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Introduction
X C®HIZ

| This document provides a brief-summary of the operation of the main four CCSBT
Monitoring, Control and Surveillance (MCS) measures from the Secretariat’s perspective:
ZOXET, CCSBTIZHBIT DL TOEER 4 SO, EHMOCHHEY (MCS) #
| BOERIZHOWT, HBROBAN HIZRIET 2 b0 Th D,
1) The Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS),
MERERAHIE (CDS)
2) The Transhipment at Sea Monitoring Program,
RES B T2 1 e ) V4 T
3) The Vessel Monitoring System (VMS), and
IIAESAR S 27 2 (VMS)
4) Records of Authorised Vessels and Farms.
FERTHRAG - A Rk

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

BHEICE LT, YEHEICTT2FEROEEIEEE2MH L TW1WD, &5, #
=B L CTHEERNESS W TEHE, KOS OHFEEOELIZHHE1EIC
DOWNT bigam L7,

1. Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS)
FEREAHIE (CDS)

Secretariat Role
FH R OEE
The Secretariat’s roles/responsibilities are:
FEROERENFLIZILUTO LB TH D,
e receiving and processing® all CDS documents,
4T CDS LEDSZF K OMLEE!
e checking the completeness and accuracy of these documents,
S OILED SR OERENE O ffeRE

! Loading all electronic documents received (all Catch Tagging Forms from all Members and all Catch Monitoring Forms &
Re-Export/Export after landing of Domestic Product forms from Australia) to the database, and data entry of all paper
documents received (all other forms). S L 722 CTOE T2 3CE (2TO R =00 DA T OJREERARA,

MDD TOWRMEE =5 Y > ZEEUR Ui/ EE S KRS T % OmERSR) 27— _XR—2kfFT25 2

L ROZHE L2 TORBERDOLEET — 2 AT H L,
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e conducting reconciliations between the different types of CDS forms and between
copies of forms provided by exporters and importers,
72 % Z A 70 CDS kRN, W ONTH 2 M QN A6 > AR S 7ok
KOG LHDOHRE

e following-up with Members/Cooperating Non-members (CNMs) regarding
discrepancies and missing information,
PR D D K OKRIE L T DIEHICEIT D A 3=/ HE9INEIE (CNM)
toTxrua—7 v/

e managing validation details submitted by Members/CNMs,
A 2 73—[CNM 7> B H S T RS O Rl o0 4 B

e producing 6 monthly CDS reports,
CDSIZBH¥ % 6 7 A s DIERR

e maintaining and enhancing the CDS database, and
CDS 7 — & ~— A DR E{b

e coordinating the purchase of centralised tags for use with the CDS.
CDS & —if# TR S 412 — o/ BT

Electronic CDS (e-CDS) Proposal Update

& - CDS (e-CDS) ##FEDT v 77— b

A significant proportion of CDS information is already provided electronically and
consequently the Secretariat’s data entry costs for the CDS are small (approximately $8,600
in 2012). As noted in previous years, the most time-consuming components of the CDS for
the Secretariat are reconciliations and following-up and resolving any discrepancies and
missing information with Members/CNMs. As a result of this observation, at CC7 there was
discussion that these components of the CDS could be made more efficient for all parties if a
web based e-CDS was developed and introduced.

CDS [H# O K /miL, BEICE TR TRIESNTE Y, To/E%E, CDSIZRET 5
FERICBIT DT = ANRBREIMEN 2L DO THD (2012 41349 8,600 K/v) , HE
ELLEM LB, FHERMNCDSICEL TRLE < ORI 2 &7 01, AW
N, HOHPEIR—FKLRA L 7N—ICNM 2>6 DIERORINCET L 7+ 0 —7 v
TROFEDORERITH S, ZOFTROFERE LT, CCTIZHBWT, Z9 L7z CDS
OERERICHONWT, T2 T _R—2D e-CDS ML EASHIIEZ, BTD A
NR=ZE TRV R TEDAMMEMENRH D L OFRNDH - 7=,

The Nineteenth meeting of the Extended Commission supported the request by the Seventh
Compliance Committee meeting to explore the costs and benefits of an eCDS system. It was
agreed that a progress report would be provided to the Compliance Committee Technical
Working Group held in May 2013 and a final report provided to CC8. This final report is
provided to CC8 as paper 16: “Costs and benefits of a web-based eCDS for the CCSBT”, and
includes details of the proposal to date.

F A9 RPEREESSAIEL, eCDS VAT ADOE MR ERET 572D 7 [0
SFEEESAIC L DEREA R Lz, 20134 5 A ICBE S i-Esr R B S e
HMESITERIRHEELRET 52 L. KONCCBIZHREMEELRINT L NG
BaNl, ZOREHREHFL CC8 DEGXE [CCSBT DV =7 X—2 eCDS D%
FARZR] L LTIREENTEY, 2RI ZIAETOREDOFEMLEEN TV D,

Indonesian CDS Training Workshop

AV RRTIZBIT S COSFv—2 v a v

In mid-August 2013, the CCSBT Compliance Manager travelled to Indonesia to facilitate a
training workshop on various aspects of the CDS, CDS Resolution, and associated Minimum
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Performance Requirements. This workshop was well attended by both Indonesian
government officials including managers, administrators, validators and data submitters, as
well as by members of Indonesia’s commercial tuna associations. The workshop included
productive discussions with regard to common Indonesian CDS document issues encountered
by both the CCSBT and Indonesian officials.

CCSBTDa T AT A« w3 — ¥ —(L, CDS. CDS i Mk O BT 5 Fcl)iE
ITEAORE A 72IEICEET 2T — 2 > a v P52 KB4+ 577D, 201348 HHH)
IZA Y KRR TICHIE LT, Z0OU—7 v a v 7i2id, #E, 1THE., ERE LY
T—ARHEE VST A RR VT EBINBEGRE &, 42 RRTU T OEENR~ T 1
FRD A L SR—DE RSB M LT, 2O —27 3w 7 TlE, CCSBT & A » R
FUTENBGRENE DICEmL TS, 4 RRv 7 TELEZ % CDS CERE
\ZBET D AEEN R DI TV,

CDS Operational Issues

CDS ®iEH L OifE

The following are the main CDS operational issues that the Secretariat has observed since the
Seventh meeting of the Compliance Committee (CC7). The first 6 of these issues are the
same ones that were reported to CC7 in 2012. The Secretariat has continued to work with
relevant Members/ CNMs to resolve these issues where possible/ practicable.

LITE, 7 EESTREERSEG (CCT) LURRICHB RN KWz F e CDS A Lo
HMETHDL, ZNHOBED D BLEIO 60X, 201240 CC7T THESN LD L
FCLThD, FHRIL FIRER/ERM TE DHPAT, 2D DOMEE MR T 5720,
BT 5 A L /3—/CNM & DIEEZMkG L TE T\ 5,

1. Late Submission of CDS Documentation
CDS CE#RH DEIE
Some of the required CDS documentation due since CC7 continued to be received
later than the agreed timeframes, with some Catch Monitoring Forms (CMFs) and
catch tagging information not being received until well after the quarterly deadlines.
CCTLKED . W< DD CDS LEIZBWTEHE S HIRRLARE O£ H 23 kit
LTHEY, WOonDiffEE=21 v 7 (CMF) K ONEBEEHEHRIZD
WL, U oFFT) A2 & TH 2N R0 o T2,

Time delays in receiving data submissions can make some CDS tasks difficult or
impossible to carry out in a timely manner. For example, late submissions may delay
the commencement of reconciliation work and/or negatively impact on reconciliation
results. Late submissions may also affect the completeness of information that can be
provided to meetings and presented in the Secretariat’s six-monthly CDS reports.

7 —Z OEFERREEIL, CDS DR 7 FEkt 2 N # SUT R ATRER b D &
LTW5, BlziE, fRIEOBIEL, RAETEEDRIREZE DL O SUTIRAH,
RICE B2 525NN DD, SHIT, RHEOEEX, FHERHD 6
7 H CDS i 1Z L » TR S NG D IHFIMOERMEIC b2 5 2 5 ATREMEN
b,

2. Tagging Data Mismatches
BERT—IDIR< T
Many tagging data mismatches and/or missing sets of tagging data continued to be
found during the reconciliation process for both 2012 and 2013 CDS data.
Mismatches generally occurred due to one of the following three situations:
2012 4F Jx OV 2013 4E i1 J5 D CDS 7 — % OIRA T mE ATH N T, £ < DI
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T—HDIAYy F RN I T — 5ty N ORMPHEGEANZ L STz,
RAZyFIE, BRMUT, BLFO X572 3 DOREOWNFTNTEER LTz,
i) some tagging data which should have been submitted as part of the Excel
spreadsheet quarterly submission of tagging data were missing, or
W — 2 OIPEIRH O 7 L — ho—# e LTIREBESN D& —
O T —Z DRI L TWe, X%
ii) an incorrect or incomplete list of Catch Tagging Form (CTF) numbers was
recorded on the CMF, or
RIERE IR SE R 70 R HAR X (CTF) OFF DY A M3, CMF IZFLék
STV, X
iii) the electronically submitted spreadsheets of catch tagging data contained errors
such as referencing incorrect CMF numbers, or containing duplicate CMF
numbers.

BT T SN R T — 2 D — NS, RIEREZR CMF &5 %
SR CWEEBE ST FERE2 G ATV, XIXZCMFESOEEZ G ATV,

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

BHEE LRAZENLRHESNZ CMF OB LICBIT A0 ER/BIEOE
&

This item continued to be an issue during 2012 and the first quarter of 2013. In 2012
there were 22 CMFs where the number of fish differed on the exporter and importer
copies of the CMF, and 24 CMFs where the weight differed between the exporter and
importer copies of CMFs, and a combined total of 30 CMFs where either the number
of fish and/or weight was different between exporter and importer CMFs.

Z OFEIE, 2012 KON 2013 AE 5 — DU A kRIS A LT, 2012 4
IZBW T, AOREDE@HHE K O AE LRS- CMFOE L &R
STV CMF 23 22, RO E &3 3 L O AT > b H S 4v7= CMF O
T L &> Tz CMF 28 24 1, K O e Mg A& 0 B g &7

CMF & O CTH O BE K OV SUTXEE DM J7 3B 7 - Tz CMF 23 30 4 &

> 77,



In the first quarter of 2013, there were 3 CMFs where the number of fish differed on
the exporter and importer copies of the CMF, and 1 CMF where the weight differed
between the exporter and importer copies of the CMF, and a combined total of 4
CMFs where either the number of fish and/or weight was different between exporter
and importer CMFs.

2013 4R EF — U BV Tk, fad B i K OV A8 70> e &z
CMF OB L L H7x > Tz CMF 28 34, fad EEN A & O A D
BHENZ CMFDE L LR A5 TWW= CMF 28 11, KO # & O A&
MBS 72 CMF & O TRO RIS N XILEEO W TN R > T
CMF 2 4 & - 7=,

. Importer Data Missing
wWHEE T — & ORI
There continued to be numerous cases where the Secretariat did not receive copies of
the CMF from the final import destination state/entity, even though the export
destination (on the exporter copy of the CMF) was recorded as a Member or CNM.
(i EE DGR S V72 CMF OB UIZFR#E S V7o) B de s A v 3 — &
CNM L 72> TWIZHBD BT FHRPEMIAE/ LR S CMFOE L
B LN r—ARE L b,
In addition, the following issues commonly occurred on importer copies of CMFs:
S5, BHEE D DRI CMF OE LIZBWTC, LU FORBE I EEIC
7Y gV
i) the import city and/ or import name and/or date were not provided, and
i A T B OV ST Hi A 44 B Ol B 235 S Tunzgny . K
il) importers had not signed the final destination section of the CMF.
CMF D EAL IO ERIZ I AZEE DI A D720,

The Secretariat will produce detailed reports on these items for presentation to CC9 so
that importers can be better informed about where these issues are occurring.

AT, 29 LEMENBELTWAZLIZOWTHAES LY BLE
WM CTEZ ALY, IO OFHICHET MM EEELER L, CCIICE
WTHERT A FETH D,

. Mismatching Page Numbers and Duplicate Form Numbers
N—VBZDIAY vy FROFRESDEHE
CMFs from Indonesia are currently received as two page documents. As in 2012,
there continued to be a number of CMF documents received from Indonesia where the
first and second pages had different CMF numbers, but the pages did belong to the
same CMF. Indonesia has advised that it will change the length of CMF forms to
being a single page so as to prevent this issue occurring in future. This change is
already in progress.
A YRRV T NOZMETH CMF L, BUED L 252 =V b s T
%o 2012 FFIZBNTH, FENG, )& 2FH DO~—T D CMF &5 53 5
7o TNDHNREDN—VX[F—D CMF Toh b CMF LEDOZENZE T2,
A RRTTIE, FRRICS ZOREDNBAET L20%Pi1ET 57290, CMF £&
TR LNV EDLIICE DRI ELEETLTETHL EHMELIL, &
DOEFIFBEICEITH TH 5,

In addition, there were a number of Indonesian CMFs that had duplicate (19) or
triplicate (1) form numbers, i.e. CMFs were received that had the same CMF number
but contained different information. Indonesia is also working to put processes in
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place to address this issue.
ST, A FRIThe, RAFEFOEEH (1914 | KO=HHEH
(1) . T720b CMFEZIXFRI L THLINEDERPER>TNDHHD%
SEZE LT, AV RR VT, ZOBBEICHEICH LT 572007 ek A
WIZHHLD 3o T D,

. South Africa Forms not Authorised by an Authorised Validator

WERRZ AT 5 SN HERBIZR VF A SN TWARWET 7 U I O

Last year, reconciliation of the 2011 South African data revealed three CMFs which
were considered by South Africa to be fraudulent.

WEAE, 2011 4EDFE T 7 U BT —Z OREEIToT- L A 77U BTk
T%%éﬂk%@?%é&%ﬁéMKCMF@3#%ot_k@ﬂ%bto

This year, a similar problem occurred during reconciliation of the 2012 data. The
Secretariat received two copies of the same form (but with different form numbers)
from South Africa. The first copy was not stamped by an authorised validator, but
was instead stamped by the same company that submitted the 3 fraudulent forms
during 2011. The second copy of the form was stamped by an authorised South
African validator, and was noted as being a replacement for the incorrectly validated
first copy of the CMF. Japan also provided the Secretariat with copies of two
additional South African CMFs where this same situation had occurred.

LHAEY, 20124EF — X ORI L - CRBEDRIEN 34 LT, FHERIL. /M
77)w@5 2ODFR LERXOEL (L ULEKE S TR LR-TWD) %

SR LTe, PIDOE LIZIE, WHREZ MG SN ERE O 72K, 2D
b@ 12, 2011 4RI 30@%L%ﬁ%%MLt®kHL@%@Wm@éhfw
oo “H/EBOHAXOELIZIE, HREMGINTZMT 7V I OfEREIC
ﬁméMT%@\wof%%émtﬁ@@CMRD@L@%Lﬁthékﬁ
HIEEMBMEN TV, F2, BRITESERICH L, BEORNIA LT
W2 T 7 U D CMF DE L& & BT 242k L=,

South Africa has advised the Secretariat that these CMF duplications were a result of
the company not providing documents validated by the Department with the original
export consignment. An investigation wasiqte-the-issue-has-been launched-and into

the matterJéakenJ:&eeu# Ih&ee&%eas&rs—sﬁ%endmg—%%he%e%h#nea

p%eeee%ngsaw”—b&eemnmreated%&@@%% Detalls of the mvesthatlon were

provided in Circular #2013/052. The investigation concluded that no further action
should be taken against the company concerned because there had been no deliberate
intent to export illegally-caught SBT product. The situation had arisen as a result of
the challenges the exporter faced in exporting fresh SBT after hours.

%77Jﬁi FERICH L, 25D CMF OEBIT. BENRY O HE

FEDRRIZ WX DRI N CELRHB Lo 2R TH L MG LT,
:@%% ﬁ#éﬁﬁ#%%éﬂté%#—$#%%#@%%%%%QMéo
RNt o s X Olrpdr ) gy WA els XD /e ARk A
B bioigEr a2z 1 Tl mg&@ﬁgﬁa@%%@
CCSBHHo =i o = Lzl o TSI O ML R FE#2013/052 D L B Y

ThodH, HEOHE, EEAEINZ SBTRGZEMAICEEBLEY & L
LOTIERWES, YEAEIIH L TCILRDT I v a B RD LB
EhREE Lo, 29 LzRibid, Fifit7s SBT Z 4o NIz 3 2 HES
DEBOERLE L EZI SO THo T,
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7.

Importer Copies of CMFs (4) not Provided by South Africa for 2012

2012 FZFET 7 UV AL RBREBENB Do TEBAZEEN LD CMFOE L (4
1)

During 2012, Taiwan sold SBT from four CMFs into the local market in South Africa.
South Africa has not yet been able to provide importer copies of the four CMFs
concerned, but are currently investigating the matter.

2012 4EhiC, BEBIX. T 7V W oIS 4 5D CMF 203025 SBT %
R LT, M7 7V HiE, BIET 5 450 CMFIZh ) A AELZ L DE L
ERVICIRET A2 ENTETCW WA, BIfEHETTH A,

Discarded Tags
IR EE

a) Tagged SBT Discarded Over-board

EREE RO L RZE
As part of its reconciliation process, the Secretariat identified an instance where
tagged SBT had been discarded over-board. In this case, Taiwan advised that 137
tagged SBT were discarded by the master of a Taiwanese fishing vessel due to an
accidental vessel collision that had caused the SBT to become contaminated. Taiwan
further advised that according to its domestic regulations, the Taiwanese fishing
agency had imposed penalties on the vessel owner and master, and that the fishing
vessel is not permitted to fish for SBT until December 2013forthe-nrext-3-years.
However-at-the-time-that-this-paperwasfinalised Taiwan requested that the vessel
concerned be removed fromwas-stih-en CCSBT’s list of authorised fishing vessels_in
September 2013.
BE7TrERAOHR T, FERIL, k2 s Sz SBT A L b IS
ez Lic, 207 —XZE LT, BBk, PRSI OMmnO®EZEIC X
ST SBT DmBEN%EHTLE -T2/, BEBIERROMERIC XD 137 B OfF#
WEERE ST SBT M B b RESNTZZE2WmE LTz, SHICHEBIR H
PIEICEE D & BBFEZR ITAMMOREL ORI T AT 4 28 LT

Z Ll RUOCKEMN IS4 3452013 4F 12 J] & T SBT OaENT 7] S
fo@\ R LT, LA LR ASrEGELMYPIE I T BV

YEEAIA 2 1= /= CCSBT OFF Al ifafih U A Mg/t ETh L) b H|
brd9 25 L O EEE LT,

b) Unused Tags Discarded
REMEZ 7 DOEZE

The Secretariat investigated the recovery of a Japanese CDS tag found at a beach
location in New South Wales, Australia. Japan advised that the tag had not been used
and may have been blown off the vessel concerned by the wind. Japan further
advised that it often disposes of surplus tags on land when the vessels are in port.

HERE, A=A TV T O=2—HF 72T 2 — )L XOWIETHRRL N H
K@UB&&@EW_omfﬁﬁbtoHﬁ@\%%&ﬁﬁxﬁﬁfﬁb\
ﬂ@t AN DR ETRITES N EEZ N L2 RELT, &5

Elzlii ﬁ’ﬁﬂ@)\(%ﬁjﬂ? T, o2 70Ny ETCLIELIZ TS Z
k%$¢bto

The Secretariat considers that it would strengthen the CDS if records were kept of any:
FHERIE, LTO L RFiekak L T 2L TCDS 2k TE oD LH
o



e tagged SBT that are discarded, and
NS SN2 SBT Tho TRESHEZHD, KO
e un-used tags that are discarded.

PIE S VTR AR R

9. Non-submission of CDS Documents-by-the-EY
EU S50 CDS XEDREH

The European Union (EU)

BRI S (EV)

The EU has not yet submitted any CDS documents including for 2012 or any previous
years despite having caught some SBT2 The EU’s catch of SBT during 2012 is
recorded as being 4.04t. However, in terms of SBT catches, the EU provided
information in their National Report noting that:

EUIE., W< B0 SBT Z1fE L TWAHIZH D 5 J°, 2012 45 3UEZ VLUl
DWTIOAHEIZONTH, CDS LHEZERZITE R L TW7Rn2, 2012 4F
? EU O SBT &%, 4.04 hr &id@snTnbd, LorL7gn s, SBT D
BRI L T, EUE, ZOERBEREEOD T T2 L2,

“The small amount of EU SBT by-catches is either consumed by the vessel crew or
given to local workers in the port of landing that assist with off-loading the vessel.
By-catches of SBT taken in the WCPFC Convention Area are off-loaded in Papeete
(Tahiti), and by-catches taken in the IOTC Convention Area are off-loaded in Durban
(South Africa). EU SBT bycatches therefore never enter any commercial channels, for
which reason the catch documentation is not filled in or the specimen of SBT are not
tagged.”
[4p 28 DEU DSBT J2f /5, MM DFEHE B I D 1o D ITAHEAI D 2 7— 12 -

CIHBE IS0, KBTI TED B 2T X i B, WCPEC D A9/ T
VETE S J17ESBT (dNN—F (5B F) T, \OTC DA TlRIES 172 6 D
[F5 =N (T 7Y Y) TSRS, SOk 5z, EUDMMSBT /L,
L TRHERBBEICAN S = P HES . Z DD JAJE I S5 = L%
VL, SBTDIIZIZ#H 2 (1115 = L R0V DTHS, J

However, the Secretariat notes that the EU has reported importing SBT between 2010
— 2012, but no import copies of CMFs have been provided to the Secretariat. The EU
stated in its National Report that:

“The EU is currently collecting data from Member States about imports of SBT in
order to be able to undertake an audit of the system used for controlling and
monitoring imports of SBT, and to clarify any shortcomings in the system.”

L2726 EUNE, 20104E7) 5 20124E D [H] OSBT D A & H#5 S I s L
TWA—J ., HERBICH L THAILDDRACMEOE LAHH L TV, o
MIZHOWT, EUFERIREEIZBWTUATOEED E LTS,

[EU/d, SBTEADEPER NE=5 U 2 I T 5 > X7 L DI BRI
BELECESEL I, EFLRXTADKNGEEIEIZ TE S L 5, NEEDSBT %
N0 8 7 — 5 EFIAFREL TV 5, J

Indonesia
AV FRXTT

2 In addition, the EU is yet to authorise any CDS validators. Z @ -, EU (X, CDS OHEiRE 2 RIZICE -7
FEFAI LTV,
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In its National Report to the Extended Commission/ CC8, Indonesia noted that there
were 360 vessels in its artisanal longline fleet (< 30GT) during 2012 that caught SBT
but were not included in the CCSBT authorised vessel list — refer also to paper
CCSBT-CC/1310/04. Since the Secretariat has not received CDS documents from
these vessels, it appears that CMF documents were not issued and/or completed for
the SBT landings or any potential transhipments from these vessels.

A2 R T, WERFEELICCS (x4 5 EB#HREED T, CCSBT-
CC/1310/04 CTH E K L2 K 512, 2012 F=H1IZ SBT £ {fif& L /= 4% CCSBT DFF
AAAE ) A SIS B S TV AW IR RIS X MBI (R R .30 bk
W) 73360 FEAF/ET 5 Z L adafii Lz, FHmIE, b Ot o CDS
NEEZZEHLTELT, Zh b ORI X 5 SBT KT IFIBER Ao dindiic
B4 % CMF SCEDRIT RO UIFE TIZE > TR,

9:10. Transhipment Information Filled out when no Transhipment Occurred
BTN Dy o 7o 36 DEBIFROTA
The Secretariat received approximately 30 CMFs from Taiwan where the
transhipment tick-box was selected and partial transhipment information was filled
out on export CMFs. These forms therefore all appeared to include incomplete
transhipment information. However, queries during the reconciliation process
revealed that these forms did not involve transhipments and therefore it had not been
necessary to fill out any transhipment information onto these CMFs. Taiwan is
working with its operators to ensure that in future they do not fill out the transhipment
section of CMFs in cases where no transhipments have occurred.

FERT, BB, WHROBEBANT = v 7 SNTWAHA, CMF O 4y
2B HEEHIERICTEAD TR T272 CMF £ 30 fEAZfE L=, LA s,
WETav 2B EHOEMICLY ., 2 ookt BERiTEHEHL S
ATELT, 20702150 CMF OEEEHIE HROER A SR AT D LB
ol Z EDVEI LTz, BIEBIE, Bk, Sl T o2 GEa12iX
CMF D#E#iE 7 ¥ a VTITEA LR WE SR T D720, BEF L L HITE
(P TH D,

10:11. REEFs® Submitted when not Required
RE REEFPO#RH
During 2012, both Indonesia and Taiwan submitted REEFs in some cases where it
was un-necessary to do so. The Secretariat advised that REEFs are not required to be
submitted in situations where the fish were landed in the port with the sole intention
of immediately exporting them for the first time from that port (and they were not
sold to domestic buyers). In these cases only an export CMF needs to be filled out.
Both Indonesia and Taiwan cancelled the un-necessary REEFs and will amend their
processes in order not to submit any un-necessary REEFs in future.

20127, WL OMNDF —RAIZBWT, ¥ RV T EEEIX. RET 254
PIRIRWGEIZ S REEF 292 L7, FHHERIL, @R oAz B &
L CAREGT ST AL D ORMOHOSE (ROEBEND A
Y —IZEHI S N2WEA) X REEF 2423 2 M ENR W L &S L,

ZH LT —ATIE, CMFOEitHE 7 > a VOBRNBTASNDINLEND D,
AV KRRV T EREBIX, R REEFZ#% v v L, 3k, RSB

REEF ZiEHT 52 &7V L 5, ENEFNOT o ERAEEETLHZ &L
TW5b,

® REEFs refers to ‘Re-export/ Export after Landing of Domestic Product Forms’. REEF & (%, [ Fiia Hi/[E
/K5 OmHHER TH D,
9



11.12. Establishment of OSECs” to CCSBT’s CDS
CCSBT CDS iZ%t9 % OSEC* DXL
CDS data indicate that a relatively large tonnage of SBT product is imported by the
USA — 204.6t in 2011 and 189.3t in 2012. Lower levels of SBT product also appear to
be imported by Hong Kong, Singapore and more recently China. To date, none of
these Non-Cooperating Non-Member States/entities (NCNMSs) have become formal
OSECs to the CCSBT. As a result, the Secretariat has not yet received importer
copies of CMFs from any NCNMs in order to facilitate independent verification of

CDS exports to these States/entities.

CDS & —# %, FHXTHIIC KR E W k%o SBT 84, —2011 451X 204.6 b,
2012 1% 189.3 h v —AAKENZ LI VA IN TWNWDH Z L ZRB LTS, &
DR L~UL T, SBT B NFHE, o AAR—u, EETIHPEICEA SR
TWLHZEBHLMNITR>TWND, TAE T, [ERIZ CCSBT @ OSEC & 72
SR ATEFEMBEE (NCNM) 13720, fERE LT, EERIZ. 2nbo
E/FARIZ K5 CDS it OFSE ) 7o iR 2 L dE 3~ 5 72 8 D NCNM D A3
FENDIRRHENTZCMF DG LE, RIZZMEL TR,

However, the USA has incorporated instructions about CCSBT CDS documentation
into their Highly Migratory Species International Trade Permit Regulations. In
addition, during 2013 Singapore also indicated its willingness to cooperate with the
CDS in future. Both Singapore and the USA have also indicated they will attend CC8.
The Secretariat will continue to promote cooperation of NCNMs to further assist the
reconciliation and verification processes in the CCSBT CDS.

LML 5, KEX, £ Highly Migratory Species International Trade
Permit Regulations] (Z CCSBT CDS XX FH I o farnaflAA TS, &6
(2. 2013 4RI N T, U HAR =B FERIYIC CDS 2 1§ 2% Bk & £ W
Lce £70. YU RNV KOKEIZ, CC8 ~SMT o EELZRIAL TWVD,
FH L. CCSBT CDS ICBET 2 MEKR VMR 7 nt A% S BITHEET D720,
NCNM & D /) DYt ke L T < Z & & LT D,

The following issues were reported to CC7 and have shown improvement since that meeting:
LIFiE, CCTIZBWTHRE SN, RERICUENAONIZHRETH 5,
1. CMFs for Exports which Included Valid Authorised Fishing Vessels
BRRFARMEE A THHEHICET 5 CMF

In the past, a significant number of Indonesian CMFs for exports included fishing
vessels which were not authorised by CCSBT. The percentage of Indonesian CMFs
for exports that included valid authorised vessels was recorded as only 58.4% during
2011 - refer to paper CCSBT-CC/1209/04 (Rev 3). For 2012 and the first quarter of
2013, this percentage has increased to 95.9% and 100% respectively.
WE, A v FRUT OMSEOEmICEIT 2 CMF 23, CCSBT IZ & - THFA
SN TRV Z 5 ATV 2, 201128V T, AR 2 FF AT 2 5 Lot
HICBET 254 2 R T O CMF D=k 7 — V3T 5 584% Th - 7=
(3¢ CCSBT-CC/1209/04 (Rev 3) IZBWTE &) , 2012 4E K% TN 2013 4555 —
WUEHIZ B WTIE, £O/3—8 7 —JIEFNE 1 95.9% % T 100%1Z EH- L

* The term OSEC refers to Other State/Fishing Entity Cooperating in the CDS. OSEC & 1%, [CDS (Z# /19
L OMOENMEER] ThD,
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. CMFs were Received where Both Export and Landing of Domestic Product
Sections had been Filled Out

i % ONE EE S DK B O 5 OERASFEA Sh iz CMF 2% 48

There were no longer any issues determining whether Taiwanese CMFs represented
landing of domestic products or exports due to both sections having been filled out on
one form.

BEO CMFIZEE LT, EHEMOKGT 27T 000, Tt Z2 7771
DI DH, — OO BT OEMNFEA STV T2 DI S R E#E 7= -
7=, EORBEIIER T2 ho 7,

. Data Provided in Languages other than English or Japanese

PEFE T AARGELSN D EFEIZ L 57 — # 12flk
In the past, on some Taiwanese CMFs, often fishing vessel master information was
initially either not filled out in the transhipment section of CMFs, or was provided in
a language other than English or Japanese. In addition, in the domestic landing
section, buyer information was sometimes either not provided or was provided in a
language other than English or Japanese. These issues no longer occurred on 2012
CMFs.
WE, W ODOBEBO CMFIZEBWT, 44, BROMEEHRI CMF Olis
ORI N TWVRND SUTRFE UL A ARGELSN O SFETRifi SN T
WHZEDBELRBoT, MAT, KE LT, HEOHFRPTLAINL TR
Py, SUFAAGER L ITRFEUANAOFFHETRH I LTV, 9 LEEREER,
2012 4R IZIFFEAE L e o T2,

. Destination Field Not Completed in the Export Section of CMFs
CMF D DFIZ BV THE M SE DS R B2

This is no longer a CDS issue of concern to the Secretariat.

ZhUE, FHBRITE o TEF CDS OFREE TIXAR W,
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POTENTIAL CHANGES TO THE CDS RESOLUTION
CDS #EDIBIER

A.Changes to the CDS Resolution Recommended by the Secretariat
FHHRPEE T 5 CDS ki DIEIE

The following changes to the CDS resolution are suggested or recommended by the

Secretariat (Attachment A contains the specific recommended changes to the Resolution):

FH R, COSTRFHEIZHOWT, LTNICHIT 2 BEIEZREXITRET D GBI AL,
YRR D BRI E BB S 25 Te)

1. The CDS Resolution provides no guidance regarding that minimum period of time
that CDS documents need to be retained for. It is proposed that a minimum storage
time of five (5) years is added to section 6.1 of the Resolution.

CDS ##I21%. CDS XENREFEESN D NE HIKBOMMICEE T 2R3 720,
SAER DRI 2. gD E 7> a v 6.1ICEMNT A L A2RT 5,

2. Sections 3.3 and 3.4 of the CDS Resolution state the following:
CDSiRiEDE 7 v a 33 KU 34ITLLFEZHAR L T D,

3.3 Once approved forms are adopted, only minimal modifications, such as the
addition of translations, may be made. No information field may be omitted from
the standard form, except where the field is not applicable.

TRl SR DEIRGE 1Z, TR DEN E 02 72 g NRDEEE DZHGH 0 5
NS, IFRHDE L& o GEaakRE, D O gz ik
TS ZEILED LR,

3.4 Any documentation modified, as described in 3.3, shall be provided to the
Executive Secretary for distribution to other Members, Cooperating Non-Members,
as well as Non-Members known to be involved in the landing, transhipment,
import, export, or re-export of SBT.

33 ICWNWE IR Z ST X EE, AN —, HHIFENIE R CFSBT
DK, #Edl, A, it X IR E S L TS Z EP 54 T
SHENBIENIZ AT TS 728, FFE RIS HHE I IV 5720,

For transparency purposes, it is recommended that section 6.4 of the Resolution is
amended to require that copies of all modified forms are placed on the public area of
the CCSBT website.

BHMEEZEHBE LT, IREOEZ 23641200 T, 2 TOEENNZ D
NIRERXDOBELZCCSBT V=T VA bR T ) w72 TIZHEHTHZ &
ERODLIHIBIETDHZ EE2EET D,

3. The CDS Catch Monitoring Form (CMF) and its instructions specify the following:
CoSifEE =2V 7 k3N (CMF) KOZOFRAZEFIZLL T 2R L TV 5,

“Validation by Authority (not required for transhipments at sea): If this is not a
transhipment at sea, enter the name and full title of the official signing the
document, together with the signature of the official, date (dd/mm/yyyy) and official
seal.”

[ G102 BHER (FLEHIZ OV TIETFE) : F FE#H TROGE, BT

WRDES ., HMRODAIE & bIC, XEIZES 75 GZ B IA D55 K

12



VEFZFEZi AT 5, J

These instructions could be interpreted to imply that validation of the catch/harvest
section of a CMF is not required in cases where landings of domestic product are
transhipped at sea.

B ORAEEIT, KT SNTEELPE LR IO THLI5E
IZIZCMF DI ENNGEY 7 > a o DRERNARETH D W) =27 AR
LD,

However, at CC5 the CDS Technical Working Group on Implementation Issues with
the CDS (refer to Attachment 6 of the Report of CC5) recognised that validation is
required and made the following comments:

L2 L7235, CCBIZIUNT, CDSOHE N ORI B~ % CDSHA 35
= (CCHmEEDRIMBIZBNTERK) 1, MEBIIUTOaX bOLBY H
Ar M OFE S D KD Rak L 72,

“(i) For transhipments at sea or in port that are landed as domestic product:
validation of the catch/harvest section occurs upon landing;
7E L RN T 7 Tl SAUE P A & L TR I S 575 - IETE IR FED S D
i, KBS DEIC ER 5,

(ii) For transhipments at sea that are subsequently exported: the catch/harvest section
is not validated, but the export section must be validated before import into the
market state (and transhipment observers sign the form);

L CER ST, DRGNS 355 - A IRFED TR X205,
TG TIGA X BFIIZ, Bt O g S T2 6500 (F7E,
Bl 7Nk, RIS ES TS

(iii) For transhipments in port that are subsequently exported: both the catch/harvest
and export sections must be validated before import into the market state.”

BETER I, COEET IS HE T EIC T IS EC, HE R
FEDZE R O/ D HE D ] 7 D3 SALR 1T LT 57800, )
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In addition, the way the instructions are currently written, could make them appear to
conflict with paragraph 5.1.1 of the CDS resolution, which specifies that the CDS
document must be validated as applicable by:
S HIT, FEAEFHOBAEDEEZ SV 1T, COSHFEITHE® Y (TR S g
MIER RN EBFE Le, LLITDOCDSIRED /YT 7T 7511 FJELTWD,
“5.1.1 for landings of domestic product, an official of the flag Member or
Cooperating Non-Member of the catching vessel or, when the fishing vessel is
operating under a charter arrangement, by a competent authority or institution of
the chartering Member or Cooperating Non-Member; and ....”

T[EPEAR DKEHTIZ DU Tl JIE L TEAMHDIEE T 5 X 2 N—FH L <
12 15 THIFENIEE [ DB IRE K 13245 M 25 R I Z D & e L T
WBGEIZH o T, B0 X 2 N—2 L < 1F 1519 FEN [E D HE
PR&E 7T 3 2t L < I13HER, RoF- - - )

These potential ambiguities can be addressed by modifying the CMF form and its
instructions to explicitly allow the validation of landings of domestic product
transhipped at sea to occur at the time of landing rather than before transhipment.

IO OBEMARFRIIL, LS S NV ERE S OKGT OERZ , iSO
TR KRBT ORFRTIT 5 &9 HHEIZ T 5 K 5 CMFERAKL N DFEAZH
ZEIET HZ & THRHILTE 5,

. Instructions for the transhipment section of a CMF form currently read:

CMF DRt 7 o g  OFEREHIL, BIEILUTO LB TH D,
“Certification by Master of Fishing Vessel (only required for transhipments at
sea): In the case of transhipments at sea, the master of the fishing vessel shall

complete this section, with his/her full name, signature and date (dd/mm/yyyy) to
certify that the form correctly records the catch/harvest information.”

R LT oM RIC K S5EH (F LERIZOWTOR) - IF LDy
B I L omRIE, EENGEICBE T A E A IEL <RRlEhTWn D
L ERERT ST, 4. BALVAMNZ LT, ZOZEEA LR
T2 B0,

It appears to be an error that this instruction does not require the transhipment section
to be filled out when transhipments take place in port. Therefore, the Secretariat
recommends that this oversight be corrected by removing the current wording “only
required for transhipments at sea”.

ZORRAEHEIT, IHlAETITON 2583l 7 v a AT o0
Wi ET O EHNC L b, 2ok, FHERIT, ZodEEe, 3
D T EEHIZOWTOR] LW LEZHIRT DL TRIETS L 58
ERERAE

. The CDS Resolution does not currently provide a means of recording information

about tagged SBT which have been discarded or tags which have never been used and

are discarded. The Secretariat recommends that in order to strengthen the CDS, and

to account for all tags issued to Members, it would be appropriate for Members to

submit details about discarded and/or unused tags to the Secretariat.

BIATO CDS IRFHITIE, BEE S N AEM 2 HF Sl SBT, SUTMEH S 172 h»

ST R OEFES NIRRT D F WA ik 2 FEA RV, FHRIE.

CDS Ziffb L, MOA /R —IZk L THITS N R TOEMR AR T 5720,
14



BEFE ST O I RAAE ] ORI BT 25 2 F BRI T 5 Z L 13 A
UR—=IZE o THYITH D EEIET B,

Section 2 of Appendix 2 of the Resolution (Minimum Procedural and Information
Standards for CCSBT Member and Cooperating Non-Member Tagging Programmes)
could be expanded to specify that information about discarded tags which should be
submitted to the Secretariat annually on a fishing season basis.

IR — XA CHEEFE R S o R RIE SN TR T 2 1 H % B
LTHLY, REORIR2DEZ > a2 (CCSBT D A _3— KON F1H93E
SNERENC L 2GRS GBI 00 D Folee X L OMEHRICBE 92 AN UE) 2k
RK&DZEMEZLND,

The Secretariat would then record these tag numbers on the CDS database and report
on any instances of these tags being used at a later date.

FHRIL. N OERE % CDS 7 — X X—RZFfk L, %A, Zhbod
D035 8 6 H P 2 A Lizuy,

6. The CDS Resolution does not clearly specify the necessary attachments that need to
be provided to the Secretariat when REEF forms are submitted. This can cause
uncertainties to Members regarding documentation requirements. Further guidance in
this area could be provided by modifying the instructions on the back of the REEF
form itself.

CDS #ifi%, REEF XA 2RI HFBERICRE ST 6 en
B 7R BIRRIZ O W THHFEICHRE LTV 2RV, Ziud, SCEREAICEET 2 A
UR—DEEREEE LSS, ZOSEOBINN R fERHE. REEFEXAKD
HEIZHDHRABEELBIET L2 LK R LES,

B.CDS Resolution Items Referred by CCWG2 for Clarification and/or Amendment
CCWG2 b FibiA E 7z CDS ikag = H O B b o OV SUFEIE

The following items in the CDS Resolution were referred to CC8 for further discussion by

the Second Meeting of the Compliance Committee Working Group (CCWG2). Attachment

B contains the corresponding recommended changes to the resolution.

CDS PBIC B3 2 LA FOFIHIL, 5 2 MESFRBSEERS (CCWG2) &A1 &
D, CCBTOELRDIEMPMLELENTZLDOTH D, BFEBIX. FEICEIE S
FHREOEERE AT NS,

The Report of CCWG2 held in Canberra during May 2013 referred one item of the CDS
Resolution to CC8 as a topic for discussion — refer to item 1 below.

20134 5 HIZ% ¥ X7 THMf 7z CCWG2 #E #H i, CDS Pkikd 1HH 4 CC8
ICRBTHEmO Py 7 T2 X9FALIE-—TIZSIHLIEEA 1L TH D,

CCWG?2 also noted some cases where discussion and clarification of the proposed CDS
Minimum Performance Requirements (MPRs) could lead to proposed amendments to the
CDS Resolution — possible amendments discussed by CCWG2 are detailed in items 2 and 3
below:

F72. CCWG2 I, EIN TS CDS IEEITEM: (MPRs) (B9 % akam M Y
AL OFER E LT, HHEITL > T, CDS g DEIERIEIT DR MN D AlRetEn &
HZLICHE LT, CCWG2 Tikim S NLIEIEDOFREMEDFEMIX, L TOIHE 2 K
N3 Thb,
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1.Clarify which items actually constitute the CDS Resolution

CDS 2 D EE 1) 218k 3 DTHEIL

CCWAG2 discussed potential ambiguities between the text of the CDS Resolution itself and
the CDS form instructions which are found on the back of CDS forms. In particular, there
was discussion about whether the CDS Resolution includes all of the Resolution text, the
attached forms and the form instructions, or only some of those items? For example, does the
Resolution include only the Resolution text and the CDS forms, but not the CDS form
instructions? The CCWG2 made no recommendation regarding this matter, however the
Secretariat has proposed a recommendation at Attachment B.

CCWG2 %, CDSR#EAIKDF L L CDSHRXNDFEAEE (CDSHEADERE) & D
(ZIEBR 72 D3N 8 2 FTRBMEIC D W Cafiam L 7o, FFIC, CDSIRERIIRGRS L. RIS
TR OB DOFAZEEHEZ B b DR O, SbRTE, FikEZInb0—
W OHaZLbDRON 2 Hl 21X, FRREIL, REFZCM ) CDS FRA DA Z Hie
HLDOTHY, CDSHRXNDOTWAEFILE L2V DN ?2CCWGC2 1L, Z OF#EICxIT 5
BEZATORN ST, FHERITHIEB & L TEIEZRE L,

2.Possible amendment to paragraph 1.2 of the CDS Resolution
CDS R N> 27 7 1.2 DHKIEE
There was discussion as to whether the following sentence in paragraph 1.2 of the CDS
Resolution means that exports of SBT “cheek meat” are exempt from CDS documentation
requirements:
CDSRe&ED/XT 77 7 12128 5 Fredsrid, SBT NIIZA O % CDS 3
TEREAEN BRI L TND Z L ZERT Db D TH LN E 9 MO\ Tikam 2y & -
7o
“1.2 .... However, the exportation/import of fish parts other than the meat (i.e. head,
eyes, roe, guts, tails) may be allowed without the document.”

LU, WEADREDFNL (BI5, ., A, I, P, E) 12>
DT, XZFR S Bt T8 Z LA TES, )

CCWG2 recommended that cheek meat not be exempt from CDS documentation
requirements and further recommended that if clarification is required a footnote could be
added alongside the word “meat”.

CCWG2 1%, 1FI1ZHW% CDS SCEMERREM LRI SN D RE TIE W EEFE L, 2
DYTE 25T THAMALDNLE RS EITIE, 2050 TR L) HEEICHEZ Iz
o LEE LT,

3.Possible amendment to the Catch Tagging Form instructions of the CDS Resolution

CDS 2 Vi 1R = DFON B DHIER

CCWG2 identified that there is ambiguity in the Catch Tagging Form (CTF) instructions with
respect to how to measure SBT fork length and their relationship with the text in the body of
the CDS Resolution.

CCWG2 1%, AR (CTF) OFRAZEFHIZEIT 5 CBT ®EXEOWIE Tk,
K ONCDS IR & Z OFE AEFHOFLIR & OREM B LT, IR mn b5 2 &
ZHE LT,

a) The instructions on the back of the Catch Tagging Form (CTF) currently state:
MRS (CTF) OEMICH D Z OFRRAEEIL, BUEDOEZ A, kDX H
RBUE LI > TN D,
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“Enter the fork length of the fish, rounded to the nearest whole centimetre. Measure
the straight line horizontal (not curved over body) length of the fish from the closed
mouth to the fork of the tail before freezing and tailing as shown in the diagram
below.”

[ DEXREZIIIEFEA L Tem HS (BE) Tid A, HFERNEEFFELRTS
i, B U7 05506 ER FE TORFERER CGIKIZHPERY) &HET
5= & (FRIZRME) ,

b) An accurate measure of fork length before freezing and tailing can be provided — either
by:
MR M PR EZBRET DRIORXEDOIEMRMEIZ. LTOEDLLNOTFIEIZ X
S>TRMET 2 Z N[ TH D,

o directly measuring fork length before the SBT is frozen and tailed, or
SBT DM DR DRERNC, BXREZEHZIET 5, XX

e by measuring the SBT after tailing (but before freezing), and then applying an
appropriate conversion factor to convert the length measured after tailing to a length
which would have represented fork length before the tailing occurred.
BokEE (72720, mEED) © CBT Z#JIE L, @MUz A LT,
MWD RDREBRONEEZ, RORETDAMORIRIHYE L TWETH
A D EICE#T D,

CCWG2 recommended the Compliance Committee should consider how measurement
of fork length can be better clarified in the CDS Resolution. One option considered by
CCWG2 is provided at Attachment B.

CCWG2 %, B TEE RN, CDSIGE L. BXROWEHIEERAMILT 2071k
ERETTRE L EENE Lz, CCWGIZL W IRFISe—2DA4 7 v 3 i35l
MBDOLEBY THD,

2. Transhipment at Sea Monitoring Program
FLEEE=F ) U JFE

Secretariat Role

5 ) D1 E

The Secretariat maintains a record of carrier vessels authorised to receive transhipments at-
sea. On receipt of updates, the Secretariat updates its internal database of authorised carrier
vessels and the CCSBT web site. For transhipments involving SBT, the Secretariat receives
and maintains records for observer deployment requests, transhipment declarations and
observer reports from both the IOTC and ICCAT Secretariats.

FERIX, ERREEZ TS 2 ERFF SER ORE A REFL TV D, H
FEROZMHES ., FERIL. FAERINOFERNT — 2 RXR—22E H+5L L1
IZCCSBT 7 = 7% A M HHT 5, SBTICE ST AiE#ICEI L T, FHER/ITL.
IOTC X WV ICCAT FE /b A 7 — R —F s EOR | 5 RS M O 77— —f
HEICET oA ZEL, RRFL TV D,

A summary of transhipments according to transhipment declarations and observer reports,
aggregated by flag and product type, during 2012 and the first half of 2013 (until 30 June
2013) is provided at Attachment C (Tables 1, 2 and 3). The Secretariat has not provided this
summary on a vessel by vessel basis for confidentiality reasons, however this information is
available if it is required by the Compliance Committee.

JER O SL 2 A N2 Lo THRF L7z 2012 4F KUY 2013 4F B (2013426 H 30 H &%
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T) O EENOF T Y —"—fiEF TS ERFOMEIL, BIREC (R 1, 2
KO3 DEEY THD, FHRIT, BEROHENG, ZOBEITITMH I LI
TFEHE L T Rnd, ETERERDLOERN H - T HEIIE, HaktFl AT
RETH D,

The tables provide information for all transhipment declarations, but in some cases the
observer reports have not yet been received. Missing observer reports account for the large
discrepancies between transhipment declarations and observer reported weights reported in
Tables 1 and 2.
RITETOEHFEFITDPDDEREZED IALTWDR, —HOr—ATIL, K72
FT PN EEEZELTOR, AT — S EO KR, £ 1RO 2
THE SNTEHFEEE AT ==L OREEEOMICKREREZENH D Z
EDFELDLRRTH D,

The following summarises the information received by the Secretariat:
LU FIZEBRPZHE L BRI OV TR 5,

e Observer deployment requests specifying that SBT was to be transhipped were
received for 75% of the SBT transhipments in 2012. This is despite an initial
perceived improvement reported last year (paper CCSBT-CC/1209/10 Rev 2) for the
first half of 2012, where it was noted that100% of deployment requests had been
received to date.

2012 FEIZIBWNT, SBT MHR# 415 2 & A FiE LTc A7 — N —ElsRE R D
ZHENH ST DX, SBT DEs#HD 5 HD 75% Th o7z, Ziuid, 2012 4F |
N OWTITHEN R SN D CYREIF R E TIZ 100% D BLFELK 2 52 1)

&L TWEEEOY Y O®E (SrFE CCSBT-CC/1209/10 Rev 2) 12K LT 5,

e Observer deployment requests specifying that SBT was to be transhipped have so far
been received for 51.4% of the SBT transhipments in 2013. Deployment requests are
a key part of the effective operation of this program, and it is important to improve
and maintain the percentage of deployment requests that are being received.

03 FIZBENTIEL, AFETOEZA, SBTREHINDZ L2 RELIEAT
P N—FLRER A ZH LD, SBTHEH D 9 5 51.4% Th 5, BlIEER
%, AGHE O RAYZRE N HBEERES TH Y | ZHEINDHERER
D= T—=UHBEL, ENEHRFFTOZEDREETH D,

e The Secretariat received 48 transhipment declarations for transhipments totalling 746t

during 2012, and has so far received 3 transhipment declarations totalling 32t for the
first half of 2013.

HERIE, 2012 4R8N T, R 746 b ORREICEI L T 48 fhofisd &
ML, 2013 FIZIBNTIL, ZNETDOEZ A, HEF32 b OfEHEICE
LT 3D S 252 L T\ 5,

e Observer reports were received for 72.9% of all 2012 transhipments. Of the observer

reports received, approximately 82.9% contained estimates of the weights of SBT
transhipped, while the remaining 17.1% did not provide specific information on SBT>.

012 FEDHEF D 9 b 72.9%IZHONWT A T HF— N—3EELZIE LT~ 6
L7-EEZED I B, £ 82.9% N H5# L7~ SBT DHEEEELZ ZATZHDOTH
ST Y O 17.1%I2 25T, SBT 2D BRI AR RS TV
A S Y

% This was generally due to the observer being unable to separately identify SBT during transfer to the carrier vessel. = Ui,
F L LT, B A~DIEH ORI, A7 — =2 SBT 2KHT25 2 EPRBETH-T-ZLIZLDHLDTH D,
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The Secretariat is working with IOTC and ICCAT to obtain outstanding observer
reports in relation to the received transhipment declarations.

HEJRIE. 10TC LV ICCAT & & HITHERE ARG L, E L 7o iisfloid F12
T 550 OF 7T —"—EFEEAFT D,

Table 3 of Attachment C provides a summary of transhipment weights according to
transhipment declarations, observer reports, and CDS information. To enable valid
comparisons to be made, this table presents data for only those transhipments for
which the Secretariat has received both transhipment declarations and observer
reports, and has also been able to match these transhipments with CDS documents.
The weights of transhipped SBT reported from these three sources differed from each
other by 8.7% at the most.

B C DF 31T, HnfiFEE, A7V — _—fEE L CDS (FHIZFES< #a
WEEOMELZ T LOTHL, WEURKBENTELL5. ZORITFER
DA R AR L T — R — R RO T 2250 LR S IS REL, o
O DERHZ COSRELELHO LADLELZENTEL LIRS TND,
ZH 3 ODEHIREN HHE SN TR E RO AEIL, KT 87% Th-o7,
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Operational Issues

A OGS

This year, the Secretariat has again observed the same main issue with operation of the
Transhipment Resolution as noted at the Seventh meeting of the Compliance Committee
(CC7):

SR, FERIL. B TEETEESSG (CCT) ITBWTHE SN EOE
MIZDH RE72REE . BE & RRIZHER L TE 7,

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

FT ==, UIX LR, BRI L2 R0 5 2 ERRERGERH D,
ZhUE, @E, AmERET, MARELLEE (X he—T) IZEPN

THEHINDZ &L, MR T, ZOHEHFEENENZ EDNFRERTHLH, Z0

2ODHERNZ L > T, MRINZT T —_—HEFIZBWT, [EIAHED

BE] EWOBETRES,IND L ERD, AT —"—RNSBT 2 R53T5Z
ENFREZR G A, ST, @, 2 00T EOHIBLO 1 22FHL, HES

HET D, ZADLOFET, BRSNS IHFRICKF L TV D,

o Identify SBT by the presence of CCSBT tags that have been inserted by the
fishing vessel;

AR T DA DS 2RI LT SBT # o) %

0 Where SBT can be visibly identified in a transfer (often using the above
method), observers commonly use an average weight, multiplied by the
estimated number, to calculate a total weight. The average weight is generally
calculated using weights and numbers of fish provided by the fishing vessel.
BEDOERIZ SBT NMRTEHNZFER ATRE 2 B A 2B WV Tid ORI LR
FiEEHND) | AT == I, REEZRHET 7201,
PEREZRMA L ZICHEEREZR L TS, 20D FREIT,
B, B ORI IEELOCREETHW TR IND

This situation has improved during 2012, potentially in response to the continued request by
the CCSBT Compliance Committee that SBT should be transhipped separate to other tuna-
like species where possible, in order to assist observers with identification. One area of
improvement that the Secretariat noted is that IOTC Observer reports received during 2012
generally contained a specific section regarding transhipments of SBT. They also appeared
to more accurately identify SBT and to include more detailed information about the
transhipments.

F TP == K HFHE Z BT 2 X< FRE2RGEITIE SBT oo~ 27 m Ja{El R &
3T TR R E L D TR B R D ORI R ZEHIT IS LT, 2012 4128
WTC, ZOWRWITYEE Lz, FBERPER Lot ko —o1%, 2012 FI2% 8 L
72 10TC A7 = "—@WEFEOHGIMHER TH Y . U1 SBT DI BT 5 K&
DI varEgEl TS,

Recommendations

Bt

The Secretariat has no recommendations for change, but would like to continue to emphasise
the request made by the CCSBT Compliance Committee in 2010 that where possible, SBT
should be transhipped separate to other tuna-like species, in order to assist observers with
identification.
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FHRPOIMEEICEAT 285137203, 2010 FOBSFRERN O OB, 7740
B, AT —C L DFHEZ T DL ARERSAIZIE SBT Zftho~ 7 o ¥4
FlE &3 Cledi T _E L WO BEELZ L2V,

3. Vessel Monitoring System (VMYS)
AR S 2T & (VMS)

Secretariat Role

FH R OEE

The Secretariat has no interaction with Members’ Vessel Monitoring Systems.
HHRE, A= ORREEL Y 2T LTS L TR0,

4. Records of Authorised Vessels and Farms

ARG - ERGRE

Secretariat Role

HH R DE

The Secretariat receives updates to authorised farms and vessels approximately twice a week,
with vessel updates containing from one to hundreds of vessels. On receipt of this
information, the Secretariat updates its internal database of authorised vessels/farms as well
as the CCSBT web site. Updated information is also shared with the joint tuna RFMOs’
consolidated list of authorised vessels.

FHRIT, MR-l ZE TSRS KOO EREREZHE LT, =
MITF—ENS BEORMEFERIETEND, ZNbDOFREZHEE, FHERIT
NI OFF RIS 2T — # X— A KN CCSBT V = 7% A hEHH T 5, HHik
DOIFHIE, FFAARMICBE T 5~ 7 n AR REMOfER U 2 k&b an b,

In addition, during 2012, the standard template for reporting farm authorisations was revised
to more accurately align with the format used by Australia®. 1t was correspondingly updated
on the CCSBT website.

S HIZ, 2012 FITB VT, SEERGIFANCET 2 MEEOEENT 7 L — MZoWn
T, A=AV TN > THEHAEN TS 74—~ v MLV IEfEIC—ESE D
KXIOUWET L=, ZhaiEx, CCSBTUV =7 %A b EObD b EFI N,

Operational Issues

HAH EOR

The following item continues to be the main issue with the operation of the authorised

vessel/farm resolutions that the Secretariat has observed since the Seventh meeting of the

Compliance Committee (CC7):

LI 2%, 57 RETEERSE (CCT) LR, FHR KA TZFFA]

A B R OERNCE T 5 ERMERTH 5,

1. There are some instances where vessels caught SBT and were not authorised at the

time. Refer to paper CCSBT-CC/1310/04 for further details.
SBT Z{ff# L7-finfinss, HEkBrICFF Al 2521 TR TS B AN < O
bolz, R, 3CE CCSBT-CC/1310/04 # S S 7=\,

® Australia is currently the only Member/CNM with active farming operations. — 2% ~ 7 U 7%, BU{E, &#%1T-C
WBHE—D R L /S—|CNM Th 5,
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However,nNote that initially an analysis of CDS documents indicated that the extent of thise
problem appeared to haves improved significantly during 2012 and the first quarter of 2013.
However, as already mentioned, Indonesia noted in its national report to the Extended
Commission/ CC8, that there were 360 vessels in its artisanal longline fleet (< 30GT) during
2012 that caught SBT but were not included in the CCSBT authorised vessel list.

A28 5 CDS SCEDO T Tk, FIBEORRE X 2012 47} OF 2013 4 =i
BOWTHELERSGELN L O LEZ EITEEINTEY, Ly L6, BRiZftin
LEBY, AV RRUT R, IEREBSICCS (12X T 2 EREEEOF T, 2012 4E(C
CBT ZJfaf | 7= 7% CCSBT FF A U A MM IFHE# S 41 TUV 2o v a5 1S X A
iy (30 b oK) 23 360 A ES H 2 L AR L /-,

Recommendations

i

There are no recommendations for change, but the Secretariat would like to note that,
wherever possible, it is important that vessel authorisation renewals are submitted prior to
current authorisations expiring.

FHRNOITERICEAT 285 137200, FFARM O RN, TeERGAICIE, 8
ﬁ@pfFT@ﬂ;ﬁBEzi‘@Jﬂéﬁm:?%m?é ZENHEETHDL L atEH Ltb\o
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B A
Secretariat Recommended Changes to the CDS Resolution

Where practical, recommended changes to relevant parts of the CDS resolution are shown in
tracked mode below.

1. Add a requirement more clearly defining how long original CDS documents need to be
retained

6.1 Members, Cooperating Non-Members and OSECs shall retain all original CCSBT CDS
Documents (or scanned electronic copies of the original documents) received by them_for a
minimum of 5 years after the most recent signed date on the form. Members, Cooperating
Non-Members and OSECs shall also retain a copy of any CCSBT CDS Documents issued by
them_for a minimum of 5 years after the most recent issuing state/entity signed date on the
form. Copies of these CDS Documents (except the Catch Tagging Form) shall be forwarded
to the Executive Secretary on a quarterly basis.

2. Add a requirement that copies of any modified CDS forms are placed on the public area
of the CCSBT website

6.4 The Executive Secretary will post on the public area of the CCSBT web site
a subset of the report comprising:

o

Flag State/fishing entity;

Harvest year,

Product destination (including landings of domestic product);

Gear code;

Net weight;

o Estimated whole weight (calculated by applying a conversion factor to the net
weight);

e copies of all modified CDS forms provided in accordance with paragraph 3.4.

O O0OO0OO0O0o

3. Validation of transhipped, domestically landed SBT

The CMF form and associated instructions:

CMF Form:

“Validation by Authority (not required for exports transhippedments at sea): | validate
that the above information is complete, true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief.”

CMF Instructions:

“Validation by Authority (not required for exports transhippedments at sea): If this is
not an export being transhippedment at sea, enter the name and full title of the official signing
the document, together with the signature of the official, date (dd/mm/yyyy) and official seal.
For SBT transhipped at sea and then landed domestically, validation should occur at the point
of domestic landing (i.e. after transhipment).
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4. CMEF Transhipment Section Instructions

CMF Instructions:

“Certification by Master of Fishing Vessel-{only-required-for-transhipmentsatsea): In
the case of all transhipments-at-sea, the master of the fishing vessel shall complete this
section, with his/her full name, signature and date (dd/mm/yyyy) to certify that the form
correctly records the catch/harvest information.”

5. Discarded Tags

CDS Resolution: Appendix 2
Minimum Procedural and Information Standards for CCSBT Member and Cooperating Non
Member Tagging Programmes

2. Members and Cooperating Non-Members shall take steps to ensure that SBT tags cannot
be re-used by implementing the following procedures for each fishing season:

a. Securely disposing of all unused tags,

b. Reporting to the Executive Secretary within 3 months after the completion of each
fishing season the tag numbers of any:
- tagged SBT which were discarded overboard, or
- tags that were lost and/or not used.

6. REEF Form Document Submission Requirements

The first two paragraphs of the REEF form instructions could be modified to more clearly
specify:
“This form must accompany all re-exports of SBT and all exports of SBT that have
previously been landed as domestic product, and a copy must be provided to the
issuing State/Fishing Entity.

One REEF form must be issued for:

e each CMF that was previously landed as domestic product but is now being
exported, or

e each REEF shipment that was imported and is being re-exported, together with
its previously associated REEF(s) and CMF(s).

In addition, thiseach REEF form must be accompanied by a copy of the associated
Catch Monitoring Form and copies of any previously issued Re-Export/Export after
Landing of Domestic Product Forms for the SBT being exported.
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B B

CCWG2 Recommendations for Clarification and/or Potential Amendment of the CDS
Resolution

1.Clarify which items actually constitute the CDS Resolution
The CCWG2 made no recommendation regarding this item, however the Secretariat suggests
that for clarity, Section 1.1 of the Resolution is amended as follows:

“1.1 The CDS Resolution includes the main Resolution text, all of the appendices (including
the attached CDS forms and the associated form instructions), and tagging of SBT. All
Members and Cooperating Non-Members shall implement the CCSBT CDS for southern
bluefin tuna (SBT) to document the movement of all SBT as outlined in this resolution.—Fhe

2.Possible amendment to paragraph 1.2 of the CDS Resolution

“1.2... . However, the exportation/import of fish parts other than the meat® (i.e. head, eyes,
roe, guts, tails) may be allowed without the document.”

Footnote:
“3Any meat separated from fish parts is considered to be meat in this context.”

3.Possible amendment to the Catch Tagging Form instructions of the CDS Resolution

One option discussed at CCWG2 was to modify the instructions on the back of the CTF to
read as follows:

“Enter the fork length of the fish, rounded to the nearest whole centimetre.

In cases where SBT can be measured at the time of kill:

Measure the straight line horizontal (not curved over body) length of the fish from the
closed mouth to the fork of the tail before freezing and tailing as shown in the
diagram below.

In cases where length cannot be measured at the measure of kill, but is instead
measured upon landing, and after tailing and before freezing:

Measure the straight line horizontal (not curved over body) length of the fish from the
closed mouth up to the point where the tail was removed, and then apply an
appropriate conversion factor to this length measurement to convert it to a fork length
measurement.”
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Table 1: Summary of Transhipments at sea during the 2012 Calendar Year

Al C

From Transhipment Declarations From Observer Reports
Number Total Weight Product Number Total Weight
Fishing of (kg) of SBT Type of Transhipments (kg) of SBT
Vessel Flag Transhipments
Japan 33 538,197 GG 24 303,973
Taiwan 15 207,931 GG 11 140,105
TOTAL 48 746,128 35 444,078

Table 2: Summary of Transhipments at sea during the first half of the 2013 Calendar Year

From Transhipment Declarations From Observer Reports
Number Total Weight Product Number Total Weight
Fishing of (kg) of SBT Type of Transhipments (kg) of SBT
Vessel Flag Transhipments
Japan 3 31,971 GG 2 29,140
TOTAL 3 31,971 2 29,140

Table 3: Summary of Transhipments at sea versus CDS Forms versus Observer Reports for the 2012 Calendar

Year’
Fishing Comment Number of Total Weight (kg) Total Total Weight (kg)
Vessel Transhipme | from Transhipment | Weight (kg) | from Observer Report
Flag nts Declaration from CDS
Japan All data provided 16 304,802 | 278,059321 297,577
Taiwan All data provided 8 109,135 109,135 109,382
Observer report
Japan provided, no SBT 5 102,374 102,440 Weight not provided
weight specified
Observer report
Taiwan provided, no SBT 1 9,428 9,428 Weight not provided
weight specified
TOTAL 30 525,739 499,062324 406,959

7 This report is limited to transhipments where observer reports have been provided, and where the Secretariat has been
able to match CDS information
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Compliance with CCSBT measures for the period 01-Jul-2012 to 30-Jun-2013

Attachment A

For CDS data, these tables cover the 2012 Calendar year and the first quarter of 2013, because data for Jan - Mar 2013 is to be provided by 30 June 2013.

Table 1: Compliance with Measures Australia | Indonesia Japan Korea ZNzIawd Taiwan Philippines | South Africa | European Union
ealan
Data Monthly Catch Reports v F v v v F F = F

Quota Allocation & Final Catch per

entity
o Initial Allocation (2011/12) F n/a v F v 4 n/a n/a n/a
e Final Catch by Vessel (2011/12) v X v v v v v v X

Scientific Data Exchange
e Total Catch by Fleet v P v v v v v v 2
e Catch and Effort v X v v v v NRDE 4 NRDE
e Size Data v X v v v v NRDE v NRDE
e Direct Ageing v NRDE v X v v NRDE NRDE NRDE
e Other? p X v v v v nla n/a n/a

_ > : :

CES GO | oFame e e GOS | cor | o | wovs | tome | s | wow | mow | mow |
CMFs submitted in accordance with v p v v v v v = X
timeframes
% of CMFs for Domestic Landings that
contain complete and accurate 94.9% n/a 69.5% n/a 95.3% 690% n/a 91.7% X
information®
- _

C/ g:q;ﬁa't\g Fasn g";ciﬁ?ggsi rt#itr;‘;rt‘fs:]’; 96.7% 88.4% na | 92.3% 94.8% 93.3% 0% 77.0% X

= .

c/(c))r?];s%gﬂnz’irglg'l?llilsc((\)/\::licrgyrequire J 99.4% | 97.2% | 97.1% | 923% | 97.8% | 96.4% 100% 100% X
. :/;’(;CftETnf:t‘é"r:‘g&fF'Sh NUMBEIS | 96 895 99% | 96.1% | 100% | 99.1% | 96.2% |  100% 94.5% X
=0 t%ggi /()W:fe{:er';h Weights | g5 ggs 99% 95.1% | 100% 98.9% 98.1% 100% 80.8% X

- > .

V/\;’i %f\zw;::fl:oaggfjg;;znd'”95 100% n/a 100% n/a 100% 100% n/a 100% X

> . .

% of CMFs for Exports with valid 100% | 959% na | 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% X

authorised vessels




Attachment A

Australia | Indonesia Japan Korea New Taiwan Philippines | South Africa | European Union
Zealand
CDS (during 2012 | Number of export CMFs where an All ' _
Calendar year): export copy has not yet been submitted All 27 n/a All 4 received All received | All received n/a
Continued to the Secretariat by the exporter, butan | received received
importer copy has been received

Number of CMFs where the importer
copy of the CMF has not yet been
submitted to the Secretariat by the
importer

These statistics will be provided in the 2014 Compliance with Measures paper

% of import CMFs received where the
import section contains complete and These statistics will be provided in the 2014 Compliance with Measures paper
accurate information

CDS (during first % of Forms submitted where Validators 0 0 0 0 0 0
quarter of 2013)3 were correctly authorised to validate 91.7% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% nla n/a n/a
tCiZnI\:IeI;?a niléts)mltted in accordance with v p v v v v n/a n/a n/a
% of CMFs for Domestic Landings that 61979 1
contain complete and accurate 50%° n/a '%—' n/a 80% 50% n/a n/a n/a
information®
% of CMFs for Exports that contain 0 on7 0 0 6%
complete and accurate information® 0% 57.6% n/a 100% 67.6% 7100% a na a
5 -
- - 0 . 070 0 0 . 0 0 n/a n/a n/a
c/ ‘c’)r‘;‘;scp';/'nzslr‘]’é'té'#'sc(‘\’%‘i::rﬂ{eqwre 9 0%° 98.1%% 81% 100% 81.4% 40% / / /
5 :
* ;;;CftETnf a‘;"cme[:e,\;'éh IElile2 0%° 97.2% 100% | 100% 94.3% 100% nia nfa n/a
P : :
* vﬁ&‘:gg% ':)efr(e:::'/f,? LI 0%° 99.6% 100% | 100% 88.5% 100% nia nfa n/a
5 - -
V/\;’i &f\z':f;::fr:o'ﬁ‘s’;‘fsggs'&znd'“95 100% n/a 100% n/a 100% 100% n/a n/a n/a
= - -
a/ ’ t?]foﬁ's\ggsv ZzgeEI;‘po”s i v 100% 100% n/a 100% 100% 100% n/a n/a n/a
Number of export CMFs where an
export copy has not yet been submitted All All All
to the Secretariat by the exporter, butan | received 8 n/a received 2 received n/a n/a n/a
importer copy has been received

Number of CMFs where the importer
copy of the CMF has not yet been
submitted to the Secretariat by the
importer

These statistics will be provided in the 2014 Compliance with Measures paper

% of import CMFs received where the
import section contains complete and These statistics will be provided in the 2014 Compliance with Measures paper
accurate information




Attachment A

Transhipments Deployment Requests Received n/a n/a P n/a n/a v n/a n/a n/a
peploymeng Requests contain correct n/a n/a v n/a n/a v n/a n/a n/a
information
Transhipment Declarations received n/a n/a P n/a n/a v n/a n/a n/a
Transhi _pment Dgclzilgatlons contain n/a n/a v n/a n/a v n/a n/a n/a
correct information
Carrier vessel authorised at time of

. v v
transhipment n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
F|sh|n_g Vessel authorised at time of n/a n/a v n/a n/a v n/a n/a n/a
transhipment
Members Reports submitted in 2012 n/a n/a v v n/a v n/a n/a n/a
Members Reports submitted in 2013 n/a n/a pl nya n/a nya n/a n/a n/a
Authorised Fishing Vessel authorisations received % P v % v % % % %
Vessels/Farms Carrier Vessel authorisations received n/a n/a v v n/a v v n/a n/a
Farm authorisations received v n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
ERS ERS Compliance as advised by
Recommendations | Member/CNM
(from national report to CC8)
e Implement IPOA — Seabirds v X v nya v nya nya nya v
e Implement IPOA — Sharks v v v nya v nya nya nya 4
e Implement FAO - Sea Turtles v v v nya v nya nya nya v
e Comply with ICCAT Measures n/a X v nya n/a nya nya nya v
e Comply with IOTC Measures v X v nya n/a nya nya nya v
e Comply with WCPFC v v v v
Measures X nya nya nya nya
Members Reports in | CC/CCSBT vB P v nya vB nya nya nya v
2013 providing all ESC v F F F F F X F X
information as ERSWG
required by v P F F v F X P F
templates




Table 2: Number of CMFs from which the CDS Data Percentages were Derived

a) CATCHING MEMBER/CNM CMFs

Attachment A

Number of CMFs on the CDS System for each Member/ CNM Total
number of
Giplie ) Number of CMFs on the Australia | Indonesia Japan Korea New Taiwan | Philippines South European CMFs
Sl s e System Zealand Africa Union
2012 Domestic Landings CMFs 197 0 105 0 43 10 0 12 0
367
2012 Export CMFs 718 989 0 13 402 45 1 61 0
2229
2012 TOTAL CMFs 915 989 105 13 445 55 1 73 0 2596
First Quarter of 2013 | Domestic Landings CMFs 10 0 21 0 10 2 n/a n/a n/a
43
First Quarter of 2013 | Export CMFs 2 258 0 4 34 3 n/a n/a n/a
301
First Quarter of 2013 | TOTAL CMFs 12 258 21 4 44 5 n/a n/a n/a 344




Attachment A

4 - For Data and CDS - Indicates Full compliance where the total number of days outside the due date was less than 28 (when added together for the entire period)
- For Members Reports — Indicates that reports contained all information as required by the template
- For Authorised Vessels/Farms — indicates that data has been received and there is no evidence of periods of non-authorisation

F - For Data and CDS - Indicates Full compliance but the total number of days outside the due date was greater than 28 (when added together for the entire period)
- For Members Reports — Indicates that reports contained partial information on all aspects of the template
- For ERS - indicates that a plan is ‘Under Development’
- For Authorised Vessels/Farms — indicates that full information has been received, however there has been some period of non-authorisation

P - Indicates Partial compliance (not all data received or no advice provided for a part of the period)
- For Members Reports — indicates that report did not contain all of the information specified in the template

X - Indicates non compliance (no data received, or no advice provided)
- For ERS - indicates non-implementation of measure, or no advice provided

n/a - Not Applicable
nya - Not yet available — National Reports from Korea, Taiwan and the Philippines have now been received but not in time to incorporate into the Attachment A table information
NRDE - Not specified as required for the ESC Data Exchange because this Member/Cooperating Non-Member is not currently able to provide this type of information. However, they are encouraged to start

collecting/providing this core information as soon as possible.

! The data were not provided to the Secretariat. However, Japan has advised that the 2011-12 season data were provided to diplomatic posts on 14 September 2012.
2 Evaluation is limited to other agreed primary data items for specific Members, including: Catch at age, CPUE indices, Aerial survey and Troll indices.

® The reconciliation process whereby the Secretariat contacts Members/CNMs with regard to missing data and discrepancies and obtains responses about these is still in progress for the 2012 (4" quarter) and 2013 data.
Some figures in this table are likely to improve as this process continues.

* One CMF was submitted to the Secretariat which was not validated by South African authorities. South Africa is investigating and a court case is pending in relation to the company concerned. South Africa issued a
replacement CMF validated by the appropriate authority in order to address this initially unvalidated CMF.

® Incomplete/Inaccurate information includes things such as missing information for one or more fields and incorrect information such as invalid codes/conversion factors etc.
It does not include the following items as these items are accounted for separately in other rows of the table:
- forms that include a vessel which was not authorised
- forms that were signed off by validators who were not correctly authorised to validate.

® Australia has not yet submitted tagging data for 2013 and all the errors recorded on these forms were due to that tagging data having not yet been received

This figure includes 78 CMFs where the Secretariat has received the importer copy of the CMF, but has not yet received Indonesia’s copy of the CMF. Forms not received are counted as not complete.

& Australia allows its farms to provide a single Catch Tagging Form at the end of their harvest period. Subsequently the data for the period 1-Jan-2013 to 31-Mar-2013 have not yet been received. It is expected that
these data will be provided at the next submission of data due on 30-Sep-2013.



Attachment A

® Correct information is interpreted to mean that the deployment requests contained information relating to SBT and were not revised.
10 Correct information is interpreted to mean that the Transhipment Declaration contains the same information on SBT (presence and/or weight) as the Observer reports, or has not been revised.

1 A transhipment report was provided but did not include an assessment of the content and conclusions of the reports of the observers assigned to carrier vessels which received transhipments from their tuna longline
fishing vessels with freezing capacity (LSTLVS).

%2 Indonesia indicated that there were 360 vessels in its artisanal longline fleet (<30GT) during 2012 that caught SBT but that were not included in the CCSBT authorised vessel list.

'3 Under section 111.(2) — ERS (b) — no Member/CNM provided information on the estimates of total mortality and the methods of scaling used to produce the estimates. That level of detail may be better incorporated
into the ERSWG National Reports in future.



Table 1: Catch and Allocation for the Season Following CCSBT 19 (the “2013 season™)

Attachment B

Season Total Quota Effective Whole weight Estimated Catch Partial Fishing Partial 2013
Allocated Carried Catch (tonnes) from from CDS Season Estimated Calendar Year
Catch Forward Limit other reports to Documents Whole weight Estimated Whole
(tonnes)* from (tonnes)? CCSBT (tonnes) (tonnes) from weight (tonnes)
Previous (type of report) Monthly Catch from Monthly Catch
Season Reports® Reports®
(tonnes)
Australia 1-Dec-12 to 30-Nov-13 4,713 0| 46784° 4,453.5 4,258.8
Indonesia 1-Jan-13 to 31-Dec-13 709 0 709 379.1 379.1
Philippines 1-Jan-13 to 31-Dec-13 45 0 45 19.6 19.6
South Africa 1-Jan-13 to 31-Dec-13 40 0 40 49.9 49.9
European Union 1-Jan-13 to 31-Dec-13 10 0 10 | Not yet Available Not yet Available 0 0
Taiwan 1-Apr-13 to 31-Mar-14 948 182.2° 1130.2 509.7 522.2
Japan 1-Apr-13 to 31-Mar-14 2,703 54 2,757 2,009.7 2036.6
Korea 1-Apr-13 to 31-Mar-14 948 22 970 485.3 485.3
New Zealand 1-Oct-12 to 30-Sep-13 833 0 833 639.6 636.6

Table 2: Allocations Carried Forward to the Season Following CCSBT 19 (the ““2013 season”)

Details for the Year and Season in which Fishing

Details of the Carry-Forward and the Adjusted Allocation for the Year/Season it will be used in

Occurred

CCSBT | Member | Member's Fishing Season | Allocated Date the CCSBT | Season that the Member's Allocated Carry-forward Adjusted

TAC Catch (t) || Secretariatwas | Carry- Catch is to be Carry- Catch (t)l amount to Allocation

Year Notified of Forward Forward to season ®

Carry-Forward TAC following
Year CCSBT 19 ()

2012 Korea 1 Apr 2012 - 31 Mar 2013 911 || 07 May 2013 2013 1 Apr 2013 - 31 Mar 2014 948 22.0 970.0
2012 Taiwan 1 Apr 2012 - 31 Mar 2013 911 | 27 May 2013 2013 1 Apr 2013 - 31 Mar 2014 948 182.2 1,130.2
2012 Japan 1 Apr 2012 - 31 Mar 2013 2,519 | 30 May 2013 2013 1 Apr 2013 - 31 Mar 2014 2,703 54.0 2,757.0




Table 3: Catch and Allocation for the Season Following CCSBT 18 (the “2012 season’)

Cells highlighted in yellow indicate that the reported season’s catch is greater than the Effective Catch Limit.

Cells highlighted in green below indicate where CDS estimates of the season’s catch are higher than the nationally reported estimates.

Attachment B

Season Total Effective Catch Limit Whole weight Estimated Catch Fishing Season 2012 Calendar
Allocated (tonnes) (tonnes) from from CDS Estimated Whole Year
Catch other reports to Documents weight (tonnes) Estimated Whole
(tonnes) CCSBT (tonnes) from Monthly weight (tonnes)
(type of report) ® Catch Reports from Monthly Catch
Reports

Australia 1-Dec-11 to 30-Nov-12 4,528 4,508.93’ 4,543.5(0L) 4,516.7 4,542.9 4,737.6
Indonesia 1-Jan-12 to 31-Dec-12 685 685 909.7 (CC) 824.6 700.3 700.3
Philippines 1-Jan-12 to 31-Dec-12 45 45 45.5 (DE) 455 45.5 45.5
South Africa 1-Jan-12 to 31-Dec-12 40 40 76.6 (DE) 76.9 72.2 72.2
European Union | 1-Jan-12 to 31-Dec-12 10 10 s04(ccy| Mo dorce“C”e’ﬁ/”etg 10.8 10.8
Taiwan 1-Apr-12 to 31-Mar-13 911 911 505 (DE) 464.2 506.1 498.1
Japan 1-Apr-12 to 31-Mar-13 2,519 2,519 2,465 (CC) 2,292.8 2,464.1 2,524.9
Korea 1-Apr-12 to 31-Mar-13 911 911 889 (DE) 888.8 815.4 922.2
New Zealand | 1-Oct-11 to 30-Sep-12 800 800 775.15 (DE) 774.7 775.1 7753




Table 4a: Members’ Catch and Allocation for the Two Seasons Combined (2010 & 2011) ® Following CCSBT 16 (the ““2010 and 2011 seasons™)

(Note: This table is for a two year Catch and Allocation)

Cells highlighted in yellow indicate that the reported season’s catch is greater than the Effective Catch Limit.

Cells highlighted in green below indicate where CDS estimates of the season’s catch are higher than the nationally reported estimates.

Attachment B

2 Year Fishing Season | Two Season Two Season Total Two Season Whole Two Season Two Season 2010 & 2011
Total Effective Catch Limit weight (tonnes) Estimated Catch | Estimated Whole Calendar Years
Allocated for 2010 & 2011 from other reports from CDS weight (tonnes) Estimated Whole
Catch for (after Quota to CCSBT Documents from Monthly weight (tonnes)
2010 & 2011 transfers) (type of report)6 (tonnes) Catch Reports from Monthly Catch
(tonnes) (tonnes) Reports
7
Australia 1-Dec-09 to 30-Nov-11 8,540 8,030 8'(0[;‘% 8,050.8° 8,046.3 7,858.7
_ 1,477.9% 10 10
Indonesia 1-Jan-10 to 31-Dec-11 1,302 1,302 (CC) 1,345.1 1,474.8 1,474.8
11
Taiwan 1-Apr-10 to 31-Mar-12 1718 1718 1?‘[‘)25 1,669.7% 1,679.3 17815
13 4,668 12
Japan 1-Apr-10 to 31-Mar-12 4,522 4,800 (ESC,DE, CC) 4,532.6 4,667.9 4,741.5
1,606.1 12
Korea 1-Apr-10 to 31-Mar-12 1,718 1,718 (ESC & ERSWG) 1,581.3 1,606.2 1,572.8
New Zealand 1-Oct-09 to 30-Sep-11 1,508 1,140% 1,047.2 1,038.0% 1,046.7 1,074.6

(ESC)
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Table 4b: Cooperating Non-Members Catch and Allocation for the Two Seasons separately (2010 & 2011) Following CCSBT 16 (the “2010 and 2011 seasons’)

Cells highlighted in yellow indicate that the reported season’s catch is greater than the Effective Catch Limit.

Cells highlighted in green below indicate where CDS estimates of the season’s catch are higher than the nationally reported estimates.

Fishing Season Total Effective Catch Limit Season: Whole Season: Season: Estimated 2010 & 2011
Allocated for Season weight (tonnes) Estimated Catch Whole weight Calendar Years
Catch per (tonnes) from other reports from CDS (tonnes) from Estimated Whole
Season to CCSBT Documents Monthly Catch weight (tonnes)
(tonnes) (type of report)® (tonnes) Reports from Monthly Catch
Reports
Philippines 1-Jan-10 to 31-Dec-10 45 45 42.5 (DE) 42.5 425 42.5
Philippines 1-Jan-11 to 31-Dec-11 45 45 45 (DE) 45 45 45
South Africa 1-Jan-10 to 31-Dec-10 40 40 34.4 (DE) 28.3" 34.4 34.4
South Africa 1-Jan-11 to 31-Dec-11 40 40 48.6 (DE) 53,31 53.9 53.9
European Union | 1-Jan-10 to 31-Dec-10 10 10 10.8 (DE) | o documents 2.8 2.8
received
European Union | 1-Jan-11 to 31-Dec-11 10 10 33 (oLye | Nodocuments 9.9 9.9
received
Table 5: Catch and Allocation for the Season Following CCSBT 15 (the ““2009 season’)
Cells highlighted in yellow indicate that the reported season’s catch is greater than the Effective Catch Limit.
Cells highlighted in green below indicate where TIS estimates of the season’s catch are higher than the nationally reported estimates'’.
Season Allocated Effective Season: Whole weight Season: Estimated Season: 2009 Calendar
Catch Catch Limit® (tonnes) from other Catch from TIS Estimated Whole weight Year
(tonnes) (tonnes) reports to CCSBT Documents®’ (tonnes) from Monthly | Estimated Whole
(type of report)® (tonnes) Catch Reports weight (tonnes)
from Monthly
Catch Reports
Australia 1-Dec-08 to 30-Nov-09 5,265 5,265 5,242 (CC) 5,005.4" 5,222 5,088.6
Indonesia 1-Jan-09 to 31-Dec-09 750 750 641 (CC) 22 640.7 640.7
Philippines 1-Jan-09 to 31-Dec-09 45 45 47 (OL + CC) 46.6 44.6 44.6
South Africa | 1-Jan-09 to 31-Dec-09 40 40 32 (CO) 0 34.3 34.3
Eﬂgﬂean 1-Jan-09 to 31-Dec-09 10 10 1.77 (OL) 0 177 177
Taiwan 1-Apr-09 to 31-Mar-10 1,140 1,000 949 (ESC) 387 936.8 912.1
Japan 1-Apr-09 to 31-Mar-10 3,000 3,000 2,816 (CC) 0 2814 2,657.7
Korea 1-Apr-09 to 31-Mar-10 1,140 1,000 1,166 (CC) 593.3 1,123 1,165.5
New
Zealand 1-Oct-08 to 30-Sep-09 420 420 417.3 (CC) 182 416.4 318.6




Table 6: Catch and Allocation for the Season Following CCSBT 14 (the ““2008 season’)

Cells highlighted in yellow indicate that the reported season’s catch is greater than the Effective Catch Limit.
Cells highlighted in green below indicate where TIS estimates of the season’s catch are higher than the nationally reported estimates'’.
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Season Allocated Effective Season: Whole weight Season: Estimated Season: 2008 Calendar
Catch Catch Limit* (tonnes) from other Catch from TIS Estimated Whole Year

(tonnes) (tonnes) reports to CCSBT Documents'’ weight (tonnes) from | Estimated Whole

(type of report)® (tonnes) Monthly Catch Reports | weight (tonnes)

from Monthly

Catch Reports
Australia 1-Dec-07 to 30-Nov-08 5,265 5,265 5,234 (CC) 5,202" 5,233 5,033.1
Indonesia 1-Jan-08 to 31-Dec-08 750 750 900 (CC) 112 873 873
Philippines 1-Jan-08 to 31-Dec-08 45 45 449 (OL + CC) 50 44.7 44.7
South Africa | 1-Jan-08 to 31-Dec-08 40 40 455 (CC) 0 455 455
5‘:}22?}8""” 1-Jan-08 to 31-Dec-08 10 10 14.3 (CC) 0 14.3 14.3
Taiwan 1-Apr-08 to 31-Mar-09 1,140 1,000 926 (CC) 649 926.6 876.5
Japan 1-Apr-08 to 31-Mar-09 3,000 3,000 2,919 (CQ) 3 2921 2952
Korea 1-Apr-08 to 31-Mar-09 1,140 1,000 1,135 (CC) 1,286 1,140.3 1,134.5
A 1-Oct-07 to 30-Sep-08 420 420 318.8 (CC) 103.2 318.1 318.6

Zealand
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! These allocations in Tables 1 and 2 take into account that South Africa did not accede to the Convention by 31 May 2013, and therefore there was 40t of additional quota
which was allocated between Members for the 2013 TAC year

Z The effective allocation for this season comprises the allocated catch for the season, plus any amount of unused allocation from the previous season which has been carried
forward, minus any voluntary reductions in accordance with the Corrective Actions Policy

® Data from monthly catch reports are available for catches up to the end of July 2013, therefore the figures in this column represent catches to July 2013 only

* Australia’s original allocation for the 2013 fishing season was 4,698t. When South Africa didn’t accede to the Convention by 31 May 2013, Australia’s allocation for the
2013 season became 4,713t. Australia advised that it had exceeded its allocation for the 2012 fishing season by 34.6t. In accordance with the Corrective Action Policy,
Australia then voluntarily reduced its allocation for the 2013 season by by the previous season’s over-catch of 34.6t, resulting in its current 2013 allocation of 4,678.4t.

® Refer to Table 2, second to last column entitled “Carry-forward amount to season following CCSBT 19 (t)”
® In order of preference, the following information sources were used, (but with most recent data reports taking highest preference regardless of the order below):
e OL - Official Letter
e CC - National Reports to the Compliance Committee
e ESC - National Reports to the Extended Scientific Committee
e ERSWG - National Reports to the Ecologically Related Species Working Group
e DE - Data Exchange (2013)

7 0n 25 January 2012 (see CCSBT Circular #2012/002), Australia advised that it had exceeded its 2010 and 11 fishing seasons allocation by 19.07t and that it had
consequently voluntarily reduced its 2012 allocation to 4,508.93t in accordance with Compliance Policy Guideline 3 (Corrective Actions Policy)

 CCSBT17 decided that that the current TAC allocation decided at CCSBT 16 was to be considered a 2 year total TAC, and could be distributed across the two year period,
with unused catch from the first year carried forward to the second year

° This figure has been corrected. A Secretariat error in CCSBT-CC/1209/04 (Rev 3) had incorrectly recorded the estimate as 7,802.9t.

19 Indonesia, in cooperation with the Secretariat, re-counted its 2010 and 2011 monthly catches and applied conversion factors to convert net weights to whole weights
(previously monthly and annual catch weights had been provided as processed weights). This resulted in Indonesia’s 2010 and 2011 annual catch estimates increasing
from 471t to 635.5t, and from 673t to 839.27t respectively. Indonesia subsequently provided another small update to its 2011 reported catch (it increased slightly to
842.4t) in its report to CC/EC, therefore giving a revised 2011 reported catch total of 1477.9t.
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! Taiwan’s 2011-12 catch was revised as part of the 2013 data exchange process
12 This figure has been updated as part of the Secretariat’s ongoing CDS reconciliation work

3 The effective catch limits for Japan and New Zealand agreed at CCSBT 16 were 2261t and 709t respectively. The figures shown here include a 139t transfer from New
Zealand to Japan

In December 2012, South Africa requested that the Secretariat update all South Africa’s existing CDS catch records of SBT with a product type of dressed (‘DR’) to
instead be recorded as product type ‘gilled and gutted with head off’ (GGH). This is because South Africa considers the ‘GGH’ product type description better fits this
SBT product than the ‘DR’ code used previously. ‘GGH’ has a lower associated Conversion Factor (1.5) than ‘DR’ (1.8). Therefore, estimates of South Africa’s catch
derived from the CDS have reduced as a consequence, i.e. CDS catch estimates for South Africa have been reduced for the period from 1 Jan 2010 to the present.

1> This figure includes a total of 2.3t of exports recorded on CDS forms that have been reported as fraudulent by South Africa
18 An update of the EU’s 2011 catch was provided in June 2013

7 As reported in CCSBT/ESC/1009/04, the Trade Information Scheme has a number of limitations in estimating global catches, and the TIS should generally underestimate
the true weight of the total catch.

'® Includes agreed and voluntary reductions in catch

'* The TIS scheme does not record the month of harvest for farmed product. These figures are taken from the annual TIS farm summaries provided by Australia, and are the
weights of product captured for farming.



Characterisation of Global Fisheries for Southern Bluefin Tuna
Includes: (A) Catching Sector, (B) Transporting / landing, (C) Markets, and (D) Monitoring

(A) Catching Sector (2012 calendar year)

Domestic Catch Catch ()" No. of vessels” Size of authorised vessels in Fleet®
Longline within domestic waters | 1610.6 195
Australia 58.2 11 | 21.01m average (17.0m — 22.9m)
Indonesia 700.3 125 | 21.7m average (12.9m — 28.2m)
New Zealand 775.5 42" | 20.4m average (12.0m — 49.9m)
South Africa 76.6 17" | 37.5m average (21.5m — 49.9m)
Surface within domestic waters | 4444.4 5
Australia 4444.4 4 | 34.3m average (27.4m — 41.2m)
Recreational | Unknown

Australia

Insufficient data available to determine

New Zealand®

0.1

South Africa

Allowance of 10/day per person but the practicalities of reaching the grounds means that recreational take is unlikely

High Seas Catch

High Seas Catch | 3992.8 127
EU 0.3 Unknown | Unknown
Japan 2528 84 | 49.3m average (43.7m — 57.2m)
Korea 922 7 | 48.9m average (46.9m — 51.0m)
Philippines® 455 1 | 50.7m average (50.7m — 50.7m)
Taiwan 497 35 | 48.9m average (30.6m — 57.0m)

! Based on the catch data provided to the Secretariat (i.e. Data exchange)

2 The figures indicate the number of vessels which actually caught SBT based on CDS documents provided to the Secretariat
8 Represents the size range of vessels that actually caught SBT, i.e. not the size range of all authorised vessels in the fleet. Unable to differentiate between domestic and high seas based on available information.

* The figure includes vessels flagged to Japan that caught SBT under Joint Venture/Charter agreements with Japan
® NZ has a recreational allowance of 4t , customary allowance of 1t, and allowance for other sources of mortality of 2t
& All Philippines catch assumed to be taken on high seas based on CDS Data from 2012
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(B) Transporting / landing (2012 calendar year)

Attachment C

Australia | EU Indonesia Japan Korea New Philippines South Taiwan
Zealand Africa
Number of 0 0 0 Japan: 6 0 0 0 0° Japan: 1
; Panama: 7 Panama: 4
transhlpments at Vanuatu: 20 Taiwan: 2
sea (and flag , Vanuatu: 8
transhipped to)
Number & flag of 0 0 0 Japan: 3 0 0 Japan: 3 0 Japan: 2
carrier vessels Pgnama: 12 Pgnama: 13 Pgnama: 13
. 9 Singapore: 1 Singapore: 3 Singapore: 1
authorised Vanuatu: 14 Vanuatu: 10 Taiwan: 3
Vanuatu: 16
Main ports: Port Lincoln | None Jakarta, Benoa | 8 designated ports Busan Gisborne, Unknown 9 designated Cianjhen fishing
Domestic® (Bali), Cilacap, (Shimizu, Yaizu, Tauranga, ports (Cape port in
Pelabuahanratu | Tokyo, Kawasaki, Napier Town, Kaohsiung
Yokohama, Port
Yokosuka, Misaki, Elizabeth,
Oigawa) Durban, Port
Nolloth,
Saldanha,
Hout Bay,
Hermanus,
Gansbaai,
Mossel Bay)
Main ports: N/A Durban, Unknown 15 designated ports | 5 designated ports — | N/ A Cape Town Unknown 2 designated
FOI’eignlo (South - Cape Town, Port Shimizu (Japan), (South Africa) ports - Cape
Africa) Elizabeth, Durban Cape Town, Durban, Town (South
Papeete (South Africa), Port (South Africa), Port Africa),
(Tahiti, Louis (Mauritius), Louis (Mauritius), Port Louis
French Walvis Bay Bali (Indonesia) (Mawritius)
Polynesia) (Namibia), Mahe

(Seychelles) ,
Montevideo
(Uruguay), Benoa
(Indonesia),
Auckland,
Wellington, Nelson
(New Zealand),
Busan (Korea),
Dalian (China),
Suva (Fiji), Noumea
(New Caledonia)

" Based on the transhipment at sea reports provided to the Secretariat
® At sea transhipments not permitted
°The figures are for vessels which were on the CCSBT authorised carrier vessel list on 1 April 2012
% Based on most recent information in Compliance Action Plans and/or National Reports
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(B) Transporting / landing (2012 calendar year) continued ........

Australia EU Indonesia Japan Korea New Philippines South Taiwan
Zealand Africa

Exports by 7241.9 none 674.6 0 759.3 671.6 39.6 48.5 307.9
destination
country™
Japan 7220.3 664.7 305
Korea 19.4 0 0
USA 0 169.1 0 34 0
Australia 0 0 0 3.4 0
EU 0 0 0 0 0
South Africa 0 0 0 0 2.9
China 2.2 0 0 0 0
All others 0 1.9 0 0.1 0
ggnmseusrtr:;tionlz 3lt 0% K')\:gv‘i’g; 14.6t Not yet available <1% Not yet available | Mot Yel ot yer

1 Export quantities (t) calculated using information from CDS Catch Monitoring Forms (using the figures for overall net weights)
2 This information is provided as part of Members’ annual reports to CC8/CCSBT20



(C) Markets (2012 calendar year) Quantities are net weights in tonnes®
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Exporters

Importers Australia EU Indonesia Japan Korea New Philippines South Taiwan Total
Zealand Africa

Australia ] 0 0 0 0 3.4 0 0 0 3.4
Canada 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
China 2.2 0 0 0 0 0.04 0 0 0 2.24
France 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Germany 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Greece 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hong Kong 0 0 0 0 0 0.04 0 0 0 0.04
Indonesia 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Italy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Japan 7220.3 0 664.7 39.57 31.7 305 9433.83
Korea 19.4 0 90.5 0 0 0 0 0 109.9
Malaysia 0 0 0.25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.25
Netherlands 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
New Zealand 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Philippines 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Portugal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Russia 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Singapore 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
South Africa 0 0 0 0 0 0 o GG 2.9 2.9
Spain 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Switzerland 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Thailand 0 0 1.69 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.69
Turkey 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
United Arab
Emirates 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
United
Kingdom 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
United States 0 0 169.11 0 0 3.4 0 16.8 0 189.26
Total 7241.9 0 674.6 0 759.3 671.6 39.6 48.5 307.9

18 Export quantities (t) calculated using information from CDS Catch Monitoring Forms (using the figures for overall net weights)
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(D) Monitoring (2011 or 2012 fishing year unless otherwise stated)

Observer Coverage™

As a Percentage of Catch As a Percentage of Effort

(purse seine set or longline hook )

2011 fishing year 2012 fishing year 2011 fishing year 2012 fishing year

Australia 12.2% (purse seine) 13.8% (purse seine) 19.8% (purse seine) 11.1% (purse seine)
19.9% (longline sector™) 7.4% (longline sector') 24.0% (longline sector™) 32.8% (longline sector™)
EU Unknown*® Unknown ™ Unknown™® Unknown'®
Indonesia 0.11% 0.28% 1.57% 4.79%
Japan 14.2% 6.9% (provisional) 10.9% 8.5% (provisional)
Korea Exact percentage unknown"’ Exact percentage unknown™’ Exact percentage unknown’’ Exact percentage unknown"’

New Zealand™

82.2% (charter)
9.1% (domestic)

82% (charter)
10% (domestic)

74.5% (charter)
10.3% (domestic)

84.6% (charter)
9.5% (domestic)

Philippines

Unknown™ Unknown™ Unknown™ Unknown™

South Africa

Exact percentage unknown (charter)®
0% (domestic)

Exact percentage unknown (charter)™
0% (domestic)

Exact percentage unknown (charter)™®
0% (domestic)

Exact percentage unknown (charter)®
0% (domestic)

Taiwan 0.02% 34.9% 4.2% 31.3%
Vessel Monitoring Systems(2012 fishing year)

Australia VMS is mandatory for all SBT vessels. All 51 vessels actually reported to a national VMS (2012 fishing season)

EU VMS requirements under CCSBT, CCAMLR, ICCAT, IOTC and WCPFC apply. All vessels are required to report to the Fisheries Monitoring Centre (FMC) of the flag state
and there were no cases of non-compliance.

Indonesia (i) Foreign fisheries vessels and other fisheries vessels 100 GT above are compulsory to procure their own transmitter, (ii) fisheries vessel with 60 — 100 GT may borrow
transmitter belongs to government (if any stock) and (iii) fisheries vessels below 60 GT will be provided by VMS off line procured by government, although the requirement for
VMS for vessels between 30 — 60 GT is currently transitional. 184 out of 258 vessels on the CCSBT authorised vessels list reported to the national VMS during the most
recently completed fishing season (as of 5 September 2013).

Japan Mandatory for all far seas fishing vessels. All 94 authorised vessels actually reported to a national VMS in the 2012 fishing season.

Korea Mandatory for all SBT fishing vessels. The number of authorised vessels that actually reported to a national VMS is currently unknown, pending receipt of National Report.

New Zealand

Mandatory in large-scale vessels (>28m), as well as foreign charter vessels; New Zealand flagged and registered vessels operating outside of New Zealand vessels; vessels
issued with a foreign license to fish in New Zealand waters; and other vessels as specified by the Chief Executive. All 29 authorised vessels actually reported to a national
VMS in 2011/12.

Philippines

The Philippine Fisheries Administration formally operationalized its VMS to track its flagged vessels operating in IOTC, ICCAT and WCPFC. The Bureau of Fisheries and
Aquatic Resources (BFAR) required commercial fishing vessel owners to submit vessel tracking agreements, authorising BFAR to monitor and track their respective vessels.

South Africa

Mandatory for all vessels. All authorised vessels fishing in the South African fishery reported to a national VMS.

Taiwan

Mandatory for all SBT fishing vessels. The number of authorised vessels that actually reported to a national VMS is currently unknown, pending receipt of National Report.

*Based on Members'/CNMs’ National reports or Compliance Action Plans

> Includes data only for Eastern Tuna and Billfish Fishery as no SBT have been caught in the WTBF in recent years. Data are for shots where SBT were caught only

'® The EU complies with IOTC, ICCAT and WCPFC observer requirements; the minimum observer requirements for these RFMOs are fixed at 5%, which in some cases is exceeded by EU vessels

7 Korean observer coverage for 2012 was reported as 12%, but it was not clear if this was 12% of catch or 12% of effort

1 Figures are for a calendar year

' Observer data was not reported on the basis of catch or effort. The Philippines’ 2011 National Report notes that 80 observers were ready for deployment.

% Observer data was not reported on the basis of catch or effort. South Africa’s 2011 and 2012 National Reports note that 100% coverage was obtained for foreign fishing vessels, but that no coverage of domestic
vessels has occurred since March 2011.
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