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SUMMARY REPORT ON POSSIBLE INFRACTIONS OBSERVED UNDER THE
REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME
Prepared by IOTC Secretariat, 16 April 2016

In line with the requirement of IOTC Resolution 14/06 On establishing a programme for transhipment by large-scale
fishing vessels, this document provides a summary of possible infractions of IOTC Resolutions by LSTLVs/carrier
vessels, as recorded by observers deployed under the Programme during 2015.

Paragraph 23. The Secretariat shall, when providing CPCs with copies of all raw data, summaries and
reports in accordance with paragraph 10 of Annex I11 to this Resolution, also indicate evidence indicating
possible infraction of IOTC regulations by LSTLVs/carrier vessels flagged to that CPC. Upon receiving
such evidence, each CPC shall investigate the cases and report the results of the investigation back to the
Secretariat three months prior to the Compliance Committee meeting. The Secretariat shall circulate among
CPCs the list of names and flags of the LSTLVs/Carrier vessels that were involved in such possible
infraction as well as the response of the flag CPCs 80 days prior to the Compliance Committee meeting.

The summaries of possible infractions are presented by category of infractions and by fleets in Figure 1 and Table 1,
and they are also presented in details, in Appendix I, under six distinct categories: Table A1, Possible infractions relating
to authorisation to fish (ATF); Table A2, Possible infractions relating to Vessel Monitoring System (VMS); Table A3,
Possible infractions relating to fishing logbooks; Table A4, Possible infractions relating to marking of fishing vessels,
and Table A5 Possible infractions related to intention of transhipment outside the ROP and/or obstruct, intimidate,
interfere with the work of observer. These observations have been made by the observers in fulfilment of the observer
tasks provided for in Resolution 14/06.

Annex |1, Paragraph 5. The observer tasks shall be in particular to:
a) On the Fishing Vessel intending to tranship to the carrier vessel and before the
transhipment takes place, the observer shall:

i.  check the validity of the fishing vessel’s authorisation or licence to fish tuna

and tuna like species in the IOTC Area of competence;

ii.  checkand note the total quantity of catch on board, and the quantity to be
transferred to the carrier vessel;

iii.  check that the VMS is functioning and examine the logbook;

iv.  verify whether any of the catch on board resulted from transfers from other
vessels, and check documentation on such transfers;

v. inthe case of an indication that there are any violations involving the fishing
vessel, immediately report the violations to the carrier vessel master,

vi.  report the results of these duties on the fishing vessel in the observers report.

In all, a total of 301 possible infractions were recorded, of which, 105 related to fishing logbook, 130 related to marking
of vessels, 17 related to ATF, 45 related to VMS, 2 related to obstruct, intimidate, interfere with the work of observer,
2 related to intention of transhipment outside the ROP and obstruct, intimidate, interfere with the work of observer
(Figure 1). These have been communicated to the concerned fleets participating in the Programme, as and when the
concerned deployment reports were approved by the Secretariat.

Off the 301 possible infractions notified to the participating fleets, 287 (95%) responses were received. Three fleets,
India, Seychelles and Tanzania, have not provided all the responses following the notification of possible infractions
(Table 1).
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Figure 1: Possible infractions by category under the ROP in 2015.

The results of the investigations of the concerned fleets whose vessels are participating in the Programme are provided
in: Appendix Il for responses received before the deadline of 16/02/2016.
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Table 1 - Summary of possible infractions by category of infraction and by participating fleet in 2015.

CHN TWN, CHN | IND JPN KOR mMYS OMN PHL SYC TZA THA Total by category
Possible
Authorisation to Fish | infractions 4 7 1 1 17
(ATF) Responses
received 4 7 0 1 15
Possible
Vessel Monitoring infractions 1 31 3 1 2 45
System (VMS) Responses
received 1 31 3 1 2 44
Possible
infractions 6 17 1 62 8 2 1 2 1 3 105
Fishing Logbook Responses
e 6 17 | 0 | 62| 8 2 1 0 0 3 101
Possible
s | 19| 67 |1 |6 | 1 | 25 1 1 6 1 2 130
Marking of vessel Responses
e 19 | 67 | 0| 6 | 1 | 25 1 1 0 1 2 123
L. Possible
Obstruct, intimidate, | . . 2
. . infractions
interfere with the R
work of observer esp.onses 2
received
Intention of Possible 2
transhipment infractions
outside the ROP and
obstruct, intimidate, | Responses 1 2
interfere with the received
work of observer
Possible
Trene | 30 | 125 | 3 |71 10| 31 | 6 3 11 3 8 301
Total by fleet RESDONSEs
oesived 30 | 125 (0 |71 | 10 | 31 6 3 1 2 8 287

- No possible infraction notified
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Appendix | (Rows highlighted in grey indicate that a response was received by the concerned fleet before the deadline / Rows not highlighted indicate that no response
was received by the concerned fleet).

Table Al - Possible infractions relating to authorisation to fish (ATF).

Deploy.

number

Vessel name

Vessel
flag

Inspection
date

Inspection comment

Date

report sent

Date
feedback
from fleet

to fleet

291 igN CARLOS No. PHL 16/12/14 Fishing licence provided to the observer was for Marine Areas under the jurisdiction of Seychelles. 20/01/15 21/01/15
MOOK The fishing licences shown to the observer on MOOK ANDAMAN 028 were coastal state fishing licences for the
291 ANDAMAN 028 THA A EEZs of Madagascar AREAD 03/02/16
CHING CHUN FA .. . .
296 NO.168 TWN 21/12/14 ATF shown to observer during inspection was out-of-date. An in-date ATF was faxed to the CV on 22/12/2014. 03/02/15 10/03/15
SINAW 16 The LSTLV master could not produce the flag state Authorisation to Fish (ATF) during the inspection. The
observer presented the captain with the Taiwan, Province of China translation sheet and used a translated
297 OMN 18/01/15 inspection form (in Chinese - the Taiwan, China format). The master of the CV, who accompanied the observer 30/03/15 10/02/16
during the inspection also attempted to obtain (verbally and in writing) the relevant document. The LSTLV
master (of Taiwan, Province of China origin) persisted in answering "no" to all the requests for the ATF.
SHIN SHUEN FAR On ATF the number of crew and the Fishing Areas were changed by hand. No Fisheries Agency of Taiwan Official
301 NO.668 TWN A Seal for the modification of fishing licences was seen on the ATF. Zi IS
303 HUNG HUI TWN 17/02/15 The f|rs't ATF presented to the observer was expired. An in-date ATF was faxed to the LSTLV vessel during the 04/05/15 23/06/15
NO.112 inspection.
307 (;EEI/?)N GLORY IND 23/03/15 Observer was shown ATT and vessel registration documents instead of an ATF 02/07/15
XIN SHI JI 82 The NRN provided in the IOTC vessel list was "(Zhe)Chuan Deng (Ji) No.:(2015) FT-200064". This did not concur
326 CHN RUCEES with the NRN "(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2012)FT-200197" provided on the LSTLV's ATF. e SED
XIN SHI JI 85 The IOTC vessel list provided the NRN as "(Zhe)Chuan Deng (Ji) No.:(2015) FT-200066". This did not concur with
326 CHN AR the NRN "(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2012)FT-200200" listed on the LSTLV's ATF. RS S
XIN SHI JI 83 The IOTC vessel list provide the NRN "(Zhe)Chuan Deng (Ji) No.:(2015) FT-200065". The NRN
326 CHN 23/09/15 (ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2012)FT-200199" was provided in the ATF and did not concur with the IOTC vessel list 23/10/2015 05/11/15
data.
XIN SHI JI 86 The ATF listed the NRN as "(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2015)FT-200199". The NRN listed on the ATF did not concur
HN 24 1 23/10/201 11/1
326 ¢ Jusils with the NRN "(Zhe)Chuan Deng (Ji) No.:(2015) FT-200067" listed in the IOTC vessel list. YA eI
313 HUNG JIE WEI TWN 30/05/15 Fishing License expired on 28/04/2015 03/11/15 04/01/16
TENN MING . . .
313 YANG NO.368 TWN 02/06/15 Fishing License expired on 20/05/2015. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 ’S\ll-g'\égs:UEN FAR TWN 28/06/15 Fishing License expired on 20/06/2015. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 EL(J)OZEHYAU TWN 17/07/15 Fishing License expired on 16/06/2015. 03/11/15 04/01/16
334 NF DAFA No. 8 SYc 21/12/15 The ATF for 2016 was shown to the observer instead of that for 2015 20/01/16
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Vessel name . Date Date

Deploy. Vessel | Inspection .
Inspection comment report sent feedback
number ET date
to fleet from fleet
MOOK The observer was shown a photocopy of the accompanying letter for the ATF, but not the ATF itself. The valid
THA 27/12/1 ¢ 20/01/1 2/1
334 ANDAMAN 018 VA to date was not fully readable Ll SRR
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Table A2 — Possible infractions relating to Vessel Monitoring System (VMS).

Deploy Vessel name Inspection Date Date
) Inspection comment report sent feedback
number date
to Fleet from fleet
291 SINAW 16 OMN 04/12/14 No power light visible on the VMS unit. 20/01/15 10/02/16
296 :\Ilg6666 MAN TWN 01/01/15 The VMS power light on JING MAN NO.666 was not on. 03/02/15 10/03/15
The LSTLV captain indicated a CLS VMS unit (ID 509006) as the VMS currently being tracked by the flag state. In
addition two other VMS units —an ARGOS SEIMAC FVT-G and an ARGOS MAR GE V2 were noted. The power light on
both these units were switched off. According to the LSTLV's ATF, the VMS unit installed on the Shang Feng No.3
308 TWN e should be an ARGOS unit with serial number116932. This was one of the units not in use and switched off during LS LS
SHANG FENG the inspection.
NO.3 Both the CLS and the unit 116932 were fitted with power switches close to the units.
The captain of the LSTLV indicated an antennae (MARGE V2) on top of the wheelhouse as the VMS. The power
308 CHENG QING TWN 17/02/15 supply unit was detected inside of the vessel. Although the power switch on the power supply unit was switched to | 24/03/15 14/05/15
FENG NO.8 the “on” position, the power LED was not illuminated.
CHENG QING . . . . .
308 FENG TWN 17/02/15 The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch next to the unit. 24/03/15 14/05/15
The power of the VMS antenna appeared to be off. In response to this the LSTLV presented the document
300 TIAN XIANG 328 | CHN 22/01/15 "Authorization for CLS to allow Seychelles Fishing Authorities to access positions data and other information within 24/03/15 31/03/15
the specified period" (ARGOS ID: 37350)
297 SINAW 16 OMN 18/01/15 The power light on the VMS unit was not on during the inspection. 30/03/15 10/02/16
HWA HUNG The VMS unit pointed out to the observer was a CLS LEO unit marked with the ID 507514. The unit was fitted with a
TWN 21/01/1 1 20/07/1
297 NO.202 SRl power switch. The flag state ATF indicated the VMS unit as ARGOS with ID 47305. SR Lo
KWANG HARNG . . .
297 NO.7 TWN 29/01/15 The LSTLV International Radio Call Sign (IRCS) was worn away and could only be read at very close range. 30/03/15 20/07/15
SHENG FAN The LSTLV was fitted with two ARGOS VMS systems. Both were switched on during the on-board inspection and
297 NO.119 TWN SIS both units were fitted with power switches close to the units. IS AL
SHENG FAN The LSTV was fitted with two ARGOS VMS systems (Seimac FVT-G and Kannad MARGE V2). The Seimac FVT-G unit
TWN 1/02/1 1 20/07/1
297 NO.399 e was fitted with a power switch SR Lo
YUAN TAI The LSTLV was fitted with two ARGOS VMS systems (Seimac FVT-G and Kannad). The Seimac unit (ID54851) was
switched on during the inspection. The Kannad unit (ID 124793) was not switched on. Both units were fitted with
237 TWN celeit power switches adjacent to the units. The flag state ATF indicated the VMS as an ARGOS unit with serial number DR AT
15875.
HUNG HUI The power light on the VMS unit was not illuminated, but the power switch was on. The captain of the LSTLV said
297 NO.112 TWN 17/02/15 that the VMS unit works correctly and that the authority in Taiwan, China switches the VMS unit on and off, as they | 30/03/15 20/07/15
require.
ORYONG The green power light emitting diode (LED) of the VMS did not shine continuously, but flashed on and of rapidly - so
1 1 16/02/1
304 NO.353 el Ui much so that the LED could not be captured on camera when illuminated. L linis
iinH No.
315 11'6”6 orng Mo sYC 26/05/15 The ARGOS VMS unit was fitted with a power switch. 08/07/15
315 TUNA BEST TZA 20/05/15 The VMS units of the LSTLVs TUNA BEST was fitted with power switches close to the units 08/07/15 20/07/15
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Vessel name . Date Date
Vessel | Inspection .
Inspection comment report sent feedback
flag date
to Fleet from fleet

315 JIN YUAN TWN 14/05/15 The CLS VMS unit was fitted with a power switch 08/07/15 24/07/15
CHARNG LUEN

315 NOD> TWN 15/05/15 The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch. 08/07/15 24/07/15

315 KHA YANG 9 MYS 24/05/2015 The power supply to this unit was switched off. 08/07/15 16/02/16

315 KHA YANG 7 MYS 25/05/2015 The power lights of the VMS unit were not illuminated. 08/07/15 16/02/16

317 KHA YANG 9 MYS 24/05/15 The power supply to this unit was switched off. 08/07/15 16/02/16

317 KHA YANG 7 MYS 25/05/15 The power lights of the VMS unit were not illuminated. 08/07/15 16/02/16
CHENG QING

319 FENG Q TWN 02/07/15 The ARGOS VMS unit was fitted with a power switch next to the unit 10/08/15 16/10/15
SHIN LIAN FA . . . . .

319 NO.36 TWN 04/07/15 The ARGOS VMS unit was fitted with a power switch next to the unit 10/08/15 16/10/15
YI JEN FA The LSTLV was fitted with two ARGOS LEO VMS units. Both units were fitted with power switches. At the time of

322 NO.888 TWN 02/09/15 the inspection, the switch of one unit (509011) was in the on position with the power light glowing. The switch of 02/10/15 13/01/16

the second unit (508430) was in the off position.

RYUSEI MARU , . . .

320 o JPN 02/09/15 The LSTLV’s VMS had an ON/OFF switch fitted to the power line. 26/11/15 16/02/16
Jiin Horng No. . . . .

320 106 SYC 13/10/15 The VMS unit (ARGOS 117104) was fitted with a power switch. 26/11/15 08/12/15
SHENG HAI . . . .

320 NO.127 TWN 04/09/15 The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch 26/11/15 14/01/16
SHANG FENG . . X . . .

320 — TWN 11/09/15 The CLS LEO unit was fitted with a power switch adjacent to the unit. 26/11/15 14/01/16
CHIN SHENG . . . .

320 Wi TWN 14/10/15 The ARGOS VMS unit was fitted with a power switch. 26/11/15 14/01/16

320 YU HSING TWN 16/10/15 This VMS unit fitted with r switch 26/11/15 14/01/16
HSIANG NO 168 is unit was fitted with a power switc

320 DAR LONG TWN 17/10/15 A power switch was situated adjacent to the VMS unit 26/11/15 14/01/16
CHENG NO.378 P ) un!

320 JIN YUAN TWN 19/10/15 The vessel's VMS had its own On/Off switch mounted next to the unit. 26/11/15 14/01/16
YIJEN FA

320 NO.888 TWN 25/10/15 Both the VMS units were fitted power switches adjacent to the units. 26/11/15 14/01/16

320 SHYE SIN NO.1 TWN 26/10/15 A power switch marked "ARGOS" was mounted immediately above the CLS LEO unit 26/11/15 14/01/16
MENG FA

320 NO.312 TWN 30/10/15 The VMS had a power switch mounted alongside the unit 26/11/15 14/01/16
SHANG FENG . . . .

320 NO.3 TWN 01/11/15 The CLS LEO and the ARGOS MARGE V2 units were fitted with power switches 26/11/15 14/01/16

328 YU HSING TWN 23/10/15 A switch was connected to the VMS unit. 15/01/16 29/01/16
HSIANG NO.168
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Vessel name . Date Date
Deploy. Vessel Inspection .
Inspection comment report sent feedback
number ET date
to Fleet from fleet
328 Sng ;léJSA AONE TWN 27/10/15 A switch was connected to the VMS unit. 15/01/16 29/01/16
328 SHUANG LIAN TWN 13/11/15 A switch was connected to the VMS unit. 15/01/16 29/01/16
WOEN YU . .
328 CHANG NO.6 TWN 13/11/15 A switch was connected to the VMS unit. 15/01/16 29/01/16
CHENG QING X . . . . . .
335 FENG TWN 05/12/15 The unit was fitted with power switch adjacent to the junction box. 15/01/16 28/01/16
329 E/;TSSSUEI MARU JPN 23/10/15 The VMS power light was not illuminated 19/01/16 16/02/16
RYUSEI MARU . . . . . .
329 No.8 JPN 29/10/15 The VMS was fitted with a power switch directly below the VMS junction box. 19/01/16 16/02/16

Table A3- Possible infractions relating to fishing logbooks.

Vessel name . Date Date
Deploy. Vessel | Inspection

number HET date

Inspection comment report sent feedback
to fleet from fleet

MATSUEI MAR

299 No 1iU U JPN 17/12/14 The fishing logbook was printed but was not bound and the pages were not numbered with consecutive numbers. | 12/01/15 19/01/15
HINODE MARU . . . .

299 No.38 JPN 18/12/14 The fishing logbook was printed but was not bound and the pages were not numbered with consecutive numbers. | 12/01/15 19/01/15
WAKASHIO _ . . .

299 MARU No.83 JPN 18/12/14 The fishing logbook was printed but was not bound and the pages were not numbered with consecutive numbers. | 12/01/15 19/01/15
MYOIJIN MARU - . . .

299 No.3 JPN 28/12/14 The fishing logbook was printed but was not bound and the pages were not numbered with consecutive numbers. | 12/01/15 19/01/15

291 SINAW 16 OMN 04/12/14 The logbook of SINAW 16 shown to the observer was bound but unprinted 20/01/15 10/02/16

291 i’gN CARLOS No. PHL 16/12/14 The logbooks shown by SAN CARLOS NO.18 was printed but unbound. 20/01/15 21/01/15

291 MOOK THA 18/12/14 The logbook shown by MOOK ANDAMAN 028 were printed but unbound 20/01/15 03/02/16
ANDAMAN 028 = i i '
TAIYO MARU . . . .

294 No.8 JPN 24/12/14 The logbooks of TAIYO MARU NO.8 shown to the observer were printed but only bound with a plastic strip. 31/01/15 16/02/2016
TAIYO MARU The logbooks of TAIYO MARU NO.28 shown to the observer were printed but only bound with a plastic strip. The

294 No.28 IPN A logbooks of TAIYO MARU NO.28 were issued by the coastal state of Mozambique. HOES PG
TAIYO MARU The logbook of TAIYO MARU NO.58 shown to the observer was printed and attached to a clipboard. One page

294 No.58 JPN 25/12/14 shown was numbered but the other was not. The logbooks of TAIYO MARU NO.58 were issued by the coastal 31/01/15 16/02/2016

state of Mozambique.
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Vessel name

CHIN YI CHUN

Vessel
HET

Inspection
date

IOTC-2016-CoC13-08b [E]

Inspection comment

The logbooks of CHIN YI CHUN were printed and unbound, and the pages were not numbered consecutively. The

Date
report sent
to fleet

Date
feedback
from fleet

256 TWN L observer was informed by the LSTLV captain that the vessel was waiting for a new log book to arrive. SRS eI
JING MAN The logbooks of JING MAN NO.666 were printed and unbound, and the pages were not numbered
296 NO.666 TWN 01/01/15 consecutivelyThe observer was informed by the LSTLV captain that the vessel was waiting for a new log book to 03/02/15 10/03/15
arrive.
Shuenn  Perng . . .
298 202 Syc 31/12/14 The logbook was printed and unbound and lacked clear consecutive page numbering 10/02/15
298 RAY HOME TWN 30/12/15 The logbook was printed and unbound and lacked clear consecutive page numbering. 10/02/15 02/03/15
FUKUSEKI MAR
300 v USNO > v JPN 29/01/15 The logbook was printed but unbound. 24/03/15 16/02/2016
300 TIAN XIANG 328 | CHN 22/01/15 The logbook was not up to date, and lacked clear and consecutive page numbers. 24/03/15 31/03/15
300 XINSHIJINO.6 | CHN 23/01/15 The logbook was not up to date, and lacked clear and consecutive page numbers. 24/03/15 31/03/15
300 XIN SHI JI NO.67 | CHN 24/01/15 The logbook lacked clear and consecutive page numbers. 24/03/15 31/03/15
297 EAUK};JJﬁE%7 JPN 07/01/15 The fishing logbook was printed and the pages were retained in a folder. 30/03/15 16/02/2016
297 SNI-;O;;KU MARU JPN 09/01/15 The fishing logbooks were printed but not bound. The pages were retained in a folder. 30/03/15 16/02/2016
SINAW 16 The fishing logbook was unprinted and kept in a notebook. Due to the informal nature of the loghook, the
MN 18/01/1 1 10/02/1
297 0 LA observer could not determine the last date of entry with any reasonable level of certainty. SR Byfoie
297 WEI HSIN NO.16 | TWN 20/01/15 The LSTLV logbook was printed and unbound and the pages were not numbered with serial numbers. 30/03/15 20/07/15
297 \KIV(I)N8I;2R TWN 25/01/15 The LSTLV logbook was unprinted and bound in a notebook with no page numbers. 30/03/15 20/07/15
HWA KUN . . .
297 NO.168 TWN 08/02/15 The logbook was printed and bound, but the pages were not numbered with consecutive page numbers. 30/03/15 20/07/15
301 HUNG SHUN TWN 20/01/15 Logbook was printed but unbound. 27/04/15 14/01/16
HUN FEN
301 ,S\|OU8 G TWN 22/01/15 Logbook was printed but unbound and lacked clear consecutive page numbering. 27/04/15 14/01/16
301 YUAN TAI TWN 30/01/15 Logbook was printed but unbound. 27/04/15 14/01/16
301 :\CI)VQOSZI-MN TWN 31/01/15 Logbook was printed but unbound. 27/04/15 14/01/16
HWA KUN . .
301 NO.168 TWN 09/02/15 Logbook lacked clear, consecutive page numbering. 27/04/15 14/01/16
301 JIN JAAN TWN 12/02/15 Logbook was printed but unbound. 27/04/15 14/01/16
SHYANG NO.3
301 HOME SHEEN TWN 12/03/15 Logbook was printed but unbound. 27/04/15 14/01/16
NO.639 The fishing logbook was printed but not bound in a book. The pages presented for the observer’s inspection were
304 DONGWON KOR UHE S loose. The pages were not printed with sequential page numbers. RS PG
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Vessel name

Vessel
HET

Inspection
date
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Inspection comment

Date
report sent
to fleet

Date
feedback
from fleet

ORYONG The fishing logbook was printed but not permanently bound in a book. The pages were kept together with a
304 NO.355 KOR 07/03/15 binding plate. The inspected pages were not printed with a sequential page number. The last page was marked 04/05/15 16/02/16
at the top right hand corner with “2015-03” (in hand writing with a pen).
ORYONG The fishing logbook was printed but not bound in a book. The pages were not printed with a sequential page
304 NO.801 KOR L number. The last page was numbered as "page 5". T A
ORYONG The fishing logbook was printed but not bound in a permanent book. The pages were not printed with a
304 NO.353 KOR Tejizeyis sequential page number. The last page was numbered as "page 5". T A
304 SHOHO MARU PN 01/02/15 The logbook w.as printed F)ut not permanently.bound as a book. The pages were held together in a ring binder 04/05/15 16/02/16
No.1 and marked with sequential page numbers (printed).
KOTOKU MARU The logbook presented was printed, similar to the example provided but was not permanently bound in a book.
304 No.3 IPN Uie2)is The pages were retained in a ring binder and the pages were numbered (printed). LRI e
KOTOSHIRO The logbook presented was printed, similar to the example provided but was not permanently bound in a book.
304 MARU No.58 JPN 06/02/15 The loose pages were stored in a binder The pages were numbered with the last page numbered (printed) as 32- 04/05/15 16/02/16
WAKASHIO The fishing logbook was printed but not permanently bound in a book. The unbound pages were stored in a ring
304 MARU No.108 IPN 12N binder and the pages were not numbered. LRI e
WAKASHIO The fishing logbook was printed but the pages were not permanently bound. The loose pages were retained in a
PN 18/02/1 4 1 16/02/1
304 MARU No.68 ! A binder and were not numbered AU AL
CHIHO MARU The fishing logbook was printed, unbound and the pages were not formally numbered with sequential numbers.
304 No.18 JPN 19/02/15 The last page of the logbook was numbered (3—@) by hand with a pen. The loose pages were stored together in 04/05/15 16/02/16
a folder
WAKASHIO The fishing logbook was printed and not permanently bound in a book. The pages were not numbered with
304 MARU No.8 IPN A sequential numbers. The pages inspected by the observer were loose. LRI L
WAKASHIO The fishing logbook was printed but not permanently bound in a book. The unbound pages were retained in a
PN 24/02/1 4 1 16/02/1
304 MARU No.118 ! e ring binder and the pages were not numbered with sequential numbers. B Sl
WAKASHIO The fishing logbook was printed but not permanently bound in a book. The observer was presented with loose
304 MARU No.83 IPN 2 pages. The unbound pages were numbered with printed sequential numbers. POSED Lo R2ee
304 TAIYO MARU PN 26/02/15 The flshlng IogboF)k was printed and not permanently bpund ina b.ook. The observer was provided with loose 04/05/15 16/02/16
No.58 pages for inspection. The pages were not numbered with sequential numbers.
HINODE MARU The fishing logbook was printed but not permanently bound in a book. The inspected pages were retained in a
304 No.38 JPN 05/03/15 binder. The pages were not marked with printed sequential numbers. The pages were manually numbered 04/05/15 16/02/16
(handwriting in pen) - with the last page numbered 15-1.
TAIYO MARU The fishing logbook was printed (as a fax received) but not permanently bound in a book. The pages inspected
11 1 1 16/02/1
304 No.8 IPN ol were retained in a folder. The pages did not display a printed sequential page number. S e
MYOJIN MARU The fishing logbooks were printed but not permanently bound in a book. The pages inspected were retained in a
304 No.3 JPN 21/03/15 ring binder. The pages were not printed with a sequential page number. The last page was manually (handwriting | 04/05/15 16/02/16
with pen) numbered with "16-1".
WAKASHIO The fishing logbook was printed but not bound. The pages were retained together with a paper folder after the
311 MARU No.8 IPN 2RI pages were hole-punched. The pages were not numbered with a sequential page number. 2012 L
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WAKASHIO . . . .
311 MARU No.83 JPN 24/04/15 The fishing logbook was printed but not bound. The pages were retained together with a paper folder 25/05/15 16/02/16
WAKASHIO _ . . .
311 MARU No.68 JPN 25/04/15 The fishing logbook was printed but not bound. The pages were retained together in a folder. 25/05/15 16/02/16
CHIHO MARU . . . . . .
311 No.18 JPN 26/04/15 The fishing logbook was printed but not bound. The pages were retained together with a clip along to top margin 25/05/15 16/02/16
HINODE MARU The fishing logbook was printed but not bound. The inspected pages were loose. The pages did not display
311 No.38 IPN A printed sequential page numbers. The last page was marked in pen with "20-1". AAEED SHPYHG
314 TAI XIANG 10 CHN 22/04/15 Tai Xiang 10 had non State issued logbooks. 25/05/15 28/05/15
314 TAI XIANG 7 CHN 23/04/15 Tai Xiang 7 had non State issued logbooks. 25/05/15 28/05/15
TAIYO MARU . e
305 No.58 JPN 18/03/15 The vessel presented a logbook consisting of individual loose pages. 02/07/15 16/02/16
OCEAN GLORY In transhipment number 1, LSTLV OCEAN GLORY No.10 fishing logbook presented to observer was unprinted and
No.10 bound . Observer inquired LSTLV Master if there was any other fishing logbook present onboard, official
307 IND 23/03/15 Government of India Fishing Logbook printed and bounded, which the reply was negative. There was no other 02/07/15
kind of fishing logbook onboard LSTLV. Additionally, instead of an ATF, the observer was shown an authorisation
to tranship and vessel registration documents .
MOOK The fishing logbook was printed but was not bound and the pages were not numbered with sequential page
315 ANDAMAN 028 THA 11/05/15 numbers. 08/07/15 03/02/16
LU QING YUAN The LSTLV had a printed and bound logbook on board. However there were no entries logged on the book. A
HN 1 1 7/1 13/07/1
315 YU 106 ¢ Nzt separate printed and unbound logbook was completed instead. B 2o
315 KHA YANG 7 MYS 25/05/2015 The fishing logbook was printed, but not bound and the pages were not marked with sequential page numbers. 08/07/15 16/02/16
317 KHA YANG 7 MYS 25/05/15 The fishing logbook was printed, but not bound and the pages were not marked with sequential page numbers. 08/07/15 16/02/16
FUKUSEKI MAR
312 NL; LlJS v JPN 13/05/15 The fishing logbooks were printed, unbound and the pages were not marked with sequential page numbers. 10/08/15 16/02/16
312 LL;K;SSEKI MARU JPN 14/05/15 The fishing logbooks were printed but not bound 10/08/15 16/02/16
RYUSEI MARU - . . .
312 No.8 JPN 16/05/15 The fishing logbooks were printed, unbound and the pages were not marked with sequential page numbers. 10/08/15 16/02/16
SHOEI MARU The fishing logbook was printed and unbound with the pages retained in a ring binder. Some pages were marked
312 No.88 IPN S with page numbers, but not all of them. RS PG
FUKUTOKU . . . .
312 MARU No. 88 JPN 20/05/15 The fishing logbooks were printed and unbound. The pages were not numbered with sequential page numbers 10/08/15 16/02/16
E
318 m)A;SU I MARU JPN 04/06/15 The logbook was printed and unbound. 13/08/15 16/02/16
318 ;E)IFG%KU MARU JPN 05/06/15 The logbook was printed and unbound. 13/08/15 16/02/16
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318 Lﬂgg“N MARU JPN 06/06/15 The logbook was printed and unbound. 13/08/15 16/02/16
318 ’S\EOIHO Ll JPN 07/06/15 The logbook was printed and unbound. 13/08/15 16/02/16
318 E?;’OKU MARU JPN 08/06/15 The logbook was printed and unbound. 13/08/15 16/02/16
318 LL;KZUIRYU Al JPN 05/07/15 Logbook was printed and unbound and in a folder. 13/08/15 16/02/16
EIFUKU MAR
318 SNO 7‘“:3 u u JPN 06/07/15 Logbook printed but unbound and kept in a binder. 13/08/15 16/02/16
318 IS\EF;I:U MARU JPN 08/07/15 The logbook was printed and unbound. 13/08/15 16/02/16
YAHATA MAR
318 No.5 u JPN 09/07/15 The logbook was printed and unbound. 13/08/15 16/02/16
RYOYOSHI . .
318 MARUDI No. 8 JPN 11/07/15 Logbook was printed and unbound and in a folder. 13/08/15 16/02/16
318 SNI-;O;;JKU MARU JPN 12/07/15 Logbook printed and not bound. 13/08/15 16/02/16
KOYO MAR
318 Ng 10 u JPN 13/07/15 Logbook was printed and unbound 13/08/15 16/02/16
318 KUANG LI TWN 02/07/15 Logbook was printed and unbound 13/08/15 16/10/15
HINODE MARU Logbook was printed and unbound. The logbook may also have been a faxed copy rather than an original. The
323 No. 38 JPN 05/09/15 logbook of HINODE MARU NO.38 was not bound. When the observer informed the LSTLV Master that the logbook | 22/10/15 16/02/16
) format was not appropriate the Master explained that the logbook was provided by their company.
WAKASHIO The fishing logbooks scrutinised were not flag state logbooks and were marked “MOZAMBIQUE LOGBOOK FOR
327 MARU No.8 JPN 13/10/15 TUNA FISHERY. The fishing logbooks were printed and not bound. The pages were not marked with sequential 03/11/2015 16/02/16
page numbers.
WAKASHIO . . . .
327 MARU No.68 JPN 14/10/15 The fishing logbooks were printed and not bound. The pages were not marked with sequential page numbers. 03/11/15 16/02/16
SHOHO MARU The fishing logbooks were printed but not bound. The pages were retained in a ring binder and were not
PN 27 1 26/11/1 16/02/1
320 No.1 ! Rt numbered with sequential page numbers.the name “SHOHO MARU No.1” provided in the IOTC vessel list. Eee Sl
320 RYUSEI MARU PN 02/09/15 The fishing Io_gbooks were printed but not bound. The pages were retained in a ring binder and were not 26/11/15 16/02/16
No.8 numbered with sequential page numbers
320 IS\:-;OSESI MARU JPN 14/09/15 The fishing log was printed but not bound 26/11/15 16/02/16
£ - - - — '
332 KOEI MARU PN 26/10/15 The logbook was bound only with string, .and did not apPear to match the format of the official Japanese loghook 26/11/15 16/02/16
No.1 The pages were not clearly and consecutively marked with page numbers
332 LAOILO MARU JPN 26/10/15 The logbook was bound only by a plastic binder. The pages were not clearly and consecutively numbered 26/11/15 16/02/16
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KOEI MARU The logbook was bound in a ring binder. Although numbers were present in the top-right corner of the logbook
332 No.88 IPN A pages, by a field labelled ‘page’, the numbering system was not clear, nor obviously consecutive AAED SHPYHG
YONG QING FA The Captain of YONG QING FA produced an official Taiwanese logbook but this was only completed up to
328 TWN 20/10/15 08/10/015. The Captain did produce another separate logbook that was ring-bound and unprinted, this logbook 15/01/16 29/01/16
kept additional records of his catch from 09/10/2015 up to 19/10/2015.
SHOFUKU MARU . . . . .o
329 No.8 JPN 18/10/15 The LSTLVs logbook consisted of printed but unbound pages contained in a clip file cover. 19/01/16 16/02/16
329 SNI-(|)01FSUKU bl JPN 19/10/15 The LSTLVs logbook consisted of unbound printed pages contained in a clip file cover. 19/01/16 16/02/16
329 E/;\)T;:EI MARU JPN 23/10/15 The LSTLVs logbook consisted of loose, numbered pages contained in a clip file cover 19/01/16 16/02/16
329 KATSUEI MARU PN 24/10/15 The LSTLV's logbook consisted of unbound printed pages contained in a clip file cover. The pages were not 19/01/16 16/02/16
No.78 numbered.
RYUSEI MAR
329 NoUSS u JPN 29/10/15 The fishing logbook was printed but not bound. 19/01/16 16/02/16
HINODE MARU . . . . .
329 No.38 JPN 04/11/15 The LSTLVs logbook consisted of unbound printed pages contained in a clip file cover. 19/01/16 16/02/16
HOHO MAR
329 SNool 0 u JPN 11/12/15 The fishing logbook was printed but not bound. 19/01/16 16/02/16
DONG WON " .
329 NO.638 KOR 06/11/15 The format of the fishing log was not the same as the example of the Korean logbook supplied to the observer. 19/01/16 16/02/16
329 ORYONG KOR 07/11/15 The LSTLVs Iogbook consisted of unbound printed pages contained in a file cover. The pages were not numbered 19/01/16 16/02/16
NO.355 with sequential page numbers.
NO.805 The LSTLV's logbook provided for the observer's inspection consisted of printed unbound, un-numbered pages
329 ORYONG KOR 08/11/15 contained in a file cover. The format of the fishing log was not the same as the example of the Korean logbook 19/01/16 16/02/16
supplied to the observer.
ORYONG The pages were not numbered with sequential page numbers. The format of the fishing log was not the same as
329 NO.373 KOR )RS the example of the Korean logbook supplied to the observer. BN Lo R2ee
334 Ashuneyu SYC 17/12/15 Vessel details were not completed at the top of each logbook page 20/01/16
MOOK
334 ANDAMAN 018 THA 27/12/15 No logbooks were shown to the observer. 20/01/16 03/02/16
334 :i)lAzl\llg A TWN 20/12/15 Logbook was bound only by staples 20/01/16 30/01/16
334 Venus TZA 23/12/15 No dates or vessel details entered into fishing logbook since the start of the trip 20/01/16
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HO FU MEI NO.6 A different IOTC number was indicated on the transhipment declaration of the transhipment with HO FU MEI
291 TWN e e NO.6 than that recorded in the IOTC database Rl L
291 SNI-(|)II\:39$HUEN FAR TWN 17/12/14 Partially obscured name on bow of SHIN SHUEN FAR NO.69 20/01/15 11/02/15
291 ’S\II-(|)A;\IG i TWN 19/12/14 Partially worn away name on bow of SHANG FENG NO.3 20/01/15 11/02/15
291 SINAW 16 OMN 04/12/14 Call sign not clearly visible on the side of the vessel. 20/01/15 10/02/16
291 i’gN CARLOS No. PHL 16/12/14 Name on the bow not clearly visible. 20/01/15 21/01/15
MOOK No indication of the national registration number of MOOK ANDAMAN 028 was seen on the vessel markings,
291 ANDAMAN 028 THA L ATFor logbook. AL Ui
TAIYO MARU , . -~
294 No.8 JPN 24/12/14 TAIYO MARU NO.8’s bow markings were worn and difficult to read. 31/01/15 16/02/2016
296 EI:JI':?SCHUN FA TWN 21/12/2014 Name on bow of vessel was obscured. 03/02/15 10/03/15
CHANG YING . T
296 NO.868 TWN 31/12/2014 The names on the bows of CHANG YING NO.868 were worn or obscured by fouling, and difficult to read. 03/02/15 10/03/15
296 LIEN SHENGFA | TWN 01/01/2015 The names on the bows of LIEN SHENG FA were worn or obscured by fouling, and difficult to read. 03/02/15 10/03/15
296 Jl\ll'(\;GGGG Xt TWN 01/01/15 The names on the bows of JING MAN NO.666 were worn or obscured by fouling, and difficult to read. 03/02/15 10/03/15
Shuenn  Perng ATF and vessel markings on bow indicated name to be SHUENN PERNG NO.202 whilst the IOTC database lists this
298 202 SYe 31/12/14 vessel as SHUENN PERNG 202 10/02/15
298 RAY HOME TWN 30/12/15 Part of the name on the bow was worn away. 10/02/15 02/03/15
300 XIN SHI JI NO.67 | CHN 24/01/15 \'\llz(e)ssse;)markmg on stern indicated name to be XIN SHI JI whilst the IOTC database lists this vessel as XIN SHI JI 24/03/15 31/03/15
297 SHOFUKU MARU PN 24/02/15 Thg v.essel did not display the IRCS displayed on either side of the vessel. The LSTLV captain said they were busy 30/03/15 16/02/2016
No. 78 painting the vessel.
301 ’S\I%USN FENG TWN 22/01/15 NRN and name on bow hard to read. 27/04/15 14/01/16
301 SHUEN DE TWN 05/03/15 The name hard to read on bow. 27/04/15 14/01/16
CHING NO.18
301 \KIVC?EI(;;DAR TWN 05/03/15 name on bow hard to read. 27/04/15 14/01/16
301 CHING CHENG TWN 06/03/15 name hard to read on bow 27/04/15 14/01/16
FU NO.666
AN WEN FA . . . .
303 NO.26 TWN 07/02/15 The bow markings of the LSTLV was not clearly visible due to fouling on the hull. 04/05/15 23/06/15
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303 SHUN FENG TWN 08/02/15 The markings on the bow was not clearly visible due to fouling on the hull and the letter "N" of the name "SHUN 04/05/15 23/06/15
NO.8 was worn away.
303 KUO CHYAU TWN 08/02/15 The LSTLV name on the bow of the vessel was not clearly applied and the last letter was not clearly visible. 04/05/15 23/06/15
303 EgAzl\i WANG TWN 12/03/15 The name "GUAN 21 WANG" was displayed on the stern of the LSTLV. 04/05/15 23/06/15
CHENG QING .. .
303 FENG NO.8 TWN 12/03/15 The NRN on the bow was not clearly visible and partially worn away. 04/05/15 23/06/15
303 SHUN FENG TWN 14/03/15 Thelbow markings were only visible at very close range. The markings were partially rubbed off and obscured by 04/05/15 23/06/15
NO.8 fouling.
RUEY CHIEN The bow markings of the RUEY CHIEN TSAI No.112 was partially obscured by fouling and was also worn. The NRN
303 TSAI NO.112 TWN e could not be seen as a result. B e
RLEY CHIEN TSAI This LSTLV displayed the name "RLEY CHIEN TSAI NO.116" on the stern of the vessel and the name "RUEY CHIEN
303 NO.116 TWN L TSAI NO.116" on the bow. LRI eI
SHOHO MARU The vessel name on stern and the bow of the LSTLV did not correspond with the name provided in the IOTC vessel
PN 1/02/1 4 1 16/02/1
304 No.1 ! U fopiils list. The letters "No" was left out and the letter "I" was displayed instead of the number"1". B Geie
310 E:IUANCII\-llg\IZG TWN 22/04/15 The name on the bow was partially obscured by fouling and not clearly visible. 02/07/15 20/07/15
310 YU FU TWN 26/04/15 The vessel name was worn away on the bow and not clearly visible. 02/07/15 20/07/15
310 E:L:I/E\)ngSING TWN 29/04/15 The vessel name on the bow was partially worn and the characters "H" in the "HSIANG" was not legible 02/07/15 20/07/15
FUKUSEKI MAR
305 NL(J) ;Jls v JPN 18/03/15 The vessel failed to display a painted callsign on the side of the vessel 02/07/15 16/02/16
OCEAN GLORY In transhipment number 1, LSTLV OCEAN GLORY No.10 had a different IRCS number displayed as LSTLV external
307 No.10 IND 23/03/15 markings, IRCS 8XBC, different from the one recorded in the observer IOTC database, IRCS 8VBF 02/07/15
Shuenn Perng The LSTLV displayed the name "SHUEN PERNG NO.202". This name was not consistent with the name "Shuenn
315 202 SYC 17/05/15 Perng 202" provided by the IOTC vessel list. 08/07/15
315 Fortune 58 sve 23/05/15 Th‘ela LSTLY wa§ marked with the hame "FORTUNE NO. 58". This name was not consistent with the name "Fortune 08/07/15
58" provided in the IOTC vessel list.
315 Fortune 78 sve 24/05/15 The I._STLV. displayed the vess.el name "FORTUNE NO78". This name was not the same as the name "Fortune 78 08/07/15
provided in the IOTC vessel list.
LU QING YUAN The LSTLV did not display the International Radio call Sign (IRCS). Neither the LSTLV’s ATF, nor the IOTC vessel list
1 1 1 1 1
315 YU 105 CHN ELe provided the IRCS. The vessel operating company provided the IRCS as “BCJD5. SO 2
LU QING YUAN . .
315 YU 102 CHN 21/05/15 The LSTLV's IRCS were not displayed on the vessel. 08/07/15 13/07/15
315 \L(LLJJ ?(I;\;G YUAN CHN 27/05/15 The LSTLV's IRCS were not displayed on the vessel. 08/07/15 13/07/15
L
315 YlLJJ ?(l;\iG YUAN CHN 29/05/15 The LSTLV's IRCS were not displayed on the vessel. 08/07/15 13/07/15
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315 ttj T(I)'\GIG YUAN CHN 31/05/15 The LSTLV's IRCS were not displayed. 08/07/15 13/07/15
TUNA BEST The IRCS displayed on the IOTC list and on the LSTLV was 5IM473 (the letter "I" after the "5"). However the ATF
315 TZA A displayed 51M473 (the number "1" after the "5" of the LSTLV's IRCS. SRS AU
CHARNG LUEN ) " )
315 NO.22 TWN 15/05/15 The LSTLV name was displayed as “22 CHARNG LUEN” on the stern of the vessel. 08/07/15 24/07/15
KHA YANG 5 The National Registration Number (NRN) displayed by the LSTLV (PPF 979) was not consistent with the NRN
315 e 20 provided in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 979/333445). LB L
315 KHA YANG 9 MYS 24/05/2015 The NRN displayed by the LSTLV (PPF 981) was not consistent with the NRN provided in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 08/07/15 16/02/16
981/333447)
KHA YANG 7 The NRN displayed by the LSTLV (PPF 980) was not the same as the NRN provided with the IOTC vessel list (PPF
315 MYS PEIE TS 980/333446). These markings were very worn and practically unreadable R e
KHA YANG 1 The bow markings of the LSTV was worn and the NRN markings were practically unreadable unless at very close
315 MYS 26/05/2015 range. The LSTLV displayed the NRN “PPF 997”. This NRN was not consistent with the NRN provided with the IOTC | 08/07/15 16/02/16
vessel list (PPF 977/333443)
KHA YANG 3 The LSTLV displayed the markings “PPF 998” on the bow. These markings were not consistent with the NRN
315 MYS SN AT provided in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 978/333444). R e
CHENG QING . :
317 FENG NO.8 TWN 29/05/15 The NRN on the bow was partially worn away and only legible at very close range. 08/07/15 27/07/15
CHUAN FA The vessel name and NRN on the bow of the vessel was partly invisible due to the fouling on the hull. The
317 SHIAN NO.88 TWN eI markings could only be read at close range. TS LS
KHA YANG 5 The National Registration Number (NRN) displayed by the LSTLV (PPF 979) was not consistent with the NRN
317 MYS A provided in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 979/333445). RE L
317 KHA YANG 9 MYS 24/05/15 The NRN displayed by the LSTLV (PPF 981) was not consistent with the NRN provided in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 08/07/15 16/02/16
981/333447).
KHA YANG 7 The NRN displayed by the LSTLV (PPF 980) was not the same as the NRN provided with the IOTC vessel list (PPF
317 MYS RS 980/333446). These markings were very worn and practically unreadable. TS Lo R2ee
KHA YANG 1 The bow markings of the LSTV was worn and the NRN markings were practically unreadable unless at very close
317 MYS 26/05/15 range. The LSTLV displayed the NRN “PPF 997”. This NRN was not consistent with the NRN provided with the IOTC | 08/07/15 16/02/16
vessel list (PPF 977/333443).
KHA YANG 3 The LSTLV displayed the markings “PPF 998” on the bow. These markings were not consistent with the NRN
317 MYS 2N provided in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 978/333444). LR IR
312 CHAAN YING TWN 09/06/15 The markings on the bow was partially worn away and was not visible unless at very close range 10/08/15 02/09/15
312 DE HAINO.12 TWN 10/06/15 The vessel name markings on the bow was partially worn and not clearly legible. 10/08/15 02/09/15
KHA YANG 5 The National Register Number (NRN) "PPF 979" was displayed by the LSTLV. This NRN did not concur with the NRN
319 e A "PPF 979/333445" provided in the IOTC list of vessels 10/08/15 16/0z/35
n 1" H L L ) H H s, n 1 n
319 KHA YANG 9 MYS 27/06/15 The NRN .PPF 98 w?s displayed by the LSTLV. This NRN did not concur with the NRN "PPF 981/333447 10/08/15 16/02/16
provided in the IOTC list of vessels
319 KHA YANG 7 MYS 28/06/15 The NRN markings on the bow facing the CV was not legible as the markings were worn away 10/08/15 16/02/16
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319 KHA YANG 1 MYS 28/06/15 The observer could verify the name of the vessel but not the NRN which was worn away 10/08/15 16/02/16
319 KHA YANG 3 MYS 30/06/15 The NRN .PPF 978 w§s displayed by the LSTLV. This NRN did not concur with the NRN "PPF 978/333444 10/08/15 16/02/16
provided in the IOTC list of vessels
CHUAN FA . . . -
319 SHIAN NO.88 TWN 01/07/15 The vessel details on the bow was covered with fouling and the LSTLV NRN was not visible 10/08/15 16/10/15
SHIN LIAN FA X . . o
319 NO.36 TWN 04/07/15 Vessel details on the bow were covered in fouling and LSTLV NRN was almost illegible 10/08/15 16/10/15
SHANG FENG . . ope
318 NO.3 TWN 03/07/15 The name on the bow and the callsign markings on SHANG FENG NO.3 were worn and difficult to read. 13/08/15 16/10/15
FENG KUO . e .
316 NO.368 TWN 21/06/15 The name on the bow of FENG KUO NO.368 was partially obscured and difficult to read at a distance 14/08/15 18/11/15
KHA YANG 5 The LSTLV displayed the number "PPF979" on the bow of the vessel. This number did not concur with the number
321 MYS AT provided as the National Register Number (NRN) in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 979/333445). e e
KHA YANG 7 The LSTLV displayed the number "PPF980" on the bow of the vessel. This number did not concur with the number
MY 28/07/1 1 16/02/1
321 > e provided as the NRN in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 980/333446) SIS AL
321 KHA YANG 1 MYS 29/07/15 The bow markings of the NRN was not legible due to fouling on the hull and the markings were rubbed away 03/09/15 16/02/16
KHA YANG 9 The LSTLV displayed the number "PPF 981" on the bow of the vessel. This number did not concur with the number
321 MYS TS provided as the NRN in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 981/333447). e e
KHA YANG 3 The LSTLV displayed the number "PPF 978" on the bow of the vessel. This number did not concur with the number
321 MYS OEyEE)is provided as the NRN in the IOTC vessel list (PPF 978/333444). e e
JIN GWO DEE The LSTLV displayed the name "JINGWO DEEIHAW" on the bow of the vessel. The IOTC vessel list provided the
321 THAW TWN 05/08/15 name "JIN GWO DEE 1HAW" 03/09/15 17/12/15
AN WONE FA The name "AN WONEFA NO.3" displayed on the bow did not contain the same spaces between characters as the
321 NO.3 TWN s name "AN WONE FA NO.3" provided in the IOTC list. The NRN on the bow was partially worn away. D MU
AN WEN FA The LSTLV displayed the name "AN W ENFA NO.2" on the bow of the vessel. The spacing of the characters in the
321 NO.2 TWN 07/08/15 name displayed was different to the spacing on the characters of the name "AN WEN FA NO.2" provided in the 03/09/15 17/12/15
IOTC vessel list. The name "AN W ENFANO 02." was displayed on the stern of the vessel.
324 E;\ESG QING TWN 26/08/15 The LSTLV name markings on the bow was worn away and barely legible at close range. 07/09/15 21/12/15
KHA YANG 3 The vessel name was partially worn away. The National Registration Number (NRN [PPF978]) displayed on the
324 MYS 25/08/15 bow was not consistent with the NRN "PPF978/333444" provided in the IOTC vessel list. The ATF document on 07/09/15 16/02/16
board provided the "Vessel Licence No." as "PPF 978" and the "Vessel Official no." as "333444"
KHA YANG 5 The NRN PPF979 was displayed on the bow of the LSTLV and partially worn away. The displayed NRN was not
324 MYS 26/08/15 consistent with the NRN "PPF979/333445" provided in the IOTC vessel list. The ATF document on board provided 07/09/15 16/02/16
the "Vessel Licence No." as "PPF 979" and the "Vessel Official no." as "333445".
KHA YANG 7 The NRN and name of the LSTLV on the bow was worn and not legible. This NRN was not consistent with the NRN
324 MYS 26/08/15 "PPF 980/333446" provided in the IOTC vessel list. The ATF document on board provided the "Vessel Licence No." | 07/09/15 16/02/16
as "PPF 980" and the "Vessel Official no." as "333446".
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KHA YANG 9 The NRN PPF981 was displayed on the bow of the LSTLV. This was not consistent with the NRN "PPF 981/333447"
324 MYS 26/08/15 provided in the IOTC vessel list. The ATF document on board provided the "Vessel Licence No." as "PPF 981" and 07/09/15 16/02/16
the "Vessel Official no." as "333447
324 KHA YANG 1 MYS 27/08/15 The LSTLV name- and NRN markings on the bow was covered in fouling and not legible 07/09/15 16/02/16
FV San Carlos The LSTLV displayed the name "SAN CARLOS NO.3". This name did not concur with the name "FV San Carlos No. 3"
322 No. 3 SYC 31/08/15 provided in the IOTC vessel list provided. 02/10/15
LU QING YUAN . . . . .
326 YU 161 CHN 01/09/15 The LSTLV did not display the International Radio Call Sign (IRCS). 23/10/2015 05/11/15
XIN SHI JI 82 The LSTLV displayed the name XIN SHI JI NO.82. The same name was reflected on the LSTLV's Authorization to Fish
326 CHN 07/09/15 (ATF). However, the IOTC vessel list provided the name “XIN SHI JI 82”. The vessel name displayed on the bow 23/10/2015 05/11/15
was not clearly visible due to fouling on the hull.
XIN SHI JI 81 The LSTLV displayed the name XIN SHI JI NO.81. The name provided in the IOTC vessel list as well as the LSTLV's
326 CHN 19/09/15 ATF was "XIN SHI JI 81". The English name displayed on the bow of the vessel was partially hidden by the fouling 23/10/2015 05/11/15
on the hull and not clearly legible
326 XIN SHI JI 85 CHN 20/09/15 The LSTLY displayed trle name XIN SHI JI NO.85. The name provided in the IOTC vessel list as well as the LSTLV's 23/10/2015 05/11/15
ATF was "XIN SHI JI 85".
326 XIN SHI JI 37 CHN 21/09/15 Thfﬁ LSTLV dlsplal}/ed the name "XIN SHI JI NO.37" The IOTC vessel list as well as the LSTLV's ATF provided the name 23/10/2015 05/11/15
as "XIN SHI JI 37".
XIN SHIJI 83 The LSTLV displayed the name "XIN SHI JI NO.83" on the bow and the stern of the vessel. The displayed name was
HN 2 1 23/10/201 11/1
326 ¢ SOl not consistent with the name "XIN SHI JI 83" provided in the I0TC list of vessels. <A Uil Al
XIN SHI JI 86 The name "XIN SHI JI NO. 86" was displayed on the bow and the stern of the LSTLV. The displayed name was not
326 CHN 24/09/15 consistent with the name "XIN SHI JI 86" provided in the IOTC vessel list. The ATF listed the LSTLV name as "XIN 23/10/2015 05/11/15
SHI JI NO.86".
313 DE HAI NO.12 TWN 22/05/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
HIN LIAN FA
313 IS\IO 168 TWN 24/05/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
HANG YIN
313 EO 862 G TWN 26/05/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 HSIN MING TWN 27/05/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read 03/11/15 04/01/16
SHENG NO.28 partially :
313 FWU FA NO.6 TWN 29/05/2015 Bow markings incorrect. Callsign unclear. 03/11/15 04/01/16
TENN MING . -
313 YANG NO.889 TWN 29/05/2015 Name on bow partially obscured and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 LIEN SHENG FA TWN 02/06/2015 Name on bow partially obscured and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 EILCJ)EIZI ik TWN 03/06/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 EILCJ)EIOl SHYANG TWN 03/06/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
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Vessel name . Date Date
Vessel | Inspection .
flag date Inspection comment report sent  feedback
to fleet from fleet
313 DE HAI NO.12 TWN 25/06/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 DE HAI NO.12 TWN 02/07/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
TENN MING . e
313 VANG NB'389 TWN 05/07/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 ZL(J)EIZI Sl - TWN 06/07/2015 Callsign, and name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 TENN MING TWN 09/07/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read 03/11/15 04/01/16
YANG NO.101 partiaty :
313 ZL(J)E;( | SHYANG TWN 12/07/2015 Name on bow partially obscured and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 LIEN SHENG FA TWN 15/07/2015 Name on bow partially obscured and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 FWU FA NO.6 TWN 16/07/2015 Bow markings incorrect. 03/11/15 04/01/16
HSIN MING . AT
313 SHENG NO.28 TWN 17/07/2015 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
SHIN LIAN FA . e
313 NO.36 TWN 05/08/2015 Name on bow partially obscured and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
CHENG QING
313 FENG TWN 05/08/2015 The name of the LSTLV marked was not clear (bow and stern). 03/11/15 04/01/16
313 LIEN SHENG FA TWN 06/08/2015 Name on bow partially obscured and difficult to read. 03/11/15 04/01/16
HIN LIAN FA
313 f\lo 168 TWN 16/08/2015 The name of the LSTLV marked at the bow not clear. 03/11/15 04/01/16
SHOHO MARU The name “SHOHO MARU_1" was displayed on the bow of the LSTLV and the name “SHOHO MARU.1” was
320 No.1 JPN 27/08/15 displayed on the stern. The displayed vessel names were therefore not consistent with the name “SHOHO MARU 26/11/15 16/02/16
No.1” provided in the IOTC vessel list.
JIN JAAN The LSTLV’s International Radio Call Sign (IRCS) on the starboard side was very faded and only visible at close
320 SHYANG NO.3 TWN 12/09/15 T 26/11/15 14/01/16
320 SHIH SHUEN FAR TWN 23/10/15 The listed name did not concur with the name “SHIN SHUEN FAR NO 889” displayed on the LSPLV bow, stern and 26/11/15 14/01/16
NO 889 ATF
DAR LONG . . . .
328 CHANG NO.2 TWN 22/10/15 The midship callsign marking of the DAR LONG CHANG NO.2 was partially worn away. 15/01/16 29/01/16
SHUU CHANG . . . .
328 NO.6 TWN 27/10/15 The midship callsign marking of the SHUU CHANG NO.6 was partially obscured 15/01/16 29/01/16
328 SHUANG LIAN TWN 13/11/15 The midship callsign marking on the side of the SHUANG LIAN was partially obscured. 15/01/16 29/01/16
SHOHO MARU The LSTLV displayed the LSTLV name "SHOHO MARU.1" on the bow and the stern. The IOTC vessel list provided
329 No.1 IPN 12 the name "SHOHO MARU No.1". IS IR
DONG WON The LSTLV displayed the name "No638 DONG WON" on the bow of the LSTLV. The weld marks on the bow was in
329 NO.638 KOR 06/11/15 the format as the name provided by the IOTC vessel list (DONG WON N2 638. The name marking on the bow was 19/01/16 16/02/16
not consistent to the name “DONG WON No638” displayed on the stern of the ship.
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Vessel name . DEI] Date
Vessel | Inspection .
flag date Inspection comment report sent feedback
to fleet from fleet
334 TAI XIANG 8 CHN 09/12/15 Name on bow was obscured by algal growth and difficult to read 20/01/16 26/01/16
334 TAI XIANG 1 CHN 09/12/15 Name on bow and the callsign were obscured and difficult to read 20/01/16 26/01/16
334 TAI XIANG 5 CHN 10/12/15 Callsign was obscured by rust and difficult to read 20/01/16 26/01/16
334 TAI XIANG 7 CHN 10/12/15 Name on bow was obscured by algal growth and difficult to read 20/01/16 26/01/16
334 TAI XIANG 9 CHN 11/12/15 Name on bow was obscured by algal growth and difficult to read 20/01/16 26/01/16
334 TAI XIANG 10 CHN 12/12/15 Name on bow was obscured by algal growth and difficult to read 20/01/16 26/01/16
334 une 8 sve 13/12/15 :::O:r;ztlgsgiggigisgv; ia;nl(:):crfz:erz;l'grlgsdlcated the name to be FORTUNE NO.58, whereas the vessel name is 20/01/16
334 ZAI\?DoAli\/IAN 018 THA 27/12/15 The vessel name on the bow was partially obscured by rust and difficult to read 20/01/16 03/02/16
334 :ggoh;Ao TWN 19/12/15 :cr::Sr:::l:qisrlz:gt:?nzi\gt!\;lccha:enc;::tr;a;)zt:\;: :AVXQ_MAO NO.203, in agreement with IOTC records. However, 20/01/16 30/01/16
325 'S\I%U: CHANG TWN 20/10/15 The LSTLV’s bow name and callsign both appeared correct but were partially obscured by rust and other damage. | 23/01/16 28/01/16
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Table A5 Possible infractions related to intention of transhipment outside the ROP and/or obstruct, intimidate, interfere with the work of observer

Deploy.

number

301

Vessel name

CHIA CHIN
CHUN NO.26

Vessel

HET

TWN

Inspection

date

09/01/15

Inspection comment

In addition, once transhipment 14 was concluded the observer was asked by the Captain of the CHEN YU NO.7 if it
was possible to modify the start time of the transhipment from 06:00 to 12:00 on the transhipment declaration;
the observer replied in the negative

Date
report sent
to fleet

27/04/15

DE{]
feedback
from fleet

14/01/16

301

HWA HUNG
NO.202

TWN

20/01/15

The pre-transhipment form indicating species and quantities to be transhipped provided by the LSTLV did not
initially indicate an intention to tranship any tuna species apart from albacore. However, during transhipment the
observer saw tuna (which he identified as yellowfin tuna) being transhipped and started to video them. The
Captain of the CHEN YU NO.7 told the observer not to take pictures, and asked how many pieces the observer had
seen. No more tuna were transhipped and the number observed was included on the transhipment declaration.

27/04/15

14/01/16

301

CHEN YU NO.7

TWN

18/01/15

Three days before the non ROP transhipment with F/V Hung Chi Fu 68 the observer was asked by the Captain of
CHEN YU NO.7 to make an illegal transhipment with this vessel; they wanted to transfer 15 tonnes of fish (species
not known to the observer) during the fuel loading, and asked the observer if they could proceed without the
observer monitoring the transhipment or inspecting the LSTLV. The observer refused to do this, so the
transhipment proceeded as non ROP only — no tuna or tuna-like products were transhipped.

27/04/15

14/01/16

301

Hung Chi Fu 68

THA

18/01/15

Three days before the non ROP transhipment with F/V Hung Chi Fu 68 the observer was asked by the Captain of
CHEN YU NO.7 to make an illegal transhipment with this vessel; they wanted to transfer 15 tonnes of fish (species
not known to the observer) during the fuel loading, and asked the observer if they could proceed without the
observer monitoring the transhipment or inspecting the LSTLV. The observer refused to do this, so the
transhipment proceeded as non ROP only — no tuna or tuna-like products were transhipped.

27/04/15

14/05/15

Page 22 of 60




IOTC-2016-CoC13-08b [E]

Appendix 11
Responses received from CPCs before the deadline of 16/02/2016
LSTLVs — SAN CARLOS No. 18 (Deploy 291) Participating Fleet
Email received 06/03/2014 from Benjamin F.S. Tabios Jr., Assistant Director PHILIPPINES

Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources.

Possible ® Name on the bow not clearly visible,
infraction: ® Fishing licence provided to the observer was for Marine Areas under the juridiction of Seychelles,
® The logbooks shown by SAN CARLOS NO.18 was printed but unbound.
Respond to possible infractions observed under the ROP Deployment No. 291-14, IOTC ref. 14788 for F/V San Carlos
No. 18 on December 16, 2014

We will inform the owner to correct the marking. In regards to logbook o
of San Carlos No. 18 as we have explained before that all our fishing

vessels utilize printed formats based on the BFAR approved formats B oS b ¢
which are based on IOTC templates. These are filed up utilizing data ‘e

coming from the same forms which when originally are filled up are not INTERNMATIONAL FISHING PERMIT ‘
clean. Thereafter, when the data has been clarified, verified and e s ot ‘
confirmed, these data are transferred to the clean sheets of LT ==
the same format. After having completed 1 page, these are faxed on a T e T e

weekly basis so that the Philippine flagged fishing vessel operator will
receive the same and can have updated data which are then submitted
BFAR for updating. After these forms are faxed, they are inserted and “
bounded onto the logbook. As was explained, they cannot fax a sheet if | =~
the same is already

bounded. We utilize this system to ensure that the fishing vessel and ) i e
our office have the same copies and BFAR is updated. BFAR is using S
this faxed weekly catch report in issuing Statistical Document and 3
authority to transshipment.

Attached is the copy of the Authority to Fish (International Fishing ‘
Permit) of San Carlos No. 18, issued by this office valid until January
13, 2015

Please acknowledge upon receipt. Thank you

Best regard

LSTLVs — HO FU MEI NO.6, SHIN SHUEN FAR NO.69, SHANG FENG NO.3 Participating Fleet
(Deploy 291) TAIWAN, CHINA
Letter received 11/02/2015 from Fisheries Agency

Possible o A different IOTC number was indicated on the transhipment declaration of the transhipment with HO FU MEI NO.6 than

infraction: that recorded in the IOTC database,

® Partially obscured name on bow of SHIN SHUEN FAR NO.69,
® Partially worn away name on bow of SHANG FENG NO.3.

Incidentis related to marking

NO. Vessel Name ~ Dato Inspection Ce 1 Investigation
. Thraugh our investigation, we found that vessels”
23 SHIN SHUEN FAR NOLGE 21401207 Mame on the bow not cleariy visiba. markings or identifications would very likehy wear out

due bo the erosion made by brine and sea wind. We
hanee already infarmed Tha vessel ovwners of such
incidents and heve requested to repaint the marking
cnce the operaticn of repainting is possible.

281 SHANG FENG NO.3 2014248 Name on the bow not clearky visible.

Thirteenth Session of the Compliance Committee, La Fz-e:hnion, France (UE) 16-18 May 2016 10TC-2016-CoC13-08b [E]
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Incident related to other cases

NO. vessal Name Date Inspection Comment Invesligation

Through our imvestigation, the numbsor S000-70320
printed on the ranshipmment declaration was proviced
by the carrier vessel based on the dafabase of IOTC.
According to the email dated August 3, 2008, which
was sant from Mr. Gerard Dominigue, the 1OTC
Compliance Coordinator, the nine-d’git number has
been assignad o Tawanese vessels by tha
Secretariat on the basis of the registry numbers
1OTC number in databkase was 5234, in authorized by the Fisheries Agency of Taiwan. Aller

T it was BO00-70320. scrutinizing the white st we provided to KOTC on tha
A differert IOTC numbear was indicated on (website of GFDC, it is cerlain that the registry
2 HO FU MEd HOLE 2manazre the trarshipment declaration of the number of FA HO FU ME| NOLG is CT7-D320, which
transhipment with HO FU ME| NOG than  |should be $000-70320 afler 10TC convertad the
that recorded in the IOTC database. nurrber Lo your numbering systenm,
Wiith regard to the number 5234, il was not
autherized by this Agency and we are wondering how
this number really emerged, Therefore, it is hard for
us o explain how this siualion hkappened on the
declaration concamed. I would be greatly
appreciated if IOTC could offer mare relevant
information about the number 5234 reported by the
abservar.
LSTLVs — RAY HOME (Deploy 298) Participating Fleet
Letter received 02/03/15 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible ® The logbook was printed and unbound and lacked clear consecutive page numbering.,
infraction: ® Part of the name on the bow was worn away.
The Results of Investigation from Taiwan Regarding the IOTC ROP

Report (298)
1. Comment related to vessel marking {please refer to Table for vessel marking)

For F/'V RAY HOME

According to the report, part of the name on the bow was worn away.

Through our investigation, we found that vessels’ markings or identifications
would very likely wear out due to the erosion made by brine and sea wind. We
have already informed the vessel owner of such incident end have requested to
repaint the marking once the operation of repainting is possible.

2, Comment related to fishing logbook (please refer to Table for the fishing
logbook)

According to our domestic regulations, fishing vesscls are obligated to submit
their periodical logbook data regularly to Fisherics Agency of Taiwan during their
operations and the compiled loghooks after every single fishing trip.

For F/V RAY HOME

This fishing vessel was reported by the observer that the logbook was printed and
unbound and lacked clear consecutive page numbering,

We have explained the reason of such incident before. In order to rectify such a
defect, this Agency has released bounded logbook to our fishing vessels since the
early of last year. Given that a period of time for the change is needed, we hope
observers can consider the current situation and suspend reporting such cases.
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LSTLVs — Multiple LSTLVs (Deploy 296)

Letter received 10/03/15 from Fisheries Agency

Participating Fleet

TAIWAN, CHINA

Possible ®See table below
Incidents related to marking
NO. [Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
Name on bow of vessel was
obscurad,
The names on the bows of CHING
Z 21
2% CHING CHUN FANO.188 12014/12/ CHUN FA NG.1E_E was worn or Through our investigation, we found
obscured by fouling, and difficult 0 4t yassels' markings or
- read. lidentifications would very likely wear
IJT;GN?‘JWOE%?"E bows of CHANG |5t dug to the erosion made by
: 208 was worm of brine and sea wind. We have
266 |CHANG YING NO 868 20141231 | sbscured by fouling, and difficult to | 5jraady infarmed the vessel owners
read. - of such incidents and have
The name on the bows of LIEN requested to repaint the marking
296 LIEM SHENG FA 201511 EHENG FA was wom or obscured | ooeo e operation of repainting Is
by fouling. and difficuit to read. .
....... possible.
The name on the bows of JING
295 JING MAN NO.666 201511 MAN NO.SE6 was worn or abscured |
by fouling, and difficult to read. |
Incident related to VM3
NO. |Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
After checking our VM3 record, we
confirmed that this fishing vessal
has normelly reported ifs locations
285 JING MAN MO EB6 “|20156/1/1 WAAS light did not appear fo be on,  |during navigation on the fishing trig.,
In other words, this vessel did not
violate our domestic regulations
concerning VMS.
Incidents related to fishing logbook
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment | Investigation
We have explained the reason of
The logbook was printed and such incidents befora. In order to
285 CHIN Y1 CHUN 2015M1M unbound. The Captain explained he |rectify such a defect, this Agency
wag walting for a new logbook. has released bounded logbook to
our fishing vessels since tha early of
last year. Given that a period of time
The logbook was printed and for the change is needed, we hope
286 JING MAN NO.68E 2018MM unbound, The Captain explained he [observers can consider the current
was waitlng for a new logbook. situation ard suspend reporting
such casas.
Incident related to ATF
NQ. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation o
According to our record, the fighing
license of CHING CHUN FA
ATF shown to observer during N0, 168 is valid during the
inspection was out-of-date. An in-  |transhipment. Qur Agency has
e CHING CHUN FANO.168 |2014/12/21 date ATF was faxed to the CV on  |requested the vessal owner to
2211272014, inform the vessel captain to bring
and show the valid cocument in the
future.
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LSTLVs — TIAN XIANG 328, TIAN XIANG 328, XIN SHI JI NO.6, XIN SHI JI NO.67 Participating Fleet
(Deploy 300) CHINA

Letter received 31/03/2015 from Ministry of Agriculture,
People's Republic of China

Possible ®The power of the VMS antenna appeared to be off. In response to this the LSTLV presented the document
infraction: "Authorization for CLS to allow Seychelles Fishing Authorities to access positions data and other information within the
specified period" (ARGOS ID: 37350)

® The logbook was not up to date, and lacked clear and consecutive page numbers,

®\Vessel marking on stern indicated name to be XIN SHI JI whilst the IOTC database lists this vessel as XIN SHI JI NO.67).
Dear Sir/Madam:
I acknowledge with thanks receipt of the Transshipment Observer Report for China LSTLVs involved in
transshipments with MV Haru on March 25,2015.
We undertake investigation as soon as we received the Observer Report and we wish to advise the current outcome as
follows:
1. VMS and logbook issues of Tian Xiang 328

Tian Xiang 328 was accused that the power of the VMS antenna appeared to be off. The vessel owner checked

with master and confirmed that the VMS onboard was powered on all the time, and this vessel is in good standing
VMS reporting status according to our internal Vessel Monitoring System(as attachment 1) on the day when the
observer had taken an inspection. The VMS antenna not displaying power light in Figure 5 in the Report may be
due to the low power light of the VMS antenna, furthermore the VMS antenna is rusted by the strong wind and big
waves.

Tian Xiang 328 was also accused that the logbook was not up to date and lacked clear and consecutive page
numbers. Almost all Chinese LL fishing vessels have official logbook on board to record everyday fishing
activities and catch data, so does Tian Xiang 328. Since the official logbooks should be submitted to Chinese
fishery authorities each year for annual review and scientific analysis according to Chinese Distant Water
Fisheries Management and Regulations. The master had prepared the completed logbook of Tian Xiang 328 which
deadline is 31 Dec,2014 and planed to bring this logbook back by Carrier vessel. However our master is not good
at English and he is not able to understand the request by observer, thus provided the completed logbook to
observer. As for logbook lacked clear and consecutive page numbering, the master record everyday fishing
activities and catch data, but only insert the date no page humbering due to careless, the owner had required vessel
master to complete logbook strictly.

2. Logbook issues of XIN SHI JI NO.6
XIN SHI JI NO.6 was accused that the logbook was not up to date, and lacked clear and consecutive page

numbering. Almost all Chinese LL fishing vessels have official logbook on board to record everyday fishing
activities and catch data, so does XIN SHI JI NO.6. Since the official logbooks should be submitted to Chinese
fishery authorities each year for annual review and scientific analysis according to Chinese Distant Water
Fisheries Management and Regulations. The master had prepared the completed logbook of XIN SHI JI NO.6
which deadline is 6 Jan, 2015 and planed to bring this logbook back by Carrier vessel. The vessel has a new
logbook to record everyday fishing activities and catch data from Jan 7, 2015. However our master is not good at
English and he is not able to understand the request by observer, thus provided the completed logbook to observer.
As for logbook lacked clear and consecutive page numbering, the master record everyday fishing activities and
catch data, but only insert the date no page numbering due to careless, the owner had required vessel master to
complete logbook strictly.

3. Name marking and logbook issues of XIN SHI JI NO.67
XIN SHI JI No.67 was accused that vessel marking on stern indicated name to be XIN SHI JI whilst the IOTC

database lists this vessel as XIN SHI JI NO.67. XIN SHI JI NO.67 displayed the name XIN SHI JI N0.67 on the
bow (as attachment 2) according to relevant regulation. Regarding the indicated name on stern, actually this is the
problem left over by history, XIN SHI JI NO.67 as well as other XIN SHI JI vessels such as XIN SHI JI 7, 37, 87
displayed the “XIN SHI JI” and the registration port on the stern meaning the series vessels of one owner
according to the marking traditions at that time in China. The owner will standardized the name marking of
vessels.
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XIN SHI JI No.67 was also accused that logbook lacked clear and consecutive page numbering. The master record
everyday fishing activities and catch data, but only insert the data no page numbering due to careless, the owner
had required vessel master to complete logbook strictly.

Hope the information above could clarify the problems and please let me know should you have further questions.

Thank you and warm regards,
Wan Chen, Deputy-Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries and Fisheries Law
Enforcement, Ministry of Agriculture, P.R.China

L o e

R po1s01-19

ETEECE HAHBANR

ax
2015-01-24 20:15:00 65°35'53°E 9°8'53°8
2015-01-24 16:45.00 B5°1041°E 9*32¢°S
2015-01-24 .-# G-Eﬁ 64"3419°E 9'59'53°S
2015-01-24 0EIUO0TTT B4°426°E 10°2147°S
2015-01-24 04:15:00 63°304E 10°25'44°3
2015-01-24 00:15:00 62'57'20°E 11°124'S
2015-01-23 20:15.00 62°274E 11°390°8
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LSTLVs — Hung Chi Fu 68 (Deploy 301) Participating Fleet
Letter received 14/05/2015 from Department of Fisheries, Thailand Thailand

Possible ®Three days before the non ROP transhipment with F/V Hung Chi Fu 68 (Error! Reference source not found.) the

infraction: bserver was asked by the Captain of CHEN YU NO.7 to make an illegal transhipment with this vessel; they wanted to
transfer 15 tonnes of fish (species not known to the observer) during the fuel loading, and asked the observer if they
could proceed without the observer monitoring the transhipment or inspecting the LSTLV. The observer refused to do
this, so the transhipment proceeded as non ROP only — no tuna or tuna-like products were transhipped.

No. 0505.3/ 3%¥N Department of Fisheries

Kaset Klang, Chatuchak
Paholyothin Road,
Bangkok 10900 Thailand
Tel/Fax: +662 579 7947

11 May B.E. 2558 (2015)
Dear Sir,

Subject: Investigation on the Possible Infractions in Transshipment Observer Report

Kindly refer to the email dated 27 April 2015, the Department of Fisheries made a
clarification regarding the possible infractions in Transshipment Observer Reports for Thailand
LSTLVs involved in transshipment with the Taiwan registered carrier vessel. We are very pleased
to inform that Thai tuna longliner, HUNG CHI FU 68 had not conducted at port transshipment from
the Taiwan registerd carrier vessel, Chen Yu 07 in which this carrier vessel was inspected by the
assigned regional observer.

The Department of Fisheries conducted investigation and meeting with the company
who is the owner of Thai tuna longliner and learned that possible case of infraction happened due to
the fact of misunderstanding during the communication between the two masters and ROP observer.
The master of Hung Chi Fu 68 not only asked ROP observer but also his office regarding whether
they could perform transshipment before submitting the required IOTC document to Thailand
Department of Fisheries. After clarification from the office, no transshipment has been conducted,
only refueling has been taken place.

Please be assured of our fullest cooperation.

Yours faithfully,

Y

(Dr. Warapom Prompoj)
Deputy director - General

For Director - General
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LSTLVs — SHANG FENG NO.3, CHENG QING FENG NO.8, CHENG QING FENG Participating Fleet
(Deploy 308) TAIWAN, CHINA
Letter received 14/05/2015 from Fisheries Agency

Possible e The LSTLV captain indicated a CLS VMS unit (ID 509006) as the VMS currently being tracked by the flag state. In addition
infraction: two other VMS units —an ARGOS SEIMAC FVT-G and an ARGOS MAR GE V2 were noted. The power light on both these

units were switched off. According to the LSTLV's ATF, the VMS unit installed on the Shang Feng No.3 should be an
ARGOS unit with serial number116932. This was one of the units not in use and switched off during the inspection.
®The captain of the LSTLV indicated an antennae (MARGE V2) on top of the wheelhouse as the VMS. The power supply
unit was detected inside of the vessel. Although the power switch on the power supply unit was switched to the “on”
position, the power LED was not illuminated.
® The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch next to the unit.

Incident related to VMS

NO. Vassel Name Date Ingpection Comment Investigation
308 |SHANG FENG NO.3 2015/2/15 | 118 VMS unit was fitted with a power
switch.
After checking our WMS record, we
confirmed that the fishing vessel had
iy g | Although the YMS unit was switched on, normally reported its locations during
308 CHENG QING FENG NO.8 2015217 the power LED was not illuminated. navigation on the fishing trip. In other

words, this vessel did not violate our
domestic regulations concerning YMS,

208 CHENG QING FENG 5627 Tha WMS unit was fitted with a power

swilch.
LSTLVs — TAI XIANG 10, TAI XIANG 7 (Deploy 314) Participating Fleet
Letter received 28/05/2015 from Ministry of Agriculture, CHINA

People's Republic of China

Possible ®Tai Xiang 10 had non State issued logbooks.
infraction:  eTai Xiang 7 had non State issued logbooks.

Dear Sir/Madam:

I acknowledge with thanks receipt of the Transshipment Observer Report for China LSTLVs involved in transhipments with CV
Seiwa on April 23" and 24™2015.

We undertake investigation as soon as receive the Observer Report and we wish to advise the current outcome as follows:

1, Unprinted and bound(UB) logbooks of Tai Xiang 10,Tai Xiang 7

Almost all Chinese LL fishing vessels have both official logbooks (PB) uniformly printed by Chinese government and informal
ones (UB) made by vessels' owners on board to record everyday fishing activities and catch data, so do Tai Xiang 10, 7. Since the
official logbooks should be submitted to Chinese fishery authorities each year for annual review and scientific analysis according
to Chinese Distant Water Fisheries Management and Regulations, vessels' owners must have other logbooks as backups for their
own use. However, the vessels' masters are not good at English and they are not able to understand the requests and queries by
the observers, thus when observers regard the backup logbooks as formal ones and put queries to vessels' masters, our masters
can not response in time and correct immediately due to language problems.

Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know should you have further questions.

With warm regards,

WAN Chen, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture People's Republic of
China

LSTLVs — AN WEN FA NO.26, SHUN FENG NO.8, KUO CHYAU, HUNG HUI Participating Fleet
NO.112, GUAN WANG NO.21, CHENG QING FENG NO.8, SHUN FENG NO.8, TAIWAN, CHINA
RUEY CHIEN TSAI NO.112, RLEY CHIEN TSAI NO.116 (Deploy 303)

Letter received 23/06/15 from Fisheries Agency

Possible o The bow markings of the LSTLV was not clearly visible due to fouling on the hull.
infraction: e The markings on the bow was not clearly visible due to fouling on the hull and the letter "N" of the name "SHUN" was
worn away.

e The LSTLV name on the bow of the vessel was not clearly applied and the last letter was not clearly visible.
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o The first ATF presented to the observer was expired. An in-date ATF was faxed to the LSTLV vessel during the
inspection.

® The name "GUAN 21 WANG" was displayed on the stern of the LSTLV.

e The NRN on the bow was not clearly visible and partially worn away.

e The bow markings were only visible at very close range. The markings were partially rubbed off and obscured by fouling.

® The bow markings of the RUEY CHIEN TSAI No.112 was partially obscured by fouling and was also worn. The NRN could
not be seen as a result.

®This LSTLV displayed the name "RLEY CHIEN TSAI NO.116" on the stern of the vessel and the name "RUEY CHIEN TSAI
NO.116" on the bow.

Incidents related to marking
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation

The LSTLYV name on the bow of the vessel We have alrcady notified these vessels

was not clearly applied and the last letter was  Jowner of such incidents and have requested
303 KUOCHYAU 20150208 not clearly visible. these fishing vessels to repaint their
markings once the operation of repainting is

- — - possible.
The name "GUAN 21 WANG" was displayed

on the stern of the LSTLV. The LSTLV
GUAN WANG NO.21 displayed two different
vessel names. The name "GUAN 21 WANG”
was displayed on the stern of the vessel and the
name "GUAN WANG NO.21" was displayed
on the bow. The vessel could however be
positively identified and the ATF reflected the
correct name as “"GUAN WANG NO.21,

303 GUAN WANG NO.21 20150312

The bow markings of the RUEY CHIEN TSAI
No.112 was partially obscured by fouling and
303 RUEY CHIEN TSAINO.112 20150315 was also worn. The NRN could not be seen as
a result,

This LSTLV displayed the nime "RLEY
CHIEN TSAINO.116" on the stem of the
vessel and the name "RUEY CHIEN TSAI
303 RLEY CHIEN TSAINO.116 20150315 NO.116" on the bow. The name on the stem
concurs with the name provided in the vessel
list provided by I0TC and the name on the

rl‘
T'he bow markings of the LSTLV was not Aller our notification, the vessels' owners
303 AN WEN FA NO.26 20150207 clearly visible due to fouling on the hull, had already repainted the vessel marking and

this Agency had confirmed it,

The markings on the bow was not clearly
303 SHUN FENG NO.& 20150208 visible due to fouling on the hull and the letter
"N" of the name "SHUN" was worn away.

The NRN on the bow was not clearly visible

303 CHENG QING FENG NO.8 20150312 [and partially womn away

The bow markings were only visible at very
close range. The markings were partially

303 SHUN FENG NO.8 20150314 rubbed off and obscured by fouling
Incidents related to ATF N

NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The first ATF presented to the observer was After checking the photographs of ATF
expired. An in-date ATF was fuxed to the LSTLV |provided from IOTC Secretariat, we
vessel before the mspection was completed. confirmed that the ATF expired date was

12th, Oct 2018 during the transhipment trip.
303 HUNG HUINO.112 20150217

In other words, ATF was not expired and
this vessel did not violate our domestic
regulations concerning ATF.
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LSTLVs — LU QING YUAN YU 105, LU QING YUAN YU 102, LU QING YUAN YU Participating Fleet
107, LU QING YUAN YU 101, LU QING YUAN YU 106, LU QING YUAN YU 106 CHINA
(Deploy 315)

Letter received 13/07/15 from Ministry of Agriculture,
People's Republic of China

Possible e The LSTLV did not display the International Radio call Sign (IRCS). Neither the LSTLV’s ATF, nor the IOTC vessel list
provided the IRCS. The vessel operating company provided the IRCS as “BCJD5.

e The LSTLV's IRCS were not displayed on the vessel.

e The LSTLV's IRCS were not displayed on the vessel.

e The LSTLV's IRCS were not displayed on the vessel.

o The LSTLV's IRCS were not displayed.

®The LSTLV had a printed and bound logbook on board. However there were no entries logged on the book. A separate
printed and unbound logbook was completed instead.

infraction:

Dear Sir/Madam:

| acknowledge with thanks receipt of the Transshipment Observer Report for China LSTLVs involved in
transshipments with MV Seiyu on July 8,2015.

We undertake investigation as soon as we received the Observer Report and we wish to communicate the current
outcomes as follows:

1. Logbook issue of LU QING YUAN YU 106

LU QING YUAN YU 106 was accused that the vessel master did not use PB logbook, a separate PU logbook was
completed instead. Almost all Chinese LL fishing vessels have both official logbooks (PB) uniformly printed by
Chinese government and informal ones(PU) made by vessels' owners on board to record everyday fishing activities
and catch data, so does LU QING YUAN YU 106. Since the the official logbook should be submitted to Chinese Fishery
Authorities each year for annual review and scientific analysis according to Chinese Distant Water Fisheries
Management and Regulations, the vessel's owner must have other logbook as backup for own use. The previous
vessel master disembarked for madical reason, new master completed PU logbook due to careless. The owner had
required vessel master to complete PB logbook strictly.

2. Vessel marking issue of LU QING YUAN YU 101, 102, 105, 106, 107

LU QING YUAN YU 101, 102, 105, 106, 107 was accused that the LSTLV did not display the IRCS, neither the LSTLV's
ATF, nor the IOTC vessel list provided the IRCS. Kindly be advised that we have issued revised ATF with IRCS inserted
to the vessel owner, the IRCS of LU QING YUAN YU 101 is BCJD9, LU QING YUAN YU 102-BCJD2, LU QING YUAN YU
105-BCJD5, LU QING YUAN YU 106-BCID6, LU QING YUAN YU 107-BCID7, LU QING YUAN YU 108-BCID8. Please
update on the IOTC vessel list accordingly. The vessel owner said they will write IRCS on the vessel.

Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know should you have further questions.
With warm regards,

WAN Chen, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fisheries, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of
Agriculture,P.R.China

LSTLVs — WEI HSIN NO.16, HWA HUNG NO.202, WIN FAR NO.838, KWANG Participating Fleet
HARNG NO.7, SHENG FAN NO.119, SHENG FAN NO.399, YUAN TAIl, HWA TAIWAN, CHINA
KUN NO.168, HUNG HUI NO.112 (Deploy 297)

Letter received 20/07/15 from Fisheries Agency

Possible e The LSTLV logbook was printed and unbound and the pages were not numbered with serial numbers.

e The VMS unit pointed out to the observer was a CLS LEO unit marked with the ID 507514. The unit was fitted with a
power switch. The flag state ATF indicated the VMS unit as ARGOS with ID 47305.

e The LSTLV logbook was unprinted and bound in a notebook with no page numbers.

e The LSTLV International Radio Call Sign (IRCS) was worn away and could only be read at very close range.

o The LSTLV was fitted with two ARGOS VMS systems. Both were switched on during the on-board inspection and both
units were fitted with power switches close to the units.

e The LSTV was fitted with two ARGOS VMS systems (Seimac FVT-G and Kannad MARGE V2). The Seimac FVT-G unit was
fitted with a power switch

e The LSTLV was fitted with two ARGOS VMS systems (Seimac FVT-G and Kannad). The Seimac unit (ID54851) was
switched on during the inspection. The Kannad unit (ID 124793) was not switched on. Both units were fitted with power
switches adjacent to the units. The flag state ATF indicated the VMS as an ARGOS unit with serial number 15875.

o The logbook was printed and bound, but the pages were not numbered with consecutive page numbers.

infraction:
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®The power light on the VMS unit was not illuminated, but the power switch was on. The captain of the LSTLV said that
the VMS unit works correctly and that the authority in Taiwan, China switches the VMS unit on and off, as they require.

[Incidents related to fishing loghooks

[no. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The LESTLY loghook was unprinted and bound | According to our investigation, this vessel
in a nodehook with no page numbers. used printed loghook and e-loghook system
o repart its ||p-,':|i|||-.1|1::| statuis, This vessel
297 WIN FAR NO.R38 201350125 chid mol violate oair domesie H_'!!III.'HI“I'I.‘-
conceming logbook,
The LETLY loghook was printed and unbound | These vessels used old version of loghook.
ancl e F'Ii.lt'!l.!.‘\. were fol numbered with sepial We haive L'!A.rr|::||'||.'1| the reazon of ssch
207 |WEIHSIN NO.16 205020 qumbers, incidents before. In order to rectify such a
defect, this Agency has released bounded
|||}'|'u||.r|\. 1o our Inhlllt: vegsels, Given iha a
period of time for the change is nesded, we
w7 HWA KUN NOL 168 2 S0R hope observers can consider the current
situation and suspend reporting such cases.
Incidents related to marking
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The LETLY International Radio Call Sign We have already notified the vessel owner of
(TRCE) was wom away and could only be read (such incidents and have requested this
297 KWANG HARNG NO.T 20050129 at very close range, fishing vessel to repaint their markings once
the operation of repainting is possible.
Incidents related to VMS
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Commeant Investigation
The VIS unit pointed out to the observer was a | Afier checking the VMS reconds, we
o B A HLNG NO —— CLS LEC unit '3'.'-'"l'-'l| "":'.”i [h'- ID 5075 H: Th!-' conlirmed that these Nshing vessels had
= . —— SR unit was fitted with a power swilch. The flag state | pormally reported their navigation locations
_':‘ILL"‘I““""I the VMS unit s ARGOS with ID during the transhipment trip. In other words,
The LSTLY was fitied with two ARGOS VMS these vessels did not violate our domestic
syslems Ralh were switchad on ;|||r|||J__' the on I!'c'gl.llilljﬂl]!i l."ﬂI'IL'I.‘I'l'IiI'IE VMBS,
m SHENG FAN NOLIT9 HHHH3 board inspection and both units were fitted with
power switches close 1o the wnits.
The LSTV was fitted with two ARGOS WMS
svetems (Seimac FVT-0 and Kannad MARGE
297 SHENG FAN NO.399 ANSZ01 - |v2), The Seimac FYT-G unit was fitted with a
power switch
The LSTLY was fitted with two ARGOS VMS
systems (Seimac FVT-0 and Kannad). The
Seimac unit (ID54851) was switched on during
the inspection. The Kannad unit (103 124793) was
207 YUAN TAI 2 50202 not switched on. Both units were fitted with power
swilches adpacent to the units, The Mag state ATF
indicated the WMS as an ARGOS unit with serial
number 15875
"-[hl." power light on the VMS unil was el
illuminated, but the power switch was on. The
07 HUNG HUI NO.112 150217 captaii of the LSTLY sad that the YMS wnil
wiorks commectly and that the authority in Taiwan,
China swilches the VMS unit on and off, as they
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LSTLVs — CHIA CHIN CHUN NO.26, YU FU, CHUAN HSING FA NO.10 (Deploy Participating Fleet
310) TAIWAN, CHINA
Letter received 20/07/15 from Fisheries Agency
Possible e The name on the bow was partially obscured by fouling and not clearly visible.
infraction: e The vessel name was worn away on the bow and not clearly visible.
® The vessel name on the bow was partially worn and the characters "H" in the "HSIANG" was not legible.
Incidents related to marking
MNO. Vezsel Mame Date Inspection Comment Investigation
S The mame on the bow wis partially obscured | 1. We have already notified these vessels’
CHIA CHIN CHUN NO.26 by fouling and not clearly visible owner of such incidents and have requested
30 20150422 I||uw||-.||||:;_: x.,'!.!.ul-,h'-l.;|1:|||'|l Lher
[1iH ) Lln;_:- onee the operalion af repanling s
ossible
.[-III.' ¥ l"\-'vi'l FAme Wik Wi avw aly LMl -.Jh' Ill'\l‘ulu F,: o 1IL
and not clearly visible 2. There is a typo in the inspection comment
and not cledrly Visibie of LSTLY CHUAN HSING FA NO.10. The
word "HSIANG" should be amended to
"HSING".
310 YU FU 20150426
I'he vessel name on the bow was partially
worn and the characters "H" in the "HSLANG"
310 CHUAN HSING FA NO. 1D 20050429 lwas not legible.
LSTLVs — TUNA BEST (Deploy 310) Participating Fleet
Letter received 20/07/15 from Fisheries Agency TANZANIA
Possible o The IRCS displayed on the IOTC list and on the LSTLV was 5IM473 (the letter "I" after the "5"). However the ATF

displayed 51M473 (the number "1" after the "5" of the LSTLV's IRCS.
® The VMS units of the LSTLVs TUNA BEST was fitted with power switches close to the units

infraction:

name date

Vessel | Inspection Inspection comment Infraction Date report @ Feedback from Tanzania

type sent to CPC | (The United Republic of)

TUNA 20/05/2015 | The IRCS displayed on the 20/07/2015 | The DSFA has identified a typing error
BEST I0TC list and on the LSTLV on the Authorisation to Fish it issued to
was 51M473 (the letter "I" the vessel (i.e The number 1 instead of
after the "5"). However the the letter I). The referenced ATF has
ATF displayed 51M473 (the since been revoked and a new one issued
number "1" after the "5" of with the correct international radio call
the LSTLV's IRCS. sign. (Done on the 13th July 2015)
TUNA 20/05/2015 | The VMS unit was fitted VMS 20/07/2015 | Vessel held on the next Port Call and was
BEST with a power switch. not allowed to leave port until when the
switch was removed and the power
supply of the VMS was free from
interruption. (Done on the 14th July
2015)
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&« UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA _ .
il DEEP SEA FISHING AUTHORITY @

N DSFA Building, P.O.Box 56, ZANZIBAR. bt
N o 08

Tel: +255 732947017, Fax: +255732947025
Mobile; +255772011011, Email:dsfa@dsfatz.org

Ref: DSFA/30/VOL. IV/152 13/07/2015

OPERATIONAL MANAGER,
GLOBAL MARINE SERVICES LTD,
P.0.BOX 4585

ZANZIBAR

TANZANIA

REF: NEW CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION

Please refer to our letter with Reference No. DSFA/56/ Vol. 1/06 dated 17/0/02 with regard to
the above subject.

This is to inform you that the Authority has received the 10TC Observer report for TUNA BEST
transhipment with the carrier vessel CV Seiyu on the 20/05/2015. The report pointed out an
error that was to be found in our letter of Certification of Authorization where the International
Radio Call Sign ([RCS) was written as 51M473 instead of 51M473.

In order to correct what the DSFA has observed as typing error, a new letter of Certificate of
Authorization is being issued.

With this letter we are revoking the Certificate of Authorization number DSFA/56/Vol. 1/06 and
replacing it with reference number DSFA/56/Vol. [/08 attached herewith and with the correct
call sign.

Please receive our apologies for any inconvenience caused.

Sincerely,

&
Zahoy ' El rousy
BIRECTOR G&L
N e oA ¥%

RN _\? P
- ;\s° £
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UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA @
[

DSFA Building, P.O.Box 56, ZANZIBAR.
Tel: #255732947017, Fax: +255732947025

Mobile: 4255772011011, Email:dsfa@dsfatz.org

Ref: DSFA/56/VOL. 1/08 13/07/2015

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION

The longliner vessel Tuna Best with registration number
100145 and International Radio Call Sign 5IM473 s
Authorized to fish in the Indian Ocean for Tuna and Tuna like
Species.

The vessel is registered under the company Global Marine
Services LTD of P. O. Box 4585, Zanzibar, United Republic of
Tanzania.

The Authorization is valid from 1% of March 2015 to the 29"
of February 2016.

This Authorization is given under the condition thar the vessel shall comply with the Laws of Tanzanio
and all international laws that the United Republic s Party to.
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LSTLVs — JIN YUAN, CHARNG LUEN NO.22, CHARNG LUEN NO.22 (Deploy 315) Participating Fleet
Letter received 24/07/15 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible o The CLS VMS unit was fitted with a power switch

o The LSTLV name was displayed as “22 CHARNG LUEN” on the stern of the vessel.
®The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch.
Incidents related to marking

infraction:

NO. Vessel Mame Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The LSTLY name was displayed as 22 We have already notified the vessel owner of
CHARNG LUEN" on the stern of the vessel.  |such incidents and have requested this
315 CHARNG LUEN NO.22 MNE0515 fishing vesscl to repaint their markings once
the operation of repainting is possible.
Incidents related to VMS
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The CLS VMS unit was fitled with a power After checking the WMS records, we
N switch. confirmed that these fishing vessels had
315 JIN YUAN 20150514 normally reported their navigation locations
during the transhipment trip. In other words,
The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch, these vessels did not violate our domestic
regulations concerning VMS.
315 CHARNG LUEN NO.22 20150515
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LSTLVs — CHENG QING FENG NO.8, SHIN LIAN FA NO.36, CHUAN FA SHIAN Participating Fleet
NO.88 (Deploy 317) TAIWAN, CHINA
Letter received 27/07/15 from Fisheries Agency

Possible e The NRN on the bow was partially worn away and only legible at very close range.
infraction: e The VMS was fitted with a power switch next to the unit.
® The vessel name and NRN on the bow of the vessel was partly invisible due to the fouling on the hull. The markings
could only be read at close range.
Incidents related to marking

NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The NRN on the bow was partially worn away |We have already notified these vessels'
and only legible at very close range. owners of such incidents and have requested
317 CHENG QING FENG NO.8 20150529 these fishing vessels to repaint their
markings once the operation of repainting is
possible

The vessel name and NRN on the bow of the
vessel was partly invisible due to the fouling

317 CHUAN FA SHIAN NO.§8 20150603 on the hull, The markings could only be read at
close range

Incidents related to VMS
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The VMS was fitted with a power switch nextto | After checking the VMS records, we
the unit. confirmed that this fishing vessel had
= = : SRR i normally reported its navigation locations
ok SHIN LIAN FANO.36 2130550 during the transhipment trip, In other words,
this vessel did not violate our domestic
regulations concerning VMS,
LSTLVs — CHAAN YING, DE HAI NO.12 (Deploy 312) Participating Fleet
Letter received 02/09/15 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible © The markings on the bow was partially worn away and was not visible unless at very close range
infraction: ® The vessel name markings on the bow was partially worn and not clearly legible.

With respect to the Observer Report (312), Fisheries Agency of Taiwan would like to
inform you of the results of our investigation and actions taken in accordance with
Resolution 14/06.

According to the report, there are 2 comments related to vessel marking. We have
already notified the owners of F/V CHAAN YING and DE HAI NO.12 such incidents
and have requested them to repaint their markings once the operation of repainting is
possible.
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LSTLVs — CHUAN FA SHIAN NO.88; CHENG QING FENG; SHIN LIAN FA NO.36

Participating Fleet

(Deploy 319) TAIWAN, CHINA
Letter received 16/10/15 from Fisheries Agency
Possible © The vessel details on the bow was covered with fouling and the LSTLV NRN was not visible
infraction: ® The ARGOS VMS unit was fitted with a power switch next to the unit,
®\/essel details on the bow were covered in fouling and LSTLV NRN was almost illegible,
® The ARGOS VMS unit was fitted with a power switch next to the unit.
Table |
Incidents related to marking
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The vessel details on the bow was covered We have already notified these vessels
with fouling and the LSTLV NRN was not owners of such incidents and have requested
310 CHUAN FA SHIAN NO .88 20150701 visible. these fishing vessels to repaint their
markings once the operation of repainting is
possible
Vessel details on the bow were covered in
fouling and LSTLV NRN was almost illegible
319 SHIN LIAN FA NO.36 20150704
Incidents related to VMS
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The ARGOS VMS unit was fitted with a power [ After checking the VMS records, we
switch next to the unit. confirmed that these fishing vessels had
3 :: - YA, ;: s normally reported their navigation locations
319 CHENG QING FENG 20150702 during the transhipment trips. In other
words, these vessels did not violate our
domestic regulations concerning VMS.
According to the Annex | of IOTC
Resolution 06/03, VMS devices onboard are
allowed to be switched off after the entry
into ports of fishing vessels and with prior
The ARGOS VMS unit was fitted with a approval of the flag state. Therefore. we arc
319 SHIN LIAN FA NO.36 20150704 power swilch next to the unit. of the view that VMS devices onboard with
switches connected are permitted in
accordance with the existing IOTC
Resolution and the ROP obscrvers shall stop
identifying such incidents as infractions.

LSTLVs — KUANG LI; SHANG FENG NO.3 (Deploy 318)

Participating Fleet

Letter received 16/10/15 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible ® Logbook was printed and unbound
infraction: ® The name on the bow and the callsign markings on SHANG FENG NO.3 were worn and difficult to read.
Table |
Incident related to marking
NO. Vesse| Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
Name on bow and TRCS on both sides of the | We have already notified this vessel's owner
vessel very faded and need repainting. of such incident and have requested this
118 SHANG FENG NO.3 20150703 fishing vessel to repaint its markings once
the operation of repainting is possible.
Incident related to LOGBOOK
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Commaeant Investigation
The observer was shown printed but unbound The vessel used obd version of loghook, We
loghaoolks. have explained the reason of such incidents
before. In order to rectify such a defect. this
Agency has released bounded loghook (o our
318 KUANG LI 150702 fishing vessels. Given that a period of time
for the change is needed. we hope observers
can consider the current situation and
suspend reponing such cases,
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LSTLVs — LU QING YUAN YU 101; XIN SHI JI 82; XIN SHI JI 82; XIN SHI JI 81; XIN Participating Fleet
SHI JI 85; XIN SHI JI 85; XIN SHI JI 37; XIN SHI JI 83; XIN SHI JI 83; XIN SHI JI 86; CHINA
XIN SHI JI 86 (Deploy 326)

Email received 05/11/2015 from Ministry of Agriculture,

People's Republic of China

Possible ®The LSTLV did not display the International Radio Call Sign (IRCS).

infraction: ®The LSTLV displayed the name XIN SHI JI NO.82. The same name was reflected on the LSTLV's Authorization to Fish
(ATF). However, the IOTC vessel list provided the name “XIN SHI JI 82”. The vessel name displayed on the bow was not
clearly visible due to fouling on the hull.

®The NRN provided in the IOTC vessel list was "(Zhe)Chuan Deng (Ji) No.:(2015) FT-200064". This did not concur with the
NRN "(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2012)FT-200197" provided on the LSTLV's ATF.

®The LSTLV displayed the name XIN SHI JI NO.81. The name provided in the IOTC vessel list as well as the LSTLV's ATF was
"XIN SHI JI 81". The English name displayed on the bow of the vessel was partially hidden by the fouling on the hull and
not clearly legible

®The LSTLV displayed the name XIN SHI JI NO.85. The name provided in the IOTC vessel list as well as the LSTLV's ATF was
"XIN SHI JI 85".

®The IOTC vessel list provided the NRN as "(Zhe)Chuan Deng (Ji) No.:(2015) FT-200066". This did not concur with the NRN
"(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2012)FT-200200" listed on the LSTLV's ATF.

®The LSTLV displayed the name "XIN SHI JI NO.37" The I0TC vessel list as well as the LSTLV's ATF provided the name as
"XIN SHI JI 37",

®The LSTLV displayed the name "XIN SHI JI NO.83" on the bow and the stern of the vessel. The displayed name was not
consistent with the name "XIN SHI JI 83" provided in the IOTC list of vessels.

®The IOTC vessel list provide the NRN "(Zhe)Chuan Deng (Ji) No.:(2015) FT-200065". The NRN
(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2012)FT-200199" was provided in the ATF and did not concur with the I0TC vessel list data.

®The name "XIN SHI JI NO. 86" was displayed on the bow and the stern of the LSTLV. The displayed name was not
consistent with the name "XIN SHI JI 86" provided in the IOTC vessel list. The ATF listed the LSTLV name as "XIN SHI JI
NO.86".

®The ATF listed the NRN as "(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2015)FT-200199". The NRN listed on the ATF did not concur with the
NRN "(Zhe)Chuan Deng (Ji) No.:(2015) FT-200067" listed in the IOTC vessel list.

Dear Sir/Madam:
I acknowledge with thanks receipt of the Transshipment Observer Report for China LSTLVs involve
d in transhipments with CV Seiyu
on Oct 2314 2015.
We undertake investigation as soon as receive the Observer Report and we wish to advise the curre
nt outcome as follows:

1. Authorisation to Fish and Marking issues of XIN SHI JI 82/81/85/37/83/86
XIN SHI JI 82/81/85/37/83/86 were accused that the LSTLV displayed the name on the bow and lis
ted on the ATF were not consistent with the name in the IOTC list of vessels, and the NRN listed o
n the ATF did not concur with the NRN listed in the IOTC vessel list. Kindly be advised that previou
sly the name of XIN SHI JI vessels with NO. inserted, but china issued the new Certificate
of nationality and ATF for these vessel in March this year, on which the name of the XIN SHI JI vess
els are XIN SHIJI 82/ XIN SHIJI 81/ XIN SHI JI 85/ XIN SHI JI 37/ XIN SHI JI 83/ XIN SHI JI 86 witho
ut NO. and also updated the NRN, we have updated the details in the IOTC list of vessels accordin
gly. Due to the long distance, the vessel owner have not transport the new ATF to the vessels.
Therefore the name on the bow and ATF were not consistent with the name in the IOTC list.The ve
ssel owner will provide the new ATF to vessels as soon as possible and write the correct name on t
he bow and stern of vessel when the vessels call port next year.
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2. Marking issues of LU QING YUAN YU 101

LU QING YUAN YU 101 was accused that the LSTLV did not display the IRCS. I wish to advise t
hat the master had already painted IRCS on the both side of vessel.
Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know should you have fur
ther questions.
With warm regards,
WAN Chen, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries,
Ministry of Agriculture, People's Republic of China

LSTLVs — FENG KUO NO.368 (Deploy 316) Participating Fleet
Letter received 18/11/15 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible ®The name on the bow of FENG KUO NO.368 was partially obscured and difficult to read at a distance

infraction:

Dear Mr. Domingue,

With respect to the Observer Report (316), Fisheries Agency of Taiwan would like to
inform you of the results of our investigation and actions taken in accordance with
Resolution 14/06.

According to the report, there is 1 comment related to vessel marking. The name on
the bow of F/V FENG KUQ NO.368 was partially obscured and difficult to read at a
distance. We have already notified this vessel's owner of such incident and have
requested this fishing vessel to repaint its markings once the operation of repainting is

possible.

LSTLVs — Jiin Horng No. 106 (Deploy 320) Participating Fleet
Email received 08/12/15 from SFA SEYCHELLES
Possible ®The VMS unit (ARGOS 117104) was fitted with a power switch.

infraction:

Dear Sir/Madam

Please see below explanation regarding the possible infraction reported in the Transhipment Observer Report.

Jiin Horng No. 106: The ARGOS unit being referred to in the report is NOT the primary reporting terminal onboard
the vessel. The terminal we are using to track the vessel is the Thrane & Thrane System, which is shown as the large
Black Box in the photo.. The Greyish one connected to the power switch is the ARGOS system. In fact we do not
consider the Argos as “Fully automated reporting beacon” as the system is not real time. Therefore the Thrane &
Thrane Inmarsat terminal for automated report to our FMC, and this terminal is properly wired to the power supply;
and is reporting to the FMC accordingly. We do acknowledge however the fact that the ARGOS terminal is connected
to a switch and SFA will advise the vessel to install the terminal directly to a Undisturbed power supply.

Vincent Lucas

Dear Sir/ Madam

Page 40 of 60



IOTC-2016-CoC13-08b [E]

After further consultations | was made aware that the ARGOS system in the photo is a backup unit in case the Thrane
& Thrane system breaks down. Instead of having to report manually, this is used for automatic reporting.
Vincent Lucas

LSTLVs — JIN GWO DEE 1HAW; AN WONE FA NO.3; AN WEN FA NO.2 (Deploy Participating Fleet
321) TAIWAN, CHINA

Letter received 17/12/15 from Fisheries Agency

Possible ®The LSTLV displayed the name "JINGWO DEEIHAW" on the bow of the vessel. The I0TC vessel list provided the name

infraction: "JIN GWO DEE 1HAW"

®The name "AN WONEFA NO.3" displayed on the bow did not contain the same spaces between characters as the name
"AN WONE FA NO.3" provided in the IOTC list. The NRN on the bow was partially worn away.

®The LSTLV displayed the name "AN W ENFA NO.2" on the bow of the vessel. The spacing of the characters in the name
displayed was different to the spacing on the characters of the name "AN WEN FA NO.2" provided in the IOTC vessel list.
The name "AN W ENFANO 02." was displayed on the stern of the vessel.

For F/V JIN GWO DEE 1 HAW - AN WONE FA NO.3 and AN WEN FA NO.2
We have already notified these vessels' owners of such incidents and have requested

these fishing vessels to repaint their markings once the operation of repainting is

possible.

LSTLVs — CHENG QING FENG (Deploy 324) Participating Fleet
Letter received 21/12/15 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible ®The LSTLV name markings on the bow was worn away and barely legible at close range.

infraction:

Dear Mr. Domingue,

With respect to the Observer Report (324), Fisheries Agency of Taiwan would like to

inform you of the results of our investigation and actions taken in accordance with
Resolution 14/06.

According to the report, there is 1 comment related to vessel marking of F/V CHENG
QING FENG. This vessel’s name on the bow was worn away and barely legible at
close range. We have already notified this vessel's owner of such incident and have
requested this fishing vessel to repaint its markings once the operation of repainting is
possible.

Should you have any questions about our investigations and actions on this case,
please feel free to contact me at any time.
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LSTLVs — DE HAI NO.12; SHIN LIAN FA NO.168; CHANG YING NO.868; HSIN Participating Fleet
MING SHENG NO.28; FWU FA NO.6; TENN MING YANG NO.889; HUNG JIE TAIWAN, CHINA
WEI; LIEN SHENG FA; TENN MING YANG NO.368; RUEY | SHYANG NO.12;

RUEY | SHYANG NO.10; DE HAI NO.12; SHIN SHUEN FAR NO.688; DE HAI
NO.12; TENN MING YANG NO.889; RUEY | SHYANG NO.12; TENN MING
YANG NO.101; RUEY | SHYANG NO.7; LIEN SHENG FA; FWU FA NO.6; HSIN
MING SHENG NO.28; KUO CHYAU NO.26; DAR LONG CHENG NO.288; SHIN
LIAN FA NO.36; CHENG QING FENG; LIEN SHENG FA; SHIN LIAN FA NO.168;

(Deploy 313)
Letter received 04/01/16 from Fisheries Agency

Possible ®See table below.
infraction:
Incidents related to fishing logbooks
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
Logbook was printed but unbound. The vessel used old version of logbook. We
have explained the reason of such incident
before. In order to rectify such a defect, this
Agency has released bounded logbook to our
313 DAR LONG CHENG NO.288 20150731 fishing vessels. In this case, this Agency has
requested the vessel’s owner to inform the
captain to use bounded logbook.

Incidents related to marking

NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
2015/5/22 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to | Through our investigation, we found that
313 |DEHAINO.I12 2015/6/25 read. vessels” markings or identifications would
2015/7/02 very likely wear out due to the crosion made
2015/5/24 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to by brine and sca wind. We have already

M3 EUNLIANTA Nl 2015/8/16 read notified these vessels' owners of such

incidents and have requested these fishing

Name on bow partially worn and difficult to p
313 |CHANG YING NO.868 2015/526 sand vesscls to repaint their markings once the
opcration of repainting is possible.

2015/5/27 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to
313 [HSIN MING SHENG NO.28 et P

2015/5/29 Bow markings incorrect. Callsign unclear.
313 FWU FA NO.6

2018/7/16
201575729 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to
313 FENN MING YANG NO.B59 o read
2015775
2015/602 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to
313 |LIEN SHENG FA 2015/7/15 read.
2015/8/6
2015/603 Name on bow partially worn and difficult to
313 JRUEY I SHYANG NO.12 20157716 read
Name on bow partially worn and difficult to
313 JRUEY I SHYANG NO.10 2015/6/3 read.
r = Name on bow partially worn and difficult to
313 |TENN MING YANG NO.101 20157719
read
. . Name on bow partially worn and difficult to
313 JRUEY | SHYANG NO,7 2015/7/12
read
313 |SHIN LIAN FA NO36 2015/8/5 Name on bow partially obscured and difficult
to read
The name of the LSTLV marked was not clear
i3 CHENG QING FENG 2015/8/5

(bow and stern)
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Incidents related to ATF

NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation

113 HUMG JIE WEI 201 5/5/30 Fishing License expired on 28047201 3. According to cur record, fishing license of

these vessels are valid during the
313 TENN MING Y ANG NO.368 201 5602 Fishing License expired on 204572015 transhipment. The Agency has requested
313 SHIN SHUEN FAR NO.AES 201 506/28 Fishing License expired on 20072015, these vessels' owners (o inform these vessels’
= = caplains o crry ovhosard and show the valid
; “HY ) 3 ) ishing e expired on 1662015, .

13 KUOQ CHY AL ND.26 2015r7/17  |Fishing License expired on 16/06/201 documents 1o the ROP observer when

13 FWL FA NO.6 201516 [Expired ATF of FWLU FA KOG requesied
LSTLVs — YI JEN FA NO.888; (Deploy 322) Participating Fleet
Letter received 13/01/16 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible ®The LSTLV was fitted with two ARGOS LEO VMS units. Both units were fitted with power switches. At the time of the
infraction: inspection, the switch of one unit (509011) was in the on position with the power light glowing. The switch of the

second unit (508430) was in the off position.
Dear Mr. Domingue,

With respect to the Observer Report (322), Fisheries Agency of Taiwan would like to
inform you of the results of our investigation and actions taken in accordance with
Resolution 14/06.

According to the report, there is 1 comment related to VMS, i.e. the LSTLV was fitted
with two ARGOS LEO VMS units. Both units were fitted with power switches. At the
time of the inspection, the switch of one unit (509011) was in the on position with the
power light glowing. The switch of the second unit (508430) was in the off position.
After checking the vessel’s VMS records, we confirmed that this fishing vessel had
normally reported its navigation locations during the transhipment trip. Futhermore, in
accordance with paragraph 6 and subparagraph ¢) under paragraph B) of Annex 1 of
Resolution 06/03, a flag state shall ensure that its vessel monitoring devices onboard
are tamper resistant and the power supply of the devices is not interrupted. However,
VMS devices onboard are allowed to be switched off after the entry into ports of
fishing vessels and with prior approval of the flag state based on paragraph C) of the
same Resolution. Therefore, we are of the view that VMS devices onboard with
switches connected are permitted in accordance with the existing IOTC Resolution
and the ROP observers shall stop identifying such incidents as infractions.

Should you have any questions about our investigations and actions on each case,
please feel free to contact me at any time.
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LSTLVs — CHING CHUN FA NO.168; CHIA CHIN CHUN NO.26; GUAN WANG; Participating Fleet
HWA HUNG NO.202; HUNG SHUN; SHUN FENG NO.8; SHUN FENG NO.8; TAIWAN, CHINA
SHIN SHUEN FAR NO.668; YUAN TAI; HWA SHAN NO.302; HWA KUN
NO.168; JIN JAAN SHYANG NO.3; SHUEN DE CHING NO.18; WOEN DAR
NO.168; CHING CHENG FU NO.666; HOME SHEEN; CHEN YU NO.7 (Deploy

301)
Letter received 14/01/16 from Fisheries Agency

Possible ®See table below
infraction:

|_Incidents related to fishing logbooks

NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
MAN YO SHUN(previous name Loghook was printed but unbound These vessels already used the new version
=01 was HUNG SHUN) 20130120 of bounded log book, each day record of
Logbook was printed but unbound. (shown on wh.u:h s L‘ompn._';cd _ul onep m]\ wnd 01?c )
first inspection(30/01/2015)) & Logbook was white sheet, which is tear-off to hand |_n this
301 YUAN TAI 20150130 printod and bound (shown on seeond Agency. Also, what the (\bscrver took in the
inspection(02/02/2015)) photos were exact the white sheets, so I.hF s
- vessels had used bounded logbook and did
301 |HWA SHAN NO.302 20150131 Logbook was printed but unbound. not violate our domestic regulations
concerning logbook. Therefore, we hope
101 TIN JAAN SHYANG NO.3 20150212 Logbook was printed but unbound. observers can suspend reporting such cases.
301 HOME SHEEN 20150312 Logbook was printed but unbound.
Logbook was printed but unbound and lacked |These vessels used the old version of
301 SHUN FENG NO.8 20150122

clear consecutive page numbering. logbook. We have explained the reason of

such incidents before. In order to rectify

Logbook lacked clear, consecutive page . )
= i ‘ pag such a defect, this Agency has released

numbering. L
g bounded logbook to our fishing vessels.

301 |HWA KUN NO.168 20150209 Given that a period of time for the change is
needed, we hope observers can consider the
current situation and suspend reporting such

The last logbook entry was dated 10th January |The owner and the Captain of this vessel

) 2015. The LSTLV captain told the observer have been punished respectively with the
JIA YANG NO.B(previous name

301 ] 20150305 that the more recent logbooks had been lost. /  |administrative disposition of suspending the
was SHUEN DE CHING NO.18) Logbook of SHUEN DE CHING NO.18 - out- |fishing license and the Fishing Vessel Crew
of-date. Identification for one month by this Agency.
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Incidents related to marking
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
This agency have already notified the vessel
301 |CHING CHUN FA NO.168 20150108 |NAN on bow hard to read. owner of such incidents and have requested
this fishing vessel 1o repaint their markings
once Lhe aperalion ol repiinting is |'l||'\-\.||1|l.'
301 |SHUN FENG NO.B 20150122  [NRN and name on bow hard to read.
1A "r'.-‘n."'\uﬂ'l'\ulfi.-'ﬂrnw.lull‘- naime il &
am was SHUEN DE CHING NO.18) HN50305 | The name and NRN hard to read on bow.
301 [WOEN DAR MNO.168 20150305  |MRM and name on bow hard to read.
301 CHING CHENG FU NO 656 20150306 MNRN and name hard fo read on bow,
MNRM, name amnd TRCS hard 1o read. This vessel has been fined by this Agnecy
301 GUAN WANG 20150118
Incidents related to ATF
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
On ATF the number of crew and the The validation of 115 fishing licenses is
Fishing Areas were changed by hand, Mo |officially authorized. Also, the information
301 |SHIM SHUEM FAR NO.BGS 20150126 |Fisheries Agency of Taiwan Official Seal |listed on its fishing licenses has heen
for the modification of fishing licences certified and modified by this Agency
was seen on the ATF.
Incidents related to others
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
Three days before the non ROP transhipment with | According o our investigation, this vessel
F/Y Hung Chi Fu 68 the observer was asked by did mot wiodate nor have the intention to
the ':-“F"ﬂ“"- of CHEN YU NO.T to make an '*”"L:ﬂ make any |||-="|_::|| Inlrlr-]:l|1r|u*|1| and this Lhe
transhipment with this vesscl, L_h‘:F wanted o Captain of the vessel did not violate our
e s g o ealaons coceming
301 CHEN YU KO.7 20150113 - = transhipment either
the: observer i they could proceed without ihe
observer monitoring the transhipment or
inspecting the LSTLY. The ohserver refused io do
this, so the transhipment proceeded as non ROP
only — no una or tuna-lke products were
Iranshipned

LSTLVs — SHENG HAI NO.127; SHANG FENG NO.3; JIN JAAN SHYANG NO.3;

CHIN SHENG WIN; YU HSING HSIANG NO.168; DAR LONG CHENG NO.378;

JIN YUAN:; SHIH SHUEN FAR NO 889; YI JEN FA NO.888; SHYE SIN NO.1;

MENG FA NO.312; SHANG FENG NO.3 (Deploy 320)

Letter received 14/01/16 from Fisheries Agency

Possible

® See table below

infraction:

Participating Fleet
TAIWAN, CHINA
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Table
Incidents related to marking
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The LSTLY s International Radio Call Sign | We have already notified this vessel's owner
(IRCS) on the starboard side was very faded  |of such incident and have requested this
320 JIN JAAN SHYANG NOL3 20150012 and only visible at close range. fishing wessel to repaint its markings once
the operation of repainting is possible.
The IOTC vessel list provided the vessel name | After checking our record, the vessel name
"SHIH SHUEN FAR MO 889" for the LSTLY |“SHIN SHUEN FAR NO.8289" is correct.
with the IRCS "BH34527 and NRN "CTé- Wi have notified the 10TC Secretariat o
120 SHIN SHUEN FAR NO».884 20151023 1452". The listed name did not concur with  |amend the vessel's record.
ihe name “SHIN SHUEN FAR MO 28807
displayed on the LSPLY bow, stern amd ATFE
Incidents related to VMS
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch. After checking the YMS records, we
confirmed that these fishing vessels had
normally reported their navigation locations
A0 SHENG HAIND.127 20150904 during the transhipment trips. In other
words, these vessels did not violate our
domestic regulations concerning YMS
The master of the LSTLY informed the Furthermore, in accordance with paragraph &
observer thal the CLS LEO (509006} unit was and subparagraph ) under paragraph B) of
320 SHANG FENG NO.3 20150911  |ihe primary VMS unit. The CLS LEO unit  [Anex | of Resolution G603, a flag state
was fitted with a power switch adjacent to the |3hall ensure that its vessel monitoring
unit devices onboard are tamper resistant and the
e 105 VMS — withi g wvwer supply of the devices is not
20 CHIN SHENG WIN 20151004 ;..ili;:}:f:ii M it s fted with s :nl.crrupl-.::. However. VMS devices onboard
- R i " e o | allowed lu_ hv:. swilched off 'mc.r the FI]lF}'
320 YU H3ING HSLIANG NO.1GE 20151016 This ¥MS unit was fitted with a power switch. | ports of fishing vessels and with prior
A power switch was situated adjacent to the  |approval of the flag state based on paragraph
EXI] DAR LOMG CHEMG KO.3T78 0151017 \"JI.]S umit. ; ‘__F;f:_l[ the same Rc:fnlulinn. Thcmr'nprr:. 1;.: :rc
af the view that VMS devices onboard with
320 JIN YUAN 20151019 The vessels VMS had its own On/OIT switch | qwirches connected are permitted in
mounted next to the unit, accordance with the existing 10TC
The LSTLY was fitted with two CLS LEO Resolution and the ROP observers shall stop
320 YIJEN FA NO.8ES 20151025  |units. Both the VMS units were fitted power | 10eMif¥ing such incidents as infractions
switches adjacent to the units.
A power switch marked "ARGOS" was
i SHYE SIN NO.1 20151026 mounted immediately above the CLS LEO
unit.
320 MENG FA NO.312 20151030 | 1Be VMS had a power swilch mounted
alongside the unit.
190 SHANG FENG NO.1 20151101 The CLS I.IT'.I: b and the ARGOS MARGE V2
units were fitted with power switches.

LSTLVs — TAI XIANG 8 ; TAI XIANG 1 ; TAI XIANG 5 ; TAI XIANG 7; TAI XIANG 9;

TAI XIANG 10 (Deploy 334)

Email received 16/02/16 from WAN Chen; Deputy Director; Division of Distant

Water Fishing; Bureau of Fisheries; Ministry of Agriculture; People's Republic

of China

Possible
infraction:

scured and difficult to read

® Name on bow was obscured by algal growth and difficult to read

® Callsign was obscured by rust and difficult to read

Dear Sir/Madam,

Participating Fleet
CHINA

®Name on bow (Error! Reference source not found.) and the callsign (Error! Reference source not found.) were

| acknowledge with thanks receipt of the Transhipment Observer Report(334) for China LSTLVs involved in

transhipments with CV Seiyu.We undertake investigation as soon as receive the Observer Report and we wish to advise

the current outcome as follows:
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In the report, there are 6 possible infractions related to the marking of the LSTLVs. The fishing vessels Tai Xiang 1, 5, 7
,8, 9, 10 was reported that the name or callsign were obscured by algal growth or rust and difficult to read. We have

already informed the vessel owner of such incident and have requested fishing vessel to clean the algae and rust
surrounding the name and callsign, and repaint the marking.

Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know should you have further question.
With warm regards,
WAN Chen, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture

People's Republic of China

LSTLVs — CHENG QING FENG (Deploy 335) Participating Fleet
Letter received 28/01/16 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible ®The unit was fitted with power switch adjacent to the junction box.

infraction:

Dear Mr. Domingue,

With respect to the Observer Report (333), Fisheries Agency of Taiwan would like to
inform you of the results of our investigation and actions taken in accordance with
Resolution 14/06.

According to the report, there is 1 comment related to VMS of LSTLY, i.e. the LSTLY
CHENG QING FENG was fitted with ARGOS MARGE V2 VMS unit. The unit was
fitted with power switch adjacent to the junction box. Afler checking the vessel’s
VMS records, we confirmed that this fishing wvessel had normally reported its
navigation locations during the transhipment trip. Furthermore, in accordance with
paragraph & and subparagraph c) under paragraph B) of Annex | of Resolution 15/03,
a flag state shall ensure that its vessel monitoring devices onboard are tamper resistant
and the power supply of the devices is not inferrupted. However, VMS devices
onboard are allowed to be switched off after the entry inlo porls of fishing vessels and
with prior approval of the flag state based on paragraph C) of the same Resolution.
Therefore, we arc of the view that VMS devices onboard with switches connected are
permitted in accordance with the existing IOTC Resolution and the ROP observers
shall stop identifving such incidents as infractions,

Should you have any questions about our investigations and actions on each case,
please feel free to contact me at any time,

Sincerely yours,

Fir = Har Hirehy
Ming-Fen Wu

Section Chief
Decp Sea Fisheries Division
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LSTLVs — SHUU CHANG NO.6 (Deploy 325) Participating Fleet
Letter received 28/01/16 from Fisheries Agency TAIWAN, CHINA
Possible ®The LSTLV's bow name (Error! Reference source not found.) and callsign (Error! Reference source not found.) both
infraction: peared correct but were partially obscured by rust and other damage.

Dear Mr. Domingue,

With respect to the Observer Report (325), Fisheries Agency of Taiwan would like to
inform you of the results of our investigation and sctions tuken in accordance with
Resolution 14/06.

According to the report, there is 1 comment related to the marking of LSTLV SHUU
CIIANG NO.6. The bow name and callsign of the said vessel both appeared correct
but were partially obscured by rust and other damage. We have already notified this
vessel's owmer of such incident and have requested this fishing vessel to repaint its
markings once the operation of repainting is possible.

Should vou have any questions about our investigations and actions on each case,
please feel frec to contact me at any time.,

Sincerely yours,

- i [
.r”-""_g"'”'-'l' i

Ming-Fen Wu
Section Chief

Deep Sea Fisheries Division

I

LSTLVs — YONG QING FA; DAR LONG CHANG NO.2; YU HSING HSIANG NO.168; Participating Fleet
SHUU CHANG NO.6; SIN HUA FONG NO.168; SHUANG LIAN; SHUANG TAIWAN, CHINA
LIAN; WOEN YU CHANG NO.6 (Deploy 328)

Letter received 28/01/16 from Fisheries Agency

Possible ®See table below
infraction:
Incidents related to marking
NO. Vessel Mame Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The midship callsizgn marking of the DAR We have already notified these vessels'
LONG CHAMG NO.2 was partially womn owmners of such incident and have requested
328 DAR LONG CHANG NO.2 0151022 away. these fishing vessels to repaint their
markings once the operation of repainting is
possible
The midship callsign marking of the SHUU
CHANG NO.6 was partially obscured.
328 SHUU CHANG MO 20151027
The midship callsign marking on the side of
the SHUANG LIAN was partially obscured
328 SHUANG LIAN 20151113
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Incidents related to VMS
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
A switch was connecied to the VMS wnit. Afiter checking the VMS records, we
confirmed that these fishing vessels had
e - 20151023 normally reported their navigation locations
- - e I during the transhipment trips. In other
words, these vessels did not violate our
domestic regulations concerning VMS
A switch was connected to the VMS unit,  [F urthcrmeore, in accondance with paragraph 3
and subparagraph ¢ under paragraph B) of
378 SN HUA FONG NO.168 0151007 Annex | of Resolution 15703, a flag state
shall ensure that its vessel monitoring
devices onboard are tamper resistant and the
A switch was connected to the VMS unit. power supply of the devices is not
318 SHUANG LIAN 20151113 interrupted. However, VMS devices onboard
are allowed to be switched off afier the entry
into ports of fishing vessels and with prior
approval of the flag state based on paragraph
C) of the same Resolution. Therefore, we are
378 WOEN YU CHANG NO.6 20151113 |A switch was connected to the VMS umit, |1 e, view that VMS devices onboard with
switches connected are permitted in
accordamce with the existing 10TC
|Resolution and the ROP observers shall stop
identifying such incidents as infractions.
Incidents related to logbook
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The Captain of YONG QING FA produced an [This agency need more time to investigate
official Taiwanese logbook but this was only  Jthis case.
completed up to 08710601 5 (Figure 3). The
328 YONG QING FA 20151020 Captain did produce another separate logbook
that was ring-bound and unprinted, this
logbook kept additional records of his catch
from OH1 V2015 up o 1910/2015
The last entry in the logbook for DAR LONG  [We have already notified this vessel's owner
CHANG NO.2 was for 19%10/2015 and the of such incident and have requested the
dale of transhipment was X2/ 1002015. This captain of this vessel to keep logbook up to
318 DAR LONG CHANG NO.2 20151012 woulld normally be seen as the loghook not date.
being kept up to date.

LSTLVs — HWA MAO NO.203; HSIANG PERNG NO.212 (Deploy 334)
Letter received 30/01/16 from Fisheries Agency

Participating Fleet
TAIWAN, CHINA

Possible ® The markings on the bow indicated the name to be HWA MAO NO.203, in agreement with IOTC records. However, the
infraction: stern markings indicated the name to 203 HWA MAO (Error! Reference source not found.).
® Logbook was bound only by staples
Table |
Incident related to marking
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
The stern markings indicated the name to 203 [We have already notified this vessels owner
HWA MAD of such incident and have requested this
3134 HWA MAQ NO.203 0151219 fishing vessel to repaint its markings once
the operation of repainting is possible.
Incident related to logbook
NO. Vessel Name Date Inspection Comment Investigation
Loghook was bound only by staples. This vessel already used the new version of
bounded log book, each day record of which
is composed of one pink and one white
sheet, which while sheet is tear-off to hand
in this Agency. Also, what the observer took
- . . . in the photo was exact the white sheets, so
i HSIANG PERNG NO.212 51220 this vessel had used bounded loghook and
did not vielate our domestic regulations
concerning logbook. Therefore, we hope
observers can suspend reporting such cases
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LSTLVs — MOOK ANDAMAN 028 (Deploy 291) Participating Fleet
Letter received 03/02/2016 from DoF Thailand THAILAND
Possible ®The fishing licences shown to the observer on MOOK ANDAMAN 028 were coastal state fishing licences for the EEZs of
infraction: Madagascar,

® The logbook shown by MOOK ANDAMAN 028 were printed but unbound,

® No indication of the national registration number of MOOK ANDAMAN 028 was seen on the vessel markings, ATF or
logbook.

No. 0505.3/ {g% Department of Fisheries
Kaset Klang, Chatuchak
Paholyothin Road,
Bangkok 10900, Thailand

Tel/Fax: 662 5797947

o  February B.E. 2559 (2016)
Dear Sir,

Subject: RESPONSES TO THE POSSIBLE INFRACTIONS OBSERVED
IN THE OBSERVER REPORTS IN 2015

Kindly refer to the IOTC’s email dated 20 January 2016, the Department of
Fisheries would like to inform you of the results of investigation and actions taken in the
irregularities identified of possible infractions observed in the observer reports in 2015.

The Department of Fisheries would like to submit the result of investigation as
appeared in the attach file. Should you have any questions about our investigations and
actions on each case, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

Please be assured of our fullest cooperation.

Mr. Rondolph Payet
Executive Secretary
Indian Ocean Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTEYr Director-General
IOTC Secretariat

Le Chantier Mall (2nd floor)

PO Box 1011 Victoria Mahé

SEYCHELLES

Tel: +248 4225494

Fax: +248 4224364
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Deploy Vessel names Inspection | Detailed infraction Results of investigation
number . date .
291 MOOK ANDAMAN | 1812714 The fshing licenses The Department of Fisheries deleted this vessel from the IOTC
028 shown to the observer | vessel list since mid January 2016. In addition, this vessel is in the
o MOOE blacklist of draft provisional IUU vessel list to be considered in the
ANDAMAN 028 next CoC 13, Now Thailand is aking legal action against this
were coastal state vessel in accordance with the Royal Ordinance on Fisheries B.E.
fishing licenses for the | 2558 (2015)
EE#s of Madagascar
29] Mook Andaman 028 | 18/12/14 The loghook shown The Depertment of Fisheries deleted this vessel from the 1OTC
by BCHOE veasel list since mid January 2016, In addition, this vessel is in the
ANDAMAM 028 was | blacklist of draft provisional IUL vessel list (o be considered in the
printed but unbound. | next CoC13. Mow Thailand is taking legal action against this i
vessel in accordance with the Royal Ordinance on Fisheries B.E.
| 2558 (2015)
291 | MOOK ANDAMAN | 18/12/14 Mo indication of the | The Department of Fisherics deleted this vessel from the IOTC
028 national registration | vessel list since mid January 2016, In addition, this vessel is in the
number of MOOK blacklist of draft provisional TUL vessel list te be considered in the
ANDAMAN 028 was | next CoC1 3, Now Thailand is taking legal action against this
secn on the vessel vessel in accordance with the Royal Ordinance on Fisheries B.E.
markings, ATF or 2558 (2015) )
loghook,

LSTLVs — MOOK ANDAMAN 028 (Deploy 215)

Letter received 03/02/2016 from DoF Thailand

Participating Fleet
THAILAND

Possible ®The fishing logbook was printed but was not bound and the pages were not numbered with sequential page numbers.
infraction:
315 MOOK ANDAMAM | 11/05/15 The fishing loghook The Department of Fisheries deleted this vessel from the 10TC
028 was printed but was vessel list since mid January 2016. In addition, this vessel is in the

not bound and the
pages were not
nurmbered with
sequential page
numbers,

blacklist of draft provisional IUTU vessel list to be considered in the
next CoC 13, Now Thailand is taking legal action against this
vessel in accordance with the Roval Ordinance on Fisheries B.E.
2558 (2015)

LSTLVs - MOOK ANDAMAN 018 (Deploy 334)

Letter received 03/02/2016 from DoF Thailand

Participating Fleet
THAILAND

Possible ®The observer was shown a photocopy of the accompanying letter for the ATF, but not the ATF itself. The valid to date
infraction: was not fully readable (Error! Reference source not found.).
® No loghooks were shown to the observer,
®The vessel name on the bow was partially obscured by rust and difficult to read (Error! Reference source not found.).
334 MOOK ANDAMAN | 2712/15 | The ohserver was The Department of Fisheries deleted this vessel from the IOTC
[ shown a photocopy of | vessel list since mid January 2006, In addition, this vessel is in the
the accompanying blacklist of draft provisional UL vesse] list to be considered in the
letter for the ATT, but | next CoC13. Now Thailand is taking legal action against this
not the ATF vessel in accordance with the Royal Ordinance on Fisheries BE.
itself. The valid to 2558 (20135)
date was not fully
. readable (Figure 17).
334 MOOE ANDAMAN | 2T12135 Mo loghooks were The Department of Fisheries deleted this vessel from the 10TC
018 shown 1o the vessel list since mid January 2016, In addition, this vessel is in the
observer.. blacklist of draft provisional TUTT vessel list 1o be considered in the

next CoC 13, Mow Thailand is taking legal action against this
vessel in accordance with the Royal Ordinance on Fisheries B.E.

| 2558 (2013)

Page 51 of 60



IOTC-2016-CoC13-08b [E]

LSTLVs — SINAW 16 (Deploy 291 & 297)

Letter received 03/02/2016 from DoF Thailand

Participating Fleet
OMAN

Possible o Call sign not clearly visible on the side of the vessel.
infraction: ® No power light visible on the VMS unit,
®The logbook of SINAW 16 shown to the observer was bound but unprinted
®The LSTLV master could not produce the flag state Authorisation to Fish (ATF) during the inspection. The observer
presented the captain with the Taiwan, Province of China translation sheet and used a translated inspection form (in
Chinese - the Taiwan, China format). The master of the CV, who accompanied the observer during the inspection also
attempted to obtain (verbally and in writing) the relevant document. The LSTLV master (of Taiwan, Province of China
origin) persisted in answering "no" to all the requests for the ATF,
® The power light on the VMS unit was not on during the inspection,
® The fishing logbook was unprinted and kept in a notebook. Due to the informal nature of the logbook, the observer
could not determine the last date of entry with any reasonable level of certainty.
Deployme | Vessel | Inspection | Possible The Respond
nt number | Name | date infraction
291 SINA | 04/12/2014 Marking. - The instruction had been given to make the call
W 16 VMS. sign clear and visible on the vessel according to
Logbook. the local and international requirements.

- After checking our system the VMS is working
probably, and instruction.

- The ministry of agriculture and fisheries
developed a new formal standardized fishing
logbook to fulfill national and international
obligation, and are working to get it approved
and implemented after overcome the
administrative and financial constrains in the
coming future.

297 SINA | 18/01/2015 The ATF. - The Instruction had been given to the owner of
W 16 VMS. the vessel to instruct the captain to fully
The logbook. cooperate with the observers in the future and

try his best to assist them during the inspection.

- After checking our system the VMS is working
probably, and instruction.

- The ministry of agriculture and fisheries
developed a new formal standardized fishing
loghook to fulfill national and international
obligation, and are working to get it approved
and implemented after overcome the
administrative and financial constrains in the
coming future.

LSTLVs — Multiple LSTLVs (Deploy 304 & 329)

Email received 16/02/2016 from Korea

Possible
infraction:

eSee table

Participating Fleet
KOREA

RE: Response to the possible infractions in 2014 under the IOTC ROP

With regard to the possible infractions under the Regional Observer Program, the Republic of Korea has

investigated the cases and reported the results back to the Secretariat as follows.

1. Date Reported: 4/May/2015, Trip number(Shota Maru) : 304/15
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Four vessels (Dong Won No.639, Oryong No.355, Oryong No.8o1 and Oryong No.353) were reported that
their logbooks were not bound in a book. Our Ministry has instructed her to bind logbook pages with
sequential page numbers. Oryong No.353 was reported that the green power LED of the VMS flashed on and
of rapidly. Based on our investigation, this situation occasionally happens when electrical power of the vessel
is unstable, and her VMS has normally worked.

2. Date Reported: 19/January/2016, Trip number(Meita Maru): 329/15
Dong Won No.638 was reported that her vessel name displayed on the bow of the vessel (No.638 Dong Won)

was not consistent to the vessel name listed in IOTC Record (Dong Won No.638). Upon our instruction, the

vessel name will be corrected this March when she comes to port for repair.

Three vessels (Dong Won No.638, No.8o5 Oryong, Oryong No.373) were reported that the format of their

fishing log were not the same as the example of the Korean logbook supplied to the observer. Based on our

investigation, those vessels have kept their official logbooks on board which have been distributed by the

National Fisheries Research and Development Institute (NFRDI). The photos taken by the observer in his

report are all notebooks which are normally used for just recording of their daily catch reports. They are

separate from their official logbooks.

Three vessels (Oryong No.355, No.8o5 Oryong, Oryong No.373) were reported that their logbooks were not

bound in a book or unnumbered pages. Our Ministry has instructed them to bind logbook pages with

sequential page numbers.

Our Ministry has advised all Korean fishing vessels operating in the IOTC competence area to comply with all

IOTC Resolutions so that these possible infractions do not happen.

Best regards,

Jeongseok Park

LSTLVs — Multiple LSTLVs (Deploy 315, 317, 319, 321, 324)

Participating Fleet

Email received 16/02/2016 from DoF, Malaysia MALAYSIA
Possible eSee table
infraction:
The National Registration ) ) ) ) )
Number (NRN) displayed by the | PPF 979 is the National Registration Number provided by the
315 KHA LSTLV (PPF 979) was not Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333445 is the Vessel
YANG 5 | consistent with the NRN _ Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
provided in the IOTC vessel list | Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
(PPF 979/333445).
Ig?li\‘vm\l‘jgisgg{ed by the PPF 981 is the National Registration Number provided by the
315 | KHA consiste(nt with th)eV\ll\lalgl\rIIOt Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333447 is the Vessel
YANG 9 provided in the IOTC vessel list Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
(PPF 981/333447) Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
315 KHA The power supply to this unit The power supply switch off on the Inmarsat VMS. Vessels are
YANG 9 | was switched off. on Monitoring by ARGOS VMS. Refer VMS attachment
The NRN displayed by the
LSTLV (PEFgg?\l) was _r(‘jOtdthe_ .| PPF 980 is the National Registration Number provided by the
315 KHA tsr?eml((ej)'la'?itvc,‘-:i‘ssel IiSF;r(OFYéIS wit Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333446 is the Vessel
YANG 7 980/333446). These markings Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
were very worn and practically Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
unreadable
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315 KHA The power lights of the VMS unit | The power supply switch off on the Inmarsat VMS. Vessels are

YANG 7 | were not illuminated. on Monitoring by ARGOS VMS. Refer VMS attachment
The fishing logbook was printed, | The logbook was not bound due to the requirement of the

315 KHA but not bound and the pages vessel operator to scan and email the logbook data every week

YANG 7 | were not marked with sequential | tg the Department of Fisheries Malaysia
page numbers.

The bow markings of the LSTV | The marking on vessels was worn away due to strong waves
was worn and the NRN and rough sea. The vessel operator had repaint the vessels
markings were practically and markings.
unreadable unless at very close
KHA range.

315 YANG 1 | The LSTLV displayed the NRN i i istrati i
“PISF 597" _I_'ﬁp ?\?ISN e PPF 977 is the National Registration Number provided by the
consistent.withlfhe NR\lilvaS not | Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333443 is the Vessel
provided with the IOTC vessel Reg?strat!on Number providgd by the Marine Department: Both
list (PPF 977/333443) Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
The LSTLYV displayed the ] ) ) ] )
markings “PPF 998 on the PPF 978 is the National Registration Number provided by the

315 KHA bow. These markings were not | Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333444 is the Vessel

YANG 3 | consistent with the NRN _ Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
provided in the IOTC vessel list | Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
(PPF 978/333444).

The National Registration ) ) . . )
Number (NRN) displayed by the | PPF 979 is the National Registration Number provided by the
317 KHA LSTLV (PPF 979) was not Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333445 is the Vessel

YANG 5 cons.isten.t with the NRN _ Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
provided in the IOTC vessel list | Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
(PPF 979/333445).

Ig%{\lvR’\lngE%g)l/ed by the PPF 981 is the National Registration Number provided by the

KHA -V (PPF 981) was not Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333447 is the Vessel

317 consistent with the NRN ; ; : :

YANG 9 provided in the IOTC vessel list Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both

(PPF 981/333447). Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
317 KHA The power supply to this unit The power supply switch off on the Inmarsat VMS. Vessels are

YANG 9 | was switched off. on Monitoring by ARGOS VMS. Refer VMS attachment
The NRN displayed by the
LSTLV (PEFI?IgOI\} was _rcliotdthg . | PPF 980 is the National Registration Number provided by the

KHA same as the NRN provided With | o 54 r1ment of Fisheries Malaysia. 333446 is the Vessel

317 the 10TC vessel list (PPF ; ; : .

YANG 7 980/333446). These markings Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
were very worn and practically Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
unreadable.

317 KHA The power lights of the VMS unit | The power supply switch off on the Inmarsat VMS. Vessels are

YANG 7 | were not illuminated. on Monitoring by ARGOS VMS. Refer VMS attachment

The logbook was not bound due to the requirement of the
The fishing logbook was printed, | Vessel operator to scan and_ email the !ogbook data every week
317 KHA but not bound and the pages to the Department of Fisheries Malaysia
YANG 7 | were not marked with sequential

page numbers.
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The bow markings of the LSTV
was worn and the NRN
markings were practically
unreadable unless at very close

PPF 977 is the National Registration Number provided by the

317 KHA range. The LSTLV displayed the Department of Fisheries Malay5|a. 3334431is the Vessel
YANG 1 | NRN “PPF 997°. This NRN was | Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
not consistent with the NRN Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
provided with the IOTC vessel
list (PPF 977/333443).
The LSTLYV displayed the ) ) ) ) )
markings “PPF 998” on the PPF 978 is the National Registration Number provided by the
317 KHA bow. These markings were not | Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333444 is the Vessel
YANG 3 cons.isten.t with the NRN ' Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
provided in the IOTC vessel list | Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
(PPF 978/333444).
The National Register Number ] ) ) ] )
(NRN) "PPF 979" was displayed | PPF 979 is the National Registration Number provided by the
319 KHA by the LSTLV. This NRN did not | Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333445 is the Vessel
YANG 5 | concur with the NRN "PPF Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
3335?344?" IOFOVIIOIeOI in the Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
ist of vessels
The NRN "PPF 981" was _ _ o _
displayed by the LSTLV. This PPF 981 is the National Registration Number provided by the
319 KHA NRN did not concur with the Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333447 is the Vessel
YANG 9 | NRN "PPF 981/333447" Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
pfOVldled in the 10TC list of Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
vessels
KHA The NRN markings on the bow The marking on vessels was worn away due to strong waves
319 YANG 7 facing the CV was not legible as | and rough sea. The vessel operator had repaint the vessels
the markings were worn away and markings.
The marking on vessels was worn away due to strong waves
KHA The observer could verify the and rough sea. The vessel operator had repaint the vessels
319 VANG 1 | name of the vessel but not the and markings.
NRN which was worn away
The NRN "PPF 978" was _ _ - _
displayed by the LSTLV. This PPF 978 is the National Registration Number provided by the
319 KHA NRN did not concur with the Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333444 is the Vessel
YANG 3 | NRN "PPF 978/333444" Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
IOFOVIdIEd in the I0TC list of Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
vessels
The LSTLV displayed the
nh“mber "'TPTth?g" Onbthedbé""’ of | PPF 979 is the National Registration Number provided by the
KHA the vessel. This number did not | p 3 yment of Fisheries Malaysia. 333445 is the Vessel
321 concur with the number provided : ; : .
YANG 5 | .5 the National Register Number Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
(NRN) in the I0TC vessel list Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
(PPF 979/333445).
The LSTLYV displayed the ) ) ) ) )
number "PPE980" on the bow of | PPF 980 is the National Registration Number provided by the
321 KHA the vessel. This number did not | Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333446 is the Vessel
YANG 7 | concur with the number provided | Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both

as the NRN in the IOTC vessel
list (PPF 980/333446)

Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
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The bow markings of the NRN

The marking on vessels was worn away due to strong waves

321 KHA was not legible due to fouling on | and rough sea. The vessel operator had repaint the vessels
YANG 1 the hull and the markings were and markings.
rubbed away
The LSTLV displayed the
number "PPF 981" on the bow PPF 981 is the National Registration Number provided by the
KHA of the vessel. This number did | o h4ment of Fisheries Malaysia. 333447 is the Vessel
321 not concur with the number P: ; raiaysia. .
YANG 9 provided as the NRN in the Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
IOTC vessel list (PPF Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
981/333447).
The LSTLYV displayed the
number "PPF 978" on the bow | ppF 978 is the National Registration Number provided by the
KHA of the vessel. This number did Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333444 is the Vessel
321 not concur with the number P - laiaysia. )
YANG 3 provided as the NRN in the Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
IOTC vessel list (PPF Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
978/333444).
The vessel name was partially
worn away. The National
Registration Number (NRN
[PPF978]) displayed on the bow | ppE 978 js the National Registration Number provided by the
304 | KHA Y‘I’DaPangc’?ts‘;gngﬁth:’;’gciézz ’i\rlnRN Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333444 is the Vessel
YANG 3 | 6 |10TC vessel list. The ATE Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
document on board provided the | Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
"Vessel Licence No." as "PPF
978" and the "Vessel Official
no." as "333444"
The NRN PPF979 was
displayed on the bow of the
LSTLV and partially worn away.
The displayed NRN was not PPF 979 is the National Registration Number provided by the
KHA consistent with the NRN Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333445 is the Vessel
324 "PPF979/333445" provided in partme alaysia. .
YANG 5 | e 10TC vessel list. The ATE Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
document on board provided the | Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
"Vessel Licence No." as "PPF
979" and the "Vessel Official
no." as "333445".
The NRN and name of the
LSTLV on the bow was worn
and not legible. This NRN was
not consistent with the NRN PPF 980 is the National Registration Number provided by the
324 KHA "PPF 980/333446" provided in Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333446 is the Vessel
YANG 7 | the IOTC vessel list. The ATF Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
9\?Cllmllaf£t_ on bo?\tl‘d Provfﬁgeglzthe Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
essel Licence No." as
980" and the "Vessel Official
no." as "333446".
The NRN PPF981 was
displayed on the bow of the
LSTLV. This was not consistent | ppf 981 js the National Registration Number provided by the
304 | KHA ‘F’)Vr'g\‘”t(;': d'\i'r?meﬁgﬁgileff;‘:’g Department of Fisheries Malaysia. 333447 is the Vessel
YANG 9 | The ATE document on board Registration Number provided by the Marine Department. Both
provided the "Vessel Licence Registration Number are valid and recognised by Malaysia.
No." as "PPF 981" and the
"Vessel Official no." as "333447
The LSTLV name- and NRN The marking on vessels was worn away due to strong waves
304 | KHA markings on the bow was and rough sea. The vessel operator had repaint the vessels
YANG 1 | covered in fouling and not and markings.

legible
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LSTLVs — Multiple LSTLVs (Multiple Deployments) Participating Fleet
Email received 16/02/2016 from Japan Fisheries Agency JAPAN
Possible eSee table

infraction:

FISHERIES AGENCY

MIN]§TRY OF AGRICULTURE, FORESTRY AND FISHERIES VERNM
1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100-8907, Japan

TEL: *81-3-3502-8460 FAX: *81-3-3504-2649

February 15, 2016

Dr. David T. Wilson,

IOTC Interim Executive Secretary

Dear Dr. David Wilson,

In accordance with the paragraph 23 of the Resolution 14/06, I am writing to report results of
our investigations and actions which have been taken regarding the Japanese vessels whose
possible non-compliance activities were pointed out by the IOTC regional observers related to

at-sea transshipments.

® 38 LSTLVs whose fishing logbooks were kept in inadequate manner (Chiho Maru
No.18, Fukuseki Maru No.1, Fukuseki Maru No.7, Fukuseki Maru No.35, Fukuryu
Maru No.21, Fukutoku Maru No.37, Fukutoku Maru No.88, Hinode Maru No.38,
Katsuei Maru No.78, Katsuei Maru No.88, Koei Maru No.l, Koei Maru No.88,
Kotoku Maru No.3, Kotoshiro Maru No.58, Koyo Maru No.l, Matsuei Maru No.2,
Myojin Maru No.3, Myojin Maru No.8, Ryoyoshi Maru No.8, Ryusei Maru No.8,
Seifuku Maru No.68, Seifuku Maru No.78, Seifuku Maru No.88, Shoei Maru No.88,
Shofuku Maru No.8, Shofuku Maru No.18, Shofuku Maru No.38, Shofuku Maru
No.78, Shoho Maru No.1, Taiyo Maru No.8, Taiyo Maru No.28, Taiyo Maru No.58,
Wakashio Maru No.8, Wakashio Maru No.68, Wakashio Maru No.83, Wakashio
Maru No.108, Wakashio Maru No.118 and Yahata Maru No.5)
» In most cases, allegations pointed out by observers are that the logbook was not
properly recorded or it was unbound.
» The Fisheries Agency of Japan (FAJ) confirmed that these 38 vessels maintain their
logbooks on board at the time of transshipment.
» FAJ confirmed that some vessels were needed to correct their logbooks (e.g. printing
page number). However, other vessels maintained logbook properly (printed and

bound using binder) and no reason for the allegation.
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# FAJ gave directions on how to keep logbook on board to all Japanese LSTLVs. In
addition, FAJ reminded each vessel to prevent the recurrence of such allegations (e.g.

no page numbers, unprinted/unbound).

# Having said that though, in order to avoid this situation (i.e. repeated reports of
possible non-compliance) in future, an electronic logbook system has been developed
in cooperation with relevant industries, and its trial use has already been started last
year for a limited number of vessels. Japan hopes that this new system will resolve the

current situation in the near future.

® LSTLV (Ryusei Maru No.8) whose YMS switch was independent from the vessel
main power supply
# FAJ directed the vessel to repair the VMS system at the next entry in port, so that the

main power supply of the vessel and power of the VMS system operate together.

® LSTLYV (Katsuei Maru No.88) whose VMS switch was not illuminated
» FAJ confirmed the VMS system of Katsuei Maru No.88 was Inmarsat C and it has
worked properly throughout the last year. Argos, which was pointed out by the IOTC
regional observer, is the old system which has not been used for almost six years on

the vessel.

® LSTLYV (Shoho Maru No.l) whose vessel name was not to correspond with the name
recorded in the IOTC authorized vessel list
» FAJ directed the vessel to re-paint from "SHOHO MARU.1" to "SHOHO MARU

MNo.1" as recorded in the 10TC authorized vessel list,

® LSTLVs (Fukuseki Maru No.31 and Shofuku Maru No.78) whose international eall
signs were not to mark on the side walls

# FAJ directed the vessels to mark the call sign on the side walls. FAJ confirmed that

call signs of the both vessels were marked properly on their side wall. However,

Shofuku Maru No. 78 has been deleted from the IOTC authorized vessel list since the

vessel was burned down thereafter,
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® LSTLV (Taiyo Maru No.B) whose vessel name (in English) was partially rubbed
away and unclear on the side wall
» FAJ directed the vessel to re-paint the vessel name on the side walls. FAJ confirmed

that the vessel name was clearly printed.

Sincerely yours,

Japanese Commissioner to [OTC
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