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Introduction

Frim

This paper provides information and correspondence from the Compliance Committee that are
relevant to the Ecologically Related Species Working Group (ERSWG). It contains three items of
information and correspondence:
ALETIE, ARRFOBEMEETS (ERSWG) ([ZBHET 2B FREERD O OFHR LD
ZHRADRISIZOWVWTRIRT D, Z 2 TRTIFRE O Z~OXNGIE, AT D3RI
HHDTHD,
1. Information provided in Members’ annual reports to the Compliance Committee on the
Types of Information Collected on Bycatch Mitigation Measures;
IRIEREFNHEEIZ B L CUEE SN IF SR OFRIRIZ DWW T, EFEERITKT 5 A
— DERHEFEO T TR I NTZHE R
2. Update to the CCSBT’s Resolution on Minimum Standards for Inspection in Port to include
information on compliance with Seabird Bycatch Mitigation Measures for longline vessels;
and
PENIRA DR ARIEYEIC B9 5 CCSBT iRk (ST A MRIAMNIC I 1T 2 1l B IR IERR AN HE &
DFEFIRDU B D 2 3 8 5 7o 80 DIRGFHRUIE
3. Proposal from HSI and Birdlife International to the Compliance Committee to insert an
additional ERS subsection on monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation measures into the
annual CC/EC template.
HSIX U= RI A4 7 « f U Z—F T a FIOUNBEFEE SR L TRE L,
CCIEC T HEFERMEET 7 L — MIREEIEEOH MR DOE=2 Y 7
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(1) Information provided in Members’ annual reports to the Compliance Committee on the
Types of Information Collected on Bycatch Mitigation Measures
BERAAEEICRE L TE S FROBRICOWVWT, BFRERITHT DA —
DERBEEDOH TR INT-FR

The Eleventh meeting of the Ecologically Related Species Working Group (ERSWG 11) requested
that the Compliance Committee collate information from Members on the types of information
collected on bycatch mitigation measures under compliance programs for SBT vessels (e.g. port
inspections and other monitoring and surveillance programs). In response to this request, the
October 2015 meeting of the Compliance Committee added the following section to the annual
reporting template for the Compliance Committee and Extended Commission.
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“(d) Monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation measures:
) ZIERRFITE i DRI DE =5 >
i. Describe the methods being used to monitor compliance with bycatch mitigation
measures (e.g. types of port inspections conducted and other monitoring and
surveillance programs used to monitor compliance). Include details of the level of
coverage (e.g. proportion of vessels inspected each year):
VEISERR I I DB T2 =5 Y 7T B3I 505 505 (B @ i
XN DIEAIRE DI, Kk N TR & T=5 1 TS0 64
BEDMDE=5 Y 2R ORFHEYD 772 Z4) i AT 52 ¢, 30—
FDFEM (B : HAFEDRE XIEMMDOEE) 50 = L.
ii. Describe the type of information that is collected on mitigation measures as part of
compliance programmes for SBT vessels:”
SBT #MiliZ B9 S 857 7' 27 A D—BE & L TIREE XL i i 7 i1
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The subsequent information provided to the Compliance Committee in 2016 was reported to
ERSWG 12 in paper CCSBT-ERS/1703/07. The information provided to the Compliance
Committee in 2018 is provided below for the ERSWG’s information.
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This information overlaps with the information specified in section 7 of the template for the Annual
Report to the ERSWG, which requires reporting of the “Compliance Monitoring System (i.e. how is
compliance measured)” for mitigation measures and the “Level of Compliance for each [mitigation]
measure”.
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Methods being used to monitor
compliance with bycatch mitigation
measures, including coverage level
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Type of information collected

INEENTWAIEROREE

Australia

A=A T VT

Australia uses a number of methods to monitor
compliance, including compliance with bycatch
mitigation measures. These methods include
electronic monitoring, observer reports, vessel
monitoring system, aerial surveillance, at sea
inspections and port inspections.
A=A T U 7L, IR
DHESPRDE =2 U T D= DIZEZHDF
EERAVWTWDS, ZhADbLDOFEITIE, EFF
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As provided previously (Section 1d), in 2016/17
Australian fisheries officers conducted 17
inspections of SBT/ETBF boats, 16 inspections at
sea and 1 inspection in port.
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The information collected on mitigation measures
includes;

RS EICB L TNE STV D
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e whether bycatch mitigation, such as tori lines, is
being carried on board the vessel,
FU T A v b o R ERR A E
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o whether bycatch mitigation has been deployed
appropriately
IR AE
/A

o whether the bycatch mitigation complies with
specifications.
IRAEREFNEEE P HARICHEILL T AN E S
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No information (not applicable)
lERz L (Z5ET)

No information (not applicable)
lERz L (58 7)

Indonesia
A8 AT

Inspection by surveillance officer
BAFENZ L SRE

Catch composition including by-catch and ERS
IRAEFE K% O ERS % & Toifa S8 DR
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Japan

During the 2017/2018 fishing season, Japan has
dispatched monitoring and control vessel, Umesato
of FAJ. She inspected 3 Japanese fishing vessels
registered with the CCSBT through vessel radio
communication and visual confirmation relevant to
bycatch mitigation measures. The coverage is 3.5%
(3 vessels / 86 vessels).
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Fishers have been mandated to write down seabird

bycatch mitigation measures applied to their

operations in the logbook since 2014.
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Korea
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Bycatch mitigation measures used are observed and
monitored through the scientific observer program
and the electronic reporting system.
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The information includes sea bird mitigation
measures used for reducing its bycatch and data on
ERS interaction including mortality.
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Methods being used to monitor
compliance with bycatch mitigation
measures, including coverage level
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Type of information collected
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New Zealand

e
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Compliance with these measures is monitored
through at-sea and in-port inspections from
Fisheries Officers, aerial surveillance from military
aircraft, and the placement of observers on board
vessels. Observer reports indicating problems with
use of mitigation equipment are prioritised for
follow-up with vessel operators.
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In the 2017 calendar year, the inspections
undertaken found six incidents where breaches of
seabird mitigation regulations may have occurred
across the New Zealand surface longline fleet. Four
cases resulted in warnings, while two cases are
being assessed for possible prosecution.
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Fisheries Officers collect information about tori
line and line-weighting gear that is present on
vessels.

Observer reports provide information about
mitigation gear usage, gear descriptions, and fisher
attitudes toward seabird mitigation.
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South Africa

77U A

All Large Pelagic Longline vessels are subjected to
port inspection in line with Port State Measures and
as per attached Annexure 5! of the Large Pelagic
Longline permit conditions. This port inspection is
carried out by the Fishery Compliance Officers in
conjunction with the Observers. This includes the
Tori line measurements, checking the availability
of the de-hooking devices as well as line cutters. In
addition, Patrol vessels are from time to time
tasked to randomly board the large pelagic longline
vessels for the inspection of the above.
ETORBRITZMRMNT, FHEERE LD
IAT U T2 RT3 A MR RT AT SR RIHE 51T kD
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Through section B and C of the attached Annexure
5! of the Large Pelagic Longline permit conditions,
an Observer is required to confirm the deployment
of Tori line every day as well as weighted lines.
AT D RIFET 2 MBFF AT SRS Bt D& 7 &
aBEKORNCEBELUTC, A7 — =%, b
U Z A v KO B ORR & % AR5 5
EokbinTnag,

! Provided here as Attachment A, ACEHTIIBHKA & L TORLTE,




Methods being used to monitor Type of information collected

compliance with bycatch mitigation IVEENTWBIFROTEE
measures, including coverage level
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We dispatch observer to monitor compliance with Fishers shall report the measures adopted by its
bycatch mitigation measures. The observer vessels to FA every week. Besides, observers shall

coverage rate is about 25% (15 vessels / 60 vessels) | record the mitigation measures adopted by the

by vessel in 2016/2017 fishing season. Besides, all | vessel on the observer’s logbook since 2014.

SBT authorized vessels operating at south of 25°S | #3313, B LB 2 R R
shall report the usage of bycatch mitigation R LTSRS LA TSR bR, &5
measures by fis_her_s by logbook and e-Iog_book IZ AT P E . 2014 FEDLRE . F S ER
since 2017/18 fishing season. For alternative way, L BB 1o ST A TN g 7T

fishers shall report their seabirds-mitigation . .
measure (copies shown as Attachment C?) every 7Rt L7e T HE7e B,

week through Taiwan Tuna Association (TTA).
Any conditions for not compliance identified
during review by FA officials shall trigger further
investigations and enforcement of sanctions.
g SRR E oM TR AEE=2 ) 7
THEDICA T —"—ZJRE L TW\D,
2016/2017 RN IB T 2 A4 TV — =T R —
HiL, BHAR— AT 25% (60 £ 15 %)
Tholz, SHIT, MM 25 ELIM CTHRET S
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Taiwan
L\

(2) Update to the CCSBT’s Resolution on Minimum Standards for Inspection in Port to
include information on compliance with Seabird Bycatch Mitigation Measures for
longline vessels
BAREOREREEICE T 2 CCSBT HiEiZ i x MM BT 218 BIRERHEE O
HEPRIUCEE S 5 EME E 0 5 7 DRBRE

ERSWG 12 requested that the Compliance Committee consider how to effectively monitor seabird

mitigation measures through mechanisms such as port inspections and transhipment observers.

ERSWG 12 1%, #E5FEESICK L, ARESCHIEA 7 — " — L ol A D =X L%l

CTED LS I EREEEE Z D BAICE=Z U 7 LT DICOWTHRETT S &
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In its October 2018 meeting, the Compliance Committee revised Annex B of CCSBT’s Resolution
on Minimum Standards for Inspection in Port to include information on compliance with Seabird
Bycatch Mitigation Measures for longline vessels. A copy of the modified Annex is provided at
Attachment C for information, but it is too early to provide any data from the modified Annex.

2 Provided here as Attachment B. ACEHF CIEBIK B & L TR LT,
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(3) Proposal from HSI and Birdlife International to the Compliance Committee to insert an
additional ERS subsection on monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation measures into the
annual CC/EC template
HSI RUON—RIA 7 « L F—F ¥ a FARHEFEESICH LTRE L, CC/EC
(T DERBEET 7 — MIRERIHEOERREOE=F ) VJIZHET5
BINMZR ERS Y7 &7 ¥ a VEBINT HHRE

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

2018 - 10 H OF R B AR AICB VLT, HSHE, ETFRERICH T 2 FRHEET 7
L — MIRBEEFEE ORI DOE=2 Y 72T 2B R ERS Y7k 7 29
EIATDZEEREL, TORBOFEHMET 2EECEZERT D LB SN,

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

FOH, HSIKON—=RI A7 « f v H—F v a F/UVTIRECELX RN L, BFEAS
(3. WERREEIHEOE =2 ) U 7T O MOUE L WO BLRNG, Ui%iER DK
fiti FTBEME e ONEEIMEIZ DWW T, A 3 —3 2019 4F 10 H O G ORITE T I EEET 5
ZLIZHBE L, FHERICHLTIE, UHEERIIHTHERSWG & LTDT — Ky 7
RO DHR ) ERSWG B R ICKT L CH kR A it BN s vz,

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

ERSWG IC X & DT, HSIKOAN—= T A7 « f o Z—F 2 a T IVOREZFIRK D
s L7,

Prepared by the Secretariat
HERIERXE
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Seabird Mitigation Checklist for Tuna Vessels

Section A (Prior Departure Inspection by Observer)

BIRE A

Annexure 5

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

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

signature

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

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

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

Target Species : [ |[SBT [ JABL

gﬁfﬂm““g Area Type of Seabirds Mitigation Measures
fpa 1 enmed Night setting
yy/mm/dd Latitude & Bird-scaring with minimum Line weighting others

Longitude |lines (Tori lines) deck lighting

[Jatotal of  gattached

] L within __ m of the hook

[(CJa total of ___ g attached

- ) within _ m of the hook
. ] IMatotal of g attached
within m of the hook
[ X [Clatotal of g antached
within __ m of the hook
. 0] [Clatotal of g attached
within ___ m of the hook
. ] [Jatotal of g attached

within __ m of the hook

[latotal of ___ g antached
within m of the hook

Note

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

A 0 07-8419606 R - 07-8133304 48313304
FAAHRAY AR AT E G KB AMA R R T e -

% 9 SAEMAIL % & 1§ i% & -7 4% #|simon@tuna.org.tw % nana@tuna.org.tw
ERAmA - £ (4M21) ~ mFMR (5#420)
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ANNEXEB

Report of the results of the inspection

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

L Inspection report no”  FEEHEEHE

2. Port State  FiiE[F ‘

3. Inspecting authority Hite 4 o)

4. Name of principal inspector R E O Bl | D HirifiRds ‘

5. Port of inspection  Fi 57

6. Commencement of inspection  HE-&E OFF 85 B B YYYY # MM A DD H HH B
7. Completion of inspection R oo i | YYYY & MM R DD H HH &
TEEF

8. Advanced notification received  ZFEHIE WO Z M Yes # No #

Q. Plll'l:lﬂ 5{{5]5 | ] LAN E‘*"E&: F TRX *E-ﬁ FRO OTH (Spﬁ'tif}"} Ol :"II%:L';_'-.:'

U{J L

1. Port and State and date of last port YYYY & MM R DD H

call

meit Tk, EEUEM

11. Vessel name  #3%

12. Flag State 3 F5[F

13, Type of vessel A O TELE

14. International Radio Call Sign  [F[F E&EFFHFF & |

15, Certificate of registry ID HiEE |

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

17. External ID, if available® IMO#SHEES  Hivif

18. Port of registry Sk

19, Vessel owner(s) #31

20, Vessel beneficial owner(s), if knmown and differemt
from vessel owner

A REREE EERAY, bhDHERG)

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

Ao E (Mt & R S\|G)

11 Vessel master name and nationality  #5-F OO4 §I M TFEE

13, Fishing master name and nationalicy 7895 & (04 81 L T E

24, Vessel agent  fARH O

15, VMSY  EMRESH o= 5 L No | Yes:National Yes RFMO s Type: WEE
e 1:E

T Provide a unnique reference number for this inspection report.

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

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

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



BIRE C

26.CCSBT Authorised Vessel list
CCSEBT Registration Number:
27. Relevant fishing authorization(s) BIfES S EEO YL
Identifier’! Issued 2 Validiny'< Fishing areais) Species (FAO Gear
HEREA FATH 24 MR 3-Algha &E‘__ade,-‘ HR
SBT(SBF)
25. Relevant transshipment authorization(s)/Transhipment declaration(s) BEE S s Y
Idemtifier” Gt Lsued by £iT#& Fatidity' 3.7
Identifier’” Gl GE4| Lsued by 74 Falidity' 2577
29, Transshipment information concerning donor vessels  FEEERGAR T B3 5 il s
Name Flﬂgmre ID na Species ype amedurr Catch area(s) Quantity
#E i BEEE  |F103 Alphacode)|  Baa FERE bt 23 fin §
A &
SBT(SEF)
SBT(SEF)
30, Evaluation of offloaded catch (gquantity) {77 ] & Fu7z @& O HEE (28D
Jpecies (FA0 Twpe of Catch Quantity Quantity Difference between quantity declared and
3-Alpha qodez) Product arears) declared retained(in kg) guantity determined, if anyiin kg)
M WEEHE | ait fin kg) (s g | HERELFERBOE (b L,
A il
SBT(SBF)
31 Catch retained onboard (quantity)  # F{REri2 M (&)
SpeciesFAQ Tpe of Catch Cuantity Cuantity Difference between quantity declared and
5‘-4%}:%?0‘3‘?} Product areafs) declared(in kg) retained(in kg) quantity determined, if any(in kgl
MAp R | et S RS s r}'ﬂ'ﬁ'}i'ﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁﬂ,ﬁ' (&L,
1 L
SBT({SBF)
32. Examination of loghook(s) and other documentation Tes Ne Comments =42}
¥R T oo TiEo#E & ™ .
33. Compliance with applicable catch documentation scheme(s) Tes Ne Comments =% 2 |
{58 JE T IH 1| I 00 8 < i ad
34. Twpe of gear used EREEEEOHEH
35. Fishing Gear examined Tes Ne Comments =2 F
MEIh=BE A #E
36. Compliance with Seabird Bvcatch Mitization Measures (longline vessels only)
MERBETHEOETHRE (12805
a) Tick which Convention Areas this vessel fished for SBT -
LUEAAASBTE RS L R KEEF v 2T 5 2 &,
ICCAT (South of 255) ] I0TC (South of 235) ] WCPFC (South of 30531
(B2 S LIF) (PR EE L) (FREE30EE L)
5

et

&

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

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

For transhipment authorisations record “Authonisation” and the authorisation reference mumber(s) if available; for transhipment
declarations recerd “TD™
For transhipment authorisations, provide the dates for which the CCSBT awthorization(s) is/are valid (if applicable); for
transhipment declarations, record the transhipment date.
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b Provide information en which mitigafion measures were
used and effectively implemented (including night seftings)

and @iy comments on seabird mi’n’;an'on Measures used.
(D IR R A 2 L7, AR R A it
A (R S S i) I S ERETATS LI
ER SR ERERARIT TS = A
[

E Ry

o

37. Findings by inspector(s)® B (7 E S5

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

Ehi 2R IEFCHE S ATV SHBER

39. Comments by the master #fE0 = A 2 |

40, Action taken™ = GILTEHE

41, Master signature i 0OFE L

42, Inspector signature §E&0H O FF

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

16 Record any evidence collected and/or seized in relation to suspected SBT IUU fishing or fishing-related activities, for example
any phoetos or samples taken and any seizure of gear, materials or documents. In addition, record measures that conld
potentially be taken to address any apparent infringements detected, as well as any relevant anthorities/officials contacted.
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Proposed Amendment to the Template for the Annual Report to the Compliance Committee
and Extended Commission
BFREER R OHARZERIIH T IFRBEET 7L — FORERRE
Humane Society International and BirdLife International, prepared for CCSBT CC 13, 12-10-18
Eaz—Xf2 e VT T e 25 —T20FTNEIN—= T4 T fH—F 5T
CCSBT CC13 24> (2018 4510 /7 12 H) 1ZH0>) TIER

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

B ERESTHEBRDOEMBRNDOT=F Y V TOEFEICEH L T, CCKWRECIZXT BER
WEET VL — NIRRT B2 a U EBNTAZ EORR

Introduction

Frif

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

A= DERBEEIL, SIEHE . TSI OMRIECEICE L TR S oK
ENRRRRIFIEICEKETHLZLEZRLTEBY, —HORA L N—, HEORTEZIH
ICHIE T 2720 D= E LTI A D EDBENDLENENDT —F ORI D A T
HEZATHL,

To assist such efforts by Members and to facilitate appropriate reporting of the results of those
efforts, the Secretariat is invited to develop a proposal for expanding the sub-section of the
Template for the Annual Report relating to ‘monitoring usage of bycatch mitigation measures.
AVNR=ILEDT ) LB NEZIRTT DL b, 95 LIS OBRPEUICHE S
L2 e aRET L0, FHERICHL, NEERIEEOHE RN OE=2 1Y 7] IZH
LCHRAEET VT — OV 787 v a U EIERT DIREEERT D L 2 HiET 5,
The critical analytical and reporting issue to be addressed is that, while the seabird mortality
mitigation measures adopted by other tuna RFMOs require their members to ensure that their
authorised vessels use two out of three of the mitigation methods prescribed, there is no reporting

arrangement to indicate what combinations of mitigation methods were being used when seabirds
were killed.
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As a result, it is difficult for the Secretariat to support informed discussion among Members with a
view to identifying cost-effective opportunities to further reduce seabird mortality.
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The Proposal
S



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

T L— NI, Filelek s var2d)iii #FAT S (5rE CCSBT-CC/1810/16 D 12
— ORIk AESH) |

Iii summary information on combinations of required use of two out of three approved mitigation
methods for each longline set for all CCSBT authorised fishing vessels and subsequent seabird
mortality associated with each combination.
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Table A: Insert in each cell in the matrix, the total number of sets (and total number of hooks
involved in those sets) involving each combination of mitigation methods

RA: <) 7 ZADOEMIT, BMIAFEOFHEEE I L ORKRE (RUTZh b ORI
BT 5k&@EE) ZEA

OPTION 1
Tori pole and tori Night Line None
line setting weighting L
FUR—=VRO L | K | B
VoA
Tori pole and tori
line
N ~UAR—L LY R
5 U
£ | Night setting
O | iR
Line weighting
i LA

No second option
T4 T a iy
L

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

XB: <My 7 AOFMT, BIMFEOHHEETE T L OWMS L ORMEAEERK (RUE
CH) ZiEA

OPTION 1
Tori pole and tori Night Line None
line setting weighting L
FUR—=VEO b | EESHR | B
Vo4
Tori pole and tori
line
o~ NU A=V
5 VoA
B | Night setting
O | wi#
Line weighting
i ELASGH

No second option
BoA T a vy
L

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