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1. INTRODUCTION

LT HIT

This document provides a summary of the operation of the main five CCSBT Monitoring,
Control and Surveillance (MCS) measures from the Secretariat’s perspective:

ASCEL, CCSBTIZRBITHLULTOFE R 5 DO, FEHLOHHEY (MCS) &
DIEFIZHONWT, FBROBANPLBRIET 5D TH D,

1)
2)
3)
4)

5)

The Catch Documentation Scheme (CDS),

HEREAHIE  (CDS)

The Transhipment Monitoring Program,

s L A 5 8

The Vessel Monitoring System (VMS),

ALY 25 4 (VMS)

The CCSBT Illegal Unreported and Unregulated (IUU) Vessel List Resolution, and
CCSBT &L, M. MM (IUU) iU R b ikag

Records of Authorised Vessels and Farms.

EARGIPEY E Y AON==E -2 ik o8

For each measure, the Secretariat’s roles/responsibilities with respect to that measure are
outlined. 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. In addition, a summary of
transhipment program data received by the Secretariat are provided at Attachment A.
FHEICBE LT, SREHEE IO T 2 FHROKE],/ FECOWTHRIELL, &6
2, 2O OHEOEMICE L CHFERNEHE L TV OHE, Kb ofEIC
T HEEREICOVTHRA Lz, S5I0, FERZE LG#imT — 5 o
WEEL 2 BIRE A LR LT,

This year, proposed revisions to these main CCSBT measures have been included in separate
papers: CCSBT-CC/1510/09 (CDS Resolution) and CC/1510/11 (Authorised Vessel
Resolution).

LD EF 2 CCSBT HEIZXT T HIEIEIREIX, LITORLED LBV TH D :
CCSBT-CC/1510/09 (CDS #i#%) K& Uf CCSBT-CC/1510/11 (FFwlfufaikig) .

2. CATCH DOCUMENTATION SCHEME (CDS)
FBREAHIE (CDS)

2.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE E&EROZ&E

The Secretariat’s roles/responsibilities are:
HEROKE/ BRI TOEEY TH D,
e receiving and processing all CDS documents;
AT D CDS XEDS B K OMLE
e checking the completeness and accuracy of these documents;
6 OIEDTEENE K OIERENE O RS
e conducting reconciliations between the different types of CDS forms and between
copies of forms provided by exporters and importers;

B2 % # A 70 CDS KRN, W ONTH 2 M O A ZEE 0~ AR S 7ok
ADF LHEOME

e following-up with Members/Cooperating Non-members (CNMs) regarding
discrepancies and missing information;

BHRORFFL OKIBIZET 5 A 2 N— W HHFENEE (CNM) & D7+
0—7 7
e managing validation details submitted by Members/CNMs;
A 28—/ CNM 7 B A S AT HERRE DRfl D& B
e producing 6 monthly and annual CDS reports;
CDS (ZB4 % 6 7 H il & DIER
e maintaining and enhancing the CDS database;
CDS 7 — # X — A DRt e OV,
e coordinating the purchase of centralised tags for use with the CDS;
CDS THIV % — o BRARRR O g A D R4

! 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). ZfH L 722 TOEFLE (BA L N\—DOEEEHKEROSET, A—A 7

U7 OWEE =21 v 7R L O EE SRS TROBEHERORT) 27— X—Rltun—RF5HL L

HIZ, MAR—2DLE (ZOMETOKRK) ORTOT—F 2T —FZ =R ANT D,



e noting and considering any implementation issues encountered;
fifERe S A7 33 oo BE R O Rk M O

e regularly reviewing the effectiveness of the CDS Resolution as appropriate, and
B ZIE U7z CDS RFE DA D3 D EHWI 72 L E 2 —

e responding to ad hoc queries as required.
G T 2 Bl s

2.2 CDS OPERATIONAL ISSUES CDS OER _ED#E

;%

The following are the main CDS operational issues that the Secretariat has observed since the
Ninth meeting of the Compliance Committee (CC9). Many of these issues are the same as in
previous years. The Secretariat continues to work with relevant Members/ CNMs to resolve
these issues where possible/ practicable.

FOMESTFEEARN (CC9) LARICHE RN MR Lz E% e CDS EH Lo EIX
UToOERBY THDH, SREHOLIIFMELRETH D, FHRIL. FTRERIED 211
DOMEOMRIT AL BHET A AL N— CNM & DEEL2 e+ 5 TETH
2o

This year the Secretariat has been able to spend more time analysing both import and REEF
(Re-export/Export after Landing of Domestic Product Form) data, including running some
basic REEF reconciliations. These analyses have highlighted that there are issues regarding
both the submission of REEFs by re-/exporters and the submission of importer copies of
Catch Monitoring Forms (CMFs) and/or REEFs by importers.

A, FERIL, @% O REEF (B [EPEM KT % Ol k=) D%a 51T
WRR D, BAT —& & REEF 7 — Xl F O HTICZ < KM Z2HI< Z &N TE 7=,
IIMT OSSR FlG I L D REEF OfEH, RO AZES IC L DifjEE =
21 7k (CMF) &)/ X% REEF O AR B L OFEH o i /712 B84 % [ RE
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2.2.1 Late Submission of CDS Documents CDS XED{zH DT
Time delays in receiving data submissions can make some CDS tasks difficult or
impossible to carry out in a timely manner. For example, late (and non-) submissions
may delay the commencement of reconciliation work and/or negatively impact on
reconciliation results.

T —Z O EEOBIEIL, WURREHIC CDS 5258 T S5 2 & & N
MIFAAREIC LTV D, BT, fgthofEh U2 L) FRAE1EEXD
Plia 2 G MO/ IIRE OfRITES B2 LTS WRENEN H 5,

Late (and non) submission may also affect the completeness of information that can
be provided to meetings, presented in the Secretariat’s six-monthly or annual CDS
reports, and used in estimates of catch against allocations.

F7o, BEOEIE (KORHEL) X, 28I E S, F5//0 CDS6 »
ARG ITERRE B W TR S v, ROERIEL 5 fIo x5 5 (gm0 He
FEIHH SN ABEROFZEIECHHEL RITTBENARH 5,



Information on late submissions is provided below.
TEHOBIEICEAT LEMRIILLTO LB TH D,

a. CMFs/ CTFs Submitted Late by Catchers
WEH DS D CMF,/CTF ORHOEIE

Indonesia 7> RS T

Indonesia’s CMF documents for the first quarter of 2014, were submitted
approximately three weeks later than the data submission guidelines, and CMFs for
the 2" and 3™ quarters of 2014 were submitted approximately 2 weeks late. A batch
of 10 CMFs that had been missing for 2014 were not submitted until June 2015.
2014 S — IO A > KR T O CMF 1%, T—##HET A R4 > DO
FRE VK 3R TR S 4, 8 RO =PRIV TR 2 @ E
TR Sz, 2014 13 CMRI0 38 S 9, 2 HiX 201546 H £
TR SR o T,

South Africa 77U

South Africa has submitted 29 CMFs for the second quarter of 2014, but all of these
CMFs were submitted more than two months late. In addition, all of South Africa’s
tagging data for the 2" quarter were submitted approximately three months late and
for the 3" quarter of 2014 approximately three weeks late.

7 7 U B, 2014 4F58 U HIC 29 100 CMF 42 L7223, ZhubH o
CMFIZETHIREZ 2 » HU BN CTRIESh -, 618, FU¥EHom 7
7V OIEFET — 2132 TR 3 » AN TR S hu, F72 2014 AR5 = U 5]
13K 3 REEN TR Sz,

b. CMFs/ REEFs Submitted Late by Importers

BAEEZ X D5 CMF/REEF DR DBIE
Japan submitted its import copies of CMFs/REEFs received to date on time. Most
other less frequently importing Members (Australia, Korea and occasionally the EU,
New Zealand, South Africa and Taiwan), either provided importer copies of CMF
and/or REEF documents late, or sometimes did not provide these documents at all —
refer to section 2.2.2 below.
AARIL, B E TlIoEs LA CMF/REEF O5 L Z#IR & Tl L7,
BADEZ RN A N— (A=A T VT f@ERORTEU, =2—Y—
ZY R M7 7V A LORE) 1T, @A CMF X3 REEF 2L TR L7z
2, XIFTFRoEv7var2220880, —fHAAN=ZIN6OXELE
IR L7Zeho 7,

A situation that often occurs with these less frequent importers is as follows. The
Secretariat runs its importer reconciliations and determines that some or all expected
importer copies of CMFs/REEFs have not yet been submitted to the Secretariat by a
particular importing Member/CNM. The Secretariat then advises the importer about
the missing CMFs/REEFs, and the importer tries to locate these documents by
seeking information on the probable importing company via the Secretariat and the
exporting Member. In the majority of these cases, the importing Member/CNM
generally seems unaware of these SBT imports until advised by the Secretariat that
the CDS documents are missing. Therefore, importer copies are often only submitted



after prompting by the Secretariat.
INHDEAPIEZAZ RN A L R—IZBWTER LTRBUILL TO L 572 b
DThD, FHERIL. MALEDREEZITV, FFEDEA A 73—/ CNM 7)»
OHFEBRITHT 2 RHAEE S DHHA CMF/REEF OB L3—EH L), &
HZNVEECIEHINTW W L 2R LTS, T0%, FERIIREL
TUW% CMF,/REEF IZ DWW THiA A U N—|Z/EZE L, BA AV R—(F, &2
BAMAET T H2ERICOVTEER L OMHEZ L TEDLZ &ICX
D, ZTNOLDOXEZFETE A L TNDH, ZNEDr—ADKESITHB
T, BAA L R— /CNMIZ, FHERHD 5 CDS CENKE L TV D FOERE
NHETI O LI SBT DAICKMA N2 WGENEZNL S ThDH, 207k
W, EALEOG LITFERICEDIBMEOT RHRICIRHEIND Z %o
726

This demonstrates that Members that import SBT on a less frequent basis need to
improve their systems and processes to better detect SBT imports and subsequently
submit importer copies of the associated CMFs/ REEFs. If known SBT imports are
frequently not being initially detected by these Members, then it’s possible that there
are system flaws that will allow illegal SBT to be imported.

ZOZ L, SBT ZIREITHEIA LR A 23— F, SBT DAL LV B
L. iV CBET 5 A CMF/REEF 242 CT& % X 5. REOHIE R WY
T AEWETDILEND D, A N—DNRONHRET S Z LM LI SBT
DEGAPHER SN D Z EBBEFET 25613, SBT DEEREAZ AJREICT 5
HE EORMR DD EF R D,

During 2014, this scenario occurred for:
2014 FFIZR\W T, LU FOARILANIEE LT,

e Australia (partial provision due to compliance investigation), Korea (partial
provision), NZ (partial provision), and the EU (not yet provided) with regard
to CMFs
CMFIZOWT, A=A 7 U7 (ESFRIOMEIC L D5 R earii
) | mE (REeREH) | ==2—Y—F 0 F (RELREH) &
OEU (ST

e Korea (partial provision), New Zealand (partial provision) and Taiwan (now
provided) with respect to REEFs
REEF (ZHOWT, #[E (REfeifgh) | =a2—Y =7 F (ReEa
g Bl (SRR EES)

During 2015 this scenario occurred for:
2015 R IZRB VT, LR ORI A LT,

e Australia (now provided), Korea (partial provision) and South Africa (not yet
provided) with regard to CMFs, and
CMFIZOWT, A=A 7 U7 (BHEFREEAR) | @E (R o7n
fet) ( ET 7 U @RE STV

e Korea (partial provision) and Taiwan (now provided) with respect to REEFs.
REEF IZDOW T, #E (REakftd) . &5 GBI g »)



The Secretariat also assisted Japan with trying to locate 14 missing importer copies of
CMFs exported to Japan by South Africa.

FFEERIE. 77U 006 BARICE B I, BARNLIEHE I T
o T RO A CMF OB L AR ET 5720, HAZT VA b LT,

2.2.2 Non-Submission of CDS Documents CDSXEDRigH
Many of the same issues outlined in section 2.2.1 above may also result as a
consequence of non-submission of CDS documents.
o, ERROET Vg 22 1SRV TG L72Z2 < OREIX, € D% DCDS
LEOREEHIZ OB > TN D,

a. Non-submission of CMFs/REEFs by Exporters/re-exporters
Wit FEa Y 36812 X A CMF/REEF DR

CMFs

During 2014 and the first quarter of 2015, the submission level of expected CMFs by
exporters was high. In 2014, only two CMFs are missing for Australia (6.39t) and one
CMF each is missing for Indonesia (0.31t), NZ (0.17t) and South Africa (0.47t). All
CMFs so far expected for the first quarter of 2015 have been received.

20144 % U015 35 — T - iz W\ €, I ZEE D o EE SN D
CMFOFRHRIIE - T, 20144FEICBWTIE, A—Z2 T U 7 T2 DOCMF

(636 F>%) « RO v FxrY 7 (031 h>%y) o NZ (017 F v 4y) KO
T7UH (047 F25) IZBWTENETN LHEOCMFATRHE S e o7,
2015455 — U DWW TR, BlRES & TR ERE STV HACMFIT 4
TRHEINTWD,

REEFs

According to importer records, Indonesia issued at least 22 REEFs during 2014 and 9
during the first quarter of 2015, but none of these have been submitted to the
Secretariat by Indonesia to date.

The Secretariat has recorded one REEF that was exported by Japan (0.56t) in 2014
that has not yet submitted to the Secretariat (by Japan).
BAEZ DD DRI I NIE, A v BRIV T3 < & H20144E12 22 10
REEF% . 20154F%5— U012 9 fEOREEFZ 51T L TV 5 4%, BiRESIZH W
T, ZHHOREEFIEA ¥ KAV T B EBERIK L TR STV,
FHERIT, 2014412 HARD Bl 4172056 b 122202 HREEF A Fifk L TV
LM, TOREEFIE (HADD) EEEH I TR0,

b. Non-submission of CMFs/REEFs by Importers

B A%\ X 5CMF/REEFDREH
The Secretariat detected a significant number of importer documents that have not
been submitted to the Secretariat by the importer as expected. Note that it is possible
that, in some cases, a shipment’s actual export destination may change at shipping
time, so that the expected importer may not always be the actual importer — so figures
presented in this section should be considered cautiously.
FHHERIEL, MAEEZNOFERICRHIND 2 EPEE I DEASCED,
S, RIEEHTHLZ L 2R LT, —HDr —ZATlE, HEORHRTHE



BROEH N ET IND5E03H D (FRE STVl AZEE DN FEEEOmA
EFLVTLL B LARWGEAERDD) 720, Yt r va RSN
TIXEEICHRANTO2HLERD D,

There was a noticeably high percentage/number of import documents (especially for
CMFs) not yet submitted by Korea. The Secretariat checked with exporting Members
who confirmed that all the intended exports to Korea (that had missing importer
copies) had actually been exported to Korea.

FEE D X, BASLE (FRIZCMF) 233 L @mWEIS e s Tn
2, FERIE, EERT o (209 Bl ACMEAERH ST n)
DHER SN 2T O A v N— & BENCX L CEBICEE S nzony
) INERER LT,

Korea advised the Secretariat that it has identified a problem with respect to provision
of CDs documents by importers, and is currently working to resolve this issue for
future submissions. In the meantime, Korea is trying to provide as many of the
currently missing import documents as possible.

REEL, FHRICK L, BAZEF T K HCDSICEDRE T 3D 2 M R 3R
ESNTEY ., BUE, FRROCERHIIMT TZ ORBEOHRIZED AT
W5 E Lz, ZOMICEH, 8EIXATREZRIR Y £ < DA Mg A SCE 2 #H
L ET LT D,

CMFs

During 2014, the following Members had not submitted importer copies of CMFs to
the Secretariat as expected: Australia (2 missing - 0.45t)?, Japan (35 missing -
206.18t), Korea (27missing - 2.52t), New Zealand (1 missing - 0.04t) and the EU (2
missing - 0.48t). During the first quarter of 2015, the following Members had not
submitted expected importer copies of CMFs to the Secretariat: Japan (1 missing -
0.01t), Korea (6 missing - 0.37t) and South Africa (1 missing - 6.3t).

2014 2N T, LR D A AN — (B EE SN A ACMFOE L 2 5
Rl LTI LW : =2 vZ U7 24k, 045h>) 2, HA (35
. 206.18 b)) | §EE (27 1F, 252hy) [ =a—Y—F 2 F (114, 0.04
Fo) MOVEU (24, 048 h ) o 20154E%E —PUlc BT, LLFD A
NI NEE SN S ACMED G L 2555 Bkt L THRE L TWh7Ru
HA (14 001hy) | #&[E (64F, 048Fy) KUMET 7 U (14,
045h~>) o

2 Seized as evidence in a Compliance enquiry  #85F E O Y FHR OB & LTI S 7z,



REEFs

The Secretariat also detected a number of REEF importer documents that had not yet
been submitted to the Secretariat by the expected importer. In 2014, there are 11
import REEFs missing from Korea (19.9t) and 1 from New Zealand (0.05t). In the
first quarter of 2015, there are 7 import REEFs missing from Korea (9.2t).
EEBERIL, 2D REEF BiASCED, fRHAEE SN OMAEE NG HE
BRICR L TERRH SN TN L 2R Lz, 2014FI28\V\CTiE,
E O AREEFT 11 (199 k) | =2—Y—F FT1 (0.05F) 238
FiEHTH D, 2015FEFH VIRV TIE, #EO# A REEFT 74 (9.2
M) BAREHTH 5,

2.2.3 Duplicate Form Numbers #XESDEH
Ensuring that CDS documents are issued with a unique form number is an
important component of maintaining a robust CDS.
CDS XHEICHEHA DRRAF SN FATSND L O Mele 2 Z &1d, R
CDS Z#iFF L CWS T O EERER TH D,

Indonesia issued a series of duplicate CMF numbers, especially during January
and February 2015. In May 2015, an importer advised the Secretariat that 4 pairs
of Indonesian CMFs with duplicate numbers were received by them, and that 29
pairs of Indonesian CMFs which had essentially duplicate numbers, except for
being formatted slightly differently, were also received.

A R TIE, K2 2015 1 A KO 2 HIZBW T, —H#O CMF & 5%
HBE L THIT L7, 201545 12, MmAEFITFHRICH L, HE
WHEBE LAY REXYTOCMF4MEZET L L L blo, HBEEHFRD A
B TWDEHDODOFZIIEEL TWNDHA 2 K37 O CMF 29 fil % 52 1
LizZ tzmm i,

Indonesia appears to have partially resolved this problem post-issue and post-
export by adding a postfix to one of each pair of duplicates (such as an ‘A’ or ‘L’
e.g. CMID15B0001 & 1A and CMID15B0056 & 56L) before submitting these
documents to the Secretariat. The Secretariat notes that this situation appears to
have occurred for at least all CMFs numbered from 1 — 59 (inclusive) for the 2015
calendar year.
A RRITIE, 2O OXELEERICRNT DM, FITH & O
BOERMETELSVEBL TWDIEMED I b—2TBRERE ( TA] 3UX

L) @& iz, #lx1E CMID15B0001 & 1A J% UF CMID15B0056 & 56L)
BT L2 Ik, MEEZ R LIZE S TH D,

2.2.4 Collaborative Arrangements with Non-Cooperating Non-Members
(NCNMs)
FEWNHRIFEMBEE (NCNM) & OHSIBIRD
CDS data indicate that there are significant exports of SBT to Non-Cooperating
Non-Member (NCNM) States/Entities. For example, between 2010 and 2014
inclusive, the CDS indicates that 639.2t of SBT product was imported by the
USA, and smaller amounts by China (124.4 t) and by Singapore (16.8t).
CDS 7 — &%, W ARIENEE LR (NCNM) (3 LTS &0
SBT BN S TWDHZ L &R L TW5D, B2 1X CDS L, 2010 Fh 5



2014 2/ F T 639.2 b SBT RN KEIZ L VA S, £ EH
(1244 ) RO HAR—L (168 hy) Ik v EBAINI-Z &
R LTV 5,

A major gap in the CDS is that whenever SBT is traded with a NCNM, no
information is currently received back from these NCNMs to allow cross-
checking and verification of the imports. This means that no independent
verification of CDS exports to these States/entities can be conducted. The
Secretariat has continued to promote cooperation with other NCNMs, especially
Singapore and the USA during 2014/15, in order to further assist the CCSBT CDS
reconciliation and verification processes, but has not yet managed to formalise
relationships with any of these NCNMs to the extent that they have become
OSECs® to the CCSBT.

CDS 1281 2 /2B AIX. NCNM [#]C SBT 23 Hu 5| S ni=Haic, Bt
X245 D NCNM 2> Sl A 2 fEB M OMEETE 2 X ) RIEER N E< A& D
NENWZETHD, ZOZ T, ZnboE/ ERIZHT HEH CDS O
MNLHI 72 BRREN AR ARE CH D Z L A BT 5, FERIL. CCSBT @ CDS
DOHAENUORGEY 0t A2 I BICKET H72DI2, £ 9 L7Z NCNM, FF
(2 2014, /15 F 13 v v AR — )V R OCKE & O D BAGRIRIL & fki L T\ 5
2. ZHHDEMN CCSBT D OSEC] L 25 L9 R L~ YLIZETINSD
NCNM & OBfRZ IER LT 5 Z LIXEETE TV,

2.2.5 SBT Caught by Vessels not Authorised During the Month of Catch
WA R OWRBE T SN TORVIREIC X - THRE S hiz SBT
As with previous years there were again some CMFs submitted that included
vessels that that caught SBT when they were not included on the CCSBT record
of Authorised Vessels. In 2014 this occurred for two Australian CMFs (1 vessel),
5 Indonesian CMFs (4 vessels) and 6 South African CMFs (1 vessel). Both
Australia and South Africa advised that that these non-authorisations were caused
by administrative processing issues. Indonesia has not provided any advice
regarding its unauthorised vessels. To date, the Secretariat has not detected any
additional unauthorised vessels recorded on CMFs provided for the first quarter of
2015.

WEAE & [AARIC, CCSBT #F AIMRAAGRLERICHE S LTV e o T2 RERIZ B W
T SBT Z M LM% & A T\ D CMF BNESIRE S 7=, 2014 4EICB
WT, ZOFEPNIA—AFTIUTDOCMF T2 (1%) | £ KX T
DCMF TS5 (4%) ROMET 7V IDOCMFT6MH (14£) THhoT-,
F—=ANTZ VT ROET 7V i, 25 OREFFIIIITE a2 X
DORETHEAELIZLDTHDLE LTz, A2 RRU 7L, [REORT LA
B LT S OBA 1T - TRV, 2015 4E55 — MU licfEH & n iz
CMF {22\ T, BRI W T, FHERIERFTF I OREN & i
TWDHDITHER L TV a0,

3 The term OSECs refers to Other States/Fishing Entities Cooperating in the CDS OSEC & (%, CDSIZW /13 % Z D
DE/BEFEOZLTH D,



2.2.6

2.2.7

Validators not Authorised to Validate on Validation Date

R BIZRWTHR 21T O HIREE LTV R2o o HERRE

During 2014, South Africa had one instance where a new validator had not yet
been authorised at the time of validating a CMF.

20144512, BT 7 U HIZEW T, CMF ORI T OIS TH LU Vi
BN ETMERZAT OMEREZ 52 IV TR o TeHHR H o 72,

Tagging Data Issues

ik T — 7

Tagging data mismatch issues continue to be one of the biggest discrepancy issues
identified during the Secretariat’s reconciliation processes. While most Members
have tried to reconcile their tagging data issues, South Africa has not yet done so
for its 2014 data and received a relatively low score of 77.8% of CMFs that were
submitted together with all their corresponding CTFs. The following are the main
tagging issues identified by the Secretariat.

s — 2 O BRI, FHRORE T n 2 TR SN REOH
TH, GIEHE . AN DR O RERBBEO—>2L 2> TS, %
DA N=DIERT — Z EORE 2R B T-—F T, 77U WiZ
014FDT —ZIZONWTEERAEZ L TELT, £dnd28TO
CTF % o> TR S 72 CMFIX 77.8% & . 2 OKUEFHRI KD o
Tzo FHRVHER LI ERIERMBIIUTO LB TH D,

a. Tagging Data Mismatches
B — 57 DR—3
Many tagging data mismatches and/or missing sets of tagging data continued to be
found during the reconciliation process for both 2014 and 2015 CDS data. As in
previous years, mismatches generally occurred due to one of the following three
situations:
2014 - Je OV 2015 40D CDS 77— X D IO\ T, ZDORE T m& 22k
WTEL DIET —Z DA =B O AT T — 2 DRIED 5] & f5e & e
WBINTWD, FEELFEER, LLFDOMUSDARID 5 B D —2IZ L - TR
FMFEAE LT E N Lo T,
1) some tagging data which should have been submitted as part of the Excel
spreadsheet quarterly submission of tagging data were missing, or
W e oz 7 B — MR DR T — 2t o—# & LTRE S
NDHNEIERT — 2 N —ERBE L Tz,
ii) an incorrect or incomplete list of Catch Tagging Form (CTF) numbers was
recorded on the CMF, or
AIEME IR TE R 7R RIE AR 5D U 2 h 7S CMF EICREASH T
AV
iii) the electronically submitted spreadsheets of catch tagging data contained
errors such as referencing an incorrect CMF number, or
BRSNS T — 2 O 7 Ly — MR, IELL 2D
CMFEZEZZRLTWDL L WNWolen T —2F ATV,
iv) incorrect/ non-matching vessel information was sometimes provided as part of
tagging submissions.
Iz IEL <7220/ —E LW ifntE s i — 2 R iHo—f & LT

10



2.2.8

2.2.9

e S,

b. Duplicate Tag Numbers

5 JEESDER
Under the CDS Resolution, tag numbers issued by each Member/CNM must be
unique. To assist Members with this task, uniquely pre-numbered tags are
produced each year by a Japanese tag manufacturer and can be ordered through
the Secretariat. All Members/CNMs except Australia, the EU and South Africa
use these pre-numbered tags. The Philippines did not order any pre-numbered tags
for 2015.
CDS D T TIX, &AL /73— /CNM T L - THAT S D HE#E Z X
ATRITNER DR, ZOZEIZDONTAUARN—2ZET L0, BR
DT A—=F—IZL 0, HFE, HOCOEADOE T ZEI U 72 k)3 i
ESNTEBY, TNRFEERZELCTCEXTHIZENTE D, A—A KT
U7, EUROMET 7Y B &R ZETDO AL N—=N H 5 UHESNH]
RSl fZikz il L Tnad, 74 U EiE, 2005 FE3H 6 CHE 5
DSER S U7 AR R A TS L2 v o T,

During 2014, duplicates tag numbers were submitted by Indonesia (32), New
Zealand (246) and South Africa (10). South Africa’s duplicates have since been
corrected. As uniquely coded tags were purchased by Indonesia and New Zealand,
it’s likely that the duplicate tag numbers submitted to the Secretariat by these
Members are a result of recording and/or data entry errors.

2014 2B NT, BEE LIERESIL, A Ry T 324) |\ ==2—
U—F K (2461F) KOET 7 U A (101F) Mo Ehiz, M7 7Y
A OBEBITMEERFHTH D, BAEHES A LIERIEA v R 7 k=
2= V=TV RICR VA SIZA, 2RO DA L 8—5 b 58 R HR H
SN EEERRE I, SRS T A AN T =k B b D TH
%,

Secretariat Reconciliations of CDS Data: No Response Received

HERIZL D CDST—# DREICXT 5 EBEE

Neither Indonesia nor South Africa have provided a response to the Secretariat’s
2014 reconciliation of its CDS data. However, Indonesia did provide a copy of
most of the CMFs (except for one that is still missing) that were noted in the
reconciliation as not yet having been submitted by them.

AV RRUT ROMT 7 ) i, FEO CDS 77— ZI2hh % 2014 FDH
BRIIZEADREITH LCHIZE L) oTc, LLREL, A RXTT
X, BEORE, FENSEHIN T RNE STV CMFOE LD
T AL CRIERIBHO 1E2RLS) 28HE L,

Copies of Cancelled CMFs Received Back from Importers
BAERENPOZBE LK ¥ EAVFEHRD CMFDEL

As in the previous two years, during 2014 the Secretariat received a number of
importer copies of Australian export CMFs from Japan where these CMF numbers
had already been cancelled by Australia.

WE 2R L FBRIC, 20144128V Th, FHRIE. AAROEAZES M
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5. A=A N7 U 7O CMF OB L Th-o>T, M OFNELD CMFE
FIEA—A T I T Lo TR vy B ENTWEL DAL HZHEL
7=,

This situation can happen in cases where a CMF for export is filled out by
Australia, then a replacement CMF (with a new) number is issued which includes
amended data, and the original Australian CMF is cancelled and then either i) or
ii) below occurs:

ZOMRPUE, A=A R TV T Lo Thith CMF A58k S - %12, EIE
TR EELERZ L) CMFEENFEITIN, 2204 U T ro
F—=AFZ U TDOCMFERFy L ENZHIC, TOi) Xiti) o
MmETRS T2 EITEL D,

i) The replacement Australian CMF (with a new number) is not sent to the
importer, and therefore, the Secretariat receives only the original CMF number
(not the replacement CMF) back from the importer, or

F—ARZ VT OEREZ CMF (FiEesafShizb o) NlmAFESIC
B EINT. ZOTDICEFERPEAEETE LAY PF LD CMF &5
(EEZFZBETIIRL) ObDOORrEEHRNZE LSS, XL,

ii) The replacement CMF (with the new number) is sent to the importer, but the
Secretariat still receives only the original CMF (number) and not the amended
CMF (with the new number) back from the importer.

B ANEFIZEZBEZ CMF (& s a2 Sn-b o) REffSn=n, &F
BIRITEAEZE LAY PF LD CMF (B5) OLEZFEL, hOEE
CMF (#i&m) ZxtE Lo =55,

It is generally not possible for the Secretariat to determine which of the two
scenarios i) or ii) has occurred. However, either scenario would result in the
Secretariat receiving an export and import copy of essentially the same CMF
(usually with some differences) with two different CMF numbers.

FROTFVAIN) L) O ELLNBELT-ONEEERIHKT25 2
EIFFEAMICATRETH D, LNLERL, WInovF I 4TH, F5
ik, B EE R OEAEENS, —HODRRS CMFE S THLINER
FICIE U CMF GlE ., W< OO EERH D) EXHETLHI L&D,

In order for the compliance checking process to function appropriately, the
Secretariat requests that if an exporter cancels a CMF and replaces it with a newly
issued CMF (with a different number), then this replacement CMF must be sent to
the importer. In addition, the exporter should provide clear advice to the importer
and the Secretariat regarding:
BSFHER T 0B A 2 MU KRR ST 5720, FHERIE, b LIHZESE R
CMF Z % ¥ 2 /L L THTZICHIT SN CMF (BB RRR 5B D) 1874
LR T 6 . M2 2 CMF Z g AEF IZ T 66432 K 5 25
Do Flo, ®HZEE T MAEE KR OFEERICS L TLLT 2 @R
RETHD,

e The original CMF number that was cancelled, and

FV YT NDCMFHFEFTFrrrash/izZl &

12



2.2.10

e The new CMF number that was issued as its replacement.
BbOOIZHITINIZH LV CMF &5
The importer should then ensure that the replacement CMF number, including its
associated import information, is the one submitted to the Secretariat.
Alternatively, the importer could return both the original (cancelled) and
replacement CMFs to the Secretariat, and clearly mark which one is the original
(cancelled), and which one is the replacement.

D%, WAEFIL, BET L mMAERE S L AR CMFE SO AL H
BRICHET D 2 L 2T RETH D, REBERE L L, WAEEN,
—2l (FyrrENZ) AV FALTHY, —ONEEZTHLHZ L
ZMEIOR LI BT, M EFEERICRET 2652155,

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

BHRVOEBA CMF OB LOBTROER,/BENRERS

There still appears to be a relatively small problem where CDS documentation is
sometimes being amended after the original CMF has been exported with the SBT
but before the CMFs are submitted to the Secretariat. This sometimes results in
the importer submitting a copy of a CMF which has different weights and/or
numbers of SBT on it than the exporter’s copy.

B DTS 508, 4 Y PF L CMF 28 SBT & & & IZHi S 7% T
bHo T, OFDO CMF PNEHEHJRIZHM S HRINZ CDS CEMEIES L
BAICHENECAEAEN DS, 2O LIk, AEENEE L
CMF OE L2, EmHEE D RE L5 L OB TSBT EER Y Xt
BENE > T 568080 5,

In 2014 Indonesia submitted 3 export CMFs (out of 704) where the number of fish
differed on the exporter and importer copies and 4 export CMFs (out of 704)
where the weights differed between exporter and importer copies. New Zealand
submitted 8 out of 136 export CMFs where the number and weight differed, and
Taiwan submitted 1 out of 80 export CMFs where the number and weight
differed.

2014 FFZEBNT, A XU TIL, WiHER CMAEZTOGT LOM TR
BonB7p W CMF % 34F (704 ) . R OVMEHZES L AEE OF
LOBTEENLELR 28H CMF %2 444 (704 49) ##HE L7, =a2—
—Z 2 FliZ, i CMF 136 1ED 5 6 8RB W CRE M VEEN R -
TEY. BEIE. @ CMF80 D 5 B 1 HHICB W CRE L O E &N
> T2,

In the first quarter of 2015, there is 1 New Zealand export CMF (out of a total of
16) where the weight differs between the exporter and importer copies of the
CMF.

2015 S —UEHIIC B WL, =2 —Y— T FolE CMF L4 (7
16 ) B W Tl ER L AESE O CMF OE L O CEHEEN R/ -
T,
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2.2.11 Multiple Preceding Document Numbers Associated with a Single REEF
—O? REEF IZBET 2B EDOEITT 2 XEES
During 2014, the Secretariat noted that, since the CDS commenced in 2010,
multiple CMFs have been associated with a single REEF. In these cases, it is hot
possible to accurately conduct REEF discrepancy analyses that check for over-
utilisation of CMFs in subsequent exports/re-exports.
2014 412, FHJRIT, 2010 42> CDS DEFLAELIFE, —->? REEF ([Z# kD
CMF 2SBEfHIT BN TE I EICHE LT, ThbDr—X T, %
Ot FEE T D CMF D@ R 2 789 2 729 O REEF AFH N
SN A IEREICAT 5 2 EIERATRETH D

This pattern continues to be seen for 2014 CDS documents issued by both Korea
(36.4% of 11 REEFs) and Japan (39.1% of 174 REEFs) recording multiple
preceding document numbers on a single REEF. Japan has also recorded multiple
preceding document numbers on 21.2% of its REEF export forms so far received
for 2015.

2014 AR\ §EE (11140 REEF @ 36.4%) K OYHA (174 {0 REEF O
39.1%) DMEDHIIT S 4172 CDS LFEIZHWT, —DD REEF IZHEEIC
BEOFTATT HLERTDRIRINT A F =R EE Aoz, £
7o, BARIZ, ZHETIZEME LT 2015 FF O REEF D 5 6 21.2%128
WTHATT 2 XCEFR S AR L T,

To date, no compromise solution has been found to facilitate a way for over-
utilisation analyses to be carried out. The Secretariat proposed setting up a
Member-accessible database to allow tag numbers to be matched to specific
CMFs, but this was not supported by all Members. The Secretariat has provided
an analysis of REEF utilisation in paper CCSBT-CC/1510/08 and also explores if
this issue can be resolved as part of its CDS Review (paper CCSBT-CC/1510/09).

BIRE £ CL IR O 04T O Ik 2T 2 72 D O 72 FIEIF R &
TV, FERIL., BED CMFIZBET A EHE S 2 BE T 5 L
NCT D, AUNR—TFINRT IV BATELT—Z_X—2ADOHERPRERELT-
D, ZIUTEA AR D HERNE SN o7, FHERIT. E
CCSBT-CC/1510/08 |Z 3\ T REEF DA H D/ B2t 2 L & b
I, ZOMBEIZOWTCDS L E = — (3X#E CCSBT-CC/1510/09) D —Bg &
U TR 2 ARG Lz,

3. TRANSHIPMENT MONOTORING PROGRAM
Hna B AR A

3.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE EH R D&E

Revisions to the Transhipment Resolution

BBk B DKIE

Effective from 1 January 2015, CCSBT21 agreed a modified Transhipment Resolution that
included a requirement to maintain a CCSBT Record of Carrier Vessels (excluding container
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vessels) authorised to receive transhipments involving SBT from fishing vessels either at sea
or in port. Previously, the Resolution had required that only Carrier Vessels (CV) receiving
transhipments at sea involving SBT needed to be placed on this Authorised Record.

FEESUTHERNIZB W TR S SBT 28 sl 210 & D Z & BFFr] S TSl
iy (2T EER<) O CCSBT ik DMEFFE BLE 2 3 Tofiialiih ik %, CCSBT
2LICBWTAE SN, 201541 A 1 BB RL L-, @BEICBW T, YikikiEgic
LV, ELTSBT #&tetnfia 21T & 21 (CV) DA Al GLikICHH S
NDMEND ST,

In addition, a requirement was added to provide Lloyds/ IMO Number (if available) as part of
Members’/CNMs’ CCSBT authorised CV submissions. The provision of IMO numbers has
been improving since it became a requirement. In March 2015, 98.7% of all CCSBT
authorised CVs were greater than or equal to 100GT/GRT in size, and IMO numbers had
only been provided for 48.0% of these. In September 2015, 100% of all CCSBT CV
authorisations were for CVs greater than or equal to 100GT/GRT in size, and IMO numbers
had been provided for 91.3% of these CVs.

X BT, A= /CNMIZ X% CCSBT 7] CV @D —#E LT, vAf K/
IMO 7>/ 3— (RIEEZRE) OMEMHEBME 7z, IMO o \—DfEH I, 2
AL SN TG EL TE T\ 5, 20154 3 A DT, 4 CCSBT 77 CV @ 9
B 98. 7% b o/ #REEE R T100 U LLETHD . ZHHD CV D HH 48.0%IC
DI IMO F o R—NE. %2 T, 20154F 9 H 21X, CCSBT D4l AN D
95 100% 058 b U8B ER N3 T100 FU L ETHY, ThbDCV DO H
91.3%IZ IMO F v "= H. 2 51 TW=,

During 2015, the Secretariat also updated its transhipment Memorandums of Understanding
(MoUs) with ICCAT and the IOTC to take into account both CCSBT’s and the relevant
RFMO’s revised Transhipment Resolutions (refer to paper CCSBT-CC/1510/06).

F£72. 20154EICHB VT, FE/RIE, CCSBT K Ui RFMO 0ok IE s k3 o it 7
ZER LT, ICCAT XW'I0TC & DM OERHIZEY 2 TREE (MoU) &7 v 77
— ~ L7z (3C# CCSBT-CC/1510/06 =& [)

Request to Approach WCPFC Regarding Development of a Transhipment MOU
Ex gt MoU D 129 BWCPFC & DEEREIZ 527 3 Eig
At CC9, Japan requested that the Secretariat approach the Western and Central Pacific
Fisheries Commission (WCPFC) to ascertain the possibility of implementing a transhipment
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) between the CCSBT and the WCPFC for at-sea
transhipments involving SBT within the WCPFC Convention Area.
CCOITHNT, AL, PHEHAFEE CAHERS (WCPFC) SR
% SBT % e FER#ICBI L C. CCSBT & WCPFC & O O#EH T A5 &

(MoU) i D AIREME Z fERR 9~ D 7o sh, 5 R hY WCPFC H85 Jm s 2 & 5 &
5 S LTz,

WCPFC'’s existing transhipment Conservation and Management Measure (CMM) is CMM
2009-06.

WCPFC OBEfF DS R EHHE (CMM) X, CMM2009-06 TH %,

Paragraph 34 of WCPFC’s CMM 2009-06 states:

WCPFC @ CMM 2009-06 /37 34 [ZLLFD LB 0 HE L T\ D,
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“34. There shall be no transhipment on the high seas except where a CCM has
determined, in accordance with the guidelines described in paragraph 37 below, that
it is impracticable for certain vessels that it is responsible for to operate without
being able to tranship on the high seas, and has advised the Commission of such.”

I34. CMM 73, /NZ2"Z Z 37 (20 9 04 74 A>T, CMM DEEET
12> S LVEIC T 0 TEAGFTT 5 = L CTELRITIUTHFET S = E PR
RETH S EHBT L, DOTDEZZEEARITHR L EBGEZIRE, DHICE
I SERETT 5 2 LI TELY, )

Paragraph 35. a. v) provides that:
INTT T T35 aTLLTOLBOHEL TS,
“35. Where transhipment does occur on the high seas:

a. the CCMs responsible for reporting against both the offloading and receiving
vessels shall, as appropriate:

v. Submit to the Commission a plan detailing what steps it is taking to
encourage transhipment to occur in port in the future.”
135. LUFDBHENE, DEICE O TE#HZTT S Z R TE S,
a. fif 5 LROSEITE D E7T 2 HAHD i 1Z T3 EAIZ O CTEL 267
S CMM 12, #2570 ENT I T &7 DRI FULR 5720,
v. ZERICXS L, [AIEDPGH U S TFEDIHEIZ TS 7R q & 24
7D, J

Paragraph 37 provides interim guidelines for, “the determination of circumstances where it is
impracticable for certain vessels to tranship in port or in waters under national jurisdiction”,
which include demonstrating that significant economic hardship and substantial changes to
historical modes of operation will occur unless High Seas (HS) transhipments can be made.
NT 7T 7 371E, Al (HS) (28T 21 BERHZR U3 2 FE E o8 v 1 IR e
R OE SRR e ERR DB R ERENAE LS Z L OFEH 2 &L, THERASUIEZR O
BEETIZH 2 KIBIZBWTH DM EEH 21T 5 T & 3R ATRE Td 2 R BLO T |
(WD EETA RTA 2R LTS,

WCPFC confirmed that its Regional Observer Program (ROP) observers have both a
compliance and scientific monitoring function, and can be placed on either offloading (e.g.
fishing) vessels or receiving (e.g. Carrier Vessels). WCPFC itself is not responsible for the
placement of these observers, nor for contracting out their placement. Instead, observers are
sourced from national and subregional Member and observer programs. For transhipment
monitoring at sea, it is the responsibility of both the offloading vessel State/Fishing Entity
and receiving vessel Flag State/Fishing Entity/agent to ensure that at least one WCPFC ROP
observer is placed on board either the offloading or receiving vessel as appropriate.

WCPFC (X, RIZESOMilE A7V — —5tlE (ROP) TIiIA 7 P — —(F#E5F L
B2 oe=821 v A A LTS Z &, KO A LI (B 2 1370

EZT E VAR (B ZIXERRAR) OWTIUNCEETE S Z AR LT, WCPFC
HiKIZ., 24T —R—DFEIZHONTY, FFOEED - H DRI O
THEEEHA S TVARY, ZOMRDb VIS, 7= _—ZEB T HERIRA 72 47
P R—FHWIC LV FIEIN WD, FEREFICE L TR, @URBA8IM FAL
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AR STZ i & v M7 < & b B 711X WCPEC @ ROP 47— X — 3 T il 4-
HEIMERT D=0, ff BA UROREE FIR, KO & A0 EE FK
SREANOBEDOELT{Thild,

WCPEFC also confirmed that there is currently no single standardised Transhipment
Declaration form utilised by transhipping vessels (but the minimum required fields to be
reported are provided in Annex 1 of CMM 2009-06), and that there is no binding requirement
that these Transhipment Declarations must be signed by the vessel master. There are also
differences in the timeframes for the submission of observer reports — currently 120 days
from the end of the trip for WCPFC, but 20 days from the end of the period of observation
for CCSBT.

F£7-. WCPFC (%, BIfE. Sn#fiNC X » TR &5 B — OREHER) 2 dinE] H 546X

FFERET (7272 L. CMM 2009-06 DRIER 1 O E R0 . A L iuide b ek
KEEROHBILH D) . ZNODEHFEENMREIZL > TELSINRTIE R LR
WETHENWE OS5 BMIIFELRNWZ E 2R LT, $2, A7V — 33—
WEEORHAT U a— T HEWYRH D (BIfE, WCPFC T3t 72056 120 H
LINE LTS EZ A, CCSBT TITBIZEWIM O T25 20 HLLN & EhTn

%) .

CCSBT could consider implementing a transhipment MoU with WCPFC in cases where
shared Members have fully complied with WCPFC’s CMM 2009-06, particularly paragraphs
34, 35 and 37.

CCSBT ® A 73—/ WCPFC > CMM 2009-06, #512/%F 7' F 7 34, 35 KN37 %58
EITHESFTE HHAICR Y . CCSBT X WCPFC & (5 MoU DG 2 a4 2 2
EMNTE D,

Given the differences between WCPFC’s Transhipment CMM 2009-06 and CCSBT’s
Transhipment Resolution, any agreed MOU would require a number of changes to be made
to CCSBT’s existing Transhipment Resolution to allow WCPFC’s transhipment
arrangements to be used for monitoring at-sea transhipments involving SBT in the WCPFC
Convention Area. Options such as cross-endorsing WCPFC ROP observers who have
undertaken CCSBT-specific training with respect to both CCSBT observation and reporting
requirements, along with development of the necessary training materials, could be
considered.

WCPFC D#iz#H CMM 2009-06 & O CCSBT fn#kikig DM O ZEE A2 E 2 v, o
X 97 MOU Z#if#E4 512 L TH . WCPFC SH9/KIRIC 1T 5 SBT & & To7f ik
Z LT 5 72912 WCPFC OHEH B O 25 T& 5 XL 9. CCSBT DOEEfF D ¥R#A
BEDRVEETAVLEND D, WER ML —= U T HEM ORISR & R8T, CCSBT
DB N O B B2 B35 CCSBT IZFRFE L 723l %2 52 1 7= WCPFC @ ROP 47
P R—FHHEERT AL Vo F T a T EZED,

Record of Authorised Carrier Vessels

7F i ERA TR

The Secretariat maintains a Record of Authorised CVs, and upon receipt of new or amended
information, it updates both its internal database and the CCSBT web site.

FH R, A ATERR (B9 5 B OME IR AR ¥ O 52 11 2 5 F TR Al R dk 2
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HEEFS P2 L L B0, NIETF— 2 _—Z K CCSBTY = 7% 4 F &7 v 75— k
L7z,

Transhipment Documents

B E
In addition to the Record of Authorised CVs, for all at-sea transhipments involving SBT, the
Secretariat receives and maintains the following documents:
FFATERRRLER TN 2., SBTZ & e COPE LERHIZ SO\ T, FHERITLL T OE
rPEs - HEE LT,
e transhipment declarations;
R F
e observer deployment requests, and
T W= N — B R
e observer reports.
F TP E
In-port transhipments are not required to be observed, therefore only transhipment
declarations need to be submitted for in-port transhipments. All of these documents are a key
part of the effective operation of the transhipment program, and it is important that they are
submitted as required.
PEPNERHUIBIZE DS RO BTV RWZ | NGB 2 iRl S F D g &
NOMENRDH D, T 9 LIXFETAET, WEEm o e 2E Ik 0 2 F25 50
ThO, FLINODEFEBITRESNDS ZENEETH D,

Transhipment documents are received from either the IOTC or ICCAT Secretariats, or may
also be submitted directly to the CCSBT Secretariat. The Secretariat then stores and
maintains them on its internal database and filing systems.

A SCEIT . IOTCXUZICCATO W TN D HE RN S ZHE I 50, XIZCCSBTH
BRICHESZEN SN S, T0%., FHERIZ. CNERET—F_XR—A K N7 71 )L
PRE AT KIS - BELL TV D,

3.2 OPERATIONAL IssuEs &R F D3RS

The Secretariat observed one of the same main issues with operation of the Transhipment
Resolution as has occurred in previous years — difficulty of identifying SBT during multi-
species transhipments. The Secretariat has also identified a new issue - transhipment
observers are reporting that some fish that are not declared/recorded as SBT do in fact appear
to be SBT.

FHRIT, EEREAE LT O LFERIC, IR OEMIZI T 5 HERFED —
O, TROOLEBFEOEEFFIZ SBT Z[FET 2 Z L OWEH S NH o7 L 2 BE L
Too ETFHRIT. HRME, TROLEHA 7 — =2 [N EERIT
SBT TH 2 &b DT SBT & L THE FLENA RSN TR & Wi L7fl
ZhERR LT,

a. 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
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of these methods rely on information provided by the fishing vessel:

2 DYE . AT =T TICHEZFET 52 LN TE RN, Zh
%, EE, AITAERS Tr —FICERNTRE Tﬁﬁ%”‘éh“(b\é s
&, ZOBEREICLD, ZNDH ZHDOHERT, AT —"—HEFITBW
TUIEUIEL TESABIERK) & LTREmSNDIRRE 2D, zL747L~/\»—75§
SBT Z#53i bid,me. A7 P — =3 R >0 SBTHFEED 9 H—
MW, HEZHET D, ZNULOFETWTNL. B GRS IE
HITEFEL TN D

o ldentify SBT by the presence of CCSBT tags that have been inserted by the
fishing vessel,

TR X 0 235 S/ CCSBT DI O A I L Y SBT #[FET %,

o 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.
Bk SBT A RICFAE TE 256 (< ORE Lo iEE A
2) AT =—F, —RIICEEEZ V., HEREIZZ N E
RLDHZEIZKY, REREZHET D, —KIIS, FHYEEITHEM)
LigftIn-foEEL VEHEETHW TR IS,

The 5™ Meeting of the Compliance Committee (CC5) requested that, in order to assist
observers with identification, SBT be transhipped separate to other tuna-like species
where possible.

%5 RIESFREASG (CC5) 1k, A7 —N"—IC L RRAEL HET 57
W, R S DH SBT M & < AN D Al REZRH1H Toll 5 X 9 HiF L7,

This year the Secretariat has noticed an increase in the frequency of observer reports
where observers believe they have identified SBT which has been recorded as other
species. Photographs of these fish have often been taken, but it appears almost
impossible to positively identify an SBT with absolute certainty based on
photographic evidence alone.

A, FHRIE, Mo E LTRSS TWIENERITISBT Tholo s A7
P N PEfE LTV DA TP NG EDOHENEHE > TV D Z L &R
LT, ZnboAICHOVWTITIULIZLIZEER wéhf“hﬂ CAVslp)
([CEESWTHEFIZ SBT TH D LW+ 25 Z LIXTERARETH o712,

3.3 RECOMMENDATIONS £&j45

The Secretariat recommends that:
FHERIIUTE2EE T 5,

The Compliance Committee should discuss whether it wishes to further investigate
implementing a Transhipment MoU with WCPFC in cases where shared Members
have fully complied with WCPFC’s CMM 2009-06, and whether it is acceptable to
alter any of the CCSBT’s transhipment requirements to allow such at-sea
transhipments of SBT to occur in the WCPFC Convention Area;

HSFZEEZIE, WCPFC 0 CMM 2009-06 & 562U HESF T 5 Z & & A L /8—)
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A LT WCPFC & O#s#H, MOU OFffif& (ZA T 72 & b 72 D& A2 M ET 50
E 9, KON WCPFC §497KIIZ 3T SBT O R A1T9 Z &N TE S
£ 9 CCSBT DEEH B AW IET H Z L NZIT ANLDBILD D E D MITDONT
REST 2 BN H D,

e Members take note of CC5’s request that where possible, SBT should be transhipped
separate to other tuna-like species, in order to assist observers with identification, and
AUN=X, FT V== L OHFRELET D728, AlRe/e i T,
SBT IO E S AFHE 3T CHHI SN DHRETHDH &V H CC5 DEFEITHE
BTbHZ L,

e Members decide whether the Secretariat should discuss with the Observer

Consortium the feasibility and associated costs of providing observers with Kits to
obtain tissue samples for later genetic analysis.

A UL, fEROBE TN TR TV EEL DD Y N E
FT W= R—IZBAH T 5 T LB EB AL NI ITHE D = A MTH
W, FERBT TP —R—ar V= T L ERTRENE I NIZHOHNT
WETDHZ &,

3.4 SUMMARY OF TRANSHIPMENT DATA RECEIVED “2%H L 72 #si#lT — & OHEE

A summary of transhipment data provided to the Secretariat on transhipment declarations
and/or observer reports for 2014 and the first half of 2015 (aggregated by flag and product
type) is provided at Attachment A (Tables 1 - 4).

2014 4E K O 2015 A B 0fiRE R A E R Y, I A7 — _R—fEEICB N TEHE
BRI SN -lizdl 7 — 2 O (EE B R O 2 4 7RNCER) 13RI A
(F1-4) OB THD,

Tables 1, 2 and 3 provide information for all transhipment declarations and observer reports
received. Table 4 provides information about in-port transhipments that took place during the
first half of 2015 where this information has been submitted to the Secretariat.
F1.,2Kk031F, ZELELETOBHPEELOA 7 — " —REFICETLH
WERET LD THD, KA4IT, FHRITGLIT RN S PN T.2015 4
N I S AL NS B A e IR D b D TH D,

In many cases Tables 1 and 2 apparently show large discrepancies between transhipment
declaration weights of SBT versus observer reported weights. The reason for these
discrepancies is because, to date, many observer reports have often not included the weight of
SBT transhipped for each individual vessel (it has been requested they do so), but only the
overall weight of all SBT over a series of transhipments. In such situations the Secretariat
cannot accurately estimate the weight of SBT transhipped per vessel. This area of
uncertainty is still being addressed.

2 OE, IKOER2F, BEHBPEELDOSBTOEEE, 47— "—2HfiE
L7-EHEEDOMIIIRERAFTMPAOSND L) TH D, ZORRMORRIL, 4
HE T, < OF 7T HF—_—fiEZEIIBR M E O S 7z SBTHENF ELT
BT (£9THLIKIHIZSNTWVWD) | —HOER#E 218 L7-4 SBT O E&E
DIHENGFENLTNWETZDTHD, 295 LIRS W TR, FERIIMAE DlisdE;
SBT HEZ IEMEICHEE TS Z &N TERY, T ORFERMEICHOWTILS] &t & 6
DL TH D,
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The following summarises the information received by the Secretariat:
HERPZHELTEROMBEIILLTO LB TH D,

Observer deployment requests specifying that SBT were to be transhipped were
received for 82.9% of all known SBT transhipments at sea during 2014.

SBT DA T iE A FFE LT A 7V — S —EREFE T, 2014 FFICPE LS S
724 SBT @ 82.9%|Z DV TE S vz,

Observer deployment requests specifying that SBT were to be transhipped have so far
been received for 100% of all known SBT transhipments at sea during the first half of
2015.

SBT DR TE A FFE LIcA 7 — N—EREEEIX, 2015 4F LM Ltk
HENTE2SBTDOH 6, BIED L Z A 100%IZ DOV TZEINL TN D,

The Secretariat received 82 transhipment declarations for transhipments at sea
totalling 1,613t during 2014, and has so far received 23 transhipment declarations
totalling 382.2t for the first half of 2015.

TR, 2014 2B\ T 82 1F, ARF 1,613 F o D Risd s EEZZME L
THY., 2015 F BTN\ T 231, 382.2 F o DERHH EHELZIHL TV
Do

The Secretariat has already received 3 transhipment declarations for transhipments
that occurred in port during the first half of 2015. It is not yet possible for the
Secretariat to check whether more are expected because CMFs for the 2" quarter of
2015 are not due to be submitted until 30 September 2015.

FHRIE, 2015 4F BRIV T N TIT OV ERHI S 7037 5 Hadll i 3
ZREIC 352 LTV %, 2015 4255 U100 CMF O I HIERIT 2015 4F 9
H3ATHLZD, L0ZL OENIEFHDEEINDINE D 0 EHRT L2
CITFELETE 20,

Observer reports have been received for 100% of all known 2014 transhipments. Of
the observer reports received, 35.4% contained observer estimates of the weights of
SBT transhipped, while the remaining 64.6% did not provide specific information on
SBT weights, which is an improvement since last year.
FTPF—=_—EEFIL, HER I TWD 2014 FOEEHEH D 9 5 100%I2-2V\ T
ZHFEH T D, XL T = "—WEFD I H, 35.4%I2F0 T
SBT EEDHEEMAEZEN TRV, EELDITUELZ DD, 7%V 64.6%
TIX SBT ODEHEIZET 2 RFBEDIE MM 2o T,

Table 3 of Attachment A 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.
When summed, the weights of transhipped SBT reported on transhipment declarations
versus CDS documents differed from each other by only 0.01%.

BIRE A DF 31T, i pEE, A7 P = EE L CDS HHIZEES < i
WEBZRIELIZLbDOTHD, LA AREE /2D X 9, £ TIHFERNEEE
REEE AT —N"—REEOW F 2 ZME LIl 57— Tho
T, »OINLOEHZ CDS LEE Vv T CERLT—HDAERLTND,
L EIFTHBE, IHFSEEICBWTHE Sv-is#E SBT E& & CDS 3L
ELOEETDOTN01% THoT-,
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4. VESSEL MONITORING SYSTEM (VMS)
SRS 257 A (VMS)

4.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE E¥% R D&E|

The Secretariat has no interaction with Members’ Vessel Monitoring Systems.
FHRIL, A= ORMER Y 27 A5 L TWh7Ruy,

5. CCSBT IUU VESSEL LIST
CCSBT IUU MV Z k

5.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE R D&E|

In June 2015 (in Circular #2015/036) the Secretariat sent a reminder to Members and CNMs
to provide information about vessels presumed to be carrying out SBT IUU fishing activities
during the current and/or previous year, accompanied by the suitably documented supporting
evidence. No information was submitted to the Secretariat. In addition, the Extended
Commission has not yet directed the Compliance Committee to consider cross-listing lUU
vessel lists with other tuna Regional Fisheries Management Organisations (tRFMOs) and
relevant organisations. Therefore, there are currently no vessels to consider listing on the
CCSBT IUU Vessel List.

20154 6 H (IR #2015/036) 12\ T, FHERIT A =K OCNMIZx L, 54F &
O SRR smmuuzﬁ%{%@b WZBEG- U7z 2 & DMHER S 4 B A B3 5 15
[ZOWT, GEILE 2 2 WUNCSCEAL SN B R E EbICInERET L5 U~ A
v REATo T, FHERICH L TERITRE SN o7, BT, IEREZEESIT
BSFRB SR L, ftho F < A A S BB (tRFMO) & UVES: ﬁ*ﬁ%%’éﬁ}:OD
IUUISA DA B DWW TRETT 5 £ 9 R LTy, Zo7zH, CCSBT
DIVUMAAY A MZB LT, BlRE U CHE 2 RETH 2 ini7e vy,

5.2 OPERATIONAL ISSUES/ RECOMMENDATIONS JEMH FORE #1%

There are no operational issues or recommendations.

B OB SUTEN S 1T R0,

6. RECORDS OF AUTHORISED VESSELS AND FARMS
FF AT R O s R Rk

6.1 SECRETARIAT ROLE E¥F D#AE|

Revisions to the Authorised Vessel Resolution

7F M 2 D K IE
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In October 2014, CCSBT21 adopted an amendment to the CCSBT’s ‘Resolution on
amendment of the Resolution on “Illegal, Unregulated and Unreported Fishing (IUU) and
Establishment of a CCSBT Record of Vessels over 24 meters Authorized to Fish for
Southern Bluefin Tuna’, that requires the Lloyds/ IMO Number (if available) to be provided
as part of Members’/CNMs CCSBT authorised vessels submissions. The Secretariat also
updated the authorised vessel submission templates accordingly.

2014 4 11 A, CCSBT 21 (%, CCSBT » “Eik. HIAH], MR EHZE (IUV) KON 24
A— MWL LD BT FE S AIEETF AR CCSBT OFLEkOX EIZT 2R O
EEREAIR L, A2 /3— /CNM I & % CCSBT #F A ABIC 757 5 i o0 — i &
LTrA F/IMO Fo3— (ARERGE) ORREBROOEND T & LhoTz, £
FERIT, ZOREZEE 2 TR m s 7L — a7 v T — R LT,

Provision of IMO numbers by Members/CNMs has been improving since it became a
requirement. In March 2015, 56.8% of all CCSBT authorised fishing vessels were greater
than or equal to 100GT/GRT in size, and IMO numbers had only been provided for 11.5% of
these vessels. In September 2015, 63.6% of all CCSBT authorised fishing vessels were
greater than or equal to 100GT/GRT in size, and IMO numbers had been provided for 33.7%
of these vessels.

A= /CNMIZ LD IMO F o —digHIE, TN EH LS TURLE L T
W5, 20154F 3 2R T, CCSBT DEFFAIIAMD 5 5 56.8% AR b 4/ # B ik
FET100 R LLETY . ZHHDMMD 5 5 IMO T U =352 5 TWizd
(XD 9 11.5% Th o7z, 20154 9 HIZIiX, CCSBT DAFF MDD 5 b 63.6% 134
B KRGk R T 100 L ETHY . 2L DD 5 B 33.7%IZ IMO T
UAR—NHEZ BT W,

This year, a further revision to the Authorised Vessel Resolution with respect to IMO
Number has been proposed by the EU, along with some additional revisions proposed by the
Secretariat. These revisions are discussed in paper CCSBT-CC/1510/11.

LAE . EU DD EF AT ZRIC DWW T IMO o N—IZBT 5 & 5 AIETERE N RE
ENTEBY, ZRICHETEER LW ODOBIMEEZRE LT, ZNH6DEE
IZ2UWWTiE, CCSBT-CC/1510/11 I2HB W TRt L7~

Authorised Farm and Vessel Records

FFRIEZEL - MoMFEeR

The Secretariat receives authorised farm and vessel updates approximately twice a week,
with vessel updates containing up to one hundred vessels. Upon receipt of this information,
the Secretariat updates its authorised vessels/farms database as well as the CCSBT web site.
Updated information is also shared with the joint tuna RFMOs’ Consolidated List of
Authorised Vessels (CLAV). Automated updates to the CLAV from all tRFMOs have now
been programmed to occur daily.

FHERX. SRS MO ST v 75— b (100 £IZDIE B D T
TTr—heEt) R LE HEBIICEZHEL TS, ZOFEROZHEICEL T,
I, TEAN BB ST — A RX—AF NI CCSBT V=7V A b 2T v 7T
— hLTW5, £, 7Ty 7T — hENHERIZ. £ <A RFMO A RIFFAAHT
AU AN (CLAV) IZbhIitFInTWn5, BIfEIX, &% <AHHRFMO 225D CLAV
~OBHBEHNERITOND LY 7T a T 53N Tn5,
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6.2 OPERATIONAL IssUEs B D&

The following item continues to be the main issue with the operation of the Authorised
Vessel/farm Resolutions:

FEATOAN RS TGE DI OV TR, LUTOFIENG| S E FRiBE L o T

Wa,

There are still a small number of cases where vessels caught SBT and were not
authorised at the time. Refer to section 2.2.5 and paper CCSBT-CC/1510/04 for
further details.

HEAAZ2S SBT Zifafl L 72l illZ B W TRFA SV TW R 7o BV 0 6 &
Do AIFZDFEMICHOWTIE, &7 23 2225 LU CCSBT-
CC/1510/04 S STy,

6.3 RECOMMENDATIONS &%

The Secretariat requests that:
FHRITUTZEE T D,

Members submit vessel authorisation renewals prior to current authorisations
expiring;

A S —=d BATOFF AT AN T 92 BN ARMEE AT O BRI DW TR
HZk

Members provide retrospective updates where appropriate if non-authorisations were
a result of administrative issues, and

AU N—=L, T ORI Ko TEFF A4 UZBR, 2 72285612130 &
HINCT v 77— bRt 2 &,

Members consider the various revisions proposed to the Authorised Vessel Resolution
by the EU and by the Secretariat in paper CCSBT-CC/1510/11.

AL N—|F, 3CFE CCSBT-CC/1510/11 12/~ L7, EU L ONHEHRIC X 57 ol
RAREE DR 2 ZRBIERIZHOWTHETT 2 2 &,
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Table 1: Summary of Transhipments at sea during the 2014 Calendar Year

#1:2014 4 (BE) 2B 35 LEROBME

Attachment A

B A

From Transhipment Declarations From Observer Reports
Number Total Net Product Type Number Total Net

Fishing of Weight (kg) of of Weight (kg) of
Vessel Flag Transhipments SBT Transhipments SBT
Japan 48 1,181,590 GG 48 630,278
Korea 2 68,017 GG 2 11,930
Taiwan 32 363,509 GG 32 3,662
TOTAL 82 1,613,116 82 645,870

Table 2: Summary of Transhipments at sea during the first half of the 2015 Calendar Year

#2:2015F (BHE) LIBT3 LEBROBE

From Transhipment Declarations From Observer Reports
Number Total Net Product Type Number Total Net
Fishing of Weight (kg) of of Weight (kg) of
Vessel Flag Transhipments SBT Transhipments SBT
Japan 6 208,990 GG 6 174,455
Taiwan 17 173,217 GG 2 2,736
TOTAL 23 382,207 8 177,191

Table 3: Summary of Transhipments at sea versus CDS Forms versus Observer Reports for the 2014 Calendar

Year?

#3:2014 F (B4E) 2B AP LEE#S cps Xkt 7 P— " —EED LB O E

Fishing Comment Number of Total Net Weight Total Net Total Net
Vessel Transhipments (kg) from Weight (kg) Weight (kg)
Flag Transhipment from CDS from Observer
Declaration Report
Japan All data provided 24 665,118 664,984 630,278
Korea All data provided 8,026 8,467 11,930
Taiwan All data provided 4 3,719 3,719 3,662
Observer report .
Japan provided, no SBT 24 516,472 516,156 Weight not
. o provided
weight specified
Observer report .
Taiwan | provided, no SBT 28 359,790 352,739 Weight not
. e provided
weight specified
Observer report .
Korea provided, no SBT 1 59,991 61,369 Welght' not
. e provided
weight specified
TOTAL 82 1,613,116 1,607,434

4 This report is limited to transhipments where observer reports have been provided, and where the Secretariat has been

able to match CDS information

~ v FTH I LR TEGRICRE STV S,
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Attachment A

Table 4: Summary of Transhipments that occurred in port during the first half of the 2015 Calendar Year®

£ 4:2015F (BE) EHICER I ZENEROME

From Transhipment Declarations From CDS
Fishing Number Total Net Product Number Total Net Product Type
Vessel of Weight (kg) Type of Weight
Flag Transhipments of SBT Transhipments | (kg) of SBT

Not due to be submitted to the Secretariat

Korea 3 278,839 GG until 30/09/15

5 Transhipments conducted in port are not part of the CCSBT Transhipment Regional Observer Program, and therefore no
observer deployment requests nor observer reports are required to be submitted for these transhipments. Only
Transhipment Declarations are required to be submitted. ¥ TIT 417285k iX CCSBT #nii g 47 ¥ — S — G

D= TIERNTeD, T D DEFIZONTIA TP = N—RREGF R OA T =N —REFEDOR RO BN

TRV, P EEDOL, HINDILERH D,
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