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SUMMARY REPORT ON POSSIBLE INFRACTIONS OBSERVED UNDER THE
REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME
Prepared by IOTC Secretariat, 31 July 2020

In line with the requirement of IOTC Resolution 19/06 On establishing a programme for transhipment by large-scale
fishing vessels, this document provides information on possible infractions, as recorded by observers deployed under
the Programme during 2019, that have not been disposed of (Appendix 1) by the Working Party on the Implementation
of Conservation and Management measures (WPICMM) due to, additional clarifications required or that responses were
not provided by the concerned fleets.

The Sixteenth Session of the Compliance Committee (CoC16) made the following recommendation, which is in line
with Activity 10.1.3 of the work plan of the Working Party on the Implementation of Conservation and Management
measures (WPICMM):

Notwithstanding the timing of the WPICMM meeting and the deadline for responses, the CoC
RECOMMENDED that the responses to the possible infractions be analyse by the 10TC
Secretariat, CoC16.08 (Para 31).

The above recommendation required that part of the procedure provided for in paragraph 26 of Resolution 19/06 be
suspended. Therefore, the IOTC Secretariat provided the 2019 list of possible infractions reported up to the 20th
December 2019, in order to receive the results of the investigations by 15th January 2020, from the concerned fleets.
This change in procedure was required in order to meet with the requirements for the IOTC Secretariat to perform the
analyses of responses and to make the results of the assessment available to the third meeting of the WPICMM, which
was held in mid-February 2020. For more details please refer to document I0TC-2020-WPICMMO03-08a and I0TC-
2020-WPICMMO03-08b.

The summaries of possible infractions to information received after WPICMMO3 are presented by category of
infractions and by fleets in Table 1, and they are also presented in more details, in Appendix I.
In summary, up to the 20th December 2019, a total of 178 possible infractions were recorded (2018: 235), of which:

» 33 related to fishing logbook (2018: 58),

51 related to marking of vessels (2018: 51),

» 22 related to ATF (2018: 32),

« 70 related to VMS (2018: 68),

+ 2related to NRN.
Of the 178 possible infractions notified to the participating fleets, 169 (95%) responses were received. The fleets of
Oman and Seychelles did not yet provided all responses for the cases observed, in time to be analysed and considered
by WPICMMO3, as indicated in Table 1. Five fleets, China, Japan, Kenya, Malaysia and Taiwan, Province of China,
provided their responses before the deadline of 15th January 2020, and these are provided in paper 10TC-2020-
WPICMMO03-08b.

The assessments made by the IOTC Secretariat were endorsement by the WPICMMO03 for 167 responses. These were
assessed as “appropriate action taken by the fleet”, thus no recommendation for further action by the CoC are required.
For two responses, which concerns two LSTLVs, the WPICMMO03 recommended that the concerned fleet provide
further evidence for discussion at CoC17.

The two LSTLVs for which further evidence must be provided are presented below:
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Fleet: TAIWAN, PROVINCE OF CHINA

Deploy.
number

Vessel
name

Inspection
date

Inspection comment

Infractio
n type

Date
report sent
to CPC

Date
feedback
from CPC

569

AN WEN FA
NO.36

22/06/19

The header information of the
fishing logbook (Vessel and trip
details, and the signature of the
LSTLV Captain) were not included
with logbook entries. The absence
of this information did not
effectively link the logbook to the
LSTLV

Logbook

25/09/19

13/12/2019

569

LIEN
SHENG FA

15/07/19

The logbook header information
(Vessel, gear and trip details) was
not completed on all the pages
inspected. The logbook could
therefore not be effectively linked
to the vessel.

Logbook

25/09/19

13/12/2019

The response of the concerned fleet is presented below:
As for the possible infractions about logbook of vessels: "AN WEN FA NO36™ and "LIEN SHENG FA",
we found no violation in our domestic regulations which only the first page header must be completed
per fishing trip.

The WPICMMO03 REQUESTED the fleets that must provide further evidence related to the possible infractions, to
provide their evidence to the Secretariat before the 15th March 2020 (I0TC-2020-WPICMMO03-R [E] Paragraph 31).

Taiwan, Province of China provided the below response on 03 March 2020 to the request of the WPICMMO3.

Dear Sir/Madam,

Best regards,

Sent: 03 March 2020 12:21
To: IOTC-Transhipment <lOTC-Transhipment@fao.org>

Ken Chien-Nan LIN, Fisheries Agency of TAIWAN

Subject: RE: Possible infraction under the ROP - Request for further evidence

Thank you for the reminder with respect to the recommendation of WPICMMO03.

The logbook used in our fleet is duly bound in compliance with IOTC requirements. Fulfilling of the header
information (i.e., basic information of the vessel) on the first page of the logbook during each fishing trip is
sufficient to consider the logbook to be effectively linked to the vessel.
Thus, as indicated in our previous response, we found no violation of our domestic regulations.

Moreover, we also strongly suggest that ROP observer, when examining the logbook, shall check whether
[or] not the vessel master has filled in the header information on the first page of the logbook during each
fishing trip. If the header information on the first page has been filled in during the fishing trip, the ROP

observer shall not report not fulfilling each page's header information as a possible infraction.
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Of the seven possible infractions for which no responses were provided for by the deadline that was set for WPICMMO3, Seychelles recently provided six responses on 18
August 2020 and one response on 25 August 2020.
At the time of preparing this document, no response has been received from the fleet of Oman (Appendix I).
The responses provided by Seychelles are presented below:

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE SECRETARIAT

Fleet: Type of possible infraction: Name of vessel Deployment number and name Date sent to | Date of
of carrier vessel: fleet response
Seychelles | (OVMS [Logbook [JATF XMarking NF DAFA NO.168 522 - Harima 01/02/2019 | 18/08/2020
Inspection comment: The vessel name was marked on the bow but was difficult to see clearly at a distance due to part of the name being fully worn way.
Photograph(s) attached: | File name: ‘ File name: ‘ File name:
TO BE COMPLETED BY THE FLEET
Result of investigation: Vessel marking was worn out due to natural wear of paint. Name was repainted. As per SFA instruction (See photo attached).
Action(s) the fleet taken | Name was repainted at sea.

ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION (by Secretariat)

Fleet has provided the following evidence(s) in its response:

Marking of the vessel has been Vessel instructed to correct/repaint Insert any other type of
. i Vessel has been called to port. .
corrected/repainted at sea. the marking at next port call. u ¢ por L evidence u
Insert any other type of evidence [ ] | Insert any other type of evidence [ ] | Insert any other type of evidence []
Fleet action(s) taken according to national legislation:
Document describing sanction(s)
. V | ordered t t for th f . .
imposed to the L] . es5¢ gr erfe © ;.)or. or the purpose o [] Vessel/master/owner/operator has been given a warning. []
inspection / investigation.
vessel/master/owner/operator.
Any other fleet action(s) taken: ] Specify: Non specified.
RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT ‘ (By Secretariat)
Recommendation from the assessment to the WPICMM
Appropriate action taken by fleet Not considered as a possible infraction |:| Fleet requested to provide further evidence D
- > no recommendation to CoC. ->no recommendation to CoC. for discussion at next CoC.
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Possible infraction Form

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE SECRETARIAT ‘

Fleet: Type of possible infraction: Name of vessel | Deployment number and name of carrier vessel: Date sent to fleet | Date of response
Seychelles | [JVMS [lLogbook [JATF XIMarking Phoenix 522 - Harima 01/02/2019 18/08/2020
Inspection comment: The vessel phoenix bow markings were confusing to read clearly due to the rusting of the previous vessel markings underneath the print

Photograph(s) attached: | File name:

File name:

‘ File name:

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE FLEET

Result of investigation: Vessel was called to Port in September 2019 to repaint name (see Photo Attached).

Action(s) the fleet taken | The vessel entered Port Louis, Mauritius and name was repainted.

ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION ‘

Fleet has provided the following evidence(s) in its response:

(by Secretariat)

Marking of the vessel has been
corrected/repainted at sea.

Vessel instructed to correct/repaint
the marking at next port call.

[

Vessel has been called to port.

Insert any other type o
y ype of ]

evidence

Insert any other type of evidence |:| Insert any other type of evidence |:| Insert any other type of evidence |:|

Fleet action(s) taken according to national legislation:

Document describing sanction(s)

. Vessel ordered to port for the purpose of . .

imposed to the (], . ) p . purp [] Vessel/master/owner/operator has been given a warning. []
inspection / investigation.

vessel/master/owner/operator.

Any other fleet action(s) taken: ] Specify: None specified

RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT ‘ (By Secretariat)

Recommendation from the assessment to the WPICMM

Appropriate action taken by fleet Not considered as a possible infraction |:| Fleet requested to provide further evidence I:l

- > no recommendation to CoC. -> no recommendation to CoC. for discussion at next CoC.

Page 5 of 24




Possible infraction Form

Page 6 of 24



Possible infraction Form

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE SECRETARIAT

Fleet: Type of possible infraction: Name of vessel Deployment number and name Date sent to | Date of
of carrier vessel: fleet response
Seychelles LIVMS Xlogbook [IATF [1Marking NF Alpha Gold No. 6 545 - Harima 03/06/2019 | 18/08/2020
Inspection comment: The vessel details were absent from logbook entries and could therefore not effectively link the logbook to the LSTLV.
Photograph(s) attached: | File name: ‘ File name: ‘ File name:
TO BE COMPLETED BY THE FLEET
Result of investigation: Vessel master was requested to fill in all missing details in logbook (See photo attached).
Action(s) the fleet taken The master of vessel completed the logbook properly with all missing details.
ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION ‘ (by Secretariat)
Fleet has provided the following evidence(s) in its response:
Fishing logbook was onboard & ] Fishing logbook was completed ] Fishing logbook match the template ] Master requested to
bound & with consecutive number. properly. provided by the flag State (Res. 15/01). complete the Logbook
Insert any other type of evidence |:| Insert any other type of evidence |:| Insert any other type of evidence |:|
Fleet action(s) taken according to national legislation:
Document describing sanction(s)
v I for th f
imposed to the L] . €s5¢ grdergd to [':)ort. orthe purpose o [] Vessel/master/owner/operator has been given a warning. []
inspection / investigation.
vessel/master/owner/operator.
Any other fleet action(s) taken: ] Specify: Non specified
RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT ‘ (By Secretariat)
Recommendation from the assessment to the WPICMM
Appropriate action taken by fleet Not considered as a possible infraction ] Fleet requested to provide further evidence ]
- > no recommendation to CoC. -> no recommendation to CoC. for discussion at next CoC.
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Possible infraction Form
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Possible infraction Form
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Possible infraction Form

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE SECRETARIAT ‘

Fleet: Type of possible infraction: Name of vessel Deployment number and name Date sent to | Date of

of carrier vessel: fleet response
Seychelles | XIVMS [lLogbook [JATF [IMarking Farquhar No. 2 559 - lbuki 04/06/2019 | 18/08/2020
Inspection comment: The Argos Seimac unit was fitted with a switch.
Photograph(s) attached: | File name: File name: ‘ File name:

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE FLEET

Result of investigation: VMS unit not primary Unit for Reporting. Seychelles confirms primary VMS (INMARSAT Unit) was operational during inspection.

period.

Action(s) the fleet taken | Corrective measures was taken and the switch was removed with the Argos Seimac Unit. SFA confirms Inmarsat Unit was also reporting for that

Fleet has provided the following evidence(s) in its response:

ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION ‘ (by Secretariat)

Record of positions (Lat/Long) of Map displaying the vessel track \xizslailnrzsfor::jnagnzzt\zﬁcﬁ;z:loolziigzthe
vessell demonstrating the VMS was demonstrating the VMS of the [] 15/03 demonstrating the reporting of [] []
functional. vessel was functional.
the vessel.
Insert any other type of evidence [ ] | Insert any other type of evidence [ ] | Insert any other type of evidence []

Fleet action(s) taken according to national legislation:

Document describing sanction(s)
imposed to the
vessel/master/owner/operator.

Vessel ordered to port for the purpose of
I:l p purp D

inspection / investigation.

Vessel/master/owner/operator has been given a warning. []

Any other fleet action(s) taken:

[

Specify:

RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT ‘ (By Secretariat)

Recommendation from the assessment to the WPICMM

Appropriate action taken by fleet
- > no recommendation to CoC.

Not considered as a possible infraction
-> no recommendation to CoC.

] Fleet requested to provide further evidence ]
for discussion at next CoC.
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Possible infraction Form

Inmarsat
Mobile Date Latitude Longitude Heading Speed DNID Member
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 23:14:00 | 27°31'40.8 S 38°08'36 E 153 1.205 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 22:12:00 | 27°28'52.8 S 38°05'04.8 E 128 6.395 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 21:12:00 | 27°29'45.6 S 38°04'16.8 E 359 2.391 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 20:12:00 | 27°31'19.2 S 38°04'07.2 E 6 1.594 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 19:12:00 | 27°32'45.6 S 38°03'48 E 2 1.205 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 18:10:00 | 27°34'09.6 S 38°03'14.4 E 2 1.808 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 17:10:00 | 27°35'28.8 S 38°02'36 E 46 1.594 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 16:10:00 | 27°36'48 S 38°01'55.2 E 46 1.594 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 15:10:00 | 27°38'16.8 S 38°01'33.6 E 46 1.808 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 14:08:00 | 27°43'09.6 S 37°59'50.4 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 13:08:00 | 27°43'48 S 38°00'00 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 12:08:00 | 27°44'24 S 38°00'07.2 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 11:08:00 | 27°44'55.2 S 38°00'12 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 10:06:00 | 27°45'12 S 38°00'16.8 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 09:06:00 | 27°45'24 S 38°00'24 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 08:06:00 | 27°45'26.4 S 38°00'38.4 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 07:06:00 | 27°45'38.4 S 38°00'52.8 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 06:06:00 | 27°45'45.6 S 38°01'07.2 E 83 0 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 05:04:00 | 27°45'00 S 37°58'52.8 E 116 6.998 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 04:04:00 | 27°41'12S 37°52'16.8 E 130 6.998 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 04:00:00 | 27°40'50.4 S 37°51'48 E 130 6.803 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 03:04:00 | 27°36'57.6 S 37°45'50.4 E 130 6.803 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 02:04:00 | 27°32'45.6 S 37°39'16.8 E 124 7.192 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 01:02:00 | 27°28'26.4 S 37°32'40.8 E 125 7.192 9359 18
FARQUHAR NO.2 06/05/2019 00:02:00 | 27°23'57.6 S 37°26'09.6 E 126 7.406 9359 18
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Possible infraction Form

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE SECRETARIAT ‘

Fleet: Type of possible infraction: Name of vessel Deployment number and name Date sent to | Date of
of carrier vessel: fleet response

Seychelles LIVMS [Logbook [IATF XIMarking Phoenix 559 - Ibuki 04/06/2019 | 18/08/2020

Inspection comment: The LSTLV bow markings were worn to such an extent that the name was not legible at a distance.

Photograph(s) attached: | File name: File name: File name:

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE FLEET

Result of investigation: The LSTLV bow markings were worn to such an extent that the name was not legible at a distance.

Action(s) the fleet taken | The markings (name) on the vessel was repainted .

ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION ‘ (by Secretariat)

Fleet has provided the following evidence(s) in its response:

Marking of the vessel has been Vessel instructed to correct/repaint Insert any other type of

corrected/repainted at sea. the marking at next port call. [] | Vessel has been called to port. evidence u

Insert any other type of evidence [ ] | Insert any other type of evidence [ ] | Insert any other type of evidence

Fleet action(s) taken according to national legislation:

Document describing sanction(s)

imposed to the ] Yessel c.)rderfed to ;.)ort. for the purpose of [] Vessel/master/owner/operator has been given a warning. []
inspection / investigation.

vessel/master/owner/operator.

Any other fleet action(s) taken: ] Specify:

RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT ‘ (By Secretariat)

Recommendation from the assessment to the WPICMM

Appropriate action taken by fleet Not considered as a possible infraction ] Fleet requested to provide further evidence ]

- > no recommendation to CoC. ->no recommendation to CoC. for discussion at next CoC.
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Possible infraction Form

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE SECRETARIAT

Fleet: Type of possible infraction: Name of vessel Deployment number and name Date sent to | Date of

of carrier vessel: fleet response
Seychelles LIVMS Xlogbook [IATF [1Marking CHUN I NO. 326 577 - HARIMA 30/10/2019 | 18/08/2020
Inspection comment: The vessel maintained single sheet logbooks kept together loosely in a folder.
Photograph(s) attached: | File name: ‘ File name: ‘ File name:

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE FLEET

Result of investigation: | Captain tearing pages for scanning of document for Validation of Catches, once fishing is completed. Captain advised to discontinue practise.

Action(s) the fleet taken | Fishing logbook was completed correctly without captain tearing out the pages.

ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION (by Secretariat)

Fleet has provided the following evidence(s) in its response:

Fishing logbook was onboard & |:| Fishing logbook was completed |:| Fishing logbook match the template D Captain advised to stop the

bound & with consecutive number. properly. provided by the flag State (Res. 15/01). practise of tearing page.

Insert any other type of evidence |:| Insert any other type of evidence |:| Insert any other type of evidence [:|

Fleet action(s) taken according to national legislation:

Document describing sanction(s)

imposed to the L] Yessel c.)rderfed to ;.)ort. for the purpose of [] Vessel/master/owner/operator has been given a warning. []
inspection / investigation.

vessel/master/owner/operator.

Any other fleet action(s) taken: ] Specify:

RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT ‘ (By Secretariat)

Recommendation from the assessment to the WPICMM

Appropriate action taken by fleet Not considered as a possible infraction |:| Fleet requested to provide further evidence D

- > no recommendation to CoC. -> no recommendation to CoC. for discussion at next CoC.

Page 16 of 24
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Possible infraction Form
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Possible infraction Form

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE SECRETARIAT

Number (NRN) as “50269” and the International radio call Sign (IRCS) as S7JF.

Fleet: Type of possible infraction: Name of vessel Deployment number and name Date sent to | Date of

of carrier vessel: fleet response
Seychelles LIVMS [Logbook XIATF [1Marking NF Tuna Peak No. 1 567 - KHA YANG 333 11/07/2019 | 25/08/2020
Inspection comment: The ATF produce on board appeared to be for a different vessel. The ATF reflected the vessel name as “NF Tuna Peak”, the National Registration

Photograph(s) attached: | File name:

‘ File name:

‘ File name:

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE FLEET

Result of investigation: The Captain of NF TUNA PEAK NO.1 also noticed that they had the wrong ATF when at sea and asked the owner to send them the
correct copy.

Action(s) the fleet taken The correct ATF was send to the vessel. The vessel now has the correct certificate onboard.

ASSESSMENT OF THE RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION ‘

Fleet has provided the following evidence(s) in its response:

(by Secretariat)

ATF was faxed to the vessel or
provided after the inspection.

ATF was valid and signed by the

fleet authorised officer (Resolution []

19/04).

ATF match the template ATF provided to
by the fleet (Resolution 19/04)

Insert any other type of evidence

[] | Insert any other type of evidence []

Insert any other type of evidence []

Fleet action(s) taken according to national legislation:

Document describing sanction(s)
imposed to the
vessel/master/owner/operator.

|:| Vessel ordered to port for the purpose of

inspection / investigation.

[

Vessel/master/owner/operator has been given a warning.

Any other fleet action(s) taken:

[

Specify:

RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT ‘ (By Secretariat)

Recommendation from the assessment to the WPICMM

Appropriate action taken by fleet
- > no recommendation to CoC.

Not considered as a possible infraction

-> no recommendation to CoC.

] Fleet requested to provide further evidence ]
for discussion at next CoC.
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|OTC-2020-CoC17-07b [E]

Table 1 — Summary of possible infractions by category of infraction in 2019 and by participating fleets for which no response was provided.

Authorisation to Fish (ATF)

Possible infractions

Responses received

i —

Vessel Monitoring System (VMS)

Possible infractions

Responses received

Fishing Logbook

Possible infractions

Responses received

3

Marking of vessel

Possible infractions

3

Responses received

NRN

Possible infractions

Responses received

Total by fleet

Possible infractions

Responses received

3
8
8

No possible infraction notified

Fleet(s) with missing response(s) to possible infraction(s) notified
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Appendix | - Possible infractions detected during 2019 without response from the fleet (Oman).

OMAN

Deploy.  Vessel name Inspectio  Inspection comment Infraction Date report Date
n date type sent to CPC feedback

number from CPC

545 SINAW 16 06/04/19 The ATF produced during the on-board check did not match the flag state template provided to the observer. ATF 03/06/19
The LSTLV ATF also did not reflect the same National Registration Number (NRN) as in the observer's
IOTC records. The ATF reflected the “Registration No” "1696009" while the IOTC records provided the
NRN "252".

545 SINAW 16 06/04/19 The fishing log consisted of unbound sheets without consecutive page numbers. The format printed on the Loghook 03/06/19
sheet did not match the format of the template provided by IOTC.
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