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SUMMARY REPORT ON POSSIBLE INFRACTIONS OBSERVED UNDER THE 

REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME 
Prepared by IOTC Secretariat, 16 May 2019 

In line with the requirement of IOTC Resolution 18/06 On establishing a programme for transhipment by large-scale 

fishing vessels, this document provides a summary of possible infractions against IOTC Resolutions by Large Scale 

Tuna Longline Vessels (LSTLVs) and carrier vessels, as recorded by observers deployed under the Programme during 

2018. 

 

Paragraph 26.   The IOTC Secretariat shall, when providing CPCs with copies of all raw data, summaries 

and reports in accordance with paragraph 10 of Annex IV 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 IOTC Secretariat three months prior to the IOTC Compliance Committee meeting. The IOTC 

Secretariat shall circulate among CPCs the list of names and flags of the LSTLVs/Carrier vessels that were 

involved in such possible infractions as well as the response of the flag CPCs 80 days prior to the IOTC 

Compliance Committee meeting.  

 

The summaries of possible infractions are presented by category of infractions and by fleets in Table 1, and they are 

also presented in details, in Appendix I, under seven distinct categories: Table 2, Possible infractions relating to 

authorisation to fish (ATF); Table 3, Possible infractions relating to Vessel Monitoring System (VMS); Table 4, Possible 

infractions relating to fishing logbooks; Table 5, Possible infractions relating to marking of fishing vessels; Table 6 

Possible infractions relating to National Registration Number (NRN); Table 7 Possible infractions relating to individual 

vessel quota; Table 8 Possible infractions relating to mis-declaration Southern Bluefin Tuna (SBT).  The information 

provided in Tables 2 to 8 are summarised in Figure 1.  These observations have been made by observers in fulfilment 

of observer tasks, as provided for in Resolution 18/06. 

 
Annex IV, 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. check and 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. in the case of an indication that there are any violations involving the fishing 

vessel, immediately report the violations to the carrier vessel’s master, 

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

 

In all, during 2018, a total of 235 possible infractions were recorded (2017: 249 / 2016: 474), of which: 

• 58 related to fishing logbook (2017: 47 / 2016: 131), 

• 51 related to marking of vessels (2017: 72 / 2016: 121), 

• 32 related to ATF (2017: 20 / 2016: 87), 

• 68 related to VMS (2017: 110 / 2016: 134), 

• 12 related to mis-declaration of catch SBT, 

• 13 related to NRN, 

• 1 related to individual vessel quota.  
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These have been communicated to the concerned fleets participating in the Programme, as and when the concerned 

deployment reports were approved by the IOTC Secretariat. 

 

Of the 235 possible infractions notified to the participating fleets, 230 (98%) responses were received.  The fleet of 

Oman has not yet provided responses for the cases observed (5), as indicated in Table 1. Five fleets, Japan, Korea 

(Republic of), Malaysia, Seychelles and Taiwan, Province of China, have provided their responses before the deadline 

of 12/03/2019, and these are provided in Appendix II. 

 

 
 

 

Figure 1: Possible infractions by category under the at-sea Transhipment Programme in 2018 and 2017. 

 

The results of the investigations of the concerned fleets whose vessels are participating in the Programme are provided 

in: Appendix II, for responses received before the deadline of 12/03/2019.  No response has been received after the 

deadline of 12/03/2019. 
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Table 1 – Summary of possible infractions by category of infraction and by participating fleets in 2018. 

    China 
Taiwan, 
Province 
of China 

Japan Korea Malaysia Oman Seychelles 
Total by 
Category 

Authorisation to Fish (ATF) 
Possible infractions 19 8 0 2 2 1 0 32 

Responses received 19 8 0 2 2 0 0 31 
                  

 

Vessel Monitoring System (VMS) 
Possible infractions 13 50 2 0 0 1 2 68 

Responses received 13 50 2 0 0 0 2 67 
                  

 

Fishing Logbook 
Possible infractions 23 14 6 2 6 3 4 58 

Responses received 23 14 6 2 6 0 4 55 
                  

 

Marking of vessel 
Possible infractions 18 27 0 1 1 0 4 51 

Responses received 18 27 0 1 1 0 4 51 
                  

 

Other (NRN, Mis declaration of 
catch, YTF Quota*) 

Possible infractions 25 1* 1 2 1 0 4 26 

Responses received 25 1 1 2 1 0 4 26 
                  

 

Total by fleet 
Possible infractions 98 100 8 5 9 5 10 235 

Responses received 98 100 8 5 9 0 10 230 
 

 No possible infraction notified 
 

 Fleet(s) with missing response(s) to possible infraction(s) notified 
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Appendix I - Possible infractions detected during 2018. 

Notes: Rows highlighted in grey indicate that a response was received by the concerned fleet before the deadline/ Rows highlighted in orange indicate that a response 
was received by the concerned fleet after the deadline / Rows not highlighted indicate that no response was received by the concerned fleet. 

Table 2 – Possible infractions relating to authorisation to fish (ATF). 

Deploy. 
number 

Vessel name Vessel 
flag 

Inspecti
on date 

Inspection comment Date report 
sent to CPC 

Date feedback 
from CPC 

465 TAI HONG 7 CHN 07/01/18 
The License Number (LN) on the different pages of the ATF did not concur. The LN on the page marked 
"I.DETAILS OF FISHING VESSEL REGISTRATION" was "GH-0683" and the LN on the page marked "II.APROVED 
FISHING CONDITIONS" was GH-0424. 

05/02/18 01/03/18 

480 XIN SHI JI 76 CHN 29/03/18 
The NRN reflected on the LSTLV's ATF ((Zhe)ChuanDeng(Ji)(2015) FT 200060) was not the same as the NRN 
"(Zhe)ChuanDeng(Ji)(2017)FT-200116" provided by the IOTC record. 

22/05/18 07/06/18 

480 TAI HONG 7 CHN 15/04/18 
The NRN recorded on the LSTLV's ATF ("(LU) CHUANDENG (JI) (2017) FT-200155") did not concur with the 
NRN provided by the IOTC vessel list. The IOTC vessel list provided the NRN as "(LU) CHUANDENG (JI) (2012) 
FT-200049". 

22/05/18 07/06/18 

484 SHEN HUI 01 CHN 30/04/18 The document produced as the ATF did not match the template for Chinese vessels as provided by IOTC 28/06/18 18/07/18 

484 SHEN HUI 03 CHN 01/05/18 The document produced as the ATF did not match the ATF template for Chinese vessels as provided by IOTC 28/06/18 18/07/18 

484 
Lu Rong Yuan Yu 
159 

CHN 03/05/18 The document produced as the ATF did not match the template for Chinese vessels as provided by IOTC 28/06/18 18/07/18 

491 
AN WUN FA 
No.6 

TWN 14/05/18 
The vessel's ATF had expired on 31/12/2017.  The captain stated that the vessel's owner was in the process 
of faxing a current ATF to the CV, however, the CV did not have a FAX facility so one was not received. 

03/08/18 06/09/18 

496 YUAN TAI TWN 20/06/18 The ATF which was provided was not in date, having been valid to 31/03/2018 03/08/18 22/08/18 

478 
SHIN LIAN FA 
NO.168 

TWN 19/03/18 No ATF shown to observer during or post inspection. 03/09/18 08/03/19 

478 
SHYE SHIN 
NO.31 

TWN 28/04/18 ATF had expired on the 17/02/2018. 03/09/18 08/03/19 

478 SHANG YANG TWN 01/05/18 No ATF shown to observer. Captain said he can’t find it. Captain is new on vessel. 03/09/18 08/03/19 

498 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 106 

CHN 17/06/18 
The document produced as an ATF (2 pages) was in a different format, and the stamps applied this 
document were not consistent with the examples provided by IOTC (4 pages). 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

498 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 107 

CHN 18/06/18 
The document produced as the ATF (2 pages – Document No. 0000003307) was not in the same format as 
the flag state template provided by IOTC (4 pages). 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

498 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 108 

CHN 19/06/18 
The document produced as an ATF (2 pages.  Document No.0000003301) was not in the same format as the 
flag state template provided by IOTC (4 pages). 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

498 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 105 

CHN 19/06/18 
The document produced as an ATF (2 pages.  Document No. 0000003365) was not in the same format as the 
flag state template provided by IOTC (4 pages). 
 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

487 
HWA SHAN 
NO.302 

TWN 06/06/18 

ATF - Shown ATF in Taiwanese, an expired English ATF was provided. Both the English and Taiwanese ATFs 
were in the old style format and the date was in Taiwanese format 109/01/05. Unable to determine if 
authorised to fish in Indian Ocean. Observer requested that the company email current ATF in English, but it 
was not received. 
 

03/09/18 11/03/19 
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Deploy. 
number 

Vessel name Vessel 
flag 

Inspecti
on date 

Inspection comment Date report 
sent to CPC 

Date feedback 
from CPC 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
65 

CHN 31/07/18 
This ATF showed the NRN "(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2014)FT-200029" which did not correspond to the "NRN 
(ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2017)T-2002383" reflected in the IOTC records 

01/09/18 05/03/19 

502 
NO.88 HAE 
CHEON 

KOR 26/06/18 
The observer requested the flag state ATF and the LSTLV produced a coastal state ATF which was issued by 
Mozambique. The observer did not see a flag state (Korean) ATF 

10/09/18 07/02/19 

502 
NO.77 HAE 
CHEON 

KOR 28/06/18 
The observer requested the flag state ATF.  However, the LSTLV produced a coastal state ATF which was 
issued by Mozambique. The observer did not see a Korean flag state ATF 

10/09/18 07/02/19 

504 YI FENG NO.268 TWN 27/06/18 
The observer requested the ATF and showed the master the template of the Taiwan, China ATF. However, 
the LSTLV could only provide the observer with the ship's inspection certificate as the ATF 

11/09/18 20/09/18 

494b LI HSIANG TWN 24/07/18 
During inspection a different ATF was shown to the observer. It appeared to have the official stamp but 
wasn’t in the template format. 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

500 
Lu Rong Yuan Yu 
159 

CHN 01/06/18 

ATF document shown to the observer was an out of date Certificate of Fishing Vessel’s Nationality (CFVN) 
rather than an ATF although they are quite similar this doesn’t meet the flag state template nor contain the 
authorising signatures/stamps. The observer tried to point this out to a junior officer on board the LSTLV but 
the language barrier prevented the observer from getting his point across.  

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU WEI YUAN YU 
188 

CHN 05/06/18 The authorised area of operations stated in the ATF was for the Pacific Ocean 12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU WEI YUAN YU 
588 

CHN 07/06/18 
ATF document shown to the observer was the first (cover) page from an ATF but the rest of the document 
was the vessels CFVN.  The NRN number on this document matched the IOTC database and the 
transhipment declaration (FT200039) however this document contained no area of operations 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU WEI YUAN YU 
688 

CHN 09/06/18 
The ATF presented to the observer only contained two of the usual three pages and the observer was unable 
to confirm the operator of the LSTLV or identify a NRN 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 SHEN HUI 05 CHN 12/06/18 

The observer was presented with an ATF document with pages offering three different NRN's two were 
photographed FT200011 and FT200013 however the Captain of the LSTLV was reluctant to have the third 
photographed but a note was taken (FT200021). On return to the CV the CV Captain approached the 
observer on behalf of the LSTLV Captain, he explained that one of the ATF documents was from a previous 
license. This NRN matches the information in the database. The transhipment declaration and IOTC record 
for this vessels NRN was FT200011. 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 SHEN HUI 04 CHN 19/06/18 

The ATF shown to the observer was the vessels CFVN and there was no section containing an area of 
operations, in the document shown there was a record of two NRN numbers one ending FT200012 and the 
other FT200020. The transhipment declaration and IOTC record were the same with the NRN recorded 
ending FT200010 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 SHEN HUI 01 CHN 22/06/18 
The ATF document shown to the observer was the CFVN, this had no stated area of operations and bore a 
different NRN FT200009 than the transhipment declaration or IOTC record FT200007 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 JIN XIANG 9 CHN 05/07/18 
The LSTLV ATF was expired having date of 31/03/18, in the ATF the entry for area of operations read 
western and central Pacific ocean.  

12/09/18 11/03/19 

508 SINAW 16 OMN 29/07/18 
The copy of the ATF was a different to the one provided on the 09/05/18 on deployment 490 and did not 
match the flag state template 

12/09/18  

509 KHA YANG 35 MYS 06/08/18 ATF - The date has passed its expiry 12/09/18 12/03/19 

517 KHA YANG 35 MYS 04/09/18 The ATF which was produced during the LSTLV boarding check was only valid up to 11/07/18. 12/11/18 12/03/19 
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Table 3 – Possible infractions relating to Vessel Monitoring System (VMS). 

Deploy. 
number 

Vessel name Vessel 
flag 

Inspecti
on date 

Inspection comment Date report 
sent to CPC 

Date 
feedback 
from CPC 

457 
YI JEN CHUN 
NO.668 

TWN 22/11/17 A power switch was fitted next to the Argos (CLS) LEO VMS unit. 02/02/18 18/09/18 

457 
SHENG FAN 
NO.119 

TWN 02/12/17 Two power switches were fitted in close proximity to the VMS units. 02/02/18 18/09/18 

457 
LIEN YI HSING 
NO.368 

TWN 07/01/18 A power switch was fitted next to the power supply box of the VMS. 02/02/18 18/09/18 

465 
ZHANG YUAN 
YU 22 

CHN 10/01/18 The power light was not on. The power supply cable was not connected to a power source. 05/02/18 01/03/18 

470 
SHENG FAN 
NO.399 

TWN 09/01/18 The VMS unit was fitted with power switch. 02/03/18 13/08/18 

470 
SHENG FAN 
NO.119 

TWN 12/01/18 Both VMS units were fitted with a power switches. 02/03/18 13/08/18 

470 YING TA HSIANG TWN 16/01/18 The Argos (CLS) LEO unit was fitted with a power switch. 02/03/18 13/08/18 

470 
SHENG HAI 
NO.127 

TWN 20/01/18 The Argos (CLS) LEO was fitted with a power switch. 02/03/18 13/08/18 

470 
CHARNG LUEN 
NO.22 

TWN 23/01/18 Both VMS systems were fitted with power switches. 02/03/18 13/08/18 

470 
JAIN HSUAN 
NO.202 

TWN 27/01/18 The VMS system was fitted with a power switch. 02/03/18 13/08/18 

466 
NF INDIAN 
TUNA NO.1 

SYC 03/02/18 
An independent power switch for both the VMS systems was located at a different location (not in same 
photograph). The two switches in the left of the photographs were marked as VMS switches. 

02/03/18 13/03/18 

466 EVERGOLD NO.1 SYC 07/02/18 The LSTLV's power light was turned off 02/03/18 13/03/18 

479 
HUNG RUNG 
NO.2 

TWN 18/02/18 
The master of the LSTLV was unable to point out a VMS unit to the observer, however he pointed out an AIS unit 
(model: AIS-700). 

23/03/18 01/02/19 

460 
FENG CUO 
NO.668 

TWN 21/12/17 
The observer was shown several unknown VMS units, both are power supply units. No identifiable VMS was 
shown to the observer 

21/05/18 01/02/19 

483 
HINODE MARU 
No.38 

JPN 17/03/18 

The VMS on board Hinode Maru No.38 was not functioning. When the observer pointed this out to the captain, 
the captain informed the observer that the transhipment was requested once the VMS unit became faulty. The 
captain claimed the VMS was still operational at the time that the vessel left port in Mozambique. The captain 
intended to sail to Cape Town after the transhipment was completed in order to have the VMS unit repaired. 

21/05/18 12/03/19 

480 XIN SHI JI NO.67 CHN 29/03/18 The VMS unit was connected via a power switch which could be manipulated from the bridge. 22/05/18 07/06/18 

480 XIN SHI JI 72 CHN 13/04/18 
When asked to identify the vessels VMS, the master of the LSTLV pointed out a 'JRC (NQE-887C) Inmarsat-C' 
distress unit. The master was unable to show the observer any other VMS units or antenna. 

22/05/18 07/06/18 

480 
SHENG FAN 
NO.119 

TWN 23/03/18 
The LSTLV was fitted with an ARGOS MAR GE V2 as well as an ARGOS (Seimac) FVT VMS units. Both these units 
were connected via a power switch which could be manipulated from the bridge. 

22/05/18 01/02/19 

480 
CHENG QING 
FENG 

TWN 22/04/18 VMS equipment connected to a power switch 28/06/18 01/02/19 
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Deploy. 
number 

Vessel name Vessel 
flag 

Inspecti
on date 

Inspection comment Date report 
sent to CPC 

Date 
feedback 
from CPC 

484 HOME SHEEN TWN 05/04/18 
The CLS LEO Vessel Monitoring System (VMS) was fitting with a power switch which was switched on at the time 
of the on-board inspection 

28/06/18 23/02/19 

484 DE HAI NO.12 TWN 17/05/18 The LSTLV CLS LEO VMS was fitted with a power switch 28/06/18 23/02/19 

484 
CHARNG LUEN 
NO.22 

TWN 02/06/18 The LSTLV CLS LEO VMS was fitted with a power switch 28/06/18 23/02/19 

484 SINAW 16 OMN 10/04/18 The LSTLV VMS was fitted with a power switch 28/06/18  

491 
CHENG QING 
FENG NO.268 

TWN 13/05/18 
There was no VMS unit on the bridge though there were two power supply boxes - one off and one on; it was not 
known which box connected to the unmarked antennae atop the bridge. 
 

03/08/18 06/09/18 

492 CHUAN YI TWN 24/05/18 The VMS unit was connect to a power switch 03/08/18 15/02/19 

492 YI FENG NO.168 TWN 31/05/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch 03/08/18 15/02/19 

492 YI FENG NO.682 TWN 31/05/18 
The VMS unit was connected to a DC power supply unit with a switch of its own. The DC power supply unit was 
also connected to a switch. 

03/08/18 15/02/19 

495 
FENG CUO 
NO.668 

TWN 30/05/18 The observer was shown an AIS unit rather than a VMS 03/08/18 01/02/19 

495 
SHIN LIAN FA 
NO.168 

TWN 07/06/18 The observer was shown an AIS unit rather than a VMS 03/08/18 01/02/19 

496 WIN LONG TWN 12/06/18 The CLS Triton VMS was connected via a power switch and was not switched on when the observer checked 03/08/18 22/08/18 

478 
MAAN YU FENG 
NO.1 

TWN 15/03/18 
Two VMS Units both with lights on. These are fitted next to a power supply unit fitted with a switch. 
 

03/09/18 08/03/19 

478 
JINN JYI CHYUN 
NO.66 

TWN 16/03/18 VMS unit is connected to a power supply unit fitted with a switch. 03/09/18 08/03/19 

478 
FENG CUO 
NO.668 

TWN 06/04/18 

The vessel indicated to the observer that the AIS unit photographed below was the ships VMS. On closer 
examination this AIS unit is inscribed with model: AMTEL CAMINO - 101 CLASS B AIS.  The observer was not shown 
an aerial antenna by the vessel and he was unable to identify the antenna he suspected could be for the VMS – 
this antenna has previously been used for an Argos Marge type VMS unit 

03/09/18 08/03/19 

478 LIEN SHENG FA TWN 03/05/18 The VMS unit was also connected to a switch. 03/09/18 08/03/19 

478 
FENG CUO 
NO.668 

TWN 11/05/18 

The vessel indicated to the observer that the AIS unit photographed below was the ships VMS. On closer 
examination this AIS unit is inscribed with model: AMTEL CAMINO - 101 CLASS B AIS.  The observer was not shown 
an aerial antenna by the vessel and he was unable to identify the antenna he suspected could be for the VMS – 
this antenna has previously been used for an Argos Marge type VMS unit 

03/09/18 08/03/19 

498 
LIEN YI HSING 
NO.368 

TWN 01/07/18 The CLS VMS (511111) unit was fitted with a power switch. 03/09/18 20/02/19 

498 CHIEN WEI NO.3 TWN 11/07/18 Both VMS units were fitted with power switches. 03/09/18 20/02/19 

498 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 107 

CHN 18/06/18 The VMS power light was not illuminated. 03/09/18 02/02/19 

498 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 105 

CHN 19/06/18 The VMS power light was off and the VMS unit was fitted with a power switch, which was switched off. 03/09/18 02/02/19 

487 CHIEN WEI NO.3 TWN 05/05/18 VMS - Two VMS systems present and both fitted with power switches 03/09/18 11/03/19 
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Deploy. 
number 

Vessel name Vessel 
flag 

Inspecti
on date 

Inspection comment Date report 
sent to CPC 

Date 
feedback 
from CPC 

487 
ZHANG YUAN 
YU 21 

CHN 14/05/18 
No unit inside bridge presented to the observer but a Sailor Capsat TT3027D Antennae was present on the top 
bridge 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

487 
ZHANG YUAN 
YU 22 

CHN 22/05/18 VMS - no VMS unit on bridge presented to the observer. Sailor Capsat antennae on top bridge. 03/09/18 02/02/19 

487 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 101 

CHN 02/06/18 
VMS - VMS unit light was not on. The LSTLV captain showed the observer another screen and insisted the VMS 
was functioning. 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

506 XIN SHI JI 72 CHN 03/08/18 
No VMS unit presented to the observer at the time of boarding. F/V Master explained to the Observer he was 
planning sail to Mauritius Island to get a new one. VMS antenna present. 

10/09/18 19/02/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
303 

CHN 18/06/18 
The VMS light was not on. The power to the instrument was wired directly into a switch on the distribution board. 
The captain indicated that the power was on but that the light was faulty. 

01/09/18 05/03/19 

502 
HUNG HUI 
NO.112 

TWN 09/07/18 The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch 10/09/18 20/02/19 

504 
SHIN LIAN FA 
NO.36 

TWN 20/07/18 The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch 11/09/18 20/09/18 

513 
AN WUN FA 
NO.6 

TWN 29/07/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch and was switched ON during inspection 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
AN WONE FA 
NO.3 

TWN 30/07/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
AN WEN FA 
NO.2 

TWN 31/07/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch, it was switched ON during inspection 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 SHUI HO CHENG TWN 03/08/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch and was switched ON during inspection 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 JIA YI FA TWN 04/08/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch and was switched ON during the inspection 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
CHANG YING 
NO.69 

TWN 05/08/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch and it was switched ON during inspection 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 LIEN SHENG FA TWN 05/08/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch and was switched ON during the inspection 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
WOEN DAR 
NO.168 

TWN 08/08/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch and was switched ON during the inspection 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 WEN DAR TWN 08/08/18 The VMS unit was connected to a power switch and was switched during the inspection 14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
FENG KUO 
NO.568 

TWN 10/08/18 
The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch that was wrapped with electric tape, and was switched ON during 
inspection 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

510 
LIEN YI HSING 
NO.368 

TWN 11/08/18 
The observer requested to see the VMS, the master of the LSTLV pointed out a power supply. This power supply 
was connected to a CLS LEO VMS unit which was switched off. The connection between the power supply and the 
VMS was fitted with a power switch. 

27/09/18 26/02/19 

510 YI FENG NO.168 TWN 15/08/18 The VMS system was of the YI FENG NO.168 was fitted with a power switch below the unit. 27/09/18 26/02/19 

510 YI FENG NO.682 TWN 15/08/18 The VMS unit (No508578) was fitted with a power switch. 27/09/18 26/02/19 

510 YI FENG NO.816 TWN 15/08/18 The VMS unit power was supplied by a power supply which was fitted with a switch. 27/09/18 26/02/19 

515 
HINODE MARU 
No.38 

JPN 19/08/18 
The LSTLV Vessel Monitoring System (VMS [MARGE V3]) was supplied with power via a power supply which was 
plugged in to a power plug. This power plug could be unplugged, to interrupt the power to the unit. 

09/10/18 515 
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517 
CHENG QING 
FENG 

TWN 04/09/18 The VMS was fitted with a power switch. 12/11/18 15/02/19 

525 
CHENG QING 
FENG 

TWN 03/11/18 The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch 16/11/18 15/02/19 

530 
CHENG QING 
FENG 

TWN 28/11/18 The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch 09/01/19 15/02/19 

514 LONG XING 637 CHN 05/09/18 The VMS unit did not show a power light the observer was unable to verify if the VMS unit was switched on 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 XIN SHI JI 72 CHN 17/09/18 No power light was visible on the VMS unit. The observer was unable to verify if the VMS unit was switched on 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 107 

CHN 12/10/18 
There was no visible power light on the VMS. The LSTLV captain stated that the VMS was broken due to bad 
weather. 

09/01/19 18/02/19 
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467 
FUKUSEKI MARU 
No.31 

JPN 19/12/17 
LSTV logbook observed was missing both the original (white) and the copy (yellow) pages numbered 2 (2-1 and 2-2) 
and 3 (3-1 and 3-2). The pages were torn from the book. 

02/02/18 12/03/19 

467 
KOEI MARU 
No.1 

JPN 21/12/17 The logbook did not match the Japanese logbook template provided to the observer. 02/02/18 12/03/19 

465 YUANYOU516 CHN 26/12/17 
The logbook provided a space for the page to be numbered, but the pages were not numbered on the logbook pages 
scrutinised 

05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 YUANYOU 816 CHN 27/12/17 
None of the header data on the logbook was completed (Vessel and gear details etc.) Only the fishing activity and 
catch composition part was completed. The logbook pages were not numbered. 

05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 YUANYOU 618 CHN 27/12/17 
The vessel and gear particulars (logbook header) were not completed on the logbook. Only the fishing activity section 
of the logbook was completed. The logbook pages were not numbered. 
 

05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 YUANYOU 518 CHN 28/12/17 The logbook pages were not numbered. 05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 YUANYOU 616 CHN 28/12/17 
The header data of the logbook was not completed (No vessel name, gear details or page numbers). The logbook 
pages were not numbered. 

05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 169 

CHN 29/12/17 The logbook pages did not display page numbers. 05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 TAI HONG 6 CHN 07/01/18 The logbook pages were not numbered. 05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 
NO.11 HAE 
CHEON 

KOR 06/01/18 The pages of the logbook were not numbered and the logbook was not bound. 05/02/18 07/05/19 

468 
TAIWA MARU 
No.8 

JPN 18/01/18 The logbook pages were not bound. 01/03/2018 12/03/19 

473 KHA YANG 7 MYS 25/01/18 The logbook headers, which requested the vessel and voyage details were not completed. 01/03/18 12/03/19 

473 KHA YANG 1 MYS 26/01/18 The logbook headers, which requested the vessel and voyage details was not completed. 01/03/18 12/03/19 

473 KHA YANG 35 MYS 26/01/18 The logbook headers, which requested the vessel and voyage details was not completed. 01/03/18 12/03/19 

472 
NO.117 DONG 
WON 

KOR 28/01/18 The fishing logbook was printed and bound, but the pages were not marked with sequential page numbers. 02/03/18 07/02/19 

464 
HSIANG FA 
NO.18 

SYC 02.01.18 Month and year were recorded in the logbook, however individual days were not 23/03/18 18/02/19 

483 
WAKASHIO 
MARU No.58 

JPN 20/03/18 
The log sheets shown to the observer were printed and unbound. The individual log sheets were kept in a binder 
folder. 

21/05/18 12/03/19 

481 
HSIN MING 
SHENG NO.18 

TWN 02.01.18 The logbook pages were not numbered consecutively Page 2007692 was missing. 22/05/18 01/02/19 

499 
FUKUTOKU 
MARU No.38 

JPN 02/06/18 The electronic logbook pages were not numbered. The space to number the pages were left blank 21/06/18 12/03/19 

499 
FUKUTOKU 
MARU No. 88 

JPN 07/06/18 The electronic logbook pages were not numbered. The space to number the pages were left blank 21/06/18 12/03/19 

480 KHA YANG 5 MYS 15/04/18 Head of the pages of the Fishing Logbook not filled with relevant LSTLV information 28/06/18 12/03/19 
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484 SINAW 16 OMN 10/04/18 

The LSTLV fishing logbook consisted of five unbound printed pages that were stapled together. The header section 
(vessel details) of the logbook only had the LSTLV name printed the rest was not completed. The logbook only had the 
daily catch and position recorded and no page numbers. 
The logbook used by the LSTLV did not match the Omani template as provided by IOTC. 

28/06/18  

484 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 599 

CHN 27/04/18 The LSTLV fishing logbook pages were not marked with consecutive page numbers 28/06/18 18/07/18 

484 SHEN HUI 04 CHN 30/04/18 The LSTLV fishing logbook pages were not numbered 28/06/18 18/07/18 

484 SHEN HUI 06 CHN 01/05/18 The LSTLV fishing logbook pages were not numbered. The header information of the logbook was not completed 28/06/18 18/07/18 

484 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 202 

CHN 11/05/18 The logbook pages were not numbered with sequential page numbers 28/06/18 18/07/18 

495 DER HAE NO.3 TWN 29/05/18 
Logbook page Nº 1042202484 was missing, the Captain of the LSTLV justified saying he spilled coffee at the page and 
removed it from the logbook 

03/08/18 01/02/19 

498 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 105 

CHN 19/06/18 
The logbook was only completed up to 30/03/2018. The observer asked if the captain had any other record of catches, 
but the master could not provide any other evidence of catch record keeping. 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

487 
SHUENN PERNG 
NO.202 

SYC 12/05/18 Logbook - Logbook falling apart and no longer bound 03/09/18 18/02/19 

487 
HSIANG FA 
NO.18 

SYC 17/05/18 Logbook – at the time of the check the logbook was not bound as the binding had broken 03/09/18 18/02/19 

487 LONGXING635 CHN 01/05/18 
Logbook - Pages not numbered consecutively – numbers hadn’t been written in. It was a 2015 template (see appendix 
A). However, it was bound and up to date. 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

487 LONGXING638 CHN 02/05/18 
Logbook - Pages not numbered consecutively. Logbook was a 2015 template (see appendix A). 
 

03/09/18 02/02/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
70 

CHN 03/06/18 The header information of the logbooks were not completed except for the page number and the year. 01/09/18 05/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
68 

CHN 11/06/18 The header information of the logbooks were not completed 01/09/18 05/03/19 

490 SINAW 16 OMN 09/05/18 
The logbook of the LSTLV was unbound and consisted of a single paper logsheet. No log records provided before 
11/04/18 

12/09/18  

500 HONG YANG 89 CHN 03/07/18 
The Logbook presented was not recognised by the observer as matching the flag state template. The logbook sheets 
were loose being clipped into a plastic folder, the top section of the relevant recent fishing activity had not been filled 
in neither had the page numbers – pages were not consecutively numbered  

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 201 

CHN 04/07/18 
The logbook was unrecognised by the observer as a match to the flag state template. It was bound but the outer 
cover had been covered and no ID could be made, the page number section had not been completed –pages were not 
consecutively numbered 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 JIN XIANG 9 CHN 05/07/18 
The topmost sections of the logbook were not filled in and did not give a page number though the actual fishing 
section was up to date – pages not consecutively numbered  

12/09/18 11/03/19 

503 
SHYANG 
CHYANG NO.88 

TWN 25/07/18 
Pages not consecutively numbered in the logbook. Page 49 was missing from pages 45-50. The captain told the 
observer that he had ripped the page so removed it from the book. 

12/09/18 01/02/19 
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508 SINAW 16 OMN 29/07/18 
The logbook of the LSTLV was unbound and consisted of three paper logsheets. These sheets were not numbered 
consecutively – each sheet was numbered “1”.  

12/09/18  

513 CHEN YI FA NO.6 TWN 28/07/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the International Radio Call sign (IRCS) was not 
completed on the logbook pages. These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
FWU TSAIR YIH 
NO.2 

TWN 28/07/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
HUNG JIE WEI 
NO.21 

TWN 28/07/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
AN WUN FA 
NO.6 

TWN 29/07/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 FWU FA NO.6 TWN 31/07/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV. 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
CHING KUO YU 
FA HAO 

TWN 04/08/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 EAGLE TWN 04/08/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV. 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
GUAN WANG 
NO.21 

TWN 06/08/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 DER HAE NO.3 TWN 07/08/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
WEN DER 
NO.106 

TWN 08/08/18 
The logbook header, which included the vessel name, NRN and the IRCS was not completed on the logbook pages. 
These log pages could therefore not clearly be linked to the LSTLV 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

525 DER HAE NO.3 TWN 30/10/18 
The LSTLV did not complete any of the header information of the logbook, and therefore the logbook did not contain 
any information (Vessel name, IRCS or NRN) which could link the logbook to the LSTLV 

16/11/18 15/02/19 

525 KHA YANG 35 MYS 31/10/18 
The LSTLV did not complete any of the header information of the logbook, and therefore the logbook did not contain 
any information (Vessel name, IRCS or NRN) which could link the logbook to the LSTLV 

16/11/18 12/03/19 

525 KHA YANG 5 MYS 31/10/18 
The LSTLV did not complete any of the header information of the logbook, and therefore the logbook did not contain 
any information (Vessel name, IRCS or NRN) which could link the logbook to the LSTLV 

16/11/18 12/03/19 

514 NF Yuyo No. 6 SYC 04/09/18 Logbook was not bound but consisted of separate unbound sheets copied from the original logbook 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 LONGXING635 CHN 04/09/18 The logbook page numbers were not filled in. 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 LONGXING636 CHN 05/09/18 The logbook page numbers were not filled in. 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 105 

CHN 14/10/18 The logbook pages were not consecutively numbered 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 101 

CHN 14/10/18 The logbook pages were not consecutively numbered 09/01/19 18/02/19 
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457 
DAR LONG 
CHENG NO.378 

TWN 25/11/17 
The National Registry Number (NRN) on the bow of the LSTLV was not legible due to the dirt on the bow of the 
hull. 

02/02/18 18/09/18 

457 
JINN JYI CHYUN 
NO.178 

TWN 02/01/18 The vessel markings on the hull of the vessel was partially covered with fouling and not legible unless very close. 02/02/18 18/09/18 

465 
ZHANG YUAN 
YU 21 

CHN 10/01/18 
The IRCS marking displayed on the LSTLV was "BANJ41211" and was not consistent with the IRCS "BANJ4" that 
was in the IOTC records. 

05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 
ZHANG YUAN 
YU 22 

CHN 10/01/18 

The LSTLV name markings on the bow of the ship was not clear. The stern did not display a vessel name. The bow 
name markings displayed the name ZHANG YUAN YU NO. 22 (painted and weld marked). The paint of the 
characters "NO" was slightly worn. The IOTC vessel list provide the name "ZHANG YUAN YU 22" which is not 
consistent with the name displayed. 

05/02/18 01/03/18 

465 
ZHANG YUAN 
YU 22 

CHN 10/01/18 
The LSTLV displayed the IRCS markings BANJ51210 on the side of the vessel which was not consistent with the 
IRCS “BANJ5” provided in the IOTC vessel list 

05/02/18 01/03/18 

466 
HWA SHAN 
NO.222 

TWN 03/01/18 
The International Radio call Sign (IRCS) on the starboard side of the LSTLV was worn in places and the letters "BI" 
were mostly worn away and not legible except when at very close range. 

02/03/18 01/02/19 

472 
YNG HSING 
NO.23 

TWN 08/02/18 
The markings on the bow were partially covered by fouling.  The NRN was illegible and the vessel name was only 
partially legible, unless at very close distances 

02/03/18 07/03/18 

464 JUI DER NO.112 TWN 04.01.17 Name markings were worn away and difficult to read on the bow 23/03/18 01/02/19 

475 CHUN I NO.307 SYC 26/02/18 Some of the paint of the name of the vessel on the bow had worn away, making it difficult to read at a distance. 21/05/18 18/02/19 

475 
LONG YIELD 
NO.6 

SYC 01/03/18 The IRCS markings on the side of the vessel had worn away, making it difficult to read at a distance. 21/05/18 18/02/19 

475 
JIN HONG 
NO.308 

SYC 13/03/18 The bow markings had partially worn away making it difficult to read at a distance. 21/05/18 18/02/19 

475 
SIN HUA FONG 
NO.168 

TWN 22/03/18 The “8” in the vessels bow markings had partially worn away, making it look like a “3” from a distance. 21/05/18 01/02/19 

474 
RLEY CHIEN TSAI 
NO.116 

TWN 16/03/18 
Two different names were displayed; “RUEY CHIEN TSAI NO.116” was displayed on the bow and “RLEY CHIEN TSAI 
NO.116” on the stern 

21/05/18 01/02/19 

477 
DONG WON 
NO.637 

KOR 27/02/18 
The vessel name marked on the bow is not the same as recorded in IOTC Record of Authorised Vessels. The 
vessels name is recorded as DONG WON NO.637 in the IOTC Record of Authorised Vessels and recorded as No. 
637 Dong Won on the bow. 

21/05/18 07/02/19 

481 YI FENG NO.816 TWN 02.04.18 
The vessel name on the bow and in the IOTC database was indicated as YI FENG NO.816. However, on the stern it 
was indicated as YI 816 FENG. 

22/05/18 01/02/19 

480 XIN SHI JI NO.67 CHN 29/03/18 The LSTLV name on the stern was not complete and did not indicate the number "67. 22/05/18 07/06/18 

484 SHEN HUI 02 CHN 30/04/18 The LSTLV markings on the starboard bow was partially obscured by fouling and not clearly visible. 28/06/18 18/07/18 

486 
HE JHEN YI 
NO.126 

TWN 27/05/18 The vessel's name markings of the starboard bow was partially worn and not clearly legible. 03/08/18 17/08/18 

491 KHA YANG 7 MYS 12/05/18 
The Vessel's English name was not printed on the stern, however this was peeling off making it unclear and 
difficult to read at a distance 

03/08/18 12/03/19 

478 YI FENG NO.816 TWN 14/03/18 
The name on the stern reads YI 816 FENG, whereas on the bow it is Yi Feng No.816. This can be considered 
misleading to read. The vessel is recorded as YI FENG NO.816 in the IOTC register of authorised vessels. 

03/09/18 08/03/19 
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478 
SHIN LIAN FA 
NO.168 

TWN 19/03/18 The vessels Bow markings were unclear, covered by algal growth making them difficult to read at a distance. 03/09/18 08/03/19 

478 
LONG WANG 
SHENG NO.7 

TWN 20/05/18 Name on bow at the limits of being unclear – the fouling made it difficult to read at a distance. 03/09/18 08/03/19 

506 
NF DAFA 
NO.168 

SYC 13/07/18 Vessel name on the bow was unclear and difficult to read at a distance 10/09/18 18/02/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
303 

CHN 18/06/18 

The LSTLV arrived at the location of the CV at about 08:55. The observer noted the LSTLV was not clearly marked 
and did not display legible bow markings or the International Radio Call Sign (IRCS) markings. The CV transferred 
some supplies including paint by setting the supplies adrift and quickly moved away from the LSTLV. 
When the LSTLV approached later at 13:20, the bow markings and IRCS markings were clearly displayed with new 
paint 

01/09/18 05/03/19 

502 YU FENG NO.67 TWN 23/06/18 
The International Radio Call Sign (IRCS) displayed on the starboard side of the LSTLV was eroded and not easily 
legible even from a relatively close distance 

10/09/18 20/02/19 

489 
HSIN MING 
SHENG NO.28 

TWN 30/04/18 
There is substantial wear and rust on the paint over much of the name in bow, which could make it difficult to 
read from a distance 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

489 FWU FA NO.6 TWN 10/05/18 
Name on stern is painted over the former name and it makes difficult to read clearly. Which could potentially be 
misleading 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

489 
RLEY CHIEN TSAI 
NO.116 

TWN 11/05/18 
Though vessel appears originally in vessel register as 'Ruey Chien Tsai No.116' it displays 'Rley Chien Tsai No.116' 
which is the name on its fishing licenses and other vessel documents and displays correct callsign and national 
registration number 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

489 
GUAN WANG 
NO.21 

TWN 31/05/18 Much of the callsign is worn and difficult to read 12/09/18 01/02/19 

489 YU FENG NO.67 TWN 07/06/18 
Part of the callsign is worn and could potentially be misread. Also, there is substantial wear and rust on the paint 
over much of the name in stern, which could make it difficult to read from a distance 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

489 FWU FA NO.6 TWN 14/06/18 
Name on stern is painted over the former name and it makes difficult to read clearly. Which could potentially be 
misleading 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

489 GUAN WANG TWN 30/06/18 
There is substantial wear and rust on the paint over much of the name in bow, which could make it difficult to 
read from a distance 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

489 DER HAE NO.3 TWN 01/07/18 
Name on sterns is painted over the former name and it makes difficult to read clearly. Which can potentially be 
considered misleading 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

494b 
CHEN HSING 
NO.668 

TWN 09/07/18 
The IRCS on the starboard side was partially worn away reading as “312451” and not “BI2451”, making it appear 
incorrect at a distance 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

500 SHEN HUI 02 CHN 21/06/18 
On approaching the CV for transhipment it was noted the bow marking were obscure making it difficult to read 
accurately at a distance. 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 202 

CHN 04/07/18 The bow marking of this vessel was obscured making it difficult to read at a distance 12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 JIN XIANG 9 CHN 05/07/18 The vessels bow markings were obscured making it difficult to read at a distance 12/09/18 11/03/19 

503 
JHAO FONG 
NO.277 

TWN 07/07/18 
The vessels name on the bow had some letters and number missing, making the correct name hard to read even 
up close. 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

503 
CHUAN HSING 
FA NO.10 

TWN 09/07/18 
The name on stern could not be read correctly, the “Chuan”had partially worn away and was obscured by dirt 
which could potentially be considered misleading. 

12/09/18 01/02/19 
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503 
CHARNG LUEN 
NO.22 

TWN 31/07/18 
The name on the stern of the vessel CHARNG LUEN NO.22 had the “No.22” obscured by dirt, making it hard to 
read and could be potentially misleading. 

12/09/18 01/02/19 

513 FWU FA NO.6 TWN 31/07/18 
The LSTLV markings on the stern have been repainted over similar but faint markings "FWU FA NO.6". The second 
application was not aligned with the old markings resulting in markings which were not clearly legible 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

513 
HE JHEN YI 
NO.126 

TWN 09/08/18 
When the LSTLV arrived for the transhipment the LSTLV was displaying the name markings "JHEN YI No.126" on 
the starboard bow. 

14/09/18 12/03/19 

514 LONGXING635 CHN 04/09/18 The name on the bow was obscured by algae and difficult to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 LONGXING636 CHN 05/09/18 The name on the bow was obscured by algae and difficult to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 LONG XING 637 CHN 05/09/18 The name on the bow was obscured with algae and difficult to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 106 

CHN 12/10/18 The markings on the bow were faded and difficult to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 102 

CHN 12/10/18 The markings on the bow were faded and difficult to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 107 

CHN 12/10/18 The markings on the bow were faded and difficult to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 105 

CHN 14/10/18 The markings on the bow were partially obscured by algae and difficult to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 101 

CHN 14/10/18 The markings on the bow were partially obscured by algae and difficult to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 

514 
LU QING YUAN 
YU 108 

CHN 14/10/18 The markings on the bow were obscured by algae and impossible to read 09/01/19 18/02/19 
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500 
Lu Rong Yuan Yu 
199 

CHN 31/05/18 
The NRN on the IOTC record matched the NRN on the presented ATF FT200031, however these two numbers differed 
from the NRN given on the transhipment declaration (FT200067) 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
Lu Rong Yuan Yu 
159 

CHN 01/06/18 
Three separate NRNs were given for this vessel, the IOTC database gives an NRN FT200074, the transhipment 
declaration gave FT200068 and the LSTLV documents indicated an NRN ending FT200024. (Taken from CFVN, not an 
ATF) 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU RU YUAN YU 
158 

CHN 10/06/18 
The NRN on the transhipment declaration and the ATF ended FT200033, however the recorded IOTC NRN for this 
vessel is FT200061 
 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU RU YUAN YU 
188 

CHN 11/06/18 
The transhipment declaration and LSTLV ATF had the same NRN ending FT200032 however the IOTC record gives an 
NRN ending FT200062 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 SHEN HUI 06 CHN 20/06/18 
It was noted by the observer that although the NRN for this vessel matched in the ATF, IOTC record and the 
transhipment declaration FT 200012, this NRN was the same as one presented for the previous transhipment SHEN 
HUI 04 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
Lu Rong Yuan Yu 
189 

CHN 28/06/18 
Neither of the NRNs presented to the observer matched the IOTC record that being FT 200076. The ATF bore the NRN 
FT 200030 and the transhipment declaration the NRN FT 200069. 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 169 

CHN 02/07/18 
Three differing NRNs were given for this vessel, the IOTC record gives an NRN ending FT200075, the transhipment 
declaration gave an NRN ending FT200070 and the ATF NRN was recorded as ending FT200025 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 HONG YANG 89 CHN 03/07/18 
Three separate NRNs observed for this vessel. IOTC rec (FT200012- Matching the record of SHEN HUI 06 T13) 
transhipment declaration NRN FT200026 and ATF NRN FT200047.  

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 327 

CHN 03/07/18 
The NRNs in the IOTC record and the ATF matched (FT200214) however the transhipment declaration NRN was 
different being FT200212 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 201 

CHN 04/07/18 NRNs from the IOTC record and ATF matched FT2000048 however the transhipment declaration NRN was FT200046.  12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
LU RONG YUAN 
YU 202 

CHN 04/07/18 
IOTC record and ATF NRN were the same FT200049 however the transhipment declaration NRN was different 
FT200040.  

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
Lu Rong Yuan Yu 
159 

CHN 06/07/18 
The NRN IOTC record for this vessel ends FT200074, the ATF gives the NRN FT20002 and the transhipment declaration 
gave an NRN ending FT200068 

12/09/18 11/03/19 

500 
Lu Rong Yuan Yu 
199 

CHN 06/07/18 
IOTC record and LSTLV ATF were the same regarding NRN's both having a number ending FT200031 however the 
transhipment declaration bore a different number ending FT200067, these are the same differences noted for this 
vessel in its previous transhipment, T1. See T1 for details 

12/09/18 11/03/19 
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Table 7 – Possible infractions related to individual vessel quota 

Deploy. 
number 

Vessel name Vessel 
flag 

Inspecti
on date 

Inspection comment Date report 
sent to CPC 

Date 
feedback 
from CPC 

487 
HSIANG FA 
NO.16 

TWN 16/05/18 

There was some confusion as the Captain of the LSTLV had originally said that 20 tonnes of YFT was for the sister ship 
(HSIANG FA NO.18). Whilst originally understood that the 20 tonnes had come from their sister ship the observer 
requested to see the transhipment authorisation. The CV captain then explained the captain actually meant that he 
wanted 20 tonnes of YFT to be stored on the CV as catch from Hsiang Fa No.18. The Captain of the CV did not like this, 
so the 20 Tonnes of YFT remained onboard and was not transhipped. It was later understood that this was to do with 
the vessel exceeding its quota. 

03/09/18 
11/03/19 and 

09/05/19 

 

Table 8 – Possible infractions related to mis-declaration (of SBT) 

Deploy. 
number 

Vessel name Vessel 
flag 

Inspecti
on date 

Inspection comment Date report 
sent to CPC 

Date feedback 
from CPC 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
316 

CHN 02/06/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 3 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
70 

CHN 03/06/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
Potential SBT from photographs 2 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
318 

CHN 05/06/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 3 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
68 

CHN 11/06/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 6 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
303 

CHN 18/06/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
71 

CHN 29/07/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 22 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
65 

CHN 31/07/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 5 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
70 

CHN 14/08/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 154 

01/09/18 08/03/19 
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Deploy. 
number 

Vessel name Vessel 
flag 

Inspecti
on date 

Inspection comment Date report 
sent to CPC 

Date feedback 
from CPC 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
68 

CHN 15/08/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 137 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
318 

CHN 16/08/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 47 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
316 

CHN 17/08/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 25 

01/09/18 08/03/19 

497 
PING TAI RONG 
303 

CHN 18/08/18 
No southern bluefin (Thunnus maccoyii) were declared during this voyage. The observer however noted various 
amounts of Thunnus maccoyii amongst the fish listed in Table 6. 
No SBT positively identified from photographs 30 

01/09/18 08/03/19 
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Appendix II 

Responses received from the fleets before the deadline of 12/03/2019 

LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 466) 
Received 13/03/2018 from SFA 

Participating Fleet 
Seychelles 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult table below 

 

EVERGOLD 
NO.1 

The LSTLV's power light was turned off 
and the VMS did not have a distress 
button as is pictured under Argos 
(Seimac) FVT in the observer's 
reference guide. However, the VMS 
shown to the observer seems most like 
the Argos (Seimac) FVT of the 
reference guide. 

The vessel has sailed into Mauritius in February 
2018 and has replaced the previous one with a 
new VMS from CLS. 

NF INDIAN 
TUNA NO.1 

An independent power switch for both 
the VMS systems was located at a 
different location (not in same 
photograph). The two switches in the 
left of the photographs were marked as 
VMS switches. 

Captain has been informed to remove power 
switch.  

 

LSTLVs – Multiple LSTLVs (Deploy 465) 
Received 01/03/2018 from WAN Chen 
 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See below table 

 
YUANYOU516 The logbook provided a space for the page to be numbered, but the pages were not numbered on the logbook 

pages scrutinised 

YUANYOU 816 None of the header data on the logbook was completed (Vessel and gear details etc.) Only the fishing activity 
and catch composition part was completed. The logbook pages were not numbered. 

YUANYOU 618 The vessel and gear particulars (logbook header) were not completed on the logbook. Only the fishing activity 
section of the logbook was completed. The logbook pages were not numbered. 
 

YUANYOU 518 The logbook pages were not numbered. 

YUANYOU 616 The header data of the logbook was not completed (No vessel name, gear details or page numbers). The 
logbook pages were not numbered. 

LU RONG YUAN YU 
169 

The logbook pages did not display page numbers. 

TAI HONG 6 The logbook pages were not numbered. 

TAI HONG 7 The License Number (LN) on the different pages of the ATF did not concur. The LN on the page marked 
"I.DETAILS OF FISHING VESSEL REGISTRATION" was "GH-0683" and the LN on the page marked "II.APROVED 
FISHING CONDITIONS" was GH-0424. 

ZHANG YUAN YU 21 The IRCS marking displayed on the LSTLV was "BANJ41211" and was not consistent with the IRCS "BANJ4" that 
was in the IOTC records. 

ZHANG YUAN YU 22 The LSTLV name markings on the bow of the ship was not clear. The stern did not display a vessel name. The 
bow name markings displayed the name ZHANG YUAN YU NO. 22 (painted and weld marked). The paint of the 
characters "NO" was slightly worn. The IOTC vessel list provide the name "ZHANG YUAN YU 22" which is not 
consistent with the name displayed. 

ZHANG YUAN YU 22 The LSTLV displayed the IRCS markings BANJ51210 on the side of the vessel which was not consistent with the 
IRCS “BANJ5” provided in the IOTC vessel list 

ZHANG YUAN YU 22 The power light was not on. The power supply cable was not connected to a power source. 
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Dear Sir, 

 Reference is made to the email below and sorry for late reply due to Chinese New Year, and I wish to advise the outcome 
as follows of the investigation on the possible infractions in IOTC observer report ref. 465-17. 

 1.      Regarding logbook issues by vessels YuanYou 516/518/616/618/816 (the header data blank and logbook page not 

numbered), kindly be advised that the vessel owner/company paid great attention on the mistake although the vessels 

just came into operation in second half last year. Each vessel in question has been notified and ordered by the vessel 

owner/company to correct the mistake by numbering the pages as required. And the vessel owner/company will be 

focusing on training for the vessel captains and company staff to further strengthen compliance. 

 2.      Regarding logbook issue by LU RONG YUAN YU 169 (logbook page not numbered), kindly be advised that it was due 

to the mistake by the vessel captain, who should have numbered the pages when filling the logbook each day. The vessel 

owner/company reported that they will be more focusing on implementation of conservation measures, and the vessel 

captain in question has been ordered to number the logbook pages. 

 3.      Regarding logbook issue by TAI HONG 6 (logbook page not numbered), kindly be advised that it was due to the mistake 

by the vessel captain although the vessel owner/company has emphasized many times the importance of numbering the 

pages. The captained has been ordered by the vessel owner/company to number the pages without delay.  

 4.      Regarding the issue by TAI HONG 7 (fishing license with different ATF number), kindly be advised that the ATF with 

GH-0683 is not the one currently valid. The currently valid one is numbered GH-0424. The reason why there was a page 

of the invalid one is that the captain did not take out the out-of-date page. The vessel owner/company has ordered the 

captain to make ready the currently valid ATF for future inspection. Please refer to the attached scanned copy of the 

currently valid fishing license. 

 5.      Regarding issue by ZHANG YUAN YU 21 (call sign on hull different from the IOTC record), we confirm that the call sign 

of the vessel is BANJ4, and 1211 was painted in October 2016 under the requirement by Seychelles when the vessel was 

fishing in Seychelles waters with fishing permit by Seychelles. Currently, the number 1211 has been covered by white 

paint. 

 6.      Regarding the issue by ZHANG YUAN YU 22 (name marking not clear on bow and the paint of the characters "NO" 

slightly worn), we confirm that the correct name of the vessel is ZHANG YUAN YU 22 (without “No.”). The welded “No.” 

was actually covered with white paint when docking in Mauritius in August 2017. However, due to long time operation on 

the sea, the white paint over the letters was corroded by sea water. And the vessel has been notified by the vessel 

owner/company to cover the “No.” by repainting with white paint. 

 7.      Regarding issue by ZHANG YUAN YU 22 (call sign on hull different from the IOTC record), we confirm that the correct 

call sign of the vessel is BANJ5. It was because of the same reason for ZHANG YUAN YU 21 for the additional numbers 

(1210) and the numbers “1210” has been covered by white paint.  

 8.      Regarding the VMS issue by ZHANG YUAN YU 22 (power light was not on, power supply cable not connected to a 

power source), kindly be advised that the CLS ARGOS device in question was installed to operate in Seychelles waters 

before, and the device is not served for vessel position reporting when the vessel operates out of Seychelles waters, they 

use immarsat C for vessel position reporting instead, and the vessel is reporting its position normally to our VMS platform.  

 Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

 warm regards, 

 WAN Chen, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture, People's 
Republic of China. 
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LSTLVs – Multiple LSTLVs (Deploy 480) 
Received 07/06/2018 from WAN Chen 
 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See below table 

 

XIN SHI JI NO.67 The LSTLV name on the stern was not complete and did not indicate the number "67. 

XIN SHI JI NO.67 The VMS unit was connected via a power switch which could be manipulated from the bridge. 

XIN SHI JI 76 The NRN reflected on the LSTLV's ATF ((Zhe)ChuanDeng(Ji)(2015) FT 200060) was not the same as the NRN 
"(Zhe)ChuanDeng(Ji)(2017)FT-200116" provided by the IOTC record. 

XIN SHI JI 72 When asked to identify the vessels VMS, the master of the LSTLV pointed out a 'JRC (NQE-887C) Inmarsat-C' distress 
unit. The master was unable to show the observer any other VMS units or antenna. 

TAI HONG 7 The NRN recorded on the LSTLV's ATF ("(LU) CHUANDENG (JI) (2017) FT-200155") did not concur with the NRN provided 
by the IOTC vessel list. The IOTC vessel list provided the NRN as "(LU) CHUANDENG (JI) (2012) FT-200049". 

Dear Sir, 

 Reference is made to the email below, and I wish to advise the outcome as follows of the investigation on the possible 
infractions in IOTC observer report ref. 480-18. 

 1.      Regarding The LSTLV name (XIN SHI JI NO.67) on the stern was not complete and did not indicate the number “67”, 

kindly be advised that the vessel owner will rectify by requiring the vessel to complete the vessel name on the stern when 

repairing. 

 2.      Regarding XIN SHI JI NO.67 whose VMS unit was connected via a power switch which could be manipulated from the 

bridge, kindly be advised that there are two VMS units on board, one is TT-6140 Inmarsat-C and we confirm it is reporting 

normally to China VMS center, the other is ARGOS MARGE V2 and it is used as a spare unit and alarm and is only used 

when the vessel enters the west of Latitude 60° for security purpose. 

3.      Regarding XIN SHI JI NO.76 whose NRN reflected on the LSTLV's ATF ((Zhe)ChuanDeng(Ji)(2015) FT 200060) was not 

the same as the NRN "(Zhe)ChuanDeng(Ji)(2017) FT-200116" provided by the IOTC record, kindly be advised that the vessel 

owner changed the Register Address in 2017, consequently a new AFT was issued to the vessel in 2017 and NRN in IOTC 

record was updated accordingly to reflect the change, and the new ATF has been sent on board. 

 However, as the old AFT with (Zhe)ChuanDeng(Ji)(2015) FT 200060 was still remained on board, the captain showed by 

mistake the old AFT rather than the new one to the observer when so requested. Kindly be advised that the old ATF will 

be brought back to China when there is a vessel heads to China port, by doing so the captain would not show the wrong 

ATF again. 

4.      Regarding XIN SHI JI NO.72 (When asked to identify the vessels VMS, the master of the LSTLV pointed out a 'JRC (NQE-

887C) Inmarsat-C' distress unit. The master was unable to show the observer any other VMS units or antenna. The observer 

identified one ARGOS MARGE V2 antennae as well as an INMARSAT C antennae, but could not verify whether these were 

used for VMS.): kindly be advised that the JRC (NQE-887C) Inmarsat-C on board is used as alarm. As the captain does not 

understand English, he showed the observer the alarm when being asked. 

 In fact, there are two VMS units on board, one is ARGOS MARGE V2, the other is TT-3022 Inmarsat-C as a spare unit. And 

we confirm that the ARGOS MARGE is currently used for VMS reporting and it is reporting normally to China VMS center. 

 5.      Regarding TAI HONG 7 whose NRN recorded on the LSTLV's ATF ("(LU) CHUANDENG (JI) (2017) FT-200155") did not 

concur with the NRN provided by the IOTC vessel list (the IOTC vessel list provided the NRN as "(LU) CHUANDENG (JI) 

(2012) FT-200049"), kindly be advised that the National Registration Certificate of the vessel was renewed as (LU) 

CHUANDENG (JI) (2017) FT-200155 in September 2017, which was reflected in the AFT when the AFT was renewed in April 

2018. However, the vessel owner did not update IOTC record by oversight. Nevertheless, we are pleased to advise that 

the NRN information on the IOTC record has been updated with the help of the Secretariat. 

Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

Warm regards, 

 WAN Chen, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture, People's 
Republic of China. 
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LSTLVs – Multiple LSTLVs (Deploy 484) 
Received 18/06/2018 from WAN Chen 
 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See below table 

 
LU RONG YUAN YU 599 The LSTLV fishing logbook pages were not marked with consecutive page numbers 

SHEN HUI 01 The document produced as the ATF did not match the template for Chinese vessels as provided by IOTC 

SHEN HUI 04 The LSTLV fishing logbook pages were not numbered 

SHEN HUI 02 The LSTLV markings on the starboard bow was partially obscured by fouling and not clearly visible. 

SHEN HUI 06 The LSTLV fishing logbook pages were not numbered. The header information of the logbook was not completed 

SHEN HUI 03 The document produced as the ATF did not match the ATF template for Chinese vessels as provided by IOTC 

Lu Rong Yuan Yu 159 The document produced as the ATF did not match the template for Chinese vessels as provided by IOTC 

LU RONG YUAN YU 202 The logbook pages were not numbered with sequential page numbers 

 

Dear Sir, 

 Reference is made to the email below, and I wish to advise the outcome as follows of the investigation on the possible 
infractions in IOTC observer report ref. 484-18. 

 1.      Regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 599 whose fishing logbook pages were not marked with consecutive page numbers, 
kindly be advised that the vessel owner has contacted the vessel master and confirmed the infringement caused by 
oversight by the master. The master has been required to complete all necessary information in the logbook as required 
by relevant regulations. 

2.      regarding SHEN HUI 01, SHEN HUI 03 and LU RONG YUAN YU 159 whose document produced as the ATF did not match 

the template for Chinese vessels as provided by IOTC, and the document appeared to be the vessels registration 

document, kindly be advised that it is due to language constrains that lead to such misunderstanding, as the masters do 

not understand English and thus cannot communicate well with the observer. And normally, each document, such as 

registration document, ATF, radio certificate, safety certificate, are placed in one single booklet We confirm that each 

vessel has ATF onboard during the inspection by the observer, and the possible infractions are due to language problems 

between the observer and the master, and we suggest that, for better understanding, the observer present a bilingual list 

of questions during the inspection. 

 3.  regarding SHEN HUI 04 whose fishing logbook pages were not numbered, kindly be advised that the master of the 

vessel is a one and may not so familiar with each requirement. However, the vessel owner has warned required the master 

to complete each information in the logbook in accordance with relevant regulations. 

 4.  regarding SHEN HUI 02 whose markings on the starboard bow was partially obscured by fouling and not clearly visible, 

kindly be advised that it is due to long time operation on the sea, and the vessel has been required by the owner to remove 

the fouling to ensure the markings clearly visible. 

 5.  regarding SHEN HUI 06 whose fishing logbook pages were not numbered and the header information of the logbook 

was not completed, kindly be advised that the master of the vessel is a one and may not so familiar with each requirement. 

However, the vessel owner has warned required the master to complete each information in the logbook in accordance 

with relevant regulations; 

 6.  regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 202 whose logbook pages were not numbered with sequential page numbers, kindly be 

advised that it is due to oversight by the master, and he has been warned and required by the vessel owner to complete 

logbook information in accordance with relevant regulations.  

 Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

 WAN Chen, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture, People's 
Republic of China. 
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LSTLVs – YNG HSING NO.23 (Deploy 472) 
Received 07/03/2018 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• The markings on the bow were partially covered by fouling.  The NRN was illegible and the vessel name was only 
partially legible, unless at very close distances 

 

LSTLVs – Multiple LSTLVs (Deploy 470) 
Received 13/08/2018 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See below table 

 

SHENG FAN NO.399 The VMS unit was fitted with power switch. 

SHENG FAN NO.119 Both VMS units were fitted with a power switches. 

YING TA HSIANG The Argos (CLS) LEO unit was fitted with a power switch. 

SHENG HAI NO.127 The Argos (CLS) LEO was fitted with a power switch. 

CHARNG LUEN NO.22 Both VMS systems were fitted with power switches. 

JAIN HSUAN NO.202 The VMS system was fitted with a power switch. 
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LSTLVs – Multiple LSTLVs (Deploy 457) 
Received 18/09/2018 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• The callsign on side was worn away and not readable 

 

YI JEN CHUN NO.668 A power switch was fitted next to the Argos (CLS) LEO VMS unit 

DAR LONG CHENG NO.378 The National Registry Number (NRN) on the bow of the LSTLV was not legible due to the dirt on the bow 
of the hull. 

SHENG FAN NO.119 Two power switches were fitted in close proximity to the VMS units. 

JINN JYI CHYUN NO.178 The vessel markings on the hull of the vessel was partially covered with fouling and not legible unless 
very close. 

LIEN YI HSING NO.368 A power switch was fitted next to the power supply box of the VMS. 
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LSTLVs – YI FENG NO.268, SHIN LIAN FA NO.36  (Deploy 504) 
Received 20/09/2018 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• The observer requested the ATF and showed the master the template of the Taiwan, China ATF. However, the LSTLV 
could only provide the observer with the ship's inspection certificate as the ATF 

• The VMS unit was fitted with a power switch 
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LSTLVs – HE JHEN YI NO.126 (Deploy 486) 
Received 17/08/2018 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• The vessel's name markings of the starboard bow was partially worn and not clearly legible. 
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LSTLVs – WIN LONG, YUAN TAI (Deploy 496) 
Received 22/08/2018 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• The CLS Triton VMS was connected via a power switch and was not switched on when the observer checked 
• The ATF which was provided was not in date, having been valid to 31/03/2018 
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LSTLVs – CHENG QING FENG NO.268, AN WUN FA No.6 (Deploy 491) 
Received 06/09/2018 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

 

• There was no VMS unit on the bridge though there were two power supply boxes - one off and one on; it was not known 
which box connected to the unmarked antennae atop the bridge. 

• The vessel's ATF had expired on 31/12/2017.  The captain stated that the vessel's owner was in the process of faxing a 
current ATF to the CV, however, the CV did not have a FAX facility so one was not received. 

 

 

LSTLVs – Several LSTLVS (Deploy 487) 
Received 02/02/2019 from LIU Liming 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

•  See table below 

 

LONGXING635 Logbook - Pages not numbered consecutively – numbers hadn’t been written in. It was a 2015 
template (see appendix A). However, it was bound and up to date. 

LONGXING638 Logbook - Pages not numbered consecutively. Logbook was a 2015 template (see appendix A). 

ZHANG YUAN YU 21 No unit inside bridge presented to the observer but a Sailor Capsat TT3027D Antennae was present 
on the top bridge 

ZHANG YUAN YU 22 VMS - no VMS unit on bridge presented to the observer. Sailor Capsat antennae on top bridge. 

LU QING YUAN YU 101 VMS - VMS unit light was not on. The LSTLV captain showed the observer another screen and 
insisted the VMS was functioning. 

 

Dear Sir, 

Reference is made to the email below, and I wish to advise the outcome as follows of the investigation on the possible 
infractions in IOTC observer report ref. 487-18. 
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1.       Regarding LONGXING 635/638 whose logbooks were not numbered consecutively, kindly be advised that the 
investigation shows that the mistake were confirmed, and the captains of the two vessels were fined around 800 USD 
each, and the supervisor responsible for IOTC affairs in the company are also fine around 450 USD. And the captains have 
been ordered by the vessel owner to fill up all the information necessary in the logbook, including consecutive number for 
each page. 

2.       Regarding ZHANG YUAN YU 21/22 on the VMS issue, kindly be advised that the two vessels have been reporting 
normally to China VMS Center with Immarsat C device. The antennae referred by the observer on the top bridge were for 
ARGOS, which is not in use at that time. 

3.       Regarding LU QING YUAN YU 101 on the VMS issue, kindly be advised that the vessel was using immarsat C device at 
that time and we confirm that the device was working normally at that time and we can receive the vessel position 
normally. The CLS referred by the observer was not in use at that time and the CLS only works when the vessel operates 
in EEZ in a coastal state under access agreement, as it is so required to use CLS by the fishery authority of that coastal 
state. 

Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

Warm regards, 

 LIU Liming, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural 
Affairs, People's Republic of China 

LSTLVs – Several LSTLVS (Deploy 498) 
Received 02/02/2019 from LIU Liming 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

•  See table below 

 

LU QING YUAN YU 106 The document produced as an ATF (2 pages) was in a different format, and the stamps applied this document 
were not consistent with the examples provided by IOTC (4 pages). 

LU QING YUAN YU 107 The document produced as the ATF (2 pages – Document No. 0000003307) was not in the same format as the flag 
state template provided by IOTC (4 pages). 

LU QING YUAN YU 107 The VMS power light was not illuminated. 
LU QING YUAN YU 108 The document produced as an ATF (2 pages.  Document No.0000003301) was not in the same format as the flag 

state template provided by IOTC (4 pages). 
LU QING YUAN YU 105 The document produced as an ATF (2 pages.  Document No. 0000003365) was not in the same format as the flag 

state template provided by IOTC (4 pages). 
LU QING YUAN YU 105 The VMS power light was off and the VMS unit was fitted with a power switch, which was switched off. 
LU QING YUAN YU 105 The logbook was only completed up to 30/03/2018. The observer asked if the captain had any other record of 

catches, but the master could not provide any other evidence of catch record keeping. 
 

Dear Sir, 

Reference is made to the email below, and I wish to advise the outcome as follows of the investigation on the possible 
infractions in IOTC observer report ref. 498-18. 

1.       Regarding different format of ATF for vessel LU QING YUAN YU 105/106/107/108, kindly be advised that the document 
presented to the observer during transshipment were actually the Certificate of National Registration. The vessels were 
indeed issued ATF in Jan 2015 and valid until March 31, 2019. Please refer to the attached ATF of the vessels. It may be 
the language constrains that lead to such misunderstanding. 

 2.       Regarding LU QING YUAN YU 107 whose VMS power light was not illuminated, kindly be advised that the device the 
observer was referring to was the one when the vessel was operating under access agreement with coastal state. And the 
VMS the vessel was using when the transshipment took place was an immarsat C (Furuno), and the device was reporting 
normally to China VMS Center. Please refer to the attached picture of the immarsat C device the vessel was using. 

3.       Regarding VMS issue of FV LU QING YUAN YU 105, kindly be advised that is the same situation with that of LU QING 

YUAN YU 107. The vessel use the same kind of VMS of FURUNO, and it was reporting normally. 
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 4.       Regarding the logbook issue of FV LU QING YUAN YU 105, kindly be advised that the captain record the vessel catch 

each day. We attach some photos by the captain on the logbook he recorded, but the resolution was too poor to read 

clearly. 

 Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

 Warm regards, 

 LIU Liming, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural 
Affairs, People's Republic of China. 

LSTLVs – Several LSTLVS (Deploy 460, 479, 480, 488) 
Received 24/05/2017 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See table 
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LSTLVs – 3 LSTLVs (Deploy 495) 
Received 01/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See table 

 

 

LSTLVs – Several LSTLVs (Deploy 489) 
Received 01/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See table 
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LSTLVs – Several LSTLVs (Deploy 503) 
Received 01/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See table 

 

 

 

LSTLVs – Several LSTLVs (Deploy 466, 467) 
Received 01/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See table 
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LSTLVs – Several LSTLVs (Deploy 474, 475, 481) 
Received 01/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See table 
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LSTLVs – Several LSTLVs (Deploy 494b) 
Received 01/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See table 

 

 

 

 

LSTLVs – SEVERAL (465, 472, 477, 502) 
Received 07/02/2019 from from Ilkang 

Participating Fleet 
KOREA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See table 

 

Dear Secretariat, 
  

In response to the possible infractions, Korea would like to provide the following comments and results of 

the investigation ; 
  

- Deploy number 472(No.117 DONGWON) : The fishing company provides its fishing vessels with the 

logbook which is bound and has pages with sequential numbers on a regular basis. However, the Captain 

of the vessel used the old form of logbook by mistake. The vessel is using the correct one now in 

accordance with the instruction given by Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries of Korea. Please refer to the 

attached picture of the logbook.  
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- Deploy number 465(No.11 HAE CHEON) : The fishing company provides its fishing vessels with the 

logbook which is bound and has pages with sequential numbers on a regular basis. However, the Captain 

of the vessel used the old form of logbook by mistake. The vessel is using the correct one now in 

accordance with the instruction given by Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries of Korea. Please refer to the 

attached picture of the logbook. 
  

- Deploy number 477(DONGWON No.637) : Korea already provided a response to this case. Please refer 

to the attached email. 
  

- Deploy number 502(No.88 HAE CHEON) : The vessel had a valid flag state authorization to fish at the 

time of inspection but apparently, the Captain did not present it due to language problem. Korea confirms 

that this vessel is authorized to fish. Please see the attached license issued by Government of Korea.  
  

- Deploy number 502(No.77 HAE CHEON) : The vessel had a valid flag state authorization to fish at the 

time of inspection but apparently, the Captain did not present it due to language problem. Korea confirms 

that this vessel is authorized to fish. Please see the attached license issued by Government of Korea.  
  

Thank you and please let us know if you need further information or clarification. 
  

Sincerely, 
Ilkang, Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries, Republic of Korea 

 

LSTLVs – Several LSTLV (Deploy 498 & 502) 
Received 20/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• The CLS VMS (511111) unit was fitted with a power switch. 
• Both VMS units were fitted with power switches. 
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LSTLVs – XIN SHI JI 72 (Deploy 506) 
Received 19/02/2019 from LIU Liming 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• No VMS unit presented to the observer at the time of boarding. F/V Master explained to the Observer he was planning 
sail to Mauritius Island to get a new one. VMS antenna present. 

 

Dear Sir, 

 Reference is made to the email below, and I wish to advise the outcome as follows of the investigation on the possible 
infractions in IOTC observer report ref. 506-18. 

 Regarding XIN SHI JI 72 that failed to presented to the observer VMS UNIT at the time of boarding on August 3 2018, 
kindly be advised that China VMS center received normally that day when the boarding took place, that means that there 
was indeed a VMS unit on board the vessel and it was working normally.  

 Our internal investigation shows that it was the language constrain that lead to the misunderstanding on VMS, as there 
was no crew onboard FV XINSHIJI 72 that could speak or understand English, while the observer does not understanding 
Chinese, either. All they can do was to try to understand each other by body language. 

 The reason why the captain “explained” to the observer that the vessel was heading Mauritius for a new VMS might due 
to the wrong translation by the master of CV SEI SHIN, a Korean, who has very limited knowledge on Chinese but very 
warmhearted. It was reported by the master of FV XINSHIJI 72 that when the inspection took place, both the master and 
the observer could not understand each other due to language constrains, and the master of CV Sei Shin was keen to 
provided translation. Unfortunately, Chinese by the CV master was very poor and the FV master could not understand his 
translation, and he did not know that the observer was asking for VMS unit. What is more interesting was that, it happened 
to that the FV master just boarded the vessel in late May 2018 in Mauritius, so he showed his boarding pass in late May 
for Mauritius to the master of CV SEI SHIN trying to explain that he just started working on the vessel since late May and 
may not know everything for the vessel, however, the master of CV SEI SHIN might have the idea that the FV vessel was 
planned to heading for Mauritius for a new VMS. 

 So, it was language constrain that lead to such incident, and we confirm that the vessel was installed with VMS unit and 
it was reporting to us normally when the boarding took place. 

 Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

 Warm regards, 

 LIU Liming, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural 
Affairs, People's Republic of China  

LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 514) 
Received 18/02/2019 from LIU Liming 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See below 

 

Dear Sir, 

Reference is made to the email below, and I wish to advise the outcome as follows of the investigation on the possible 
infractions in IOTC observer report ref. 514-18. 

1.       Regarding LONGXING635/636/637 whose name on the bow was obscured by algae and difficult to read, kindly be 
advised it is because longtime operation on the sea and the algae was not cleaned by vessel crew. The vessels have been 
instructed by the vessel owner to clean the algae periodically. 

 2.       Regarding LONGXING635/636 whose logbook page numbers were not filled in, kindly be advised that the vessel 
owner has instructed the master to fill in the missing page numbers without delay and avoid such mistake from happening 
again. 
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 3.       Regarding LONGXING637 whose VMS unit did not show a power light, kindly be advised that the TCU box was not 
functional at that time and the antenna was connected directly to the power and the VMS position could be received 
normally. And a new VMS device has been installed now. 

 4.       Regarding Xin Shi Ji 72 whose power light was not visible on the VMS unit, kindly be advised that there are two VMS 
sets on the vessel, one is ARGOS that has reported normally to China authority, the other is JUE-75, INMARSAT-C that was 
checked by the Observer, and this is a spare VMS set. 

 5.       Regarding LU QING YUAN YU 101/105 whose logbook pages were not consecutively numbered, kindly be advised 
that the vessel owner has instructed the master to fill in the missing page numbers without delay and avoid such mistake 
from happening again. 

6.       Regarding LU QING YUAN YU 102/105/106/107/108 whose markings on the bow were partially obscured by algae and 

difficult to read, kindly be advised it is because longtime operation on the sea and the markings would be re-painted when 

the vessels call in Mauritius in March 2019. 

 7.       Regarding LU QING YUAN YU 107 whose power light on the VMS was not visible, kindly be advised that the device 

the observer was referring to was the one when the vessel was operating under access agreement with coastal state. And 

the VMS the vessel was using when the transshipment took place was an immarsat C (Furuno), and the device was 

reporting normally to China VMS Center. 

 Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

 Warm regards, 

 LIU Liming, Deputy Director, Division of Distant Water Fishing, Bureau of Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural 

Affairs, People's Republic of China. 

LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 475) 
Received 18/02/2019 from Freddy Lesperance 

Participating Fleet 
Seychelles 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See below 

 

Dear Johnny, 

JIN HONG NO.308 had re-painted its vessel name and LONG YIELD NO.6 had re-painted its Call sign. 

Attached is the picture taken for JIN HONG NO.308. 

LONG YIELD NO.6 had difficulty of sending back photos from the vessel, once the vessel is in port, we will 

submit the photos to your office. 

Kind Regards, 

Amy 
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LSTLVs – NF DAFA NO.168 (Deploy 506) 
Received 18/02/2019 from Freddy Lesperance 

Participating Fleet 
Seychelles 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Vessel name on the bow was unclear and difficult to read at a distance  

Dear Johnny, 

Attached is the vessel photo of NF DAFA NO.168. 

Kind Regards, 

Amy 
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LSTLVs – SHUENN PERNG NO.202, HSIANG FA NO.18 (Deploy 487) 
Received 18/02/2019 from Freddy Lesperance 

Participating Fleet 
Seychelles 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Logbook - Logbook falling apart and no longer bound  
• Logbook – at the time of the check the logbook was not bound as the binding had broken 

 
Dear Johnny, 

Apologies for the late response. The binding on the logbook for Hsiang Fa No.18 was a damaged by wear and tear, 

but it has since been replaced by a new logbook. Same for Shuenn Perng No.202 but the old one has since been 

replaced by a new logbook. Please refer to attached photos. 

Kind Regards. Howard 
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LSTLVs – HSIANG FA NO.18 (Deploy 464) 
Received 18/02/2019 from Freddy Lesperance 

Participating Fleet 
Seychelles 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Month and year were recorded in the logbook, however individual days were not  

 

Dear Johnny, 

Attached is the amended logbook for HSIANG FA NO.18. 

Kind Regards, Amy 
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LSTLVs – NF Yuyo No. 6 (Deploy 514) 
Received 18/02/2019 from Freddy Lesperance 

Participating Fleet 
Seychelles 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Logbook was not bound but consisted of separate unbound sheets copied from the original logbook  

 

Dear Freddy, 

The binding on the logbook for NF YUYO NO.6 was a damaged by wear and tear, but it has since been 

replaced by a new logbook. Please refer to attached photos. 

Kind Regards, Amy Hsieh 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 517, 525, 530) 
Received 15/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult table below 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 492) 
Received 15/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult table below 

 

LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 484) 
Received 23/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult table below 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 510) 
Received 26/02/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult table below 

 

 

LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 497) 
Received 05/03/2019 from LIU Liming 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See below 

 
Dear Sir, 

 Reference is made to the email below, and I wish to advise the outcome as follows of the investigation on the possible 
infractions other than on bluefin tuna in IOTC observer report ref. 497-18. 

 1.       Regarding PING TAI RONG 70 and PING TAI RONG 68 whose header information of the logbooks were not completed 
except for the page number and the year, or the header were not completed, kindly be advised that the vessel owner feel 
regretted for the mistake by the vessel master, and the master has been required to complete all necessary information 
in the logbook as required by relevant regulations. 

 2.       Regarding PING TAI RONG 303 on the IRCS on the hull and the bow, kindly be advised that the vessel was a very old 
one and used to operate in area of high latitudes, and part of the marking were corroded away by heavy wind and wave 
after longtime fishing. The crew/master realized the problem and the vessel owner consulted with the observer for 
guidance before the transshipment (please see attachment). To be cautious, the vessel received some supplies including 
paint from the carrier vessel and repainted both the IRCS and the vessel name before the transshipment was made around 
13:20, June 18, 2018.  

 3.       Regarding PING TAI RONG 303 on the VMS issue, we checked the VMS data of the vessel and found that the VMS was 
reporting normally to China VMS Center before and after the transhipment, and the date of the transshipment as well. 
The device was in good order except the power light was faulty. Please refer to the attached for VMS data snapshot. 

 4.       Regarding PING TAI RONG 65 whose NRN was different between the ATF and IOTC Record, kindly be advised that the 
current ATF when the transshipment took place was issued on August 31, 2017, when the National Certificate of 
Registration was still valid until December 10, 2017 with the NRN of (ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2014)FT-200029. However, the 
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National Certificate of Registration, with a new NRN of (ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2017)T-2002383, was reissued on December 
29 2017 after the old one expired. And we updated the new NRN on the IOTC record and did not reissue ATF as it would 
be valid until March 2020. Please refer to the attached new national certificate of registration of the vessel issued in 
December 2017 with new NRN of (ZHE)CHUANDENG(JI)(2017)T-2002383. 

 Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

 Warm regards, LIU Liming 

附件4：关于平太荣303#呼号和船名磨损事宜咨询观察员邮件 
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VMS Snapshot of PING TAI RONG 303 on the day transshipment took 

place

 

VMS data of PING TAI RONG 303 from June 19 to Sept 

3, 2018 
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平太荣303 转载后船位截图 

附件5：平太荣65国籍证书 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 478) 
Received 08/03/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult report below 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 487) 
Received 11/03/2019 and 09/05/2019 from Fisheries Agency 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 500) 
Received 11/03/2019 from LIU Liming 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• See below 

 

Dear Sir, 

Reference is made to the email below, and I wish to advise the outcome as follows of the investigation on the possible 

infractions in IOTC observer report ref. 500-18. 

1. Regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 199 (for transshipment on 31/05/18 and 06/07/18), we confirm that the NRN given on 

the transshipment declaration (FT 200067) was the valid NRN when the transshipment took place.  

The reason on the discrepancy on the NRN on the ATF and on the transshipment declaration is that, as the previous 

Certificate of National Registration (FT-200031) of the vessel would expire on June 8 2018 and the vessel was planned to 

transship from May to July, a new Certificate of National Registration with new NRN (FT 200067) and a new ATF with 

the same NRN (FT 200067) was issued to avoid possible infringement because of expiry of the National Certificate (FT-

200031) if the transshipment took place after June 8, 2018. However, the new NRN was not timely updated on the website 

and the vessel master happened to presented to the observer the old ATF (with FT-200031) which match the old NRN on 

the website, rather than the new ATF with new NRN (FT-200067).  

 Currently, the new NRN has been updated on the IOTC website. 

Please refer to the attached national registration certificate of the vessel. 

2. Regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 159 (for transshipment on 01/06/18 and 06/07/18), kindly be advised that , due to 

language constrains, the invalid National Certificate of Registration (200024) presented the observer was an old one, and 

the vessel master failed to present the valid one. The NRN FT-200074 was the NRN for year 2014 to 2017, and it expired 

in 2017 and the vessel owner applied for a new NRN, and we confirm FT-200068 on the transshipment declaration was the 

valid NRN when the transshipment took place. The IOTC website has been updated to reflect the new NRN (FT-200068). 

And the vessel was duly authorized by Chinese fisheries authority to operate in IOTC waters since 2014.  

Please refer to the attached national registration certificate of the vessel. 

3. Regarding LU WEI YUAN YU 188, kindly be advised that the vessel did has the authorization to operate in Pacific before 

it was authorized on June 20 2016 to operate in IOTC waters. The vessel arrived in IOTC waters from Pacific in January 

2017. Since the vessel has the authorization for Pacific before, both ATF for Pacific and IOTC was onboard the vessel when 

the inspection took place. And the observer happened to notice the ATF for Pacific rather than for IOTC. And we confirm 

that the vessel does have IOTC ATF (GH-0491) and it operates in IOTC with authorization by China fisheries authority.  
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Please refer to the attached ATF of the vessel. 

4. Regarding LU WEI YUAN YU 588, kindly be advised that the photo presented by the observer in the observer report was 

Certificate of National Registration and it indeed contains no area of operation. Due to language constrains, the vessel master 

has no idea what the observer was asking for, so he presented all the documents/certificate to the observer to locate what he 

need to check. However, the observer failed to locate the ATF in the document folder, which authorized the vessel to operate 

in IOTC waters since June 2016.  

     Please refer to the attached ATF of the vessel. 

5. Regarding LU WEI YUAN YU 688, kindly be advised that all the document/certificate of the vessel are kept in one folder. 

Although the observer did not find the ATF in the folder, he did not ask the captain to find it for him, and the captain has 

no idea what the observer was looking for.  

Regarding the operator of the vessel, we confirm the operator of the vessel is the same as the vessel owner, though it is not 

contained in the ATF. And the NRN of the vessel is (LU)chuandeng(ji)(2016)FT-200038, as contained in the Certificate of 

National Registration (first line of the Certificate). 

Please refer to the attached ATF and national registration certificate of the vessel. 

6. Regarding LU RU YUAN YU 158, the NRN 200061 was replace in 2017 as 200033 with the application of the vessel 

owner. And we confirm that the current NRN of the vessel is 200033, as reflected in the IOTC website. The reason why 

200061 was displayed on the website during the inspection might be untimely update of the number. 

7. Regarding LU RU YUAN YU 188, this is very similar to the case by LU RU YUAN YU 158. The NRN 200062 was 

replaced in 2017 as 200032 with the application of the vessel owner. And we confirm that the current NRN of the vessel is 

200032, as reflected in the IOTC website. The reason why 200062 was displayed on the website during the inspection might 

be untimely update of the number. 

8. Regarding SHENHUI 04/05 on different NRN, kindly be advised that it is the mistake by the captains as they keep all 

the document in one file folder, in spite if they are valid or expired. As the captains do not understand English, what they 

do is to submit to the observer all the documents/certificates, no matter if they are valid or expired, therefore it is clear that 

the observer may see difference NRNs in different documents/certificates.  

9. Regarding SHEN HUI 06 whose NRN seemed the same as one presented for the previous transhipment SHEN HUI 04, 

kindly be advised that it is true that the both vessels seem to have the same NRN, however they have different year number 

in their NRN, and the NRN with 200012 for SHENHUI 04 was expired and the correct NRN for SHENHUI 04 is (2017)FT-

200010. We list below the numbers of the two vessels: 

correct NRN for SHENHUI 06: (2017)FT-200012 

expired NRN for SHENHUI 04: (2016)FT-200012, (kindly note the different year) 

correct NRN for SHENHUI 04: (2017)FT-200010 

Therefore, the NRN (2016)FT-200012 referred to by the observer was the expired number for SHENHUI 04, and it has no 

connection with that of SHENHUI 06, although they seem like the same. 

10. Regarding SHEN HUI 02 whose bow marking were obscure making it difficult to read accurately at a distance, kindly 

be advised that the vessel was repaired and repainted on August 30, 2018 when the vessel docked in Mauritius and the 

issued has been solved. 

11. Regarding SHEN HUI 01, whose ATF document shown to the observer was the CFVN, this had no stated area of 

operations and bore a different NRN FT200009 than the transhipment declaration or IOTC record FT200007, we confirm 

that FT200007 is the correct number for national registration certificate for the vessel, which was reissued in 2017 to replace 

the old one with NRN FT200009. Unfortunately, the vessel master showed to the observer the old/replaced national 

registration certificate rather than the ATF. And we confirm that the vessel is duly authorized by Chinese government to 
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operate in IOTC and an ATF was issued. And we also confirm that the NRN of the vessel is the same as indicated in the 

ATF, national registration certificate, transshipment declaration and IOTC website. 

We would like to indicate that it is because of language constrains that lead the mistakes happen for the SHENHUI vessels. 

And we are advised that the observer did not use the bilingual questionnaire when inspection took place, thus the captains 

do have difficulties to understand what the observer really want to inspect. 

From the information above for SHENHUI vessels, the vessel owner has removed all the expired documents/certificates 

from the vessel to ensure all the documents/certificates are currently valid, so as to prevent such misunderstandings in the 

future. 

12. Regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 189, we confirm that the NRN on the transshipment declaration (200069) is correct, 

and the ATF presented to the observer did not reflect the correct NRN. Currently, the NRN on the website has been corrected 

to 200069. 

13. Regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 169, it is similar case with LU RONG YUAN YU 189. we confirm that the NRN on 

the transshipment declaration (200070) is correct, and the ATF presented to the observer did not reflect the correct NRN. 

Currently, the NRN on the website has been corrected to 200070. 

 14. Regarding HONG YANG 89, we confirm that the NRN on the IOTC website (200012) was correct when the 

transshipment took place on July 3, 2018 (and the NRN is now 200141 since July 17, 2018). The reason why there were 

other two numbers (200026 on the transshipment declaration and 200047 in the ATF) was that the master still kept 

old/expired ATF (with 200047) although a new ATF (with the correct NRN) was already issued and the copy of the new 

ATF was on board when being inspected. Unfortunately, due to language constrains, the master failed to present the new 

ATF. As the NRN on the transshipment declaration, it was absolutely the mistake by the vessel owner, who used the invalid 

one instead of the latest one (200012). 

Because of language issue, the logbook presented to the observer was intended to be collected by fishery authority of coastal 

state when the vessel calls port in that state. We confirm that the vessel captain fills Chinese official logbook each day to 

record the activity of the vessel. 

15. Regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 327 whose NRN on transhipment declaration was different from IOTC record and 

the ATF, we confirm that the NRN (200214) on the IOTC website and ATF is correct, while the NRN on the declaration 

(200212) was an expired one. The vessel master has been warned by the vessel owner to clearly cross-check the numbers 

before transshipment take place.  

 16. Regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 201 whose NRN on transhipment declaration was different from IOTC record and 

the ATF, it is a similar case with LU RONG YUAN YU 327 as mentioned above. we confirm that the NRN (200048) on 

the IOTC website and ATF is correct, while the NRN on the declaration (200046) was an expired one. The vessel master 

has been warned by the vessel owner to clearly cross-check the numbers before transshipment take place. 

 Regarding the logbook issue, we confirm that there was onboard a Chinese official logbook filled each day. It was because 

language issue that the master showed to the observer the logbook in wrong format. The vessel master has been instructed 

by the vessel owner to show the observer the Chinese official format in the future. 

17. Regarding LU RONG YUAN YU 202 whose NRN on transhipment declaration was different from IOTC record and 

the ATF, it is a similar case with LU RONG YUAN YU 327 and LU RONG YUAN YU 201 as mentioned above. The 

vessel master has been warned to be careful when preparing the transshipment declaration.  

 Regarding the bow marking issue, kindly be advised that the vessel transshipped in May 2018 with an authorized carrier 

vessel under supervision of IOTC ROP observer. Unfortunately, the sea condition was pretty rough during the 

transshipment, thus part of the bow marking is worn out by the carrier vessel. The bow marking has be repainted when 

docked. 

18. Regarding JIN XIANG 9 on ATF, we confirm that the vessel is duly authorized to operate in IOTC and ATF for IOTC 

has been issued. The vessel master showed the wrong ATF to the observer, which was for WCPFC. 



IOTC-2019-CoC16-08b_Rev1 [E] 

Page 54 of 84 

Regarding the logbook issue, the vessel master has been warned by the vessel owner. And all the missing information has 

been filled in. 

Regarding the bow marking, it is because corrosion after longtime operation on the sea. The vessel master has been 

instructed to paint the bow marking with a ladder with caution. 

Hope the information above could clarify the situation and please let me know if I could assist to answer further questions. 

Warm regards, LIU Liming 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 497) 
Received 11/03/2019 from LIU Liming 

Participating Fleet 
CHINA 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Possible transhipment of SBT 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 467, 468, 483, 499, 515) 
Received 12/03/2019 from Fisheries Agency 
 

Participating Fleet 
Japan 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult letter below 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 513) 
Received 12/03/2019 from Fisheries Agency 
 

Participating Fleet 
Taiwan, China 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult letter below 
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LSTLVs – Several (Deploy 473, 480, 491, 509, 517, 525) 
Received 12/03/2019 from Department of Fisheries 
 

Participating Fleet 
Malaysia 

Possible 
infraction:  

• Consult the table, photograph and document, below 

 

Deploy. 
number 

Vessel 
name 

Vessel 
flag 

Inspection 
date 

Inspection comment Infraction 
type 

Date report 
sent to CPC 

Feedback from CPC 

473 KHA YANG 
7 MYS 25/01/18 The logbook headers, which requested the vessel and 

voyage details were not completed. Logbook 01/03/2018 

Action was taken to 
complete the log sheets. 

473 KHA YANG 
1 MYS 26/01/18 The logbook headers, which requested the vessel and 

voyage details was not completed. Logbook 01/03/2018 

473 KHA YANG 
35 MYS 26/01/18 The logbook headers, which requested the vessel and 

voyage details was not completed. Logbook 01/03/2018 

480 KHA YANG 
5 MYS 15/04/18 Head of the pages of the Fishing Logbook not filled with 

relevant LSTLV information Logbook 28/06/18 

491 KHA YANG 
7 MYS 12/05/18 

The Vessel's English name was not printed on the stern, 
however this was peeling off making it unclear and difficult 
to read at a distance 

Marking 03/08/18 

The marking on vessels 
was worn away due to 
strong waves and rough 
sea. The vessel operator 
had repainted the vessels 
and markings  

509 KHA YANG 
35 MYS 06/08/18 ATF - The date has passed its expiry ATF 12/09/18 The ATF for Kha Yang 35 

was renewed and the 
Authorization period is from 
2018/06/11 to 2019/07/11 517 KHA YANG 

35 MYS 04/09/18 The ATF which was produced during the LSTLV boarding 
check was only valid up to 11/07/2018. ATF 12/11/18 

525 KHA YANG 
35 MYS 31/10/18 

The LSTLV did not complete any of the header information 
of the logbook, and therefore the logbook did not contain 
any information (Vessel name, IRCS or NRN) which could 
link the logbook to the LSTLV 

Logbook 16/11/18 

Action was taken to 
complete the log sheets.  

525 KHA YANG 
5 MYS 31/10/18 

The LSTLV did not complete any of the header information 
of the logbook, and therefore the logbook did not contain 
any information (Vessel name, IRCS or NRN) which could 
link the logbook to the LSTLV 

Logbook 16/11/18 
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