eBCD TWG, HYBRID / OSAKA, JUNE 2023

Report of the Second Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group (eBCD TWG)
(hybrid / Osaka, Japan, 5 June 2023)
1. Opening of the meeting
The Executive Secretary, Mr Camille Jean Pierre Manel, welcomed all the attendees to the Second Meeting

of the eBCD Technical Working Group (eBCD TWG), which was opened by the eBCD TWG Chair, Mr Neil
Ansell.

2. Nomination of rapporteur

The eBCD TWG Chair requested a volunteer to act as rapporteur and as result a member of the ICCAT
Secretariat agreed to take on this responsibility.

3. Adoption of the agenda

The eBCD TWG Chair briefly outlined the agenda and asked CPCs to present any matters to be included. The
Agenda was adopted and is contained in Appendix 1.

The List of participants is contained in Appendix 2.

4. Updates on ongoing developments since previous meeting (January 2023)

Descriptions and details associated with the following proposals contained in this item/section are attached
in Appendix 3.

4.1 Reference 5.4.1: Reference 2019-7: Develop a read-only profile for ICCAT inspectors under the
Joint Inspection Scheme (JIS)

The development envisages the inclusion of the JIS ICCAT Inspector profile taking into account the integrity
of the system, the confidentiality of the data and the operational specificities of accessing the system in the
field. This functionality was requested and uploaded to the system in May 2023.

The eBCD TWG Chair recalled that this development had been considered a priority and, as informed by
TRAGSA, is now developed and available in the system production environment.

The ICCAT Secretariat added that a Circular would be sent out shortly to obtain the details of the ICCAT
inspectors seeking access. They explained that the identifiers of these inspectors required in the system
should have a maximum size of 15 characters and should not contain spaces.

The United States noted that it would like to be informed in the future about the use of this functionality by
inspectors and how connection challenges were addressed.

Final decision: The development is in production. Circulars will be issued to inform CPCs of the use of this
functionality and CPCs should respect the limitations in defining the identifiers of JIS ICCAT Inspectors.

4.2 Reference 2019-8 (35): Trades companies of other countries adapt the system to allow access to
non-Contracting Parties (NCPs)

The requirements for the creation of the different profiles for non-CPC countries to access the system.
Development was requested on 12 April 2023.

On this proposal, the eBCD TWG Chair summarized that this development was deemed a low priority due
to its high cost. During the First Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group in January, the eBCD TWG
approved its development but maintained its status as a low-priority item for implementation.
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Final decision: While approved for development, it will be the last proposal to be published following the
completion of the other approved items.

4.3 Reference 92: Transshipments linked with the electronic bluefin tuna catch document (eBCD)
(Rec. 21-08, para 92)

Paragraph 92 of the Recommendation by ICCAT amending the Recommendation 19-04 amending
Recommendation 18-02 establishing a Multi-annual Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic
and the Mediterranean (Rec. 21-08) establishes that transhipment declaration shall be linked to the
electronic bluefin tuna catch document (eBCD) system to facilitate data cross-checking. Development was
requested on 12 April 2023.

The eBCD TWG Chair outlined that the development is scheduled for completion in September/October,
although it will be submitted to the 16th Meeting of the Working Group on Integrated Monitoring
Measures (IMM) for discussion before proceeding, in particular the nature of the link foreseen under
paragraph 92 of the measure.

Japan noted that if this development involves the introduction of new information into the system, the
Recommendation by ICCAT amending Recommendation 11-20 on an ICCAT bluefin tuna catch documentation
program (Rec. 18-13) should be amended accordingly (as this Recommendation defines the format).

The eBCD TWG Chair explained that if only the number of the transshipment declaration was included in
the notes field of the section, the amendment of Rec. 18-13 would not be necessary. However, he found that
the requirements of the development include the uploading of the transshipment document; it is therefore
necessary to define the specific way that this information will be added to make it clear to TRAGSA how to
specify the development in the case that only the reference in the notes field is necessary.

The United States confirmed that the eBCD TWG's approach was to include a specific field to store the
transhipment number.

The EU expressed that it was unclear whether the development foresees an alert/inconsistency if this
information is not filled in, as it is mandatory, and expressed concern about the fact that the transhipment
number is included in the notes field as this would prevent its correct validation both in its format and
mandatory nature.

TRAGSA confirmed that the development had been estimated with the uploading of the document file
(transhipment declaration), but given that the development of the proposal has not started, it could still be
changed based on the needs of the eBCD TWG to include a specific field for the transshipment number.

Morocco proposed the possibility of adding the eBCD number to the transhipment declaration in order to
avoid eBCD development.

Final decision: The IMM will discuss the nature of the link foreseen by paragraph 92 of the Recommendation
by ICCAT amending the Recommendation 21-08 establishing a Multi-annual Management Plan for Bluefin
Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean (Rec. 22-08) before advising the eBCD TWG on specific
system development.

4.4 Reference 5.5.4: Inclusion of stereo camera results in the caging section of the printed eBCD

On Annex 9 of the Recommendation by ICCAT amending the Recommendation 18-02 establishing a Multi-
annual Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean (Rec. 19-04) and
Annex 3 of the Recommendation by ICCAT replacing Recommendation 11-20 on an ICCAT bluefin tuna catch
documentation program (Rec. 18-13), Morocco presented a proposal to include the weight and number of
fish results from the stereoscopic camera control in the caging section of the printed eBCD. Development
was requested on 12 April 2023.

The eBCD TWG Chair recalled that this is proposal was put forward by Morocco and approved at the
First Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group in January. It was prioritized for development in
August.
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Final decision: No action needed. Expected to be developed by August.

4.5 Reference 5.5.5: Development of functionality to allow grouping of fish from the same flag
origin/same joint fishing operation (JFO) (First phase: Cage registration)

It was noted that Panel 2 (paragraph 100 of Recommendation by ICCAT amending the Recommendation 18-02
establishing a Multi-annual Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean
(Rec. 19-04))requested that the eBCD TWG study the consideration of the regrouping of fish, in intra-farm
transfers, in a new cage by assigning this operation a new eBCD with its own code. Such a grouping would
be within the same flag origin/same joint fishing operation (JFO). To address this proposal, the first phase
should be to make a record of cages, as the cage field is currently a free text field. Japan also noted that this
development would be important for the development of growth rates, as it is necessary to have a register
of cages. This first phase, “Cage registration”, was approved for development at the First Meeting of the
eBCD Technical Working Group in January 2023. The development was requested in April 2023.

The eBCD TWG Chair recalled that this development had been divided into two phases, the first of which
(Cage Register) was ongoing. After the development of this phase, the eBCD TWG will have to undertake
further discussion on how to deal with the second phase concerning grouping. Development is scheduled
to be completed in July 2023.

TRAGSA expressed that there is a series of questions that the eBCD TWG should clear up before it can
continue with the development: the information that must accompany the registration of each cage to define
its characteristics (cage identifier, end date, location?, etc.) and which of these information fields would be
mandatory. They also needed to know if the cages to be registered are only those of the farms or if it was
also necessary to register the transport cages. On this last question, the eBCD TWG Chair clarified that the
cages to be registered are farm cages.

Final decision: The ICCAT Secretariat will circulate the additional questions from TRAGSA in “Questions
from TRAGSA on cage registry” (Appendix 4) so that the development can proceed.

4.6 Reference 6.1: Farming capacity (Rec. 21-08, para 26)

It was recalled that under paragraph 26 of the Recommendation by ICCAT amending the Recommendation
19-04 amending Recommendation 18-02 establishing a Multi-annual Management Plan for Bluefin tuna in the
Eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean (Rec. 21-08), the ICCAT Secretariat compiles statistics on the annual
amount of caging (input of wild caught fish), harvesting, and export, by farm CPC, using the data in the eBCD
system. The eBCD TWG is required to consider the development of such a data extraction functionality, and
until such a functionality becomes available, each farm CPC reports these statistics to the ICCAT Secretariat.
These statistics shall be made available on the ICCAT website subject to confidentiality requirements.
Development was requested in April 2023.

The EU asked when this functionality would be available, so the ICCAT Secretariat can automatically have
at its disposal the statistical data that farm CPCs sent annually on harvesting and export operations. Hence
once developed it will no longer be necessary to send such data.

The ICCAT Secretariat responded that it is still too early to give a precise answer to this question, but the
development is scheduled for release later this year so it would not be possible to have this functionality in

place before then.

Final decision: The development of the proposal is estimated to take place around the end of this year.
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4.7 Reference 5.5.3: Transport area within trade section to be mandatory and include dates of
departure and arrival

Paper copies of the eBCD are used during transportation and in marketing places, with the risk that some
eBCDs are duplicated. The EU proposed considering whether to use, on a mandatory basis, the section for
transport means in the trade section of the eBCD to add information on the transport means used, as well
as whether to add the dates of departure and arrival. The possibility is to be discussed of accessing the eBCD
system on the basis of further explanations from the EU about the scope of the enlarged access proposed. A
cost estimation was requested and requirements were sent in September 2022.

The eBCD TWG Chair reminded that Tiirkiye had doubts/concerns about this development and since this
CPC did not attend the meeting, the discussion on this proposal is to be postponed until they are consulted.

Morocco sought clarification regarding the process of discussing the implementation of new functionalities
in the eBCD system, prior to an agreement by the respective subsidiary body of the Commission. This
practice could potentially lead to the inclusion of functionalities in the eBCD system that do not align with
current Recommendations. The EU agreed with Morocco's stance and approach.

Japan stated that it agrees with Morocco that there should be a clear political decision before technical
implementation, but noted that on some issues there is a need or in some case requests for prior technical
discussion by the eBCD TWG before submission to the relevant Commission body.

Final Decision: Open, the discussion of this proposal is postponed.
4.8 ICCAT Regional Observer Programme (ROP) (Rec. 21-08, para 102)

In accordance with paragraph 102 of Recommendation by ICCAT amending the Recommendation 19-04
amending Recommendation 18-02 establishing a Multi-annual Management Plan for Bluefin tuna in the
Eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean (Rec. 21-08), by way of derogation from paragraph 101, harvesting
from farms up to 1,000 kg per day and up to a maximum of 50 t per farm per year to supply the fresh bluefin
tuna market, may be authorized by the relevant CPC provided that an authorized inspector from the farm
CPC is onsite for 100% of such harvests, and controls the entire operation. The authorized inspector shall
also validate the harvested quantities in the eBCD system. In this case, the regional observer’s signature
should not be required in the harvest section of the eBCD. Cost/time estimates were requested and
requirements were sent on 27 September 2022.

The eBCD TWG Chair recalled that at the First Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group in January,
CPCs had been asked if there was any interest in implementing this derogation and the eBCD TWG had not
given it a high priority, so the IMM would be consulted on it.

Final decision: Open, deferred to IMM to discuss the level of CPC implementation of this derogation prior to
any development.

4.9 Reference 5.5.6: Mortality during towing voyage

Some CPCs reminded the eBCD TWG of the difficulties faced declaring mortality during the towing voyage.
TRAGSA noted that a procedure existed, although some CPCs explained that this mortality should be
reflected in chronological order and not in the caging section. TRAGSA explained that this could be done
with a new section that could allow declaring dead fishes chronologically.

The EU presented the document “Reporting of mortalities in the eBCD - Annex 11 Recommendation by ICCAT
amending the Recommendation 21-08 establishing a Multi-annual Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the
Eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean (Rec. 22-08)”, which underlines the following points:

- It defines the recording of mortality in four different scenarios: Catch and first transfer, Further
transfers and transport to the destination farm, Caging and Farming,.

- The eBCD system only has a specific functionality for recording mortality in the first scenario
(Catch and first transfer) and this document aims to define how mortality should be recorded in
the other three scenarios.
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- The mortalities during transport and further transfers are reported in the eBCD by the farm
operator at the beginning of the caging (farming) section of the eBCD. The farm operator must
report the quantities reflected by the master(s) of the towing vessel(s) arriving at the farm with
the towing vessel that will cage the fish by means of a template set out in Annex 11.

- For the recording of cage mortality, it would be necessary to add a new entry in the “cage
description” field in the rearing section of the eBCD, where the farm operator can report
mortalities occurring during the caging operation.

- For the reporting of fish killed or lost during farming activities, a functionality would be added in
the harvesting section of the eBCD, similar to the existing functionality for natural mortality,
where lost, stolen, escaped, etc. fish can also be included. In addition, it should be possible to
attach the supporting documents mentioned in Annex 11, point 14.

Japan made two comments regarding the recording of mortality under the scenario of further transfers and
transport to the destination farm:

- Based on the provisions of Annex 11, it should be considered that mortalities should be recorded
by the master of the towing vessel rather than the farm operator.

- With regard to fish that die during transport in the event of multiple transfers, for practical
reasons and in order to be in line with Rec. 22-08, the system should provide a section that allows
this mortality to be recorded separately.

Japan also made observations on the following paragraph of the document, which corresponds to the
penultimate paragraph of point (b):

“As the quota uptake takes into account the quantities caged (except in cases under
investigation as per paragraph 174 and 181), mortalities must be added to the catches that
will be deducted from the quota taking into account the stereoscopic camera results for that
caging.”

Japan emphasised that the key point to focus on in this scenario is that the sum of caged fish and mortalities
up to that point is equal to the number of fish caught. However, Japan considered that the wording of this
paragraph does not clearly define this premise and should be amended.

The EU responded that they ruled out the possibility of recording mortalities in the way described by Japan
in the additional transfers as this would require the addition of multiple transfer sections, which would
make the system much more complex to operate. The choice of the farm operator to record mortality is due
to the fact that when all transfers are finalized, all the mortality data are transmitted to the operator by the
vessel masters, and furthermore TRAGSA advised that there is no validation process in the transfer section
to control these entries.

Japan recalled that in the event that the farm operators should be responsible for recording mortality,
Rec.22-08 Annex 11 paragraph 9 should be amended because it currently states that the master of the
towing vessel shall be responsible for recording mortalities.

Morocco generally agreed with the EU's position in its paper; however, it was unconvinced by the idea of
uploading documentation, considering it redundant since the system already displayed the necessary
information. Moreover, Morocco emphasized that the digital nature of the system is specifically designed to
prevent the need to download and manipulate paper documentation. On the other hand, Morocco also noted
that if the proposal is finally adopted, it would require amendments to Annex 11 and other related
paragraphs in the measure. Therefore, this aspect should be considered during the 16th Meeting of the
Working Group on Integrated Monitoring Measures (IMM).

The EU informed that it would modify the document by creating a new version to accommodate the
considerations of Morocco and Japan which is attached as Appendix 5.

TRAGSA considered the implementation of the first two points described in the document (points b) and c))
feasible, but have doubts about the last point d) because fish registered by natural death can be marketed,
but fish that have escaped, been stolen, etc., cannot. To register the latter cases, it would be necessary to
create a new final eBCD section (i.e.,, to which no new eBCD sections can be added). In addition, the
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paragraph stating that the system must deduct the quota of the specimens declared would need to be
further evaluated and analysed, e.g., in the case of groupings it would complicate its implementation
considerably.

Final decision: New time/cost analysis requested on the basis of the document submitted by the EU
(Appendix 5).

4.10 Cross-checks the total catch’s average weight and the samplings average weight

The United States asked if the system cross-checks the total catch’s average weight and the samplings
average weight. TRAGSA confirmed that the system does not undertake or report on any differences. The
option of reporting to Administrators when these figures exceed a certain % of tolerance was discussed
(e.g., an email sent to administrators, but no inconsistency shown in the system).

The eBCD TWG Chair recalled that at the First Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group in January,
this issue was identified by the eBCD TWG as a low priority, but it was nevertheless decided to keep it open
for further discussion and to ask for a time/cost estimate from TRAGSA and on possible options as regards
how this can be implemented in the system.

Final decision: Open. TRAGSA to propose possible options and time/cost estimate.
4.11 Button for deleting active user sessions/cookies

The United States asked whether it would be possible to have a functionality that would solve the problem
of duplicate sessions. The United States explained that this problem has been reported to them by users
on more occasions since the First Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group so they still consider it a
relevant issue. They would like to know if there are other possibilities than deleting cookies manually in
the browser.

TRAGSA commented that it would be important to receive specific cases in order to study them with a view
to finding a solution. The main problem is that each browser manages cookies in a different way and
therefore it is not possible to find a unified solution; it would have to be customized for each browser. On
the other hand, as also reported at the First Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group, the support
team is receiving hardly any incidents from users related to this issue.

Morocco asked whether there is a security issue behind this problem.

The United States clarified that this proposal was not about security; the reason is that some users are
locked out of duplicate sessions and must wait for the session to end or manually clear browser cookies to
continue operating the eBCD system.

Final decision: The United States should send specific case examples to enable TRAGSA to study possible
solutions.

4.12 Modification of a term in the JFO form of the printed BCD

At the First Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group in January, the United States expressed some
confusion over the terminology used in the printed version of the eBCD related to JFOs and that further
discussion on this terminology would be useful.

The United States informed that it has bilaterally discussed this issue with TRAGSA to bring the terminology
displayed on the web version of the JFO catch BCDs in line with the printed version.

TRAGSA showed the eBCD TWG the changes made to the printed version, explaining the differences
between the printed version when the printed catch corresponds to a single vessel or when operating in a
JFO.

Following TRAGSA's intervention, the United States announced that it would continue to work with TRAGSA
to present an alternative wording.
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Final decision: The United States will continue to collaborate with TRAGSA to establish a definitive printed
wording of the JFO catch in the eBCD.

5. Review/progress of system developments and received cost/time estimates
5.1 Question from Japan on obtaining the necessary data for the calculation of growth rates

There are two issues related to growth rates: first, 1.1.9 (Question from Japan on obtaining the necessary
data for the calculation of growth rates), requirements of a report that meet the criteria explained were sent
in September 2022; and second, 1.2.4. Reference No. 27: Growth rates (paragraph 27 of Rec. 21-08), where
Japan explained how a report with the growth rates calculations can be included in the system. The cost
estimation of this report was requested in April 2023.

Japan recalled the reasons for the request by explaining that importing countries need to collate the
farming weight of all bluefin tuna in an Excel table. In order to perform the correct growth rate calculation,
this needs to include the data related to all tunas in farming cages, including those which are exported to
countries other than Japan. If this function was installed into the eBCD system, the current voluntary
provision of information by exporting countries would no longer be necessary.

The EU supported this development insofar as it removes the administrative burden, but remains
concerned about data confidentiality. They also considered that the Excel tables with the calculations
should be evaluated by the SCRS. They also considered that this item should be merged with
Reference No. 27: Growth rates proposal (Rec. 21-08, para 27) to avoid redundancies.

Morocco noted that during the discussion of this same proposal at the First Meeting of the eBCD Technical
Working Group in January, it was specified that there would be certain aggregations with respect to harvest
data and growth rates that are not reflected in the TRAGSA proposal, and therefore also supports a review
by the SCRS. As regards confidentiality, only the users directly involved in the eBCD should have access,
both from the exporting CPC and the importing CPC, including those involved in validation.

Japan agreed with Morocco that only directly involved exporting/importing CPCs should have access to
the data and stressed that if importing CPCs did not have such access, there would be no point in the
proposed development.

TRAGSA explained that in its requirements it initially submitted the profiles corresponding to the CPC of
the exporting farm, but given Japan's needs it has also submitted additional profiles that would allow it to
access the data as an importing CPC.

Japan proposed that for the sake of confidentiality, the system should detect cases of abnormal growth
rates and alert the CPC involved in the import, and emphasized the importance of checking the growth rate
for each cage at the time of export.

TRAGSA replied that the functionality has been designed to allow CPCs to obtain the data, but in no case
would the system perform an analysis of deviations in growth rates which would be very complex to
address.

The EU proposed, along the same lines as Japan, that only a subset of the data should be sent to the
importing CPC in case any anomaly in the data is detected.

TRAGSA explained that the reporting functionality, which is where the requirements are framed, does not
include alerting users who utilize these reports, as these reports are generated based on user requests.
Japan, in view of this response, asked whether it is possible for these data to be obtained by the importing
CPC upon request. The eBCD TWG Chair urged TRAGSA to study this proposal adding all the elements that
have been discussed in this meeting.

Final decision: TRAGSA will explore further possibilities based on the requests proposed by the eBCD TWG.


https://www.iccat.int/Documents/Recs/compendiopdf-e/2021-08-e.pdf
https://www.iccat.int/Documents/Meetings/Docs/2023/REPORTS/2023_eBCD_ENG.pdf
https://www.iccat.int/Documents/Meetings/Docs/2023/REPORTS/2023_eBCD_ENG.pdf

eBCD TWG, HYBRID / OSAKA, JUNE 2023

5.2 Reportsection No. 5.3.5.: After an inspection at sea or an investigation, the number of fish is found
to be more than 10% different to that declared in the ITD and eBCD, the eBCD shall be amended
by the CPC competent authority (Rec. 21-08, para 138)

This measure notes that if following an inspection at sea or an investigation, the number of fish is found to
be more than 10% different to that declared in the ITD and eBCD, the eBCD shall be amended by the CPC
competent authority of the donor operator to reflect the result of the investigation. Cost estimation was
requested in April 2023.

The EU was of the opinion that this functionality should in any case be informative and at no time block
the eBCD. Furthermore, it would not be dependent on an automatic validation of the system but would
manually tick the box in the requirements after an inspection at sea. Furthermore, it would not be
dependent on an automatic validation of the system, but following an inspection at sea where a 10%
difference is detected, the data would be amended by the catch CPC flag.

Morocco noted that the Recommendation by ICCAT amending the Recommendation 21-08 establishing a
Multi-annual Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean (Rec. 22-08)
stated that it was the competent authority - which is referred to in this Recommendation as the CPC of the
donor operator - that should make the amendment to the data in the catch section but in the catch section
the CPC/Flag of the vessel is responsible. This authority is currently able to make these changes in the
system so no further development would be necessary.

The EU concurred with the comment made by Morocco that it is the vessel's CPC/Flag that should act in
such cases.

The eBCD TWG Chair, taking into account all the comments made by the eBCD TWG, concluded that the
inclusion of the checkbox is unnecessary given that the current user profiles (associated with the CPC
catching authorities) already possess the capability to make the required data changes in the system if
needed (these changes are duly recorded in the change audit). Therefore, the current functionality of the
system adequately fulfills the needs described in the recommendation.

Final decision: The inclusion of the proposed checkbox in the requirements is discarded.

5.3 Report section no. 5.4.1.: Inclusion of tool tips and available conversion factors in plausible
transformations

The eBCD TWG Chair introduced these requirements by recalling the plausible transformations agreed at
the First Meeting of the eBCD Technical Working Group in January and which have now been introduced in
the test environment pending a decision by the eBCD TWG to upgrade them into the production
environment. In addition, Japan, at the same meeting, proposed to also include conversion factors as an
additional and complementary validation on products included in the eBCD.

The United States noted that it would be useful for TRAGSA to carry out a demonstration of the system as
they have not been able to contrast what is set out in document “Flexible allotment - Requirements for the
TWG Requests 2023”. Nonetheless, they acknowledged that the contextual help provided in this document
could be valuable. Additionally, they suggested evaluating the implementation complexity and associated
costs of introducing conversion factors.

Japan agreed that it would be useful for TRAGSA to present a demonstration as requested by the United
States, but considered that validation by conversion factors should necessarily accompany validation by
plausible transformations as they are closely related.

Morocco expressed its interest to include conversion factors into the system, however the table of
conversion factors should first be endorsed by the SCRS and Panel 2.

The EU considered it premature to address the discussion on conversion factors before validation by
plausible transformations was assessed through their implementation in the production environment.
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TRAGSA attempted to carry out a demonstration of the validation of plausible transformations, but due to
technical problems was unable to do so.

The eBCD TWG Chair concluded that interest in validation by conversion factors should be conveyed to
IMM, informing them that if this proposal were to go ahead, the SCRS and the Commission would be
responsible for elaborating and approving the conversion factors to be used.

Final decision: CPCs must test the functionality of plausible transformations in the CPC environment before
being loaded into the production environment. Inclusion of conversion factors will be deferred to IMM.

6. Initial discussion of reflecting ‘Processing on Board’ in the eBCD system

Japan explained that the processing of bluefin tuna on vessels dedicated to this mission decreases the weight
of the tuna, which makes it difficult to track in Japan's controls for commercial registration.

Therefore, it is proposed to add a number of additional fields in the harvesting section to allow information
on processing to be recorded (details of this new information can be found in the document “Discussion
paper on bluefin tuna (BFT) processing on board (proposal to amend Rec. 18-13 to record BFT processing
activity)”.

It adds that bluefin tuna caught in a trap and subsequently processed on board vessels should also be
included in this proposal.

Canada asked about the number of processing vessels engaged in this activity and which countries are
involved.

The EU replied that there were 8 processing vessels and Panama and Japan were the countries involved.
With regard to the paper submitted by Japan to IMM, he made the following comments:

- Point 8 reads: “This section is only applicable to dead farmed tunas and dead tunas caught by
traps destined for processing”, the EU considered that "and the BFT for processing vessels" should
be added to this paragraph.

- Point 8 also reads: “The PROCESSING INFORMATION section shall be completed at the end of the
processing operation”, the EU pointed out that it would have to be specified when such
completion would have to take place.

Japan considered it appropriate, with respect to the EU's first comment, to include in the paragraph an
addition such as "destined for processing". With regard to the second comment, it specified that this should
be done at the end of all processing operations on board the vessel within 48 hours in the same manner as
the processing declaration.

Although Morocco supports this proposal, it highlighted certain challenges related to the administrative and
control aspects of the traps. The problem arises when the bluefin tuna is caught and then sent to the
processing vessels, as the vessel owner is in charge of this operation. This situation poses difficulties for the
authorities of the exporting CPC in completing the information and carrying out the validation. It is therefore
important to have a prior discussion within IMM to determine the specific authorities responsible for
completing the information and carrying out the validation process.

Japan agreed with Morocco that this proposal needs a political assessment, the current discussion is only a
technical assessment prior to sending the issue to IMM and other instances. However, this new processing
information does not require validation or fulfilment by the authorities, it is to be completed only by the
exporter/seller of the bluefin tuna.

Final decision: deferred to IMM.

7. Future intersessional work as required

None raised.
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8. Other matters

8.1 “Discussion paper on the application of electronic bluefin catch documentation (eBCD) in the pilot
project for the short-term live storage of bluefin tuna” (submitted by Norway)

It was recalled that at the 23rd Special Meeting of ICCAT in 2022, the Resolution by ICCAT on a pilot project
for the short-term live storage of bluefin tuna (Res. 22-07) was adopted for a pilot project on the short-term
live storage of bluefin tuna. The Norwegian fishing plan, endorsed in March 2023, outlines the allocation of
18 t of bluefin tuna for a scientific pilot study in Norway. The study aims to explore the feasibility of storing
bluefin tuna in cages while ensuring fish quality. A single research vessel will be assigned to the study, with
comprehensive control coverage provided by inspectors and personnel from Norway’s Directorate of
Fisheries and the Institute of Marine Research. The success of the pilot study in capturing and storing bluefin
tuna, while prioritizing fish welfare, remains uncertain. Should the pilot study achieve these objectives and
the bluefin tuna become ready for harvest in 2023, the catch will be incorporated into the eBCD system.

Norway went on to present its “Discussion paper on the application of electronic bluefin catch
documentation (eBCD) in the pilot project for the short-term live storage of bluefin tuna” (Appendix 6),
highlighting the following points:

- The purpose of the document is to define a way to register tuna specimens in the eBCD system by
adapting the different phases of the pilot project to the existing sections of the system.

- In the Catch section it would be observed in its note field “Catch in relation to the scientific pilot
study on live storage of bluefin tuna”. The same text would accompany the validation notes.

- In the Live trade section, the owner of the storage cage would be registered as a farm company
(this fact would be recorded in the notes field of the section).

- In the Transfer section, the catching vessel would also be recorded as a towing vessel.

- With regard to the Farming section, to explicitly indicate that the fish is not farmed, a concise
description shall be introduced in both in the notes field and in the government validation notes.

Following this presentation, Norway raised three questions:

1. Isitpossible to enter the owner of the storage cage as a “farm operator”?

2. Would it be sufficient to enter the trade information immediately after the transfer information,
without a prior harvest section?

3. Know the opinion of the eBCD TWG on the feasibility and practicality of this proposed approach.

The EU expressed doubts on point 4, Transfer information, as the document indicates that the storage cage
would be the transport cage itself, where the harvesting operation would also take place.

Japan commented that the Live trade section is only required if there is a trade export between countries
which is not the case in this project, so this section is not necessary. Japan also sought clarification on the
use of purse seiners operating as towing vessels.

Morocco stated that there should be some kind of differentiation in the eBCD system between the farm
profiles and the one used by this project for short-term storage. Morocco was also concerned about purse
seiners operating as a towing vessel as the two types of vessel have a different level of regulatory status in
the Recommendation by ICCAT amending the Recommendation 21-08 establishing a Multi-annual
Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean (Rec. 22-08) (“catching vessel”
vs “other vessel”), and hence this issue should be discussed at IMM level.

Japan also asked about the timing for the implementation of the pilot project, as it would need to be
discussed beforehand in IMM and this could pose some problems in terms of the expected timeframe of the
project.

Norway confirmed that it needed to market bluefin tuna directly from transport cages, which when
anchored would also be considered storage cages. As there would be no physical transfer between cages,
there would be no need to record transfer information and thus the cage would be treated as if it were a
farm. In addition, they confirmed that the transport cage would be towed by the catching purse seiner itself
and Japan's comment on the lack of need for completion of the Live trade section.
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Morocco asked whether the use of stereoscopic cameras for the caging operation as required by the
Resolution by ICCAT on a pilot project for the short-term live storage of bluefin tuna (Res. 22-07) was planned
for this project.

Norway replied that, although it is not stated in the document, the stereoscopic camera is an essential
control measure of the pilot project.

TRAGSA, on all these issues raised by the CPCs, stated that, although it needs to study the Norwegian
proposal in more depth, it did find that what was being proposed by Norway was feasible in the system and
associated current profiles. The attributes and permits of purse seine vessels could be adapted to be towing
vessels and also for the farm.

The EU pointed out that they were still unclear on some points of the document, including that there is no
mention of stereoscopic cameras as well as on the use of transport cages as farming cages neither of which
are provided in the Resolution by ICCAT on a pilot project for the short-term live storage of bluefin tuna
(Res. 22-07).

Final decision: deferred to IMM.
8.2 “EU proposal for the development of three new functionalities in the eBCD system”
8.2.1 Block of eBCDs when the bluefin tuna is exhausted in a cage

The EU requested to develop a functionality allowing authorities to block an eBCD when all the tuna in the
cage have already been harvested.

Japan asked for specific cases where this problem occurs in order to understand exactly what the problem
is.

The EU stated that 5% of individuals in the cage could be a tolerance threshold for blocking BCDs.

Morocco wondered where the EU's 5% tolerance value comes from, and whether it is based on a
Recommendation.

The EU clarified that the 5% tolerance is provided in the Recommendation by ICCAT amending the
Recommendation 21-08 establishing a Multi-annual Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic
and Mediterranean (Rec. 22-08), and occurrence of bluefin tuna in cages above that percentage would
require an investigation and potential release operation.

TRAGSA indicated that the explanation of the percentage was not entirely clear to them and recalled that
when all available fish have been culled in a BCD, it is currently no longer possible to add a new BCD section.

The EU explained that the current functionality present in the system as presented by TRAGSA is not
sufficient to block a BCD as the proposal intends that a BCD can be manually blocked in cases where it is
found that there are no fish in the "physical” cages even if the system shows otherwise.

TRAGSA requested further explanation of the circumstances in which these cases occur and whether they
had to do with incorrect recording of the stereoscopic cameras.

The EU clarified that the analysis of the stereoscopic camera footage is not entirely accurate and that this
leads to errors in the recording of the number of fish.

Japan considered that the simplest solution would be for the authority not to validate the harvesting BCD
in cases where it finds that the cage is empty.

The EU agreed with Japan but would prefer an automatic block in the eBCD system.

Japan concluded that as it is not an essential development, since there is a manual alternative, the approval
of this development should depend on its time and cost.
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TRAGSA indicated that the proposal would need to be analyzed and that this would require a specific case
to be referred to them by the EU.

Final decision: Time/cost estimate requested.

8.2.2 Protect the privacy of authorities in the eBCDs

The EU considers that it is important to know internally (for the validating CPC authorities) who has
validated the eBCD however for reasons of data confidentiality does not want the agent's name to be visible
in a document. As an alternative they proposed using the agents or validators number.

Morocco agreed with the proposal, although they considered that in order to comply with the proposal it is
only necessary to modify the current presentation of information data in the validation section. The EU
considered the solution put forward by Morocco to be useful, pending a feasible assessment by TRAGSA.
The United States supported the proposal of only displaying the inspector/validator's number.

TRAGSA advised that if a Validator/Inspector number was to be included they would need to analyse further
the development of a Validator registry as currently it does not exist. They also suggested that the
alternative could be for the name to simply be hidden. In whichever alternative the eBCD TWG chooses, it
should be specified whether the changes are to be applied only in the printed BCD, in the “online” BCD or in

both cases.

The EU clarified that the changes would need to be present in both the printed and “online” versions of the
BCD.

Morocco proposed to keep the name in the validation section and putits number in the rest of the associated
fields. The United States seconded this alternative.

Final decision: Time/cost estimate requested from TRAGSA.
8.2.3 Interannual comparation of tag codes

It was recalled, that the eBCD system must make the comparison of the tag codes not only for a particular
year but also for the preceding years.

Japan asked for more information on specific cases where duplicate tags have been discovered.
Morocco considered that the proposal is useful in cases where the entire quota of the fishery has not been
consumed and the campaign has ended, but as requested by Japan, it would like to know the specific cases

that have prompted the proposal.

The EU explained that there have already been cases in successive years of repeated tag numbers due to
errors in the manual input of such tags, which could lead to subsequent difficulties in control.

Canada asked what problems could be caused by and what would be the impact, of repeating tags over
successive years.

The EU reiterated that the aim of the proposal is to detect duplicate tags belonging to different campaigns
and thus avoid control problems.

TRAGSA reported that this would involve a cost estimate to carry it out.

Final decision: Time/cost needed.
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9. Adoption of the report and adjournment

The eBCD TWG Chair noted that a short meeting of the eBCD TWG would be held to discuss the function of
the processing information, if necessary.

It was agreed that the report would be adopted by correspondence and the meeting was adjourned.
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Appendix 1

Agenda

Opening of the meeting and meeting arrangements

Nomination of Rapporteur

Adoption of Agenda

Updates on ongoing developments since previous meeting (January 2023)
Consideration of any available new cost time estimates and any clarifications required
Initial discussion of reflecting ‘Processing on Board’ in the eBCD system
Intersessional work and date of next meeting(s)

Other matters

Adoption of report and closure
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Appendix 3

Implementation of the eBCD System - State of play of eBCD project (January - June 2023)

Implementation of the eBCD System
C T

State of play of eBCD project (January — June 2023)
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1. Status of issues discussed at January 2023 WG
meeting

At the last WG meeting in January 2023, the TWG decided to address in first place all the
issues whose cost estimation were requested. Then, issues pending of answers for
addressing requirements” cost estimation and at the end, the issues considered ‘Open’
from last TWG were discussed. After discussed these issues, it was proposed a priority of
developments in order to be addressing them by what it was considered more urgently to
be updated in the system.

Below can be found three summary tables. The first one includes the issues which
requirements have been sent. Within these, there are some that have been requested for
development. The second one includes issues which cost estimation have been requested.
Finally, the third one contains issues considered “Open” to continue the discussion. For a
more depth explanation of what was discussed in the meeting, go to sections 1.1, 1.2, and
1.3.

Summary tables regarding the pending issues:

ISSUES WHERE A COST ESTIMATION

WAS CONSIDERED NECESSARY BY THE ISSUE STATUS
[63:0010)
REFERENCE N2 5.4.1: REFERENCE 2019-7: DEVELOP A IN PRODUCTION
READ-ONLY PROFILE FOR ICCAT INSPECTORS UNDER JIS ENVIRONMENT
REFERENCE 2019-8 (35): TRADES COMPANIES OF OTHER COUNTRIES
ADAPT THE SYSTEM TO ALLOW ACCESS TO NCP UNDER DEVELOPMENT
REFERENCE 92: TRANSSHIPMENTS LINKED WITH EBCD (Para 92 UNDER DEVELOPMENT
Rec. 21-08)

REFERENCE 5.5.4: INCLUSION OF STEREO CAMERA RESULTS IN THE UNDER DEVELOPMENT

CAGING SECTION OF THE PRINTED EBCD

REFERENCE N® 5.5.5: DEVELOPMENT OF
FUNCTIONALITY TO ALLOW GROUPING OF FISH FROM THE SAME FLAG UNDER DEVELOPMENT
ORIGIN/SAME JFO. FIRST PHASE: CAGE REGISTRY

REFERENCE N2 6.1.: PARAGRAPH 26 OF REC. 21-08:

ISSUES COST ESTIMATED BUT NOT
REQUESTED

FARMING CAPACITY UNDER DEVELOPMENT
REFERENCE 5.5.3: TRANSPORT AREA WITHIN TD SECTION TO BE Requirements sent on
MANDATORY AND INCLUDE DATES OF DEPARTURE AND ARRIVAL September 8th 2022
PARAGRAPH 102 OF REC. 21-08: Requirements sent on
ICCAT REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME (ROP) September 27th 2022
QUESTION FROM
JAPAN ON OBTAINING THE NECESSARY DATA FOR THE CALCULATION Requirements sent on
OF September 27th 2022
GROWTH RATES.

Table 1 - List of issues which requirements have been sent
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ISSUES PENDING

Include the 'plausible’ transformations of
declared products between different sections

TOPIC

Include the 'plausible’ transformations of declared products
between different sections

STATUS

Cost estimation was
requested on April 2023

Reference n2 27: growth rates (Paragraph 27 of
Rec. 21-08)

Farm CPCs shall endeavor to ensure that the growth rates
derived from the eBCDs are coherent with the growth rates
published by the SCRS

Cost estimation was
requested on April 2023

Reference n? 138: Amendments to ITDs and
eBCDs following inspections at sea or
investigations (Paragraph 138 of Rec. 21-08)

After an inspection at sea or an investigation, the number of

fish is found to be more than 10% different to that declared

in the ITD and eBCD, the eBCD shall be amended by the CPC
competent authority

Cost estimation was
requested on April 2023

Table 2 - Issues which cost estimation has been requested

ISSUES PENDING AN ACTION FROM

TWG OR IMM DESCRIPT STATUS
Refi 2 5.5.6.: Mortali
€ eren_ce n . ortality Reflect mortality during towing vessel in chronological order Referred to IMM
during towing voyage
Cross-ch(?cks the total catch_s Cross-checks the total catch’s average weight and the samplings
average weight and the samplings - Open
. X average weight
average weight-4. Tagging
Button for deleting active user Functionality that would solve duplicate sessions through a single Open
sessions/cookies. P

action by the user

Table 3 - List of issues considered “Open”
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1.1 Issues which requirements have been sent

ISSUES WHERE A COST ES
WAS CONSIDERED NECESS ISSUE STATUS
GROUP

REFERENCE N¢ 5.4.1: REFERENCE 2019-7: DEVELOP A IN PRODUCTION
READ-ONLY PROFILE FOR ICCAT INSPECTORS UNDER JIS ENVIRONMENT
REFERENCE 2019-8 (35): TRADES COMPANIES OF OTHER COUNTRIES
ADAPT THE SYSTEM TO ALLOW ACCESS TO NCP UNDER DEVELOPMENT
REFERENCE 92: TRANSSHIPMENTS LINKED WITH EBCD (Para 92 UNDER DEVELOPMENT
Rec. 21-08)
REFERENCE 5.5.4: INCLUSION OF STEREO CAMERA RESULTS IN THE UNDER DEVELOPMENT

CAGING SECTION OF THE PRINTED EBCD

REFERENCE N© 5.5.5: DEVELOPMENT OF
FUNCTIONALITY TO ALLOW GROUPING OF FISH FROM THE SAME FLAG UNDER DEVELOPMENT
ORIGIN/SAME JFO. FIRST PHASE: CAGE REGISTRY

REFERENCE N2 6.1.: PARAGRAPH 26 OF REC. 21-08:

ISSUES COST ESTIMATED BUT NOT
REQUESTED

FARMING CAPACITY UNDER DEVELOPMENT

REFERENCE 5.5.3: TRANSPORT AREA WITHIN TD SECTION TO BE Requirements sent on
MANDATORY AND INCLUDE DATES OF DEPARTURE AND ARRIVAL September 8th 2022

PARAGRAPH 102 OF REC. 21-08: Requirements sent on

ICCAT REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME (ROP) September 27th 2022

QUESTION FROM

JAPAN ON OBTAINING THE NECESSARY DATA FOR THE CALCULATION Requirements sent on

OF September 27th 2022

GROWTH RATES.

1.1.1 REFERENCE 5.4.1: REFERENCE 2019-7: DEVELOP A READ-ONLY PROFILE FOR
ICCAT INSPECTORS UNDER JIS

These users will have permissions to access any eBCD under inspection.

TRAGSA March 2019: At TWG meeting it is discussed how access of international
inspectors to BCDs could be managed in the system. Tragsa informs that a list of
inspectors will be necessary and someone should establish periods of authorizations to
let them access all BCDs generated on that period of time. Another option could be giving
permissions over certain vessels on a certain period of time, so they could check all BCDs
recorded for that vessel at that time. Constrains on this option will be that someone should
maintain the observers list and give permissions to the international inspectors. Finally it
was decided that this should be addressed to IMM.

TRAGSA September 2019: This functionality has not been cost estimated yet as some
doubts have not been solved. The list of doubts sent by Tragsa and answer provided are:

1. Who would create and maintain these users in the system: ANSWER: The
Secretariat would provide a list, or enter them similar to the ROPs

2. Should all these users have access to all BCDs in the system or only to those
from vessels inspected? ANSWER: All relevant ones (i.e catches and live trades
for that year and hence 'enroute’ (e.g. not harvests) - is this possible?

3. Would these users have an “activity period”, so they would only have
access to the documents during that period ANSWER: perhaps the period they
are designated as inspectors
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Tragsa gives some option to limit the access of these inspectors only to BCDs inspected or
vessels inspected. At the end the group decides that the following three options will be
considered:

1. The operator will give temporary access to the inspectors by sharing with
him his account.

2. The inspector will not have access to the system. Nevertheless, the operator
provides a copy of the document to the inspector.

3. The inspector will have access to the system and will search inspected BCDs
using a functionality that will let him search BCDs from a vessel searched.

Tragsa will not be able to advance with the cost-estimation until the Group communicates
the development team how the system should work.

TRAGSA June 2021: It was deeply discussed the different approaches of this profile.
Important point for WG participants were that inspector has permit to do their inspection
only when it is needed, moreover that CPC administrator were notified when the entity is
going to have an inspection. Tragsa present a first draft of how these features could be
combined in a profile in order to have a first approach. Further discussion need to be done
for deciding how this profile should work within the eBCD system.

TRAGSA April 2022: It was decided to keep it open for more discussion, however it is
considered an important issue to achieve shortly. It was deferred to IMM with priority
and to continue the discussion in the following WG. Cost estimation was requested and
requirements were sent on September 27%h (Requirements can be found in the
document ‘eBCD_04/i2023").

TRAGSA January 2023: Diverse CPCs think this development must be prioritize because
of the importance of the ]IS profile, and the new profile propose in the requirements
similar to the ‘Observer’ profile seems to meet the criteria of TWG. This functionality was
requested and uploaded to the system on May 2023.

1.1.2 REFERENCE 2019-8 (35): TRADES COMPANIES OF OTHER COUNTRIES ADAPT
THE SYSTEM TO ALLOW ACCESS TO NCP

Issue is discussed at March 2017 WG Meeting and it is decided that in order to meet
Rec. 15-10, access to non CPC member should be facilitated. Tragsa explains that opening
the current roles to non CPCs could be addressed under maintenance allotment. In case
new roles must to be created, resorting to flexible allotment will be necessary. In the
meeting it is agreed that:

- Importer/Exporter and validator roles will be opened to Non CPCs. Modifications
under maintenance allotment. Tragsa propose not to start this modification until
it is decided to re-adapt the system to allow the access to non CPCs (development
of new roles and profiles, see comments below)

- Representative of BFT ICCAT vessel; Representative of non BFT ICCAT vessel,
Representative of a trap and Representative of a farm are types of roles that are not
going to be available for NCPs.

25



eBCD TWG, HYBRID / OSAKA, JUNE 2023

- Create two new roles under flexible allotment.

O “Representative of NCP carrier vessel”: This type of user will only have “read-
only” permissions over BCDs in which he is involved.

0 NCP Administrator: This type of role will have different permissions than
CPC/Flag administrators. The requirements were decided during the
meeting and are listed below.

Time cost analysis needs to be officially requested by ICCAT Secretariat.

Possible requirements for the role Person Responsible of non CPC Administration

Access to record transshipment data of the tuna transshipped by his NCPC

Access to record export/selling data of dead fis from his NCPC

Access to record of the signature and date of signature in the purchase/import of dead fish of the purchases of his NCPC

Access to modification of the buyer/importer Company of the dead fish products) of the purchases of his NCPC

Access to record re-exportation data from his NCPC

Access to record re-exporter declaration of the re-exports from his NCPC

Access to record importer declaration of the purchases (re-exports) of his NCPC

Access to record and edit companies) of his NCPC

Access to check companies of his NCPC

Access to check vessels of his NCPC

Access to check authorized ports of his NCPC

Access to massive renewal of companies authorizations of his NCPC
Access to check entities from his NCPC

Access to check agencies from his NCPC

Access to record and edit users data associated with the entities of his NCPC

Access to check users associated with the entities of his NCPC

Access to users requests and/or roles upon entities of his NCPC

Access to modify users data

Access to change users password
Access to check Query Total Kg Imported by his NCPC

Access to check Query Total Kg Exported by his NCPC

Access to check Query Total Kg Re-exported by his NCPC

Access to Help section

Access to Audit Changes

TRAGSA March 2019: This activity was cost-estimated on 18th October 2018 and has not
been officially requested yet. The budget presented by Tragsa was considered too
expensive, so Tragsa proposes to re-calculate the budget including less functionality so
the group can decide which option should be developed.

TRAGSA September 2019: This activity was cost-estimated again on 31stMay 2019 and
the development has not been officially requested yet.

Tragsa explains the impact of deciding the development or not of the items cost estimated:
- Nothaving NCP Administrators. In that case the ICCAT Secretariat profile should
be responsible of accepting new users/roles and new companies.
- Nothaving Representatives of NCP Carrier vessels. This seems to be the activity
less important as a representative of carrier vessel is not necessary for recording
transfers or transshipments.
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- Adapting the Registers record will allow creating NCPC validation entities and
Agencies.

- Adapting the Users Registration functionality will allow the search and creation
and edition of NCPC users.

- Adapting the Self-Registration functionality will allow the self-registration of
importers and exporters from NCPCs

- Adapting the BCD Registry allows the addition of trades from NCPCs to existing
BCDs

- Adapting the BFTRC Registry allows the creation of BFTRCs from NCPC exporting
companies.

- Adapting Reports functionality allows NCPCs to download info concerning the
BCDs on which they are involved.

TRAGSA June 2021: It was discussed the importance of this development regarding the
transactions record in the eBCD system with No CPCs. It was considered a non-urgent
development to be undertaken immediately. Development has not been officially
requested yet.

TRAGSA April 2022: It was decided to keep it open for more discussion in the following
TWG.

TRAGSA January 2023: ICCAT Secretariat specifies that 17 Non-Contracting Parties
countries have active companies in the system. However, there is no trace of the quantity
of their re-exports as the Secretariat does not receive paper BCD from them. The WG
estimates that it is a big number of countries and the development must be taken into
account in order to continue traceability in the system. Development was requested on
April 12th, 2023.

1.1.3 REFERENCE 92: TRANSSHIPMENTS LINKED WITH EBCD (PARA 92
REC. 21-08)

Paragraph 92 of Rec. 21-08 establishes that transhipment declaration shall be linked to
eBCD system to facilitate data cross-checking. The masters of fishing vessels shall
complete and transmit to their flag CPC the ICCAT transhipment declaration no later than
15 days after the date of transhipment in port as per Recommendation 16-15. The masters
of the transhipping fishing vessels shall complete the ICCAT transhipment declaration in
accordance with the format set out in Annex 3. The transhipment declaration shall be
linked with the eBCD to facilitate crosschecking of data contained thereof.

In the meeting is discussed the option of including again a functionality that will allow
uploading documents in transhipment section. This functionality will need to be cost
estimated. At the end it was decided to address the issue to IMM to see if this paragraph
could be met if eBCD code is included in transhipment declaration.

TRAGSA September 2019: We are not aware if the IMM has decided that it is enough if
BCD code is included in transhipment declaration.

TRAGSA June 2021: After further discussed of the different ways of facing this issue it
was decided to be addressed to IMM.
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TRAGSA April 2022: It was discussed if this could be done by adding a code number of
the transhipment declaration in the eBCD. Tragsa explains that this could be done in the
‘Observations’ field but it would not be easily cross reference, as ‘Observation’ field is a
free text field in the section. A new field could be added if it is considered necessary. It
was decided to defer it to IMM. Cost estimation was requested and requirements were
sent on September 8t (Requirements can be found in the document ‘eBCD_03/i2023").

TRAGSA January 2023: Last TWG was discussed that including the eBCD code number
could be a possibility for the link between the transhipment and the eBCD. In the
requirements presented by Tragsa, it was considered a space in the section to include the
transhipment document. TWG agree this could be a good way of linked it. It was approved
to be developed. Development was requested on April 12th, 2023.

1.1.4 REFERENCE 5.5.4: INCLUSION OF STEREOSCOPIC CAMERA RESULTS IN THE
CAGING SECTION OF THE PRINTED EBCD

On Annex 9 of Rec. 19-04 and Annex 3 of Rec. 18-13, Morocco presented a proposal to
include the weight and number of fish results from the stereoscopic camera control in the
caging section of the printed eBCD.

TRAGSA June 2021: It was explained that once the stereoscopic cameras fields in the
caging sections are fill in, the data valid by the system are those ones. Therefore, once
these fields are completed the data showing in the print BCD are the one from the
stereoscopic cameras excluding the data first included in the caging section.

TRAGSA April 2022: Tragsa explained that this modification is feasible and can be done
in the print eBCD version. After a discussion including different opinions regarding the
necessity of change the printed eBCD version, and when the printed eBCD version should
be used. It was decided to defer to the IMM to consult these questions and keep it open
for more discussion in TWG. Cost estimation was requested and requirements were
sent on September 8t (Requirements can be found in the document ‘eBCD_03/i2023’).

TRAGSA January 2023: TWG agree in the inclusion of these areas in the printed version
of the BCD. Development was requested on April 12th, 2023.

1.1.5 REFERENCE 5.5.5: DEVELOPMENT OF FUNCTIONALITY TO ALLOW
GROUPING OF FISH FROM THE SAME FLAG ORIGIN/SAME JFO (FIRST PHASE:
CAGE REGISTRATION)

The Sub-Commission 2 (Paragraph 100 of Rec. 19-04) requested the working group to
study the consideration of the regrouping of fish, in intra-farm transfers, in a new cage by
assigning this operation a new eBCD with its own code. All this grouping would be within
same flag origin/same JFO. An eventual amendment to para. 6 of Rec. 18-13 would be
needed by adding a new one: Para. 6bis.

This issue was also discussed as a proposal arisen during TWG due to Rec. 21-08 (2.7). As
it is reflected in the paragraph 197: ‘During intra-farm transfers, regrouping fish of the
same flag origin and the same JFO, may be authorised by the farm CPC competent
authority, providing that traceability, as established in paragraph 5 of Recommendation
18-13, and the applicability of SCRS’s growth rates, are maintained’.
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TRAGSA June 2021: Discussion over the regrouping of fish assigning a new code were
made however seeing the complexity of the issue it was decided to leave it for further
discussion in future TWG.

TRAGSA April 2022: It was decided that more discussion is needed in this matter and
also to defer to IMM group. Time cost estimation would be requested in order to analyse
the implications for traceability of this development. Cost estimation was requested and
requirements were sent on September 27%h (Requirements can be found in the
document ‘eBCD_04/i2023’).

TRAGSA January 2023: In the requirements’ file is noted that for attending this proposal,
first phase must be to do a registration of cages, as right now the cage field is a free text
field. Japan also implies that this development would be important for growth rates
development, as it is necessary to have a registration of the cages. This first phase: Cage
registration is approved for development. Development was requested on April 12,
2023.

1.1.6 REFERENCE 6.1: FARMING CAPACITY (PARAGRAPH 26 OF REC. 21-08)

The ICCAT Secretariat shall compile statistics on the annual amount of caging (input of
wild caught fish), harvesting, and export, by farm CPC, using the data in the eBCD system.
The eBCD-TWG shall consider the development of such a data extraction functionality,
and until such functionality becomes available each farm CPC shall report these statistics
to the ICCAT Secretariat. These statistics shall be made available on the ICCAT website
subject to confidentiality requirements.

TRAGSA April 2022: Tragsa explains that these data can be obtain by the reports in the
eBCD system, but right now it should be done CPC/Flag by CPC/Flag and it would be a
complicated issue to compile all the data. A new report can be done that compile and
simplify the extraction of the data needed, but it would require a new development. It was
decided to ask for a time cost analysis of this development. Cost estimation was
requested and requirements were sent on September 27% (Requirements can be found
in the document ‘eBCD_04/i2023’).

TRAGSA January 2023: There was a discussion related to if this report could be extracted
not only for ‘ICCAT Secretariat’ profile but also for Administrator’s profile. It was
explained that this report was planned for meeting the criteria specifies in the Para. 26 of
the Rec. 21-08, that ICCAT Secretariat must compile an annual statistics, in order to obtain
in an easier way all this information for the CPCs, and it was only cost estimated for ICCAT
Secretariat profiles. It was approved for development. Development was requested on
April 12th, 2023.

1.1.7 REFERENCE 5.5.3: TRANSPORT AREA WITHIN TD SECTION TO BE
MANDATORY AND INCLUDE DATES OF DEPARTURE AND ARRIVAL

Paper copies of the eBCD are used during transportation and in marketing places with the
risk that same eBCD is duplicated. EU propose to consider whether to use, on a mandatory
basis, the section for transport means in the trade section of the eBCD to add information
on transport mean used as well as to consider adding the dates for departure and arrival.
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To discuss the possibility to access the eBCD system on the basis of further explanations
from the EU about the scope of the enlarged access proposed.

TRAGSA June 2021: Discussion over the obligation of including the transport document
were held, besides the possibility of including the date of departure and arrival, or the
type of transportation in the trade section within the area of transportation. It was asked
to Tragsa to see this viability of this obligation and the inclusion of new fields in this area
of the TD section.

NOTE: The area in the TD section on the eBCD system for including the transport
document, is the following:

Transportation description (Relevant documentation)

Close
Attach J
(+) PDF Test.pdf
documents

| N

In this area, it is possible to include the fields the WG consider necessarily (ie. Date of
departure and arrival, type of transportation, etc). Tragsa have a list of specific doubts
regarding this issue in case it is decided to include these fields in the ‘Transportation
description’ area:

- Which would be the fields that need to be included?

- What would be the profile type in charge of filling in this information?

- Would be these fields editable in the following cases? TD exented/TD validated/TD signed
by the importer.

- Ifthe fields were editable, which would be the profile type able to modify them?

- Ifthefields were editable and the TD was validated, would the changes need to be audited?

- Would these fields need to be included in the print version?

TRAGSA April 2022: It was decided to defer to IMM group, in order to find out whether
this information might be mandatory or optional. It was decided that more discussion is
needed by TWG regarding this issue. Cost estimation was requested and requirements
were sent on September 8% (Requirements can be found in the document
‘eBCD_03/i2023").

TRAGSA January 2023: Referring to this issue, there is one CPC that is not present in the
meeting who has doubts regarding this development. Because of this absent, the Chair
decides to wait until next TWG to debate this issue. There was a question related to the
not mandatory requirement include in the cost estimation document. Tragsa explains that
it is because if the fields of the proposal are considered mandatory, the section cannot be
‘Save’ with any field left blank, and this could create difficulties to the users. It was decided
that further discussion is needed.
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1.1.8 ICCAT REGIONAL OBSERVER PROGRAMME (ROP) (PARAGRAPH 102 OF
REC. 21-08)

By way of derogation from paragraph 101, harvesting from farms up to 1000 kg per day
and up to a maximum of 50 tons per farm per year to supply, the fresh bluefin tuna market,
may be authorized by the relevant CPC provided that an authorized inspector from the
farm CPC is onsite for 100% of such harvests, and controls the entire operation. The
authorized inspector shall also validate the harvested quantities in the eBCD system. In
this case, the regional observer’s signature should not be required in the harvest section
of the eBCD. This derogation shall be reviewed, as appropriate, by the PWG, possibly
through its IMM Working Group, by 2023 at the latest.

TRAGSA April 2022: It was discussed the better option to approach this exception to the
observer signing in the harvesting. A checkbox similar as the one used in ‘Natural deaths’
in the harvesting section is proposed. However, Tragsa explained that as the conditions of
the exception needs to be accomplished in this new ‘Checkbox’ option, it would be a big
change in the harvesting section. It was decided to ask for a time cost analysis studying
the different possibilities. Cost estimation was requested and requirements were sent
on September 27t (Requirements can be found in the document ‘eBCD_04/i2023").

TRAGSA January 2023: Seeing the complexity of the development itself, it was decided
that more discussion is needed in order to face this issue and it was deferred to IMM for
further discussion also. It was asked if the CPCs attending the TWG were using at the
moment this derogation, and they were not. The issue was kept open and deferred to IMM.

1.1.9 QUESTION FROM JAPAN ON OBTAINING THE NECESSARY DATA FOR THE
CALCULATION OF GROWTH RATES

Japan was exploring the possibility for the eBCD System to allow officials of importing
CPCs to know the data related to the calculation of the growth rate handled by exporting
CPCs. This information is currently provided to Japan by these CPCs on a voluntary basis
on request.

TRAGSA April 2022: Tragsa explained that actually it is not possible to obtain this
information in the ‘Raw data’ reports until there is a trade, which involved the CPCs
mentioned. It is decided to refer this issue to the Panel 2, in order to consider
confidentiality issues. Cost estimation was requested and requirements were sent on
September 27t (Requirements can be found in the document ‘eBCD_04/i2023").

TRAGSA January 2023: Japan presents a document describing how to calculate growth
rates. There were a discussion about this document and how could be this integrate in the
eBCD system. It was considered important and cost analysis would be requested on the
basis of the document submitted by Japan. Cost estimation was requested on April 2023.

NOTE: There are two issues related to ‘Growth rates’. Fist one 1.1.9 (QUESTION FROM JAPAN
ON OBTAINING THE NECESSARY DATA FOR THE CALCULATION OF GROWTH RATES), requirements of
a report that meet the criteria explained, were sent on September 2022. The issue 1.2.4.
(REFERENCE N°27: GROWTH RATES (PARAGRAPH 27 OF REC. 21-08)) were Japan explained how a
report with the growth rates calculations can be included in the system. The cost estimation
of this report was requested on April 2023.
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1.2 Issues which cost estimation has been requested

ISSUES PENDING TOPIC STATUS
Include the 'plausible’ transformations of Include the 'plausible’ transformations of declared products Cost estimation was
declared products between different sections between different sections requested on April 2023

Farm CPCs shall endeavor to ensure that the growth rates
derived from the eBCDs are coherent with the growth rates
published by the SCRS
After an inspection at sea or an investigation, the number of

fish is found to be more than 10% different to that declared Cost estimation was
in the ITD and eBCD, the eBCD shall be amended by the CPC requested on April 2023
competent authority

Cost estimation was
requested on April 2023

Reference n? 27: growth rates (Paragraph 27 of
Rec. 21-08)

Reference n? 138: Amendments to ITDs and
eBCDs following inspections at sea or
investigations (Paragraph 138 of Rec. 21-08)

1.2.1 INCLUDE THE 'PLAUSIBLE' TRANSFORMATIONS OF DECLARED PRODUCTS
BETWEEN DIFFERENT SECTIONS

The WG requested in the September 2014 meeting to include only the ‘plausible’
transformations of declared products between different sections. This also applies to
the transshipment section in the E-BFT. (i.e. 'gutted and gilled' cannot be followed by
'whole'). Any modification will be considered new developments under flexibility
allotment.

Tragsa is now working on including BFTRC in these cross-checks. When re-exporting
parts of a batch of BCDs, the system will consider all the plausible options included in the
whole batch. This is the only valid solution as when using batches in BFTRCs, the BFT re-
exported is not assigned to a specific BCD.

USA March 2019: USA recalls that the group needs to send to Tragsa the plausible
transformations.

TRAGSA September 2019: This functionality was requested on June 2018 after its cost-
estimation. In product presentation drop-down menu, the system will only display the
plausible options compatible with the products selected in previous section. Tragsa is
waiting for receiving from the Group the list of plausible transformations, but the
functionality was uploaded to the system on December 2018.

TRAGSA June 2021: It was discussed which would be the plausible transformations. It
was decided that a document will be done and share within the CPC WG participants in
order to agree in these transformations.

TRAGSA April 2022: Tragsa explained that to determine which transformation will be
follow by each of the product types, is what it is needed to update in the eBCD system. It
was proposed to have a volunteer group to look into this issue and prepare a draft
document in order to continue the discussion.

TRAGSA January 2023: USA presents a document with the plausible transformations.
Tragsa explain how it would work this transformations in the system, as once the
transformations are updated it would block the non-plausible ones. It was decided to first
try this option in the test environment (CPC), and to check the results in the next TWG.
Besides it was discussed the possibility of including a tool tips in order for the user to have
helped choosing the product, and also the conversion factors as these ones are not
included in the system. In case that tooltips and conversion factors need to be included in
the system, it would be necessary to do a time cost analysis of the development. Cost
estimation was requested on April 2023.
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1.2.2 REFERENCE N2 27: GROWTH RATES (PARAGRAPH 27 OF REC. 21-08)

Farm CPCs shall endeavor to ensure that the growth rates derived from the eBCDs are
coherent with the growth rates published by the SCRS. If significant discrepancies are
found between the SCRS tables and growth rates observed, that information should be
sent to the SCRS for analysis.

TRAGSA April 2022: It was discussed the necessity of a development that do a calculation
of the growth rates in the system, not as a short term development but as long term one,
in order to use a consistent methodology in the calculation of growth rates for all CPCs. It
is decided to keep it open for TWG discussion in the future. Cost estimation was
requested. In order to send the requirements and cost it is needed to discuss some
doubts/questions. Questions sent on October 6% can be found in the document
‘eBCD_02/i2023".

TRAGSA January 2023: This issue was discussed in the point 1.1.9. (QUESTION FROM
JAPAN ON OBTAINING THE NECESSARY DATA FOR THE CALCULATION OF GROWTH
RATES) where Japan presented the document of calculations of the growth rates. Cost
estimation was requested on April 2023.

NOTE: There are two issues related to ‘Growth rates’. Fist one 1.1.9 (QUESTION FROM JAPAN
ON OBTAINING THE NECESSARY DATA FOR THE CALCULATION OF GROWTH RATES), requirements Of
a report that meet the criteria explained, were sent on September 2022. The issue 1.2.4.
(REFERENCE N° 27: GROWTH RATES (PARAGRAPH 27 OF REC. 21-08)) were Japan explained how a
report with the growth rates calculations can be included in the system. The cost estimation
of this report was requested on April 2023.

1.2.3 REFERENCE N¢ 138: AMENDMENTS TO ITDS AND EBCDS FOLLOWING
INSPECTIONS AT SEA OR INVESTIGATIONS (PARAGRAPH 138 OF REC. 21-08)

If following an inspection at sea or an investigation, the number of fish is found to be more
than 10% different to that declared in the ITD and eBCD, the eBCD shall be amended by
the CPC competent authority of the donor operator to reflect the result of the
investigation.

TRAGSA April 2022: After the discussion of this issue it was decided it should be deferred
to IMM. Besides, it was decided to defer it to Panel 2 for further discussion in order to
examine this issue and its implications. Cost estimation was requested. In order to send

the requirements and cost it is needed to discuss some doubts/questions. Questions sent
on October 6t can be found in the document ‘eBCD_02/i2023".

TRAGSA January 2023: Tragsa ask if an inconsistency alerting of this 10% would be
enough. It is explain that may be a field for recording the quantity found by the inspector
would probably be necessary besides the inconsistency. It was decided to proceed with
the time cost analysis. Cost estimation was requested on April 2023.
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1.3 Issues discussed in previous WG meetings considered
‘Open’

o . i
Referen.ce " 5'.5'6" Mortality Reflect mortality during towing vessel in chronological order Referred to IMM
during towing voyage

Cross-checks the total catch’s Cross-checks the total catch’s average weight and the samplings

average welght_and the san_lplmgs average weight Open
average weight-4. Tagging
Button for deleting active user Functionality that would solve duplicate sessions through a single Open
sessions/cooKkies. action by the user P

1.3.1 REFERENCE 5.5.6: MORTALITY DURING TOWING VOYAGE

Some flags have highlighted the difficulties of declaring mortality during the towing
voyage. There is a procedure in order to declare this, but some Flags explain that this
mortality should be reflected in chronological order and not in the caging section. It has
been observed that transfer section is used in some eBCDs to declare this mortality
occurred during the towing voyage. The transfer section does not keep the records of
changes done and it does not need validation. Therefore if declaration of fish is made in
the transfer section instead of the caging section, tracking traceability and problems that
may arise becomes complicated to solve.

Besides, Annex 11 of Rec. 21-08: “Treatment of dead and/or lost fish’ also includes how the
die/lost fishes have to be treated. From TWG of January 2023 these issues have been treated
together.

TRAGSA June 2021: Discussion over the possibility of the system in order to declare the
BFT mortality in chronological order was held. It was asked to Tragsa to see this viability
and propose how this could be done in the system.

TRAGSA April 2022: Adding to this discussion Annex 11 of Rec. 21-08 also includes how
to treat dead or lost fish. Tragsa explained that this could be done with a new section that
could allow declaring dead fishes chronologically. This ‘new section’ could be added from
the Transfer section and would be a final section (this section would not allow to add any
other section in the system). It was decided that more discussion is needed regarding this
issue and to defer it to IMM group. Cost estimation was requested. In order to send the
requirements and cost it is needed to discuss some doubts/questions. Questions sent on
October 6t can be found in the document ‘eBCD_02/i2023".

TRAGSA January 2023: This issue and the issue: ‘ANNEX 11 OF REC. 21-08: TREATMENT
OF DEAD AND/OR LOST FISH’ is decided to be treated together as it is all related to the
treatment of dead fishes. Tragsa explained that the way the system is counting mortalities
right now does not meet the criteria of the para. 5 of Annex 11, Rec. 21-08. Besides this, it
was discussed the possibility of adding a new section were all the mortalities reflected in
the Annex 11 could be taken into account in chronological order. It was decided to keep it
open for further discussions.
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1.3.2 CROSS-CHECKS THE TOTAL CATCH'S AVERAGE WEIGHT AND THE
SAMPLINGS AVERAGE WEIGHT-4. TAGGING:

TRAGSA September 2016: US asks if the system cross-checks the total catch’s average
weight and the samplings average weight. Tragsa confirms that the system does not
inform about differences. The option of reporting Administrators when these figures
exceed a certain % of tolerance is discussed. An email will be sent to administrators
but no inconsistence will be shown in the system. While Tragsa was present no % of
tolerance was established. Modifications need to be done under Flexibility allotment

TRAGSA March 2017: The issue is addressed again but no conclusion was obtained. At
the end it is decided to leave the issue open and could be discussed in future meetings if
Commission decides an action like this is necessary.

TRAGSA January 2018: US asks EU why the figures of sampling average weight does not
match with average weight calculated by the system for the total catch. Spain explains that
sampling average weigh can be less or equal to the one obtained by the system depending
on the product presentation of BFT sampled. The issue is left ‘Open’ as the TWG
considered necessary further discussion.

TRAGSA June 2021: Issue not discussed in the WG, however USA asks to be remained
‘Open’ for further discussion in next meetings.

TRAGSA April 2022: It was decided to keep it open for more discussion in the IMM and
the following WG. Cost estimation was requested. In order to send the requirements and
cost it is needed to discuss some doubts/questions. Questions sent on October 6t can be
found in the document ‘eBCD_02/i2023".

TRAGSA January 2023: In order to do a cost estimation analysis is necessary to know
the details of the type of cross checks that are needed. The proposal is not considered a
priority and it was proposed to postpone this issue to future discussions. It was decided
to keep it open for further discussions.

1.3.3 BUTTON FOR DELETING ACTIVE USER SESSIONS/COOKIES

The US asked whether it would be possible to have a functionality that would solve the
problem of duplicate sessions through a single action by the user.

TRAGSA April 2022: Tragsa explained that currently in production there is already a
message that adequately describes what is happening and how to solve this issue. This
solution is already implemented by the browsers. However, Tragsa could do an analysis
of the development of a button for this purpose. It was decided to request a time cost
estimation for this development. Cost estimation was requested. In order to send the
requirements and cost it is needed to discuss some doubts/questions. Questions sent on
October 6t can be found in the document ‘eBCD_02/i2023".
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TRAGSA January 2023: Tragsa explained that it would be useful to know in which
circunstances this is causing problems to the users as well as if any other CPCs are having
the same issues with this. USA explained that last year there were some incidents related
to this, and they will see if this year this will continue to be a problem with users. It was
decided to keep it open in order to evaluate if this problem remains.
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Appendix 4

Questions from TRAGSA on cage registry

Before going through the development of the functionality ‘REFERENCE N2 5.5.5: CAGE REGISTRY’ sent in
the document: “Requirements of the TWG Requests 2022 Part II”, in September 2022, we would like to
comment a few things needed for this development.

Within the specifications of the requirements” development, this information is included:

“In order to be able to plan this development, it would be necessary first to establish a cage
declaration for each farm. It will be necessary to have a cage registry such as those that currently
exist for vessels, traps, farms or companies. It will be necessary to determine which data will have
to be registered for each cage in order to identify specifically each of the cages in which the caging
or subsequent movements between cages will be carried out.

The information on these cages, as it is something specific to each farm, would have to be provided
together with the rest of the farm information by ICCAT, so that it is incorporated into the eBCD
system through the twice-daily farm synchronization process.”

Based on this information as well as that the registration of the cages will be done as a synchronization
process, we will need to know the cage information that is needed to be registered in the system. We think
mandatory data must be, at least, the cage number and an end date (in case the cage is not operational
temporary or permanently), but it might be interesting to include also other data such as localization or
capacity of the cage. We would be grateful if you could specify which data will be needed to be included in
the system.
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Appendix 5

Reporting of mortalities in the eBCD - Annex 11
Recommendation by ICCAT amending the Recommendation 21-08 establishing a Multi-annual
Management Plan for Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean (Rec. 22-08)

(Document presented by the European Union)

ICCAT Recommendation 22-08 requires the reporting of dead bluefin tuna under four different scenarios:

a) Catch and first transfer

b) Further transfers and transport to the destination farm
c) Caging

d) Farming

However, currently, there is no functionality in the electronic Bluefin Catch Documentation (eBCD) system
to report the mortalities referred to in points b), ¢) and d) above.

This paper outlines possible solutions for reporting mortalities in the eBCD under the three scenarios
identified in the paragraph above.

b) Reporting of mortalities during further transfers and transport

After the first transfer from the purse seiner net or trap to the transport cage, the transport cage is towed
by towing vessels to the destination farm. At this stage, between the first transfer and caging, there may be
further transfers to join or split the contents of the transport cages, so it is common that, for a particular
catch, more than one towing vessel be involved.

Annex 11, point 9, requires that mortalities during transport or further transfers are reported in the
template of this Annex by the master of the towing vessel on which these mortalities occur. The template is
then signed and passed on to the subsequent towing vessels (if any) and handed over to the authorities on
arrival at the farm destination.

Proposed solution: the mortalities during transport and further transfers are reported in the eBCD by the
farm operator at the beginning of the caging (farming) section of the eBCD. The farm operator should report
the quantities reflected by the towing vessel(s)' master(s) in the above-mentioned template that arrive at
the farm with the towing vessel that will cage the fish.

A new field 'Mortalities during transport and further transfers' would be created where the mortalities are
inserted by the farm operator before the caging quantities.

As the quota uptake takes into account the quantities caged (except in cases under investigation as per
paragraph 174 and 181), mortalities must be added to the quantities that will be deducted from the quota
taking into account the stereoscopic camera results for that caging.

Note: the possibility of reporting these types of mortalities in the transfer section of the eBCD has not been
contemplated because if dead non-marketable fish are recorded in a transfer section, as the transfer section
does not receive any validation, these fish would be excluded from all traceability and would not be
recorded in the eBCD system's "audit of changes". Any changes in this section will leave no track.

c) Reporting of mortalities at caging

Proposed solution: to add in the "cage description” field of the farming section of the eBCD, a new entry to
report by the farm operator, mortalities occurring during the caging operation.
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d) Reporting of dead or lost fish during farming activities

In accordance with Annex 11, dead fish in farms or those that disappear from farms, including allegedly
stolen or escaped fish, shall be reported by the farm operator to the farm CPC competent authority
immediately after the event has been detected. The farm CPC competent authority shall apply the necessary
changes or the cancellation of the eBCD concerned and prevent the use of that eBCD to justify harvesting of
that number of individuals.

Proposed solution: to use the existing functionality for natural mortality, in which lost, stolen, escaped, etc.
fish can also be included (reported).

- There should be a field to specify the specific cause (natural mortality, theft, escaped fish, other);

- Validation by farm authorities. No validation of the ICCAT observer needed.

- The system must automatically deduct the number of specimens reported from the "balance" of
specimens available in the eBCD so that it cannot be used to justify harvesting of that number of
individuals.

In the three cases, b), c) and d), a field to add comments/notes would be convenient.

Below are screenshots of the farming and harvesting sections of the eBCD with the places in the eBCD where
the proposed options could be reported.
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Screenshot of a harvesting section created for a natural mortality.
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Screenshot of a harvesting section created for a harvesting operation.
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Appendix 6

Discussion paper on the application of electronic bluefin catch documentation (eBCD)
in the pilot project for the short-term live storage of bluefin tuna

This discussion paper presents how Norway intends to record the catch caught in relation to the pilot study
into the eBCD system. We would like to seek guidance from the eBCD Technical Working Group (eBCD TWG)
regarding the viability and practicability of this proposed approach.

Background:

At the 23rd Special Meeting of the Commission in 2022, a Resolution by ICCAT on a pilot project for the short-
term live storage of bluefin tuna (Res. 22-07) was adopted. The Resolution stipulates that CPCs whose
vessels have been actively fishing for bluefin tuna North of 56°N, may conduct short-term live storage of
bluefin tuna.

The Norwegian fishing plan, which was endorsed by Panel 2 at the Intersessional meeting of Panel 2 held
in March 2023, outlines the allocation of eighteen tonnes of bluefin tuna in 2023 for a scientific pilot study
in line with Res. 22-07. The objective of this study is to explore the feasibility of future short-term live
storage of bluefin tuna in cages in Norway, while ensuring the preservation of the fish's high quality during
and after purse seine catch operations. The designated quota will be assigned to a single research vessel,
with the utilization of only one storage cage. Comprehensive control coverage will be maintained throughout
the pilot study, as both inspectors from the Directorate of Fisheries and personnel from the Institute of
Marine Research will be present on board the vessel at all times.

The success of the pilot study in capturing bluefin tuna, confining them within cages, and ensuring their
survival under conditions that prioritize fish welfare remains uncertain. The primary focus for the current
year will be on capturing and transferring the bluefin tuna to the transport cage and, ideally, to a storage
cage. Should the pilot study achieve these objectives and the bluefin tuna become ready for harvestin 2023,
the catch will be incorporated into the eBCD system.

During transfer and caging operations, and during the period the bluefin tuna is stored in the storage cages,
sick, injured, dead and dying fish will be removed and those not yet dead will be killed (harvested?). These
fish will also be entered into the eBCD system and may be traded.

Suggested approach:

The pilot study consists of five stages, visualised below:

Catch Transfer to Towing of Transfer to Storage

operation transport > transport storage cage

—> —>
cage cage cage
\ Harvesting

In order to properly record these stages into the eBCD system, Norway intends to enter the following
information under the different sections in the eBCD system:

2. Catch information

The catch operation will be recorded in the eBCD system as an ordinary catch by the purse seine vessel in
Section 2. To denote that the capture is associated with the pilot study, we will utilize the "Notes" field
located under the "Capture Description” section (see example below). Additionally, or as an alternative, we
will also indicate this during the validation of the eBCD by including "Validator Notes".
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Catch in relation to the scientific pilot study on live storage of bluefin tuna

3. Trade information for live fish trade

The next step will be to register the necessary information under Section 3: “Trade information for live fish
trade”.

Based on our understanding, we will need to provide a farm company in the eBCD system to properly
document the transfer of tuna from the seine to the transport cage and subsequently to the storage cage.
The caged fish are not fed, and Norway has provided clarification that short-term live storage differs from
farming. Consequently, there are no Norwegian tuna farm companies. However, in order to accurately fill
out the relevant sections of the eBCD system, our intention is to register the owner of the storage cage as a
farm company. We will clarify in the notes field that the owner of the storage cage is not a farm company,
see example below.

NORWAY (NOR)

NOR TRADING COMPANY 05

Ola Nordmann

Catch from the sdentific pilot study on short term live storage of bluefin tuna.
NOR. FARM COMPANY 01 is not a farm, only the owner of the live storage cage.
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4. Transfer information

The catching vessel involved in the pilot study will be used to tow the transport cage to the storage cage.
This will imply that this vessel will need to be registered as both a catching vessel and a towing vessel.

Note: It is possible that no transfer will take place from the transport cage to the storage cage this year. In
such an event, some of the trials will be conducted while the bluefin tuna is in the transport cage. This will
also include harvesting of bluefin tuna from the transport cage, with the possibility of subsequent
commercialization. From our current understanding, it is not possible to directly conduct a harvest
operation from the transport cage in the eBCD system.

Exporter/Seller

Point of Exportation/Departure | Bergen, Norway
Company | NOR FARM COMPANY 01

Address | ADDRESS TEST

State of Destination | norRWAY (NOR v

Signature | ola Nordmann

Notes (max 4.000 characters) Fish harvested from the transport cage in line with the live storage project

6. Farming information

As stated earlier, short term live storage of bluefin tuna differs from farming. However, to adequately
document the storage procedures, from our understanding it is essential to utilize the "Farming
Information" section within the eBCD system. Consequently, we must designate the owner of the storage
cage as a farming facility, despite there being only one storage cage employed in the pilot project this year.
In order to explicitly denote that the fish is not subject to farming, a concise description will be entered in
both the notes field and the government validation notes. The regional observer should also describe this
in the observer notes:

ICCAT Regional Observer Information

Name | TEST OBSERVO2 v

Title

ICCAT Code | Too0000002

Date|01/1un/2023  |[11:45 Time GMT

By Permissions

Signed

Notes (max 400 characters) |rilot study on live storage of bluefin tuna

PNC | v|
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7. Harvesting information
To properly document the harvesting of bluefin tuna from the storage cage, any harvest from the storage
cage will be recorded in Section 7 “Harvesting information”. Consistent with our previously proposed

methodology, we will indicate in both the notes field and the validator notes field that the harvesting is
being carried out from a live storage cage, as opposed to a farm.

Questions to the Working Group

Is it possible to enter the owner of the storage cage as a “farm operator”?

We kindly request the eBCD TWG to confirm whether entering trade information immediately after the
transfer information, without a preceding harvest report, would suffice.

And lastly, we would like the view from the eBCD TWG regarding the viability and practicability of this

proposed approach, keeping in mind that the pilot project on the live storage of bluefin tuna is on a limited
scale.
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