20/06/13
information request
SAl Global Sam Peacock Additional 03/07/13
information request
AFMA/DA Johnathon Davey (DA) Phase 2 site visit | December 2013
Dave Garforth, Oliver Wilson | arrangements February —2014
SAl Global and David Martin
AFMA/DA Matt Daniel (AFMA), Anne Phase 2 site visit 03/02/2014 - 07/02/2014
Shepherd (AFMA),
Johnathon Davey (DA)
SAl Global Oliver Wilson and David
Martin
AFMA Matt Daniel (AFMA), Anne Providing additional | 09/02/2014
Shepherd (AFMA), documentation
Johnathon Davey (DAFF),
SAl Global Oliver Wilson Additional 14/05/2014
information request
AFMA Matt Daniel Providing additional | 16/05/2014

documentation
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10.2 Appendix 2: Overview of Obligations and Associated CCSBT Minimum
Performance Requirements 72

(Appendix 2 is a direct reflection of the official CCSBT documentation and as such is accurate to the date it was
published. It is acknowledged that the 2014 allocated catch figures do not account for South Africa’s decision
not to accede by 31° May 2014)

Obligation 1.1(i):

For 2012, 2013 and 2014, each Member shall be bound to the Allocated Catch for the respective
year as specified below:

Allocated Catch (t)

2012 2013 2014*
Japan 2519 2689 3366*
Australia 4528 4698 5147
New 800 830 909
Zealand
Korea 911 945 1036
Taiwan 911 945 1036
Indonesia 685 707 750

* The allocations shown for 2014 and the proportional allocation shown for Japan are dependent on
the TAC for 2014 (these figures assume a TAC of 12,449t) and a compliance review at CCSBT 20
(2013) as described in the Resolution on the Allocation of the Global Total Allowable Catch.

Minimum Performance Requirements for Obligation 1.1(i):

1. Rules in place to ensure that the total “Attributable SBT Catch” (see the note below concerning
the Attributable SBT Catch) of each Member does not exceed the Member’s Allocated Catch for the
relevant period.

Note on “Attributable SBT Catch”

Until the CCSBT agrees on a single definition, each Member and Cooperating Non-Member must
clearly and unambiguously state the definition of its Attributable SBT Catch and these definitions are
repeated below. As a minimum, the attributable catch must include all commercial catch landings:

¢ Australia: All commercial catch, except catch that is released in a live and vigorous state.

e Indonesia: The amount of commercial catch/landing of tagged SBT within its national allocation.
e Fishing Entity of Taiwan: Retained commercial catch.

¢ Japan: The amount of SBT put into fish hold of the vessel.

¢ Korea: Commercial landing of SBT.

72 ccsBT (2013). Minimum performance requirements to meet CCSBT Obligations - Compliance Policy Guideline 1 (Revised
at the Eighth Meeting of the Compliance Committee) Available here:
http://www.ccsbt.org/userfiles/file/docs_english/operational_resolutions/CPG1_Minimum_Standards.pdf
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e New Zealand: Within its national allocation New Zealand allows for recreational and customary

catch, other sources of fishing mortality and sets a total allowable commercial catch limit.

e European Union: Catches landed by commercial vessels

e Philippines: The entire catch of SBT including any discards (alive or dead) counted is against its

allocation.

e South Africa: Any SBT catch that is landed, independently verified by the Department, and counted
against the individual right holding company in the tuna and swordfish longline sectors. This does not

include SBT that has been released alive, discarded, depredated or confiscated.

2. Operating systems and processes established to:

a)

b)

Implement annual catching arrangements, including:

specification of allocations by company, quota holder or vessel,

arrangements for daily recording of all catches,

weekly reporting of catches by large scale tuna longliners and monthly

reporting of catches by coastal fishing vessels.

In accordance with the timeline in the table in the Compliance Policy Guideline

document, monitor all fishing-related mortality of SBT.

Starting Year for Monitoring of SBT Mortality

MEMBER Sources of SBT Mortality
Commercial Commercial Commercial Mon- Other Other
Retained Catch Discard Towing Commercial Discard Sources of
(t) Mortality Mortality (t) Retained Mortality Mortality
(numbers Catch (t) (numbers (numbers
and/for andfor and/for
estimated estimated estimated
weight) weight) weight)
Australia now nowW now now now now
Indonesia now now N/A now now now
Japan now 2 now N/A now now
Republic of
Korea now now N/A now now
P now now now
Zealand now now NfA
Taiwan now now N/A now now
European
Union now now N/A now now
Philippines now now N/A now now
South Africa now now N/A now now now

Any of the sources of the mortality listed in the table above may or may not contribute to ‘Attributable Catch'

Ensure accuracy of the “Attributable SBT Catch”, including:
For fishing Members, a physical inspection regime of SBT caught by the

Member’s fishing vessel
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ii. For farming Members, monitoring the accuracy of the stereo video
monitoring and adjusting/ re-calibrating where necessary.

3. All fishing-related SBT mortality is reported annually to the Extended Scientific Committee, for
incorporation into stock assessment analysis, and to the Commission.

4. Operating systems and processes applied to:

a. monitor compliance with annual catching arrangements; and
b. impose sanctions or remedies where necessary.

Obligation 1.1(ii) applies only to Co-operating Non-Members

Obligation 1.1(iii):

Unless the Extended Commission reduces the TAC or a Member’s allocation of the TAC, Members
may carry forward up to 20% of their unfished quota to the next quota year within the same three
year quota block, but quota that is carried forward may not in turn generate further under-fishing to
be carried forward to the following year. Members that decide to adopt the carry-forward procedure
for their fishery shall:

a. Report on their use of the procedure in their annual reports to the Extended Commission,
regardless of whether the procedure was in fact used by the Member during that quota year;

b. If at the beginning of a new quota year, the Member decides to carry forward unfished quota
from a previous year, it shall within 60 days of the new quota year, notify the Secretariat of this
carry-forward and provide a revised annual available catch limit (i.e. Catch Allocation + carry-
forward) for the new quota year

Minimum Performance Requirements for Obligation 1.1(iii):

1. For Members that decide to adopt the carry-forward procedure (regardless of whether carry-
forward was used in the particular year):

a) Operating systems and processes must be in place to ensure that

i an accurate, verified and robust figure for the final Attributable Catch is
available before the notification to the Secretariat of the carry-forward,

ii. a report on the adoption and use of the carry-forward procedure, together
with documentation on quantification and verification of the total catch is included
in each annual report to the Extended Commission;

b) The Executive Secretary is formally notified of the catch for the concluded quota
year together with the available catch limit (Catch Allocation + carry-forward) for the new
quota year within 60 days of the start of the new quota year.
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10.3 Appendix 3: Copies of fishery logbooks & other paperwork

Appe | Form Source

ndix

3.1 Permanent Transfer Application for | AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel
Fishing Concessions (TC)

3.2 Seasonal Lease Application for Fishing | AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel
Concessions (LC)

33 Attachment SBT (SBT SFR trading | AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel
attachment)

3.4 Boat Nomination (BN) AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.5 Certificate of Quota Statutory Fishing | AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel
Rights

3.6 Lease Confirmation form AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.7 TPBO3 AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.8 ALO6 AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.9 PSO1A AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.10 | TPBO1 AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.11 | SBTO2 AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.12 | SBTO03B AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.13 | SBT04B AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.14 | PTO2B AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.15 | Template for farm Level 1 audit | AFMA —pers comm Matt Daniel
2011/12 season

3.16 | Template for wild catch Level 1 audit | AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel
2011/12 season

3.17 | Guidelines for conducting Level 2 audit | AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel

3.18 | Example of Authorised Validator sheet | AFMA — pers comm Matt Daniel
for individual Fish Receiver Permit
holders

3.19 | AFMA Procedures for Transfer AFMA (2013) Pre-Season Briefing Guide, Farm
Weighing — 100 Fish Sample Sector

3.20 | Systematic Verification of Catch — Farm | CCSBT-CC/1310/SBT Fisheries - Australia
Sector

3.21 | Systematic Verification of Catch — CCSBT-CC/1310/SBT Fisheries - Australia

Longline Sector

128




Member: Australia

CCSBT QAR Template (V1.2)

3.1 — Permanent Transfer Application for Fishing Concessions (TC)
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2 — Seasonal Lease Application for Fishing Concessions (LC)
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3.3 - Attachment SBT (SBT SFR trading attachment)

=% Anstralian Fisheries
Management Authority

-, Avstralian Government—— Attachment SBT
Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery

SBT (Dec 05) Page 1af 1

SBT

This form should be completed to fransferflease Southern Blusfin
Tuna Statutory Fishing Righis (SFRs).

What you need to do

1) The current SFR ownenlessor must complete this form and
provide their initials, date and name in the Declaration saction.

2) The proposed SFR ownerllesses must provide their initials,
date and name in the Declaration section.

3) This form must be lodged with the Seasonal Lease/Parmanant
Transfer Application.

AFMA Direct 1300 723 621

Which boat will the proposed ownerllessee ba using
with tha SFRs being transferredleased?

Noboat ||

Current boat ||

Mew boat [:I} The proposed ownerlesses must
complete form BM — Boat Momination
and lodge it with the Seasonal
Leasa/Permanant Transfar Application.

2 Mumberof SFRsor
kg's" baing
transfamadleased SFRs Kg's*
Southern Bluefin Tuna
*  Any kg to SFR conversion will be rounded to the
nearest whaole SFR.
3 Season
Declaration
| declare the information provided on this form is,
fo the best of my knowledge, true and correct.
M Current ownerilessor's
initials and date &2 T
Current ownarflessor's Name of company
¥ Proposed ownerflessee's

www.afma.gov.au

;ﬁ ! )

Proposed ownenlesses’s name or company

initials and date

=™ Protecting our fishing future
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3.4 - Boat Nomination (BN)
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Certificate of Quota Statutory Fishing Rights

3 Australian Government
BT Austrilian Fisheries Management Authority

CERTIFICATE OF QUOTA
STATUTORY FISHING RIGHTS

Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery

This is to certify that, under the Fisheres Management Act 19871

has been granted the following Quota Statutory Fishing Right{s){SFRs) under the Southern Bluefin
Tuna Fishery Management Plan 1995,

Name SFR(s)
Southern Bluefin Tuna Quata 5FR

The halder of Ihese Cuala Statutory Fiehing Righls (SFRs), or authorised agent, ls subjacl Io lhe tams, provisions and
condillons af fhe:

8} Southem Biuefin Tura Fishery Mansgement Plan 1695;

) Fisharies Management Act 1991 and in particular the condifions specified in subseclion 22(3); end

&} Fizhanjor Mararmmant Be falinns 1087
FOR AMD O BEHALF OF THE AUSTRALIAN MAME DATE
FISHERIES MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY [(AFMA)
T e —
AFMA Direct 1300 723 621 www.afma.gov.au = Protecting our fishing future
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3.6 - Lease Confirmation form

2
Australian Government
27 Australisn Fisherles Management Asthority

SEASON

Lease Confirmation

Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery
In reference to your notification of 8 lease of quota SFR(s)

The foliowing details of the lease have now been entered ino the Register

[LChant ID:
Lessor:
Faoc
Client 1D:
Lessa:
Fax:
TRANSACTIONS RECORDED
Soulhwrm Biafin Tuna Cuols SFR 5880 SI8.213
I

Should you have any enguires regarding this notice, pleass contact Licensing and Quota Management
on tha AFMA Direct number bedow, or in wiiling af;

Licensing and Cuots Managament

Australian Fisheries Management Authority

PO Box 7051

Canberra Business Centre ACT 2610
.
AFMA Direct 1300 T23 821 www.afma.gov.au " Protecting our flehing fulure

Fage 1 af 1
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3.7 - TPB03 logbook example

waeies  Australian Purse Seine and Pole Daily Fishing Log - For Farmed Southern Bluefin Tuna Only TPB03

Usrage—ws dacbay.
Loryra‘usallt o Sk,
[Log Book Ho: [Page Ma: Boat Mame: Dist. Symbol: Masier's Hame:
0026 | 02 Sea Spray (FB 12345 C. Gavir
TICK APPROPRIATE NONFISHING [NF) CODE BOXAT RIGHT: 1 BadWesther| | 2 InPorl o 3 Beokes Down T Cagh Towing Fishing Methed Used? [fick spproprists b Poleg| | Purse Sening v
o, ol rshak
|6 ot work between | 285,198 and 280, 2298, 4 Swmg [/ 10 Rt N G ot ot o i Coal P2y pede dout)
Dateof | NF | Seanch Toaal Walght and of Estimated Catch
Fishing [Code?| Details Fiéding Detalls e ke Waights por Shat (kg) Tiwing
Z |&~| st s |=E[|wE n
Date E r -;:-_'- ‘5‘-_’ T o |E*ox , EBT 03
i T.E EE “E ;%( m Latiude | Lengiude §§ §E %E Topm g ,_,.?;TH sma m Egg Carse Boat [ Weig | - Tranefor
Mo =
3 gg j" tima) % E SE WH Boak Mo, Page No
200 | 8 ¥ |2 |rae| w20 | 2'n’ ¥ £ 000 = ) S E000 | 29 a5 o9
/08
17z # | |ar (oo | 205’ | rartes” 4 Eil - - a5 | e TEO00 | 102 ad 34
21z | ¥ o |rroo| a7 s’ & 25000 - - 0 - 25 o0 212 oM 5
22 21 ¢ | o |rave| 2% 3’ ¥ 12 00 - - F - 12 o00 212 an X5
Commants:

Wildlife Interactions:

List any widlife imteracting with you during your fishing activities, mcluding netted animals. I¥ possibie, list Species name,
Internction Dabe, Mo, of Animals and Lile Stabus of any animals released afier capiure, Life Saamius Codes ane ksied on
the wiiling lemplale, Fleass recon) aey sxirs delsils in e Commsnls section,

Concession Holder or Authorised Person:
| certity Sl the information | hawe provided on this o is o
complate and acourabe roond,

Ciaind: ..}'/?.E}/FE

SpaniEs: Datas Oty Lite S0

name: __C. GAVIN

Signature: g Fd{?ﬂfi’

WHITE COPY - sond 1o AFMA  BILUE COFY - ntain for your necords:
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3.8 - ALO6 loghook example page

;u:;ﬁ”,:.ﬁ':.“.:n Australian Pelagic Longline Daily Fishing Log — AL06

Cartarra Ml Canba ACT 2810 NOTE: DO HOT USE A SINGLE PAGE FOR MORE THAN ONE TRIP Ovigiral Cagy — Sand 1 AFMA
Boat Mame Dist. Symbal H Ma.
Cormorant LFB963 toatle. - [Paue
e S M v [ 19/ 6 /07 |wa| 24/ 6 /07
| SYDNEY | |25/ 6 /07|
Moa-Fishing Cades sceasr owcer)
Pait Figtumed Dasa F (1% Bad Weather 2-Infort 3 - Eeoken Down
[uLLaDALLA | [(27/6 fo7 | [l St trowmiemes
SHOT INFORMATION Shetl Dae  25/5/07 Stz Dae  2T/A/0F Sl Care
Target species Yellowfin, Bigeye Yellowfin, Bigeye
Start set time {23h) 0300 0230
Soriset | Lat. jad mm) 33 35 36 31
Position | Long. (déd mm) 151 42 151 K&
End set time {24h) 0610 0515
Endset | Lat. jad mm) is 19 36 25
Position | Long. (déd mm) 151 40 151 40
Saart Haul e (24} 1500 1300
Start Haul | Lat. jad menj 35 20 36 20
Position | Long. (ded mm} 151 41 151 42
End Haul time 245} 2200 1900
End Haul | Lat. jad men} 33 36 36 30
Position | Long. (déd mm) 151 40 151 Bé
Wesel shooding speed in) 7 7
Manire kngthoois 30 nmbmi | 1000 ooks 25mkm| 700  hooks s | hooks
Line shooter used (CIRELE) ’fzi“: N Cesy Mo Ve o
g ol S PR ELUE. | JBF T MR OCWLVE. | IR Dy o ue
Immqnlﬁq 30 rr-1| 100 max 30 mnl 100 max I1'II| max
i|uu.nm betwezn buobles. 3 )
llﬁl:u bghtsticks used 500 300
Enm soo|Ee | L@ |50 w|sqo |[Ee | L@ (35 & LA L "
=t may|e® [Co [s0s|pPIL [Bs [1@ |45 = s | Lo s
s Framsst] Procemee] DISCAAL Pracessed
CHTER e g [ | cote i | | | e ]St | | e | P
Vellowtin Tura 11 360 |66 3 |US| 14] 480 |&66] 1 | DM
Bigeye Tura 4 150 | &6 6 | 160 |G 4 | TL
Alsarore Tura 7 50 1w 4 40 | W
Souttesrn Bluetin Tuna
Broashil Swordiish 2 90 [TR
Sitriped Markn 1 35 |TR
Shorthillsd Speartsh
Bay's Bream 3 10 |66
Woonfish
Rudderish
e
Dolghirdish
‘Wahoo
Lancesish 4 | UM
Shart Firmed Mako Stark 1 80 [TR 1 JuUs
Bronre Whaler Shark
lusky Waler Shark
[T 4 UM
Domanic Whitetip Shark
[Thresher shark 1 | UM
Yellowfin L 60 &5 Sk
4
E[Bigeye 1 20 [&6 sh
§ |Bigeye 3 25 |wW
(=1
. Wamber Rzleased Warmaer Released Humber Aedeased
ji Mirve Dead Mive Dead Alive Dead
g B | e varin 1 1
Hlaci Karin
0 s Onrr o s ety )/ Von_ovmernon___| SR e M o L
P préwich i
i ol o | L e Spacies? sy Yes ¢ D) A
i Fattar subias of f L Viarrn ared Theaaired Speces rksciins il b recirsus Tim Gardener
M o B L] Madon ire Thsslasad Soicic Farn ol th bk ol B kghooh.
Comimanis: N N Signature: Diaie
5 fish damaged by sharks in first shot but fish still
etained 7 Gardenen 27 6 JO7
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3.9 — PS01A logbook example page

iy Purse Seine Daily Fishing Log — PS01A
L NOTE: IF POLING PLEASE USE THE TUNA MINOR LINE LOGBOOK TO RECORD YOUR CATCH Original Copy = Sond 1o AFMA
Dist. Log Mo Faga .
WATERCRESS TFB 60 |t [FB 8071 P e
eruﬂ:un To 140 ang 15:1 410 e [NF] COBE B30 AT RIGHT D":-r Ez:ut D‘: D“"‘“ D“"""" | ':-":-.-,H'""
Fishing pp | Search Fishing Datads CATCH DETAILS - Essimated Wights par Shat [k - fick boa: bekow fish narme 10 indicans targel spscies
Dute Code n..-,.‘ T Zona sssiet toe log dries | F5 T HIHUI‘TiH SATTICHUM BETAILS
Awcond Pesitions for Targel Spechs Sipack | Yalowdn Yollowiall | Southem -
. ii iiiggﬁ !EI and Bai Shot i; T | T | e | st | TSt | T s | % igi Lt spacies of bat caugtt | %%,
aach day
PP el == | == WBlu|o|o|a| oo ol B
0/ 1/0) 4 T T A
17/ 1/10| 6| 5N TRy B
18/ 1 /10 2|N|21|115 [3;7,30]/1,5,0.2,0]Y |9.000 ,p\@L’ 70| -
18/ 1 10 1|N[22|1410 |3, 7,42|1,5,0/0;5|N %/ \@2rboo 600 | 95 | -
19/ 1 /10 3|N[20{nzo [3,8;1;5]1;5;.2)1 2][¥ ] 75004 5\ 7 60 | 300
20/ 1710] 4 11| L1 1 | P
! T ng\é\,
1! L s
/! L1l
Commants Complots at End of Trip
{outly e irmaton whih | Reve vk oo i o b b ¢ compiet
.ﬁ.p]l‘ﬂx. 300 h!', Top Start Date 16.1.10 Cancason Holder o Authoriesd Agent
Port of Degatum WALKER COVE
Damaged Skipjack e
Trip End Dt 21.1.10 L Waller
Portof Landing WALKER COVE
First Rocarerts. of i BASILS FRESH FISH L Waller 21 -'Dl--'lﬂ
Dl you heavs an Interaction with any wikdifs or other protucted spacies? Plaass tick Yos | | Wo[” ] BB e
N I yes, please entsr detsils on & “Wildife snd Other Protectsd Species” Form al the back of this book. this form 8 mins

NOTE + i tagged fsh | animals cr banded tirds are captured, pleass complete tag form al back of book and retum form and tag o AFMA
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3.10 — TPBO1 logbook example page

- iy Australian Purse Seine and Pole Daile Fishin -TPB02
"'_“"-" WPORTANT NOTE: IF POLING AND DOING DAY TRIPS PLEASE CATCH
[k e st Name. g :
0026 102 Sea Spray C. Gawin .
TICKAPPROPRIATE NON-FISHNG (WF) COOE BOX AT RIGT: _ 1 BedWewber(s] 2 WPoils] 2 BokenDown| | 7 CopeTwry| | Fishing Metod Used? (lck appropriste bax)  Pukeg | | Purse Serg |
517 196 s 1.7 19 |4 T Aol (] 8 Other Fishery N8 e wries poe s veme e (3023, LB 4950 (pobe hoats)
1 8 ot work Behwesn | (70 ang 111 Swori; || ] frpecdy) ==
Data of h—uw Faning Detads [— Bait Dotals Estimatad Catch Weights per Shot (bg) - 5k bow deow fah rame © rdcame you bygel speoes
i g ':’.f,’:.“.:." butere | e N i , =
e TS i
:CN ’l j}'i £ !3 1E 3“: unuoc:;lmw.g: :::. ke Tune &&: I -Tu‘o g& l:;’-\ :'& o:-“-:::‘- 'i
| B% o 4 h doy (- o = — T =
LAl lh Y ,Iil riri i % = | O | | gg
z7 r ¥ |2 m‘ k7 ‘ %0 20 - | ]~ V74 1= 7,000 | | | o
ah |- |e o |oz|ow| wvo | mw .. A s 21000 | _ | 905
wr |- |7 ¢ |z |0 w2 [ mwx [y e : sow s
. N ¥ b _J ‘ — = | | I
‘ —
Landing Details | Verifiod Catch Weights for Trip Crtwe spuces gipechy) 9 = Verified Weights for State Species Bycatch:

Potolimeg, Ldbe || e 20 |y W Y | SR Dot | ag Yakowtsl Mg | v
- - ‘ — —— 7 loee =
Demctiwang|  75/7/96 Lo g . | ™ e us “

‘ s ——— ra— — S Pt = -
::od&'v - — o | g ST | S 5 m H v
| ; Fi = e T | overspeses| e
st | e Petowtn 5 | Y = P
Wildiife Interactions: [ wdudeg : Mastor's Signature:
4 possitre, bl Specss uuwﬂmua dm-mmvrmvm%m — Febe Mmﬂ'“"" wv;n?wmmnmmu
Ut Statut Coces ans Beted 00 the weitng lempiste  Plaase recond ey @xa catais I the Comvren's seckan. B L 6 0 cortgie 400 acorme el
Fole bost L FBIN60 - 2kt 2 x
[32._ e SOy - UeSule b | 75/7/%
¥ RSSO Y | .
e g fzw/(
e |

WHTE COPY -sand o AFMA  BLUE COPY - retain for yoor recards:
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CCSBT QAR Template (V1.2)

3.11 - SBT02 — Farm Catch Disposal Record — Purse seine boat example page

SBT02 Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery LegNe: | Page No:
Farm Catch Disposal Record — Purse Seine Boat
Boat Name: Distinguishing 5FR Holder:
Tuna 1 Symbol: 253 JB & (o
Tow Ca
e Ll Kelly J gﬁ-:oglﬂmg A454 |den::rnaﬁg: T600
Transher Number 1 2 3 4 5
Date of Transter 21/2/07 22/2/07
Timg lat ranse 1800 1000 TOTALS
= e L 0 10 10
e Waradies gy 0 180 180
E;'m,““g‘gg:,'}[cg:; 10,000 8000 18,000
|
P in daily catch
ar?t? f;f;:nrt Igit_iyb?;:rﬁ. Book No.| 280 | Page No.from| 15 |to| 19 TotalA & B 18180 ¢
Log MNo: Page Mo:

Farm Transit Log (SBT03A)

101

2

| certify that | have caught all the fish transferred into the tow cage identified on this form and have completed the information
reguired in accordance with the instructions and that this information is a complete and accurate record.

::hl:?\;nfor Mame Signature Date
the SFR R. Ingall K. lngall 22[2 [or

5 R—— 1]

Please provide an estimate of the time taken to completa this form _............0...

13
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3.12 — SBT03B - Farm Transit Log example page

SBTO3B o o
Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery e rree
Farm Transit Log

Section 1
Carter Boat Name [ MARY LOU | Distsymeal | DE 123
permit Holder [ A B CUTTER .. Samer 8ot [ 400100

Tows Cage 10 Murmiber | T800 |

Fish Recetved From Ehlseﬁeheﬂnat—lﬁunﬂeteﬁecm 1,2, 4 and 7, then Sectlon 5 or &

Fish Received From || Carrler Boat - Complete Sections 1, 3, 4 and 7, then Section 5 or &

Section 2 Transfer Details
Dist Date & Time Date & Time Eslimate of SBETO2 SETO:
Name of Purse Seine Boal o vl Fst Transfer Staned  Last Transfer Finished  Welght (Tonnes) Book Mo Page No.
|__BLUE OCEAN [ 333 [20/12 /09 9:30]22/12/09 11:30 | s0 | 11 | 05 |
Section 3
Prendous Dist. Symbal
Carrler Boat Mame
- A Record of Retained to Land A Record of Moralitles
Log Ha: P Bo:
SBTO3A " e Morialities Recorded In Box Recorded In Box *G" of
*(33" of Previous SBTO3B8 Previous SETO3B
Section 4 Record of Mortalities During This Tow
DatedTime | 20/ 12 09 09:30 Record & Date + Mumber of Morialiies
for Each 24 hr Period,
Date 2012 2112 | 22112 2312 | 242
Mumber 5 1 3 4 2
Date
Mumber
Date
Mumber
Progressive Total of
Total hMoralities During This Tow F 15 M;ﬁjeg [EaF=G) & 15
Progressive Tolal of Monalltes
Total Mortalites Retained to Land During This Tow Retainad 1o Land (G1 & G2 < G3) L5 4
Section 5 Tow Cage Transferred To Another Carrier Boal
Carrler Boat Name | MISTY MOON Dist. Symbol | EJ208
SETO3E SBTO36 DiatelMme T | , |
Boaok No Paga No III Cage T'“mm.' 25/ 12 /09 06:30
Section &6 Fish Transferred To Fish Receiver
DateTime ! J , Mame of Fish Fish Recelver
Transfer Ended : Recelver Permil Holder Permit Mumber
Section 7

| declare that the information which | have provided on this form to be a complete and accurale record.
Carrler Boat Permdt Holder or thelr Agent

Pant | JASON MANNING | sionanrs | Marnity

Date 25 / 12 ma|
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3.13 — SBT04B - Farm Catch Disposal Record example page

EBTMB Lovg Mo: Page No:
Southern Bluefin Tuna Fishery
Farm Catch Disposal Record

Part 1

permi oh Recelver | MoNally Fresh Fish

Carrler Boat's [ Log Mo: Page Mao:

Fish Receiver SRTO3R d
Parmit Halder Number 9999 Pagehois | 198 15
Progressive total of all mortalities during tow (G = SBTO3E) A 17

Tatal number of mortalities recorded from date of receipt of tow cage |El 2

Record the number of retained to land mortalities from the date _
of receipt of the tow cage.

Transfer from Tow Cage to Farm

Transfer Date Fs'g:;;”::e’ Live Fish Count
29/0110 Got 4,802
20/0110 Goz 1,098
c
Tota umber o maaties 75| CountTotal |° 5,900 |
FeasrBed Weight Total o
. poaae 107675 |
tal Welght of I'I'Iﬂ'l.ﬂ' ithes H=FxE |H 628.75 {E: Awerage Weight in Kg)
[E: Avernge Waight in Kg] I hawe had the opportsnity 1o wilness the verified cownt conducted by
AFMA's Agand and | agres with amd verlly the count taken.
I declars that Bhe infarmation which | provide on ihe barm io be & compleis
Total 'I'fﬂl-gh‘lnl‘Flll'II‘II:’fﬂ I 108313.75 st it arovide on a
Videa Reference Number (1) T600-1 | FRP Holder | E. Watson
Mo, of Videos viewed (2) | [ |
FRP
mdmm,amm| 2 /2 /10 Signanue £ Wateor pate: 2 [ 2 /10
Part 2 | authorise AFMA to deduct the SBT kilos of quota recorded in box | above from mylour quota haldings:
SFR Holder A. Brazil ‘ sonc 2l A Brazit’ Date: 2 / 2 /10
Part 3 Baoat 1 Boad 2 Baad 1 Buoat ¥
Purse Seine Dist.
Boat Name | TUNA 1 ooin| 0253
Baoat 1 Boat I
Log Mo: Fage Mo: Log Mo: Page Mo: d 16 Mumber of mortalities during
SETO02 12 | 4 | pursing and transfer to tow cage
N Mumber of mortalities retained
Progressive total of retained to land _ 1 to land during pursing and
maortalities during tow (G3=SBT03B) transier 1o bow cage

Average Weight sample from Tow Cage

Sample Date Mame of Person Sampling Slgnature of Person Sampling
28/ 1 /10 T. Smith 7. Smith
Average Weight in Kg Mo. of Figh taken from tow cage Boat 1 Boat 2
Farm
[F 1525 42 stocing | FSAU 10 00101
Form Mo.
| declare that the information which | provide on the form to be a complete and aceurate record.
AFMA Agents T. Poppy A e | 7 Popey oae: 3 /2 /10
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3.14 - PT02B — Commonwealth Catch Disposal Record example page

PTO2E Fom ok e o e
Commonwealth Catch Disposal Record - PTOZB
Part A - Concession holder or authorised agent to complete Fi sET ETBF Hih
Boat [ Debbi Distinguishing ! €= S
pama| Debbie Jane |5mbu| LFB123
Concession Ara the fish to be transported to a carrier boat (circla
Huldar‘shlamal Johnathon Janson | nyn.m-uulmthmmuummu1 :I—
the comments bo: beiow.
Method Method wsed
_ L LONGLINE | o determine | Mo. of bing | Mame of Transporter [ Wally's Tracking |
Permit/SFR No.| 123454 | accurate wt. . i = 4
fay bl s, £O. of Bing) ype of Vehicis FORD TRUCK
Dwration of Tip ~ From ”'i 9 .IJ:'m Egﬁ;ﬁ'ﬂm‘wm 14 700 Wehicle Reg. No. UFT-312
To Eirdanu.nl'ul'al'idmirumm- .2 D
Date & time | N | Tatal no. of bins/ IE this ang E"EEI
of unlaading 23/ 9 /10 18:00] boxes consigned Kot IF meare tian one vetice is wsed 1o nsp0r i GACH 2 SERArE transit o
Port of Part of Gatch st e COMpEES 45 52 WE £ach as
micading | ALBANY | el {o0) (o] oate & tme comigament et vom [ 7575775 19-00]
m“mm JOE'® FISH nacurmrquanyuanmuanmhghmtaudpagammm e
531-“131 RUPFHES Book Mo, Bosak: Ma. Pags Mos timie taken io compkaie this fom:
-leil'u- [_Jrem[ Jw[ | [_Jvws [20]mins
Part B - Concession holder or authorised representative to complete Instructions for Fishers
SPECIES Coda e Fom | Cacass | More detaled instructions are located on the front of the
~ - T o writing template.
| fellowfin Tuna YFT | 171010]10[G] L 114]| When completing Parts A and B of this form:
Bigeye Tuna BET | 13|0(010]/616]11410]| « Recording daily catch and effort logbook book and
Albacore Tuna ALT | 1210101016161 11710 page numbers:
Southern Blesfin Tuna SET L1 11 1 L1 Recond the book and page numbers for this trp, g if you
Northern Bluefin Tuna NEF L 1 1L 11 1 1 1 completed pages 1, 2 and 3 of Logbook 1234, in the
Broadbdill Swordiish BEL L 1 1si0l0lHIG 1110 space shove enter Book Mo. 1234, Page Mos from T fo 3
If you use more than one logbook, enter the numbers In
Mariin STM L 11 1 1 1 | 1 thve seperate boxes.
ShortBlod Speoriish S8% L 1111 1 - = Carcass No: Enter an accurate count of carcass
fiay's Amem ot L1111 | L | numibers for all fish.
|_Moonfizh DFA L 111 1 1 1 * Lodging forms:
Rucderfish ALUID I 1 I 1 mmr:mpﬁﬂ this form -
OiifishvEacolar BOF L1011 1 [ laugammneuupymmAmewmmhm:
Dolphinfish DOL L 111 1 | days of unkoading.
Wahoo WAH L1111 1 | - leave green copy In this book.
Lencetiish LAN L1 I L1 - mﬂmﬁgﬂwﬂm be accompanied by the
Shark .
Short Finned Mako Shark | SEM [ 1 121000l IRl 1 18 -Furm::dn-ahrrnm:hﬂ.l&TBEﬂnmndhrmh
Bronze Whaler Shark T T O A Form Godes:
| Dusky Whaler Shark DSk | | | | 1 | 1 [ Tuna-like species and Scalefish:
Bllue Shark BLS L L1011 1 1 %:man:‘dg.ﬂmd. W;w;mﬁ:gmm,
= headed utted, F = L
Ocsanic Whitetip Shark | OWS T 1 11 h*mm=9 )
Bl SBT only: A = BT GG so that the gill plates removed and
I 1111 1 | | tail Is wholly removed or B = SBT GG 8o that the gill
I | | (| plates are not removed and the tail s not wholly removed.
L1 1 1 1 1 L1 Note: Northemn Biusfin Tuna cnly — Please enter in
I 11 1 1 1 L 1 mmsumlhdmtﬂrﬁn&mm - enter the
I | [ nams of the Mational Associatl eating
Authorities Australia (MATA) accredited to
L1111 ] - which the sample has besn sent, and the date
L1111 ] |1 the sample was dispatched or ks due for dispatch.
LI L1 L L0 L1 | ] pote: SET anly, this CDR doss net negsts the reguirement
L 111 | | | | to compilete the Catch Documentation Scheme (COS)
I 1 I 1 documents for domestic sale or exported Southemn
I 1 [ Bluefin Tuna.
L 11 1 1 1 1 1 . .
L L L1 1 111 Warning to Fishers
I | | | 1 An | motice may be lssued or other prosecution
TN 1 [ action t Ifﬂtemnneﬁu; mlnrmw thmhuh;
t nd t rolancs t
1 1 111 T 1111 ] [ocomplsteand lodge e
i Happy Ll.ll:kyr LFEO41 =l nmrmﬁu}-mmmgmb;rmhu:’n
ook bo complaia.
1 catily that | hawe complaled tha infomation reguind in e with tha wres and that this informmation s o compleis and So0Una%s macond.
Printed nama of authorised agent complating form Printed name of driver
D.DUFFY || A, ELLIS |
Eig al agam g fom Sigratune of drbvar
D. Duffy e 154 010| | A Ettes oas 151 4 110 |
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3.15 - Template for farm level 1 audit, 2011/12 season

A'I_I'A¢HMENTA
|

4 Australian Government
i}

1
I
_ I
Australian Fisheries Management Authority :
I
I

(year) SOUTHERN BLUEFIN TUNA RECONCILIATION DOCUMENT

Mame of Fish Receiver Permit Ma.

|
Business Address |

|
I
|
1. SBT received into cages during the (year) season: No. of fish L]

2. SBT transfers to/from other companies after(contractors name ) gate count :

To/From Date I No. of fish

To/From Date I MNo. of fish
TolFrom Date I | Mo. of fish

3. Add SBT (Live/Frozen) held over from previous season: Mo. of fish

4, Total No. of fish held

5. Disposals for the season;
Frozen Export | Fresh Export Domestic Door Sales Farm Mortalities Other * Total Disposals
Month No. of fish No. of fish No. of fish No. of fish No. of fish No. of fish No. of fish

Dec-11

Jan-12

Feb-12

War-12

Apr-12

May-12

Jun-12

Jul-12

Aug-12

Sep-12

Oct-12

MNoy-12

TOTAL

*You must explain the method of fish disposalsfecarded in Offver :

Position/Title: Date : o

Attach additional pages if further space is required, OR if there is a discrepancy beiween the "total No. of fish heII:f and the ‘total No.
of disposals’, please supply a detailed explanation of the discrepancy.
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3.16 — Template for wild catch Level 1 audit 2011/12 season

ATTACHMENT A

Australian Government

Australian Fisheries Management Authority

(vear) SOUTHERN BLUEFIN TUNA RECOI’*CILIA'I'ION DOCUMENT

Mame of Fish Receiver/Processor

Business Address

|
1. SBT received during th€|(year] season: |Total weight: | 10 Ho.offish
|
1
2. Please list the boat name you received SBT from during the season, or the person who you received
the fish from for processing only: :
1
................................................................................................ T
|
................................................................................................ SR
|
3. SBT disposals for the season: !
Fresh Export Domestic Sales Other * Total Disposals
Month |VWeight of Fish  No. of fish  |Weight of Fish  No. of fish |Weight of Fish Ho. of fish |Weight of Fish  No. of fish
Dec-11 |
Jan-12
Feb-12
Mar-12
Apr-12
May-12
Jun-12
Jul-12
Aug-12
Sep-12
Oct-12
Mow-12
TOTAL
i
|
*You must explain the method of fish disposals recorded in Other : i __________________________________________________________________________________
|
................................................................................................ U N S S,
|
|
................................................................................................ S O RSP
|
sianed: ____ . lPitedName: ___________________
o
1
PositionMitle: :Date : bt

1
Aerach additronal pages & further sgace f& required. GF & thore 5 3 diferaganeey between the raraf Mo, of sk

received” and the roral Mo_of dispasals | please supoly 3 detafed exgfanation of the discregansy.
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3.17 — Guidelines for conducting Level 2 audit

Guidelines for level 2 Audits

Purpose Verifying the canghthervested'seld SET numbers have besn successfully documentad
and that all relevant export'sold documentation 1s completed fully and aceurately. All company
documentation of fish numbers for exports/sales balances with other documentation of exports/zold
fish. To mdentify any compliance issues. To ensure AFNA is satisfied that no more fish have been
harvested for sale than crigmzlly counted mto farms to help meet AFMA’s objective of sustamable
fishing.

Determine which Commonwealth fish receiver will be audited Companies may be selectad
for audit by random sampling or by identified triggers such 2s Audit | and'or any ncidents through out
the season or'and on previously audited companies and results. Generally 1096 of canght and
tranzferrad fish iz the bench mark for audits each s=ason;

Planning

*  Decided what type of audit, such as desk audit m office or m field,

+  Fimzlize objectives znd scope of audit (if scope mnd objective of audit vary this will not effect
the audit process, findings or report),
Determine date to undertake andit,
Obtzm Audit 1 reports on selected companies and,
Any other relevant datz of meidents or previous sudit dats and,
Any other documents required for audits, such as CDE. and CDS decumentation,
Create spreadshests for the documents obtain from companies to be enterad,
Create checklist of processes to be conducted,
Obtzin or nstruct to obtzin tapes of counted fish transfers from contractor.
Obtzm understanding of the fish receivers operations.

Audit Process Alzo zee Check list for more detailed process for Audit.

*  (Obtain the required documentation from the company's (compliance process)

¢ Documents are viewed and entered mto relevant spreadshests by staff conducting the zudits.

*  All sets of data utilised for this audit purpose is then evaluated to verify fish numbers and
other relevant mformation. And that sll fish reportad to have been
transferred harvested morts/'exported’zold can be accounted for within the company
documents.

»  Staff conducting audits request dditionz] documentztion‘mformation 23 nesded.

*  Check off all processes required on audit checklist

* Copy any relevant document needed for further evalustion (or if no documents are needed for
further evaluation then only a copy of each type of document used i the audit is required for
record purposes)

+ Ifmfield zudit retum any company documents to the companies and meet with the
zppropriste person for that company to discuss any 13sues found within the mudit process.

« If in office audit retum in securs mail any origingl copies of company documents zlong with 2
letter stating that the zudit has been completed and the report is vet to be finalised and that as
soon as the report 13 fmalised the company will be notified of the result of the audit

*  Beview tzpes of fish transfers to farm cages for the companies mvelved m the andits.
Required 2 staff and each person counts the fish transferred and record the fish numbers for
each transfer. Thewr figures are then verified agamst fish count figures supplied to AFMA for
szme transfers conductad by our contractor and the company representatives. Two purposes
for re counting of tapes, one as 2 part of the mudit process and second for efficiency evaluation
on AFMA s contractor.

Findings Prepare a report on the findings of the audit documenting the cutcomes such as any
issues, opinions mmd any suggestad further zetions that might be required for Senior Compliznes
Mznzgement to consider.

Reports After consideration of the fmdings by senior management the report should be fmalized
and a letter should be sent to the company's slerting them to zny issues found and requestng any
further explanation or reselve to be met. Or notifymg the company's that no issues were detectad
thanking them for thewr time ste.
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3.18 — Example of Authorised Validator sheet for individual Fish Receiver Permit holders

ATTACHMENT 1 l

Commission for the Conservation of
Southem Bluefin Tuna

BRHBESHIRTBAS

e —
Validation of the Southern Bluefin Tuna Catch Documentation Scheme
(CDS) Documents

The following Commonwealth licensed fish receiver has been authorised by the
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry to validate CDS documentation.

Fish Receiver Permit holder’s name

Impression of ‘Australian Licensed Fish Receiver’ accredited stamp

Personnel authorised to sign the SBT CDS documents

1. Name: Maih :D:x\'.e.\ Title: “q-\ai\,er SET T:\vaera

Signature: W Date: 25/ 6 /12

e e — PR s e
2. Name: lreett Tlamins Title: Semior Haraaer Tua +Tderhadional
o~ - Fsver wes . )
Signnure:///“/' //..,/?f\‘_-'»"'béie: 2516 "2
3. Name: ‘F—\ac“ot\] Title: _ AFMA C EQO
Signature; ‘:); Date: 20/ F/72
_u’_ —————————.. . ——
4. Name: e Tithe:
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry
Page 2 of 2
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3.19 — AFMA Procedures for Transfer Weighing — 100 Fish Sample

ATTACHMENT C

AFMA Procedures for Transfer Weighing — 100 Fish Sample

December 2013

The AFMA Authorised Representative (AAR) (currently Protec Marine Pty Ltd) verifies the weight
sample on behalf of AFMA and must be present at all transfers.

To ensure consistency of application of these rules, all weight samples must be supervised by the
principal or one of the two second in charge officers of the AAR. If these officers are unavailable an
alternative person may be agreed on between AFMA and the Australian Southern Bluefin Tuna
Industry Association.

The weight sample will be conducted as follows:

1.
2.

10.

11.

12.

The AAR will supervise the company’s representative catching the fish;

The AAR has complete say over the taking of the weight sample, and all company
representatives will follow their instructions at all times;

The AAR will make and supply the standard catching gear for the sample;

The standard catching gear will be: 300 mm leader, 25 mm gate barbless hook, and 8
millimetre diameter rope;

All divers must be out of the water 10 minutes prior to the start of weight sample, and must
remain out of the water until the sample is completed;

The company is to supply at least two tonnes of thawed bait for the sampling. The bait used
for the sample must be whole fish;

The company is to supply at least 4 people to assist the AAR in the sampling;

The company catches the fish under the direction of the AAR until they have weighed and
measured at least 100 fish of 10 kg or higher to the AAR’s satisfaction;

The AAR may trial different scales which have the capacity to measure to 0.1 of a kg and
these scales will be calibrated before each sampling; and

Only whole bait can be used in the chum for the sampling. A full shovel of chum must be
thrown prior to the release of each hook. The chum must be thrown at least two (2) meters in
front of the catcher. The catcher must not throw the hook until instructed by the AAR. The
catcher must throw the baited hook into the centre of the chum. Once the individual fish is
recorded, the weight is final with no recourse by the AAR or the company.

To assist with minimising the time taken to complete the sample, 2 fish cradles may be used
during the sample.

In the advent of the cessation of the weight sample due to weather, safety, operational or
unforeseen circumstance, the company and AAR will agree when the sampling is to
recommence. In such circumstances the fish already caught and weighed in the sample prior
to stopping the sample will still be part of the sample of 100 fish of 10kg or higher.

Resolving interference in the 100 fish sampling procedures

If the AAR observers any interference with fish selection in the catching process the sampling is to be
stopped and AFMA management is to be advised immediately.
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If the sample is stopped and AFMA management advised, the company is to be issued with a first
warning. At this stage:

1. the AAR will advise the company why the sampling has been stopped and record the reason
on the sampling form;

2. the AAR may instruct the company to use different sampling equipment, or techniques to
address the concerns in the sampling process;

3. sampling will not continue until the issue is resolved to the AAR’s satisfaction;

4. the fish already caught and weighed in the sample prior to stopping the sample will still be
part of the sample of 100 fish of 10 kg or higher;

5. once the issue is resolved sampling will continue in line with the agreed sampling procedures;
and

6. should the AAR have concerns with the continued sample, they will again cease to supervise
the sampling making any further sampling void. The AAR will return to port and AFMA
management are again advised by phone at this point.

If the sample is stopped a second time AFMA will contact the company directly and issue a second
warning. The AAR will then return to the tow cage at an agreed time and continue to supervise the
sample in line with the agreed sampling procedures. The fish already caught and weighted in the
sample prior to stopping the sample will still be part of the sample of 100 fish of 10 kg or higher.

Should the AAR have any further concerns with the continued sample, then they will terminate the
sample. AFMA management is to be advised of the terminated sample. If the sample is terminated
AFMA will:

1. Send a senior officer to Port Lincoln and assist the AAR to conduct a new 100 fish weight
sample to replace the terminated weight sample

2. None of the weights collected in the terminated sample will count in the new sample;

3. No company representative will participate in the new sample but is entitled to be present for
the new sample. The AAR will conduct all aspects of the new weight sample;

4. The AAR will conduct all future weight samples for the company involved for the remainder
of the season: and

5. All costs associated with conducting the new sample and subsequent samples will be paid by
the company involved.

Procedures for video count of fish transferred from the tow cage to the fish farm

Two Protec Marine Pty Ltd representatives must be present when fish are transferred from the tow
cage to the fish farm and oversee the operation of the video.

The Holder of the Statutory Fishing Right under which the SBT in the tow cage were taken must
ensure that sufficient equipment and personnel to facilitate the transfer are provided. The transfer
should be conducted as follows:

e the video should show a side view covering the opening between the tow cage and the farm in
order that all SBT transferred will appear on the video recording;

e there must be a ‘drop down’ net above the transfer gate that completely covers the opening in the
net;

e the drop down must extend at least a metre either side of the opening and at least one metre
below;
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e the bottom of the net must be heavily weighted to ensure it hangs as vertically as possible to
prevent any fish moving through the transfer gate opening and to stop the net being blown away
from the opening by current caused by the movement of fish in the cage;

e an attendant must stay for the duration of the transfer directly over the transfer gate to ensure the
immediate release of the drop down net; and

o where the fish farm is to be positioned at a site where turbid water occurs, the fish count is to be
done prior to the fish farm being positioned at that site.

The use of bait to move fish from cage to cage is not permitted except where authorised to do so by
the AAR.
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3.20 - Systematic Verification of Catch — Farm Sector

ATTACHMENT 1 — SYSTEMATIC VERIFICATION OF CATCH — FARM SECTOR

Catcher boat leaves
port to fish for SBT

Reporting All boats licensed by AFMA

registered with CCSBT

v

Daily catch of SBT & ERS
recorded in TPBO3

M————m ===

SBT transferred to tow
pontoon for towing
back to farm

All boats licensed by AFMA
registerad with CCSBT
Ewvery tow pontoon registered
with AFMA,

SBT transferred into
farm pontoon

All farmis registered with

Harvest and sale of fish

o T

CCSBT

v

Transfers to tow pontoon
recorded in SBTO2

Doaily tow activity recorded in
SETOIB

Retained mortalities weighed,
measured & tagged, recorded
in CTAUD2

i
v

100-fish sample: average
weight and verified count
recorded in SBT04B

Total number of mortalities
added to SBT04B

End of season: FSALD2
completed

If required: FTALO2
completed

SBT product type. month of
catch and catch gear
recorded in CMALIDZ

Whaole fish tagged. weight
measured and recordad in
CTAUDZ2

Exportsire-exports recorded
in REALIDZ

All 3BT accompanied by CDS
dacumentation

'

Compliance &
meonitoring

Mandatory reporting to national VMS
At sea inspections
Scientific observer coverage (10% effort) to monitor SBT & ERS

TPBO2 Furse seine and pole daily log

S5BT02 Purse seine catch disposal record

SBTO3B Farm transit log

SBT04B Farm catch disposal record

CTAUD2 CCSBT catch tagging form

FSAL02 CCSBT farm stocking form

FTALD2 CCSBT famn transfer fomn

CMALUD2 CCSBT catch monitoring form

REAUD2 CCSBT form for re-export’expont after landing domestic product

150

AFMA agent observes and
verifies 100% of transfers and
100-fish samples

AFMA agent completes
SBTO4B"

i

i

i

i

I

i
v

.q_____

Level 1 audit completed for
all concession holders

Cnshore inspection

Lewvel 2 audits completed for
approximately 20%
concession holders

FSAUD2 validated by AFMA

A4

CMAUD2 and REAUD2
validated by a competent
authority approved by AFMA

* Total kg of SBT landed (including mortalities) recorded in SBT04B deducted from quota
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3.21 - Systematic Verification of Catch — Longline Sector

ATTACHMENT 2 - SYSTEMATIC VERIFICATION OF CATCH — LONGLINE SECTOR

Fishing vessel leaves port

Vessel starts fishing

Retained catch Bycatch (ERS)

Landing & sale of fish

Reporting All boats licensed by AFMA Daily catch of SBT & ERS Total weight of mortaliies and retained SBT Landed product recorded in
registered with CCSBT recorded in A06, PS01A or recorded in catch disposal record PT02B* CMAU02
T TPBO01. depending on 2
" SIS Bycatch of ERS recorded in PT02B SBT product type, month of
" Retained SBT are weighed, measured and tagged, capture and catch type
: ¢ recorded in CTAU02 recorded in CMAU02
I SBT product type, month of capture and catch gear Quota holders and fish
I All boats deploy mandatory type recorded in CMAU02 receivers complete PT028
N tori lines south of 25°S 5 Exports/re-exports recorded in
I (ETBF) or 20°S (WTBF) and 1 REAU02
I other mitigation devices : All SBT accompanied by CDS
] ; 1 documentation
! ~
I : 1 1
A 4 v v v
Compllance Mandatory reporting to national VMS Level 1 audit completed for

& monitoring

At sea inspections

Scientific observer coverage to monitor SBT & ERS in core (min. 20% effort) and buffer (min. 10% effort) zones
Minimum SBT quota holding required to enter core and buffer zones

PT02B SBT catch disposal record for purposes other than faiming

ALOGE Pelagic longline daily log
CTAU02 CCSBT catch tagging form
CMAU02 CCSBT catch monitoring form

REAU02 CCSBT form for re-export/export after landing of domestic product
PS01A2 Purse seine daily log for purposes other than famming

TPB01 Pole daily log for purposes other than faiming

all concession holders
Onshore inspections

v

CMAU02 and REAUD2
validated by a competent
authority approved by AFMA

*Total kg of SBT landed (including mortalities) recorded in PT02B deducted from quota.
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