[image: ICCAT_Logo]ICCAT ROP-BFT 2015-2016

Observer Deployment Final Report


Deployment on Farming Facilities
CAGING OPERATIONS

	Deployment Request Number: 001EU0377

	Farm Name
	


	Farm ICCAT Ref. No.
	


	Farm State:
	EU.España

	Farm Operating Company
	


	Observer Name
	ANA FERREIRA

	Observer ICCAT ID No
	320

	Observer Signature
	




Deployment details
	Activity
	Date from
(dd/mm/yyyy)
	Date to
(dd/mm/yyyy)
	Comment

	Left Home
	10/06/2017
	
	

	Briefing 
	10/06/2017
	
	

	Arrival
	11/06/2017
	
	

	Monitoring
	16/06/2017
	09/09/2017
	Ana Ferreira took over monitoring from Luigi Pizzo on 19/06/2017 

	Departure
	10/09/2017
	
	

	Return Home
	12/09/2017
	
	

	Debriefing
	11/09/2017
	11/09/2017
	


The outputs of both observers, Luigi Pizzo (ROP Nº 282) and Ana Ferreira under the deployment request 001EU0377, are included in this report. The request 001EU0377 included both ATEU1ESP00001 and ATEU1ESP00003 as of 16/06/2017.
1. Quantity of bluefin tuna on the farm at time of arrival

Table 1: Summary of bluefin tuna per cage
	Cage number
	Number of Tuna
(n)
	Amount of fish
(kg)

	ESP040
	0
	0

	ESP041
	0
	0

	ESP042
	0
	0

	ESP043
	0
	0

	ESP044
	0
	0

	ESP045
	0
	0



All cages were apparently empty upon arrival on the farm. 
Refer to Cage Plan, Annex 1


2. Summary of all Caging Operations

Table 2: Summary of Caging
	Caging 
Op #*
	Start
	End
	Towing Vessel (ICCAT #)
	Towing Vessel Name
	Towing Cage #
	Farm Cage #
	Caging Type**
	Method***
	Monitored by CPC agent []

	
	Date
	Time
	Date
	Time
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	26/06/2017
	13:41
	26/06/2017
	15:36
	ATEU0ESP03874
	SERRA AITANA
	ESP030R
	ESP040
	Standard
	Caging
	Yes

	2
	02/07/2017
	13:36
	02/07/2017
	15:03
	ATEU0ESP03880
	GUILLO PEREZ
	ESP029R
	ESP040
	Standard
	Caging
	Yes

	3
	03/07/2017
	12:40
	03/07/2017
	14:10
	ATEU0ESP03350
	MARSALA
	ESP031R
	ESP042
	Standard
	Caging
	Yes

	4
	06/07/2017
	11:19
	06/07/2017
	13:52
	ATEU0ESP01219
	PAU LL
	ESP025R
	ESP043
	Standard
	Caging
	Yes

	5
	10/07/2017
	11:42
	10/07/2017
	13:28
	ATEU0ESP03481
	PES GAMAR PRIMERO
	ESP026R
	ESP043
	Standard
	Caging
	Yes

	6
	15/07/2017
	13:06
	15/07/2017
	15:21
	ATEU0ESP03350
	MARSALA
	ESP024R
	ESP043
	Standard
	Caging
	Yes

	7
	06/08/2017
	09:18
	06/08/2017
	11:29
	ATEU0ESP03350
	MARSALA
	ESP021R
	ESP043
	Standard
	Caging
	Yes


*	Caging operation number: Unique identification field linked to the deployment data set  
**	Standard / Inter-farm Transfer
***	Mooring or a transfer between towing and farm cages 
For caging operation 1, the farm cage number was changed after the operation to ESP041. The eBCD stated ESP041 as the farm cage.
For caging operations 4, 5, 6 and 7, the farm cage number observed was not the same as that recorded in the eBCD,


Table 2a: Summary of Control Transfers at Caging
	Caging Op #

	Control
Op #*
	Start
	End
	Towing Vessel (ICCAT #)
	Towing Vessel Name
	Donor Cage #
	Farm Cage #
	Caging Type**
	Method***
	Monitored by CPC agent []

	
	
	Date
	Time
	Date
	Time
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	N/A
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


*	Caging operation number: Unique identification field linked to the deployment data set  
**	Standard / Inter-farm Transfer
***	Mooring or a transfer between towing and farm cages 
No control cagings were monitored during the deployment period.


Table 3: Summary of Caging Authorisation and Release Order Records
	Caging
Op #*
	Authorisation Records
	Release Order

	
	Auth. # 
	Order #
	#
	kg

	1
	16/06/2017-JEL/pig-055
	
	
	

	2
	16/06/2017-JEL/pig-054
	
	
	

	3
	16/06/2017-JEL/pig-056
	
	
	

	4
	16/06/2017-JEL/pig-052
	
	
	

	5
	16/06/2017-JEL/pig-053
	
	
	

	6
	16/06/2017-JEL/pig-051
	
	
	

	7
	16/06/2017-JEL/pig-050
	
	
	


*	Caging Operations as in Table 2. 
The authorisation number did not follow the format set out by Rec. 14-04.
There were no release orders received during the deployment period.


Table 4: Farm and Observer estimates of caged tuna
	Caging Op #
	Control Op #*
	Farm Estimate & Control Records
	Observer Estimate
	Number of Transfer Steps (n)

	
	
	#
	kg
	ICD #
	ITD #
	BCD #
	#
	kg
	

	1
	
	1108
	144206.2
	BUQUE/HERNANDEZAGUADO/001/2017
	
	FR17900550 / ES17900954
	
	
	1

	2
	
	762
	126240.92
	BUQUE/GUILLO/001/2017
	
	FR17900548-LT01 / ES17900953
	819
	
	1

	3
	
	937
	138507.3
	BUQUE/MARSALA/001/2017
	
	FR17900548-LT01 / ES17900953
	964
	
	1

	4
	
	1272
	189392.33
	BUQUE/PAULL/001/2017
	
	ES17900942 / FR17900522 / FR17900486 / ES17900882
	1489
	
	1

	5
	
	1595
	162525.72
	BUQUE/PESGAMARPRIMERO/001/2017
	
	ES17900942 / FR17900522
	1795
	
	1

	6
	
	1548
	208766.38
	BUQUE/FELIX/001/2017
	
	FR17900514-LT01 / ES17900937
	
	
	1

	7
	
	1402
	174039.03
	BUQUE/GARCIA/001/2017
	
	ES17900945 / FR17900535-LT01 / ES17900946 / FR17900536-LT01
	1389
	
	1


*	Caging operations as per Table 2.



Table 5: Size composition of tuna
	Caging Op #
	Control Op #*
	<8kg
	8-29kg
	>=30kg

	
	
	# BFT 
(n)
	Wt. BFT (kg)
	# BFT 
(n)
	Wt. BFT (kg)
	# BFT 
(n)
	Wt. BFT (kg)

	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



It was not possible to estimate the weight categories of transferred tuna.


Table 6: Video records used to estimate the quantity of fish transferred
	Caging
Op #*
	Control 
Op #*
	Transfer recorded by Video camera
()
	Video Quality**
	Times Viewed
	Estimate of amount of BFT based on video

	1
	
	Yes
	1
	2
	No

	2
	
	Yes
	4
	4
	Yes

	3
	
	Yes
	3
	3
	Yes

	4
	
	Yes
	3
	4
	Yes

	5
	
	Yes
	3
	4
	Yes

	6
	
	Yes
	1
	2
	No

	7
	
	Yes
	3
	4
	Yes


*	Caging operations as per Table 2.
**	Rate from 1 to 5 (1 = very poor; 2 = poor, 3 = average; 4= good 5 = excellent)



Table 7: Farm and Observer records for Total quantity of bluefin tuna
	Caging Op #*
	BFT
	Farm Estimate
	Observer Estimate
	BCD #

	
	
	# (n)
	Wt (kg)
	# (n)
	Wt (kg)
	

	1
	Live fish
	1108
	144206.2
	
	
	FR17900550 / ES17900954

	
	Dead fish
	0
	0
	0
	0
	FR17900550 / ES17900954

	2
	Live fish
	762
	126240.92
	819
	
	FR17900548-LT01 / ES17900953

	
	Dead fish
	0
	0
	0
	0
	FR17900548-LT01 / ES17900953

	3
	Live fish
	937
	138507.3
	964
	
	FR17900548-LT01 / ES17900953

	
	Dead fish
	0
	0
	0
	0
	FR17900548-LT01 / ES17900953

	4
	Live fish
	1272
	189392.33
	1489
	
	ES17900942 / FR17900522 / FR17900486 / ES17900882

	
	Dead fish
	0
	0
	0
	0
	ES17900942 / FR17900522 / FR17900486 / ES17900882

	5
	Live fish
	1595
	162525.72
	1795
	
	ES17900942 / FR17900522

	
	Dead fish
	0
	0
	0
	0
	ES17900942 / FR17900522

	6
	Live fish
	1548
	208766.38
	
	
	FR17900514-LT01 / ES17900937

	
	Dead fish
	0
	0
	0
	0
	FR17900514-LT01 / ES17900937

	7
	Live fish
	1402
	174039.03
	1389
	
	ES17900945 / FR17900535-LT01 / ES17900946 / FR17900536-LT01

	
	Dead fish
	0
	0
	0
	0
	ES17900945 / FR17900535-LT01 / ES17900946 / FR17900536-LT01


*	Caging operation as per Table 2.
The observer was not able to estimate the amount of tuna caged for operations 1 and 6. 
The observer was not able to estimate the weight of tune transferred for any of the operations.
For operations 4 and 5, the observers estimate was more than 10% different to the farm’s estimate of number of tuna caged.


3. Tuna Releases

Table 8: Summary of Tuna Releases
	Release Op #
	Caging Op #*
	Date
	Time Start
	Time End
	Release From
	Before / After Caging
	Release Order

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Order #
	#
	kg

	N/A
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


*	Caging operation as per Table 2.
There were no release operations observed during the deployment period.



Table 9: Video records used to estimate the quantity of fish released
	Release Op #
	Caging Op #*
	Release recorded by Video camera
()
	Video Quality***
	Times Viewed
	Estimate of amount of BFT based on video

	N/A
	
	
	
	
	


*	Caging operation as per Table 2.



Table 10: Farm and Observer estimates for released bluefin tuna 
	Release Op #
	Caging
Op #*
	Farm estimate 
	Observer estimate

	
	
	#
	kg
	BCD #
	ICD #
	ITD #
	#
	kg

	N/A
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


*	Caging operations as per Table 2.


4. Within Your Own Farm Transfer 

Table 11: Transfer activities between cages for intra-farm transfers
	Op #
	
Start Date
	Cage #
	Start
	End

	
	
	From
	To
	Date
	Time
	Date
	Time

	N/A
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



There were no intra-farm transfers carried out during the deployment period.


Table 12: Video records and other methods used to estimate the quantity of fish transferred
	Op #*
	

Start Date
	Transfer recorded by Video camera
()
	Video Quality**
	Times Viewed
	Estimate of amount of BFT based on video
(Y/N)
	Estimate of amount of BFT based on alternative method


	N/A
	
	
	
	
	
	


*	Transfer operations as per Table 11.
**	Rate from 1 to 5 (1 = very poor; 2 = poor, 3 = average; 4= good 5 = excellent)



Table 13: Farm and Observer records for Total quantity of bluefin tuna transferred
	Op #*
	BFT
	Farm Estimate
	Farm Records
	Observer Estimate

	
	
	#
(n)
	Wt 
(kg)
	ICD #
	Other
	#
(n)
	Wt 
(kg)

	N/A
	Live fish
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Dead fish
	
	
	
	
	
	


*	Transfer operations as per Table 11.



5. Observation of Feeding Activity 

Table 14: Feeding activities (observed where possible)
	Cage #
	Date
	Feed Species*
	Quantity
(kg)

	N/A
	
	
	


*	FAO species codes

There were no observations of feeding activity during the deployment period.




6. Checklist of requirements under ICCAT conservation and management measures 

	Potential Non-compliance Event
	Operation Number*

	
	COP11
	COP22
	COP33
	COP44
	COP55
	COP66
	COP77
	OTH8

	Tuna caged before Authorisation
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	

	Farm cage without identifiable and different reference number
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	

	Observer estimate more than ±10% different than farm’s
	
	
	
	X
	X
	
	
	

	Video record of transfers did not show Transfer Authorisation number at beginning or end of each video
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	

	Independent observer estimate of amount caged was not possible due to video quality
	X
	
	
	
	
	X
	
	

	Incorrect details in the eBCD
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	

	Vessel involved in farm operations without a ICCAT number
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	X



1.	COP1: The video record is not of sufficient quality to estimate the number of Bluefin tuna transferred. 
The authorization number provided by the authorities does not follow that established by Rec. 14-04.
As such the video does not display a valid authorization number at the beginning and/or end.
The towing cage number did not follow the format established by ICCAT Rec. 14-04 as it had an R at the end. 
The eBCD listed the farm cage as xx when the observed cage was yy. The observer noted the farm changing the farm cage number to ESP041 after the operation. The eBCD also listed the date of the operation as 29/08 when it was in fact 26/06.
For these reasons, the observer did not sign the eBCD but did confirm presence at the operation.

2.	COP2: The authorization number provided by the authorities does not follow that established by Rec. 14-04.
As such the video does not display a valid authorization number at the beginning and/or end.
The towing cage number did not follow the format established by ICCAT Rec. 14-04 as it had an R at the end. 
The eBCD listed the date of the operation as 29/08 when it was in fact 02/07.
For these reasons, the observer did not sign the eBCD but did confirm presence at the operation.

3.	COP3: The authorization number provided by the authorities does not follow that established by Rec. 14-04.
As such the video does not display a valid authorization number at the beginning and/or end.
The towing cage number did not follow the format established by ICCAT Rec. 14-04 as it had an R at the end. 
The eBCD listed the date of the operation as 29/08 when it was in fact 03/07.
For these reasons, the observer did not sign the eBCD but did confirm presence at the operation.

4.	COP4: The observer estimate was more than 10% different to the farm estimate.
The authorization number provided by the authorities does not follow that established by Rec. 14-04.
As such the video does not display a valid authorization number at the beginning and/or end.
The towing cage number did not follow the format established by ICCAT Rec. 14-04 as it had an R at the end. 
The eBCD listed the farm cage as xx when the observed cage was yy. The eBCD also listed the date of the operation as 29/08 when it was in fact 06/07.
For these reasons, the observer did not sign the eBCD but did confirm presence at the operation.

5.	COP5: The observer estimate was more than 10% different to the farm estimate.
The authorization number provided by the authorities does not follow that established by Rec. 14-04.
As such the video does not display a valid authorization number at the beginning and/or end.
The towing cage number did not follow the format established by ICCAT Rec. 14-04 as it had an R at the end. 
The eBCD listed the farm cage as xxx when the observed cage was yy. The eBCD also listed the date of the operation as 29/08 when it was in fact 10/07.
For these reasons, the observer did not sign the eBCD but did confirm presence at the operation.

6.	COP6: The video record is not of sufficient quality to estimate the number of Bluefin tuna transferred. 
The authorization number provided by the authorities does not follow that established by Rec. 14-04.
As such the video does not display a valid authorization number at the beginning and/or end.
The towing cage number did not follow the format established by ICCAT Rec. 14-04 as it had an R at the end. 
The eBCD listed the farm cage as xx when the observed cage was yy. The eBCD also listed the date of the operation as 29/08 when it was in fact 15/07.
For these reasons, the observer did not sign the eBCD but did confirm presence at the operation.

7.	COP7: The authorization number provided by the authorities does not follow that established by Rec. 14-04.
As such the video does not display a valid authorization number at the beginning and/or end.
The towing cage number did not follow the format established by ICCAT Rec. 14-04 as it had an R at the end. 
The eBCD listed the farm cage as xx when the observed cage was yy. The eBCD also listed the date of the operation as 29/08 when it was in fact 06/08.
For these reasons, the observer did not sign the eBCD but did confirm presence at the operation.

8.	OTH: Throughout the deployment, the observer noted a vessel, the Dolf’jn involved in farm operations, including dive support. This vessel is not on the ICCAT record of vessels.


7. Sampling

Table 16. Summary of sampling performed

	Caging Op #
	Incidental Mortalities
	Number of fish  measured for Length
	Number of fish measured for Weight
	Hard Part Collected
	Tagged BFT

	N/A
	
	
	
	
	



There was no sampling associated with caging operations during the deployment period.


Appendix 1: Farm Cage Plan


Appendix 2: Details of sampling performed on fish

N/A
[bookmark: _GoBack]Appendix 3: Details of vessels involved in catching/ towing/ supporting/other operations

	Vessel Name
	ICCAT #
	Flag
	IRCS.
	Role*
	Notes

	CALADEROS MEDITERRANEO TRES
	ATEU0ESP01118
	EU.España
	EBTK
	Farm
	

	DOLF'JN
	
	
	
	Other
	DOLF'JN provides security and assists in dive operations of the farm. It is not on the ICCAT register.

	SERRA AITANA
	ATEU0ESP03874
	EU.España
	EA4720
	Towing 
	

	HARIMA
	ATEU0ESP01240
	EU.España
	EB4880
	Farm
	

	MARUHA
	ATEU0ESP01237
	EU.España
	EA5752
	Farm
	

	RIO CERVERA
	
	EU.España
	
	Inspection
	RIO CERVERA, a Guardia Civil vessel, transported the inspectors to the farm.

	GUILLO PEREZ
	ATEU0ESP03880
	EU.España
	  EA6341
	Towing 
	

	MARSALA
	ATEU0ESP03350
	EU.España
	EA7820
	Towing 
	

	PAU LL
	ATEU0ESP01219
	EU.España
	EA3231
	Towing 
	

	PES GAMAR PRIMERO
	ATEU0ESP03481
	EU.España
	EA5040
	Towing 
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