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Section 3
3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR or Risk Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice of PAS/ PAS C Aspirational practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Consideration external
question
3.1.1 Does the organization have systems in place to 0.3(2.12.1 The facility shall prepare and implement The vessel, or group of vessels must ANNEX C- RP B95.01 & RP B95.02 Required A company should have systems in place to manage critical aspects of legality, that comply A company sourcing policy explicitly A management system is in place that includes processes to |Full supply chain transparency is Internal
manage critical aspects of legality? These standard operating procedures, quality have a management system in place to with EU IUU Regulation, relevant policy, standards and labor conventions. These systems  [stating its desire to avoid buying IUU fish [manage information verification and traceability. Where achieved with public reporting of policy,
should comply with requirements such as the procedures, food safety p , social |ensure with legal should include: - which also makes reference to the practical, a 3rd party audit of management system (e.g. BRG, |practices, supply chains. Full supply
EU IUU Regulation, relevant policy, standards accountability procedures, and work instructions for all  |requirements (see CP1 section 1, 3 and «Traceability - third party management system certification such as BRC/IFS will help to Modern Slavery Act if UK based - or IFS or GSA) or processing standard are in place, to ensure ~ |chain reporting traceability using the
and labour conventions. These systems should processes and operations having an effect on product 4). ensure a management system is in place, as will MSC chain of custody, although these do  |other relevant statutory due diligence traceability. The company is a member of GDST and is GDST data requirements.
include traceability, processes, information safety, legality and quality. not specifically cover aspects for IUU requirements is written and available. working with suppliers to capture the relevant KDEs.
verification and transparency. +Processes The policy includes the desire to engage
9.4.1 Products shall be packed in bags, boxes or master «Information verification with the supply chain to
cartons, britestack pallets (i.e. <Transparency i ove supply chains that
canned) that are properly labeled with all information, have been risk assessed and identified
including allergens, as required by as in need of improvement. The policy is
local legislation and legislation of the country of communicated to all suppliers, and basic
destin procedures to check product, supply
chain (including EU IUU Regulation catch
certificates), vessels, and suppliers are
legal as far as itis practical to check.
312 Do the managers of the organization engage on | Implementation of GDST standards to _ |2.5.1 The facilty’s senior management shall demonstrate | The RFVS provides a mechanism 'ANNEX D & 5.3- RP B95.02 Risk assessment consideration Company managers should engage on improvement work with other suppliers or actors in_|A list containing all products and stock | The company seafood sourcing policy is formally Al SKUs have been risk assessed, all _|Internal
improvement work with other suppliers or actors |improve traceability requires to engage |their commitment to the through which downstream buyers in the the supply chain by: keeping units/SKUs is available within the |acknowledged by all suppliers. The list of products and high risk products have been mitigated,
in the supply chain (e.g. audits, reviews, site all of the supply chain. Moreover, GDST i and pply-chain can engage with fishing +Conducting audits and reviews business, which details basic information [suppliers has been risk assessed and categorised into high, |so that the majority of sources are low or
visits, etc.)? may be used in j 1 with other P of all of the Quality vessels to improve responsble +Conducting regular site visits, engaging in fishery or aquaculture improvement projects that |of source fishery and supply chain. medium or low risk according to the company policy, with medium risk. All suppliers are working to
certifications which may include audits, |Management System in order to ensure compliance with |practices. The RFVS could be used specifically tackle IUU relevant issues, supporting research, and advocating for legislation  |Sufficient information is collected to high risk products and high risk suppliers having either achieve sustained low risk categorisation
site visits etc. the entire scope of the Seafood Processing Standard within a vessel improver programme to adoption and effective implementation warrant that the seafood being written and agreed improvement plans, or are working to with routine risk assessment and
support and educate fisheres wishing to purchased is legally caught, and that have agreed plans within an agreed timeframe. Audits of high |monitoring systems established to
adopt best fisheries practices. when sold, is labelled accurately. Al risk supply chains are taking place, ideally using third parties, |maintain this.
suppliers have received copies of or are being arranged.
company policies and internal risk
assessment processes are either being
considered, are in the process of being
developed, or an existing mechanism is
adopted, so that where needed, supply
chain improvements can be identified.
313 Where improvement work identifies corrective 2.1.5 The Quality and Food Safety Management Systems 6.3,8.2,9.2- RP B95.01 Risk assessment consideration Support in the form of approval/verbal, finances, time, meetings, etc. should be given to the |As above As above As above Internal
actions that can be completed to satisfy the shall supplier or supply chain actor in need in need of corrective actions, in order to satisfy the
organization’s standards/policies, is support (e.g. 2.1.5.5 Implement action necessary to achieve planned organization's standards/policies. Evidence of this support should be able to be provided
approvaliverbal, finances, time, meetings, etc.) results and continual upon request.
given to the supplier or actor? improvement.
3.1.4 Is all seafood in the supply chain of the Implementation of GDST standards 9.1.1 Facilities that source raw material from both wild-| 2- RP B95.02 Required A process is in place which is actively The established policy has been expanded to include all All seafood within the scope of the Internal
organization addressed using the same systems [requires the same level of scrutiny for all [caught and farm-raised sources shall trying to achieve the same level of sources of seafood whether for direct human consumption, |company's seafood buying is either
and level of scrutiny? Traceability and legality seafood. properly identify, segregate and label products from traceability, based on a risk assessed as a marine ingredient, or other route to market. assessed as being low risk, having been
should be a minimum requirement for all different wild-caught and/or aquaculture sources and basis, for all sources of seafood that are traced back to source, or is within a
seafood. shallindicate any relevant certifications. within the scope of the policy. The scope process, with the aim to be achieved in a
might initially be limited, so that the time-bound commitment.
process and practices of mapping and
supply chain interrogation are being
established. When defining the scope of
the sourcing policy, consideration of
volume of trade and potential influence
on the supply chain should be made.
3.2 The IUU Regulation
3.21 Does the organization document which of the GDST implementation would uniquely 9.4.1 Products shall be packed in bags, boxes or master |The vessel shall be able to evidence all {3.1, 6.1 & ANNEX A- UNE 195006 Required /A company should document which of the seafood products they sell are covered by the EU |A system is established that is gathering |All base information is being routinely collected without any Best practice information is routinely Internal
products they sell are covered by the EU IUU label units going to EU and those not. cartons, britestack pallets (i.e. the legal documents required to fish (see 1UU Regulation within their buying specifications and their supplier approval lists. These data on the supply chains of the gaps in data, along with additional catch information such as |available with additional information
Regulation? canned) that are properly labeled with all information, clause CP1 1.28). This will meet the include: company so that within as short a time  |bycatch and total catch of vessel during trip, plus list of all documenting declared retained catch
including allergens, as required by requirements of the EU IUU Regulation. «Allimports of fresh and frozen, wild marine capture fishery products, both whole and as possible they know which products  |vessels used to supply, vessel identifiers, flag, landing port/s, |data quantity and product form per box,
local legislation and legislation of the country of processed fall under the EU IUU Regulation. This and details of any transhipment. batch or tank, as well as details on
destin: «Imports into the EU including catches made by non-EU vessels landed directly in an EU will have all legally required information i nership, background of
port, or landed in a third country port and subsequently exported to the EU, whether such as: species name, fishing captain, and other elements as explained
processed or not processed gear/method, sea area of capture, date in detail elsewhere, providing full supply
Imports into the EU including catches made by EU vessels, landed and imported in a third  |of catch and landing available to them, so! chain transparency.
country and from there imported in the EU, whether processed or not that ultimately they can determine which
*Exports from EU, including those with a catch certificate if required by a third country regulations apply to the products.
More information on the EU IUU Regulation can be found at: http://www.iuuwatch.eu/new-
background-to-the-iuu-regulation/
322 Does the organization have management Applying GDST standards takes the EU |2.12.1 The facility shall prepare and implement As above, the vessel shall be able to 3.1, 6.1- UNE 195006 Required A company should have management systems in place that cover the requirements of the | Full supply chain traceabiliy is desired | Traceability systems capture all steps of people, product and | All products are sourced using an Internal
systems in place covering the requirements of  [IUU requirements into account. standard operating procedures, quality evidence all the legal documents EU IUU Regulation if it sells any of the products covered by this Regulation. Management and stated within a sourcing policy that is [process through which the seafood passes or is handled, as |established monitoring system that
the EU IUU Regulation (if sold)? pi , food safety pr dures, social [required to fish (see CP1 clause 1.28). systems will include traceability system and policy, incoming raw material lot assessment, communicated to suppliers. Information |well as collating catch certificates for species covered by the |collects information on the seafood and
accountability procedures, and work instructions for all | This will meet the requirements of the EU and performance reporting which specifically covers IUU related topics such as ports of on both seafood sources and people | EU IUU Regulation. Verification of this information happens | people involved in the supply chains, with
processes and operations having an effect on product  [IUU regulation. landing, timely presentation of catch certificates, cross checking UVIs. involved within the supply chain should  |routinely via internal or third party audit, which informs what | data collected in accordance with GDST
safety, begin to be collected either by the buyer |actions need to be taken to be able to continue sourcing KDE principles. All products are
legality and quality. or its supplier, with a system being products of high risk. classified as low risk for [UU and labour
developed to manage and assess the risks by third parties.
information being collected.
3.3 Policies and Processes
3.3.1 General
3.3.1.1 Are documented policies and processes in place 9.0 Traceability Management CP1 Clause 1.26 requires the following (3.3, 6.1, & ANNEX J- UNE 195006 Required The PAS 1550 defines full chain traceability as the "linkage from the point of capture to the Supply chains are in the process of In addition to the base requirements that are supplied for all | All information required in best practise is |'nermal andexternal | \What policies and processes are in place that provide|
that provide requirements for full chain traceability information to be captured; ANNEX D- RP B95.02 consumer of one stage of production at a time, from any stage of production to any other being mapped with information of vessel |purchases, supply chains are fully mapped and declared, provided by supply chain in a timely and requirements for full chain traceability to be ensured?
traceability to be ensured? 9.1.2 Proper identification shall be maintained for vessel identifier, species name and point along the entire supply chain (often through documentation)”. In other words, capturing (identifiers, species name, FAO stock including retained catch data quantity, and product form in transparent manner that fully conforms
each lot, for each wild-caught and farmraised source, on [stock, sea area code of capture, flag product information that tracks it at every stage of the supply chain from vessel to retailer.  |and sub area of capture, flag State, box, batch o tank, plus fishing method and gear, to the GDST KDE standard. The whole Can traceback exercises be conducted from end
all documents and at each step of the process flow |State, fishing trip dates (including landing fishing trip dates, including landing date, |Transhipment dates, name of carrier, dates and catch supply chain is transparent with people point (i.e. retailer) to start point (i.e. vessel), to
from raw material date), Declared retained catch data Full chain traceability policies and processes should outline but are not limited to: how risk is |being collected. The fact that this consignment details are required from suppliers. Third party |and seafood interactions fully understood support full chain traceability claims?
ivi handling, i storage [quantity and product form in box, batch assessed, type of data required, methodology of data collection, frequency of data collection, [information is required to be collected is |certified chain of custody and traceability systems are in and verification/ validation processes are
and dispatch. Records shall b or tank, fishing method and gear, Trans- audit schedule, and response to gaps in data. stated in a company sourcing policy or | place and KDEs using the GDST Standard are being embedded to demonstrate compliance.
maintained to ensure product identity and demonstrate shipment dates, name of carrier, dates specification that has been collected. Digital traceability system is in place
that products from wild-caught and catch consignment details. The co-mingling of seafood from different sources can pose challenges to achieving full communicated to all suppliers. providing traceability at will.
and aquaculture sources and those from certified and chain As such, may use a 1 of
non-certified sources are not standards and schemes to inform full chain traceability policies and processes. Some
mixed. include the British Retail Consortium Global Standard (BRCGS) for food safety and
the Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) standard.
3312 Are policies and processes audited and have the Management policies and procedures  |6.2, 7, 8.1.1, 8.1.2- RP B95.01 Required A seafood sourcing policy is in place that | Policies and processes are audited annually to ensure that Internal
contents reviewed on, at a minimum, an annual are broadly covered in Section 1, CP1 makes reference to the company the assessment of IUU risk within the supply chain is
basis in case changes or amendments are changes will be reviewed at annual ambition that both it, and its sufficient to manage risk.
required to be made? surveillance audits implementation, will be reviewed and
audited on an annual basis.
3313 Are reports produced (at least annually) on the The RFVS CP1 section 1 expects thata [ANNEX C- RP B95.01 & RP B95.02 Required As above Policies and processes are audited Internal
implementation and monitoring of the policies and annual review of their processes are annually to not only assess the
processes that are in place to address risks? conducted annually and reports are assessment of IUU risk within the supply
maintain and any non compliances are chain, but also to assess the
identied and mitigated against. implementation of the risk mitigation
improvement processes.
3314 Are policies and processes available upon Not an RFVS requirement for fishing Not an APR , but all vessels ql 'The company has a seafood sourcing The company seafood sourcing policy is communicated to The company seafood sourcing policy Internal
request and made available to other actors in the vessels. However records of all vessels |that meet the standard shall be placed on policy that is communicated to suppliers |and acknowledged by suppliers, with a functioning process to|and its processes for assessment are
supply chain within seven days of such a that meet the standard shall be placed on |the web AENOR APR and available to customers upon assess suppliers and their supply chains. well established, customers know their
request being made? a publically facincg GSA website. request, with basic processes to assess suppliers' supply chains, and are aware
suppliers. of the work being undertaken within
them

Page 1 of 13




/,

PEW

PAS 1550 Implementation Guide

THIS PROJECT
s 1S CO-FUNDED
E]FM.W OFUNI

W Cunnrrasce rausts . i WWF EUROPEAN UNION
Implementation Guide Master
3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR or Risk Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice of PAS/ PAS Ct Aspirational practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Consideration external
question

3315 Are policies and processes demonstrated to Not an RFVS standard requirement for  |2- RP B95.02 Required A document setting out policies and procedures should be shared within the supply chain. It |Evidence that seafood sourcing policies |Acknowledgement is received from both suppliers and Purchasing polices and procedures are |Internal
have been communicated throughout the supply fishing vessels is good practice to ask suppliers to acknowledge that they have received and understand and IUU risk procedures that the company policies and procedures are documented, regularly reviewed and
chain to, at a minimum, the stage before and the the policies and procedures, and that this is documented. Clarifications should be provided in |are available and shared with direct understood and complied with. Policy and procedures are  |form part of a supplier management
stage after the processor/importer? the event that suppliers indicate they do not understand policies and/or procedures. suppliers and customers can be shown. [reviewed on a minimum annual basis and confirmation that process that is independently assessed

they are understood by suppliers is in place. and demonstrated to work. In addition,
g policies are and
acnowledged by all stages and actors in
the supply chain.

3.3.1.6 Is the organization able to demonstrate The RFVS certification audits provide the |/ANNEX C- RP B95.01 & RP B95.02 Required Itis the responsibility of any organization to understand and observe the laws and Supply chain is being mapped for all All seafood supply chains are mapped and the relevant Legislation applicable to each source of |Internal
compliance and implementation of all of the mechanism through which assurance is [ANNEX D- RP B95.02 regulations in any territory in which they operate. The recommendations in this PAS help an |seafood sources, which includes the legislation applicable to each of them is known. Steps to seafood is known and if it is not fully
required regulations, conventions and standards provided. organization to gain this understanding in relation to the legality of seafood and the working desire to understand the pertinent local, [assess the quality of regulations in place and level of implemented, government advocacy is
(dependent on the supply chain and market)? conditions of workers in the seafood supply chain. national, regional, and international implementation s in place, with either consideration being  [being undertaken to address the

is lati i to the seafood, so  [given to government advocacy to encourage the gaps in regulation issues, or steps have already
that in time the legality of the seafood legislation, or implementation to be filled or already happening.|been agreed to ensure full regulation
harvesting and employment practices | Third party certification such as RFVS is being used to implementation will occur in a known
being employed can be warranted. warrant vessel legality. timescale. RFVS certification of vessels
is widely adopted within the supply chain.

3.3.2 Due through risk

3321 Does the organization conduct risk Implementation of GDST standards 9.1.4 The procedures and records shall clearly show 5.3- RP B95.02 Required /A company should complete due diligence through risk assessment on all of its supply The need for supply chains to be All seafood supply chains have been mapped, risk All seafood supply chains have been risk |Internal
assessments on all of the supply chains from il risk as it helps Is and ility at ALL steps: chains. The level of risk in supply chains can be reduced by identifying and taking mitigation |mapped back to vessel or group of assessments have been completed for all, with risk assessed on numerous occasions, all
which it sources and be able to demonstrate that |gather information to determine the level |chain of custody evidence from the outsourced entity actions or measures such as mandating future requirements or engaging in improvement vessels, so that the IUU risk of individual | categorisations made and in the case of high risk sources, previously assessed high risk sources
it does s0? The level of risk in supply chains  |of risk. (country of origin, for example), on processes with the supply chain. A company should prioritize its use of each supply chain ~ |supply sources can be identified and improvement plans agreed. Consideration to volume of have either been mitigated or are no
can be reduced by identifying and taking the way to the outsourced entity, during handling, according to the findings of the risk assessments. then risk assessed, has been seafood purchased from an individual source, and longer supplying, leaving minimal medium
mitigation actions or measures. Attention is production, labeling or storage at the *Ranking and assigning metrics that will evaluate results against factors such as the level of |communicated to suppliers. This confidence in regulation and of the supply chain, will inform  [risk and the majority of sources being
drawn to the BRC Advisory Note for the UK outsourced entity, and during transport away from the risk, volume and importance of the supply chain to the business, is subject to the needs of ~ |communication should include a the metrics of the risk assessment, as well as mitigation and |considered low risk.

Supply Chain on How to Avoid IUU Fishery outsourced entity. an individual company timeframe within which this task should ~ |improvements steps that can be taken.
3.6.1 The facility shall have a documented food fraud *The risk assessment system should demonstrate and document that for each supply be completed. Using the BRC advisory
vulnerability assessment procedure chain, an assessment and any required actions have been applied. For example, if a supply |note, the company has begun to
(VACCP Vulnerability Assessment Critical Control chain is identified as higher risk, it will require additional verification for the company to determine what risks it finds acceptable
Points) in place to identify potential assure its integrity within supply chains and is formulating a
vulnerability and prioritize food fraud mitigation measures. *Risk assessments should be reviewed on a regular basis e.g. monthly, annually, biannually |risk assessment matrix with which to
assess the information being collected
from its supply chains.

3322 Does the organization prioritize its use of each 5.3- RP B95.02 Required Companies should conduct risk analyses to help minimize and mitigate the risk of IUU fish The seafood sourcing policy includes a  |Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place. Advocacy activity is well established with | Internal
supply chain from which it sources according to entering their supply chains, importantly aiming for assured traceabilty to legal origin statement that the company endeavours |Government and industry advocacy is happening (and which | high and moderate risk source issues
the findings of the risk assessments? See example risk assessment to determine appropriate action. to purchase seafood from low risk/low  |you are following and engaging in where practical) for high  |having been addressed through

Where the risk assessment produces a moderate to high risk of IUU or information is impact sources and aims to move its risk sources, and plans are being developed for low and completion of their improvement plans, or
missing, the sourcing decision should reflect the level of risk. sources and buying over time to achieve [moderate risk sources where improvements need to be are able to demonstrate continued
this. The sourcing policy has been made. Where risk have been on 1t to change. Where
communicated to the company’s numerous occasions or improvement plans are not yielding ~ |improvement plans have been shown to
suppliers. the desired change, the company can demonstrate that not yield change, the company can show
these factors influence ongoing buying decisions by that purchasing volumes have been
communicating to the governments and relevant supply chain|reduced or buying suspended
actors, that continued inaction could lead to a reduction in
volume of purchases, or in extreme cases the cessation of
buying altogether - whether individually, or as part of a
government led trade sanction.

3323 Does the risk assessment system demonstrate ANNEX C- RP B95.01 & RP B95.02 Required The seafood sourcing policy includes a |Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place. Advocacy activity is well established with |Internal
and document that for each supply chain an statement that the company endeavours |Government and industry advocacy is happening (and which |high and moderate risk source issues
assessment and any required actions have been to purchase seafood from low risk/low  |you are following and engaging in where practical) for high  |having been addressed through
applied, that are appropriate according to the impact sources and aims to moveits  |risk sources, and plans are being developed for low and completion of their improvement plans or
results of the risk assessments and prioritization sources and buying over time to achieve |moderate risk sources where improvements need to be are able to demonstrate continued
exercises? this. The sourcing policy has been made. Where risk have been on it to change. Where

communicated to the company’s numerous occasions or improvement plans are not yielding ~ |improvements plans have been shown to
suppliers. the desired change, the company can demonstrate that not yield change, the company can show
these factors influence ongoing buying decisions by that purchasing volumes have been
communicating to the governments and relevant supply chain|reduced or buying suspended.
actors, that continued inaction could lead to a reduction in
volume of purchases, or in extreme cases the cessation of
buying altogether - whether individually, or as part of a
government led trade sanction.

3.3.24 Are risk assessments reviewed on a regular 3.6.2 The food fraud plan and risk assessment shall be 7- RP B95.01 Required The seafood sourcing policy includes a  |Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place and [Risk assessments are able to show that Internal
basis (e.g. monthly, annually, bi-annually, etc.) reviewed, at minimum, annually. 5.3, 5.4- RP B95.02 statement that the company endeavours |risk assessments undertaken on a six or 12-month basis over time, and with established
depending on the level of risk, or if something to purchase seafood from low risk/low dependent upon the level of risk identified. Government and |advocacy activity, high and moderate
changes? The risk assessments should be impact sources and aims to moveits  |industry advocacy is happening (and which you are following |risk source issues having been
completed at a minimum annually, and then at sources and buying over time to achieve |and engaging in where practical) for high risk sources, and  |addressed, giving transition to low risk
least six-monthly for supply chains identified as this. The sourcing policy has been plans are being developed for low and moderate risk sources |outcomes through completion of their
higher risk. communicated to the company’s where improvements need to be made. Where risk improvement plans, or are able to

suppliers have been on numerou ate conti to
or improvement plans are not yielding the desired change,  |change. Where improvements plans
the company can demonstrate that these factors influence  |have been shown to not yield change,
ongoing buying decisions by communicating to the the company can show purchasing
governments and relevant supply chain actors, that volumes have been reduced or buying
continued inaction could lead to a reduction in volume of suspended.
purchases, or in extreme cases the cessation of buying
altogether - whether individually, or as part of a government
led trade sanction.

3.3.3 Decent working conditions

3331 Has the organization established and uses Implementation of GDST standards 5.8.4 There shall be a written worker grievance Clause 2.20 requires a a grievance Not an APR yet- Next ql The company recognises and The policies are communicated to second and third tier Company policies are shown to be Internal
policies, practices and confidential reporting and |allows an organization to gather process, made available to all workers, that helpline version UNE 195006 the need for decent working|suppliers with assessments being undertaken either in-house |working properly, with all supply chain
assurance systems at every worker facility in all |information where such policies along |allows for the y ing of gri to |number(s)/website details shall be conditions, it is mapping its supply chains |or through third parties. actors known and proactively
countries where fisheries products are sourced? [their supply chains exist and where gaps [management without fear of retaliation. displayed in a crew-accessible location to identify where its policies need to participating in policy implementation,

This should allow all workers to have the ability ~|occur. on board the vessel. apply, and has policies in place that and remedy. C i

to report labour infringements, unfair working outline this ambition and those policies reporting mechanisms have been made

conditions or associated unlawful treatment as have been communicated to suppliers available to all employees within the

necessary. one step down the supply chain. supply chain and demonstrable steps
able to be shown that remedy issues
found

3332 Is each of these systems supported by a 5.8.4 There shall be a written worker grievance The grievance system for the RFVSis  |Grievance systems- Not an APR Risk assessment consideration /A company should be able to request and view the processes in place at any point along the |Processes are in place that collect data | The buyer or the buyer's representative agent has Independent assessment and reporting |Internal
transparent process available upon request as process, made available to all workers, that covered in the req; of Clauses |requi supply chain, which ensure that workers have the ability to report labour infringements, unfair |and make that data available for uninhibited access to an established system in which of the seafood supply chain work places
part of supply chain audits, and be equally allows for the ing of gri to [2.17 - 2.20. These will be audited on an | Collective Bargaining: ANNEX E- UNE 'working conditions, unlawful treatment, etc. inspection by the buyer or the buyer's workers within the supply chain are able to highlight without  |is taking place, with a system in place
applicable for workers with or without union management without fear of retaliation. annual basis by a Certification Body. Any | 195006 representative agents, so that decent risk of sanction, where labour infringements etc. are that can remedy any issues as they are
representation? non-compliances will be raised in the Where the company is not able to obtain evidence of such , this lack of infor of people within the  |happening. Further to the reporting mechanism, mitigating | highlighted.

audit report. should result in the company receiving a higher risk rating and mitigating measures supply chain can be assessed. measures are being taken to remedy any issues found.
undertaken.
3.333 Are confidential reporting processes established 5.8.1 Facilities shall respect the rights of workers to |Clause 2.19 requires a policy and Not an APR yet The company policies and processes Confidential reporting p are and C ial reporting pr are Internal

and maintained with associated policies and
practices embedded throughout the corporate
culture led at senior board level?

associate, organize, and bargain

collectively (or refrain from doing s0) without the need of

prior authorization from

management. Facilities shall not interfere with,
restrict, or prevent such activities and

shall not discriminate against or retaliate against
workers exercising their right to

representation in accordance with international labor

standards.

procedure shall be adopted by the
skipper/owner that shall prohibit any form
of bullying or physical abuse of a crew
member.

should at a minimum establish the
ambition that confidential reporting
processes should be put in place where
supply chain mapping and interrogation
highlights that they are not already there.

maintained in all tier one supply chains and work is ongoing in
tier two and three suppliers to achieve this.

established and maintained in all
suppliers within the company’s supply
chains and evidence to support this can
be provided.
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3334 Are all complaints from workers dealt with Clause 2.17 States that There shall be Not an APR yet q 'The company policies and processes Complaints from workers can be shown to be dealt with Confidential reporting processes are Internal
objectively and confidentially through effective crew grievance and disciplinary should at a minimum establish the objectively and confidentially established and maintained in all
independent and impartial reviews leading to a procedures in place, governing how ambition that confidential reporting suppliers within the company’ supply
remedy where applicable? These remedies investigations relating to crew processes should be put in place where chains, redress is an ongoing practice
should end the infringement, unfair working grievances shall be conducted, including supply chain mapping and interrogation where required, and evidence to support
condition or associated unlawful treatment and the process of how investigation that they are not already there. what action has been taken can be
provide retrospective financial compensation to outcomes shall be clearly communicated provided.
the worker and referral to legal authorities where to affected crew member(s).
individuals have broken the law. Complaints and
associated remedies should be documented and
available for external scrutiny, with safeguards
taken to protect the identity of victims.

3335 Is social responsibility addressed explicitly in the 5.8 Freedom of Association and Collective All covered in Core Principle 2 of the 5 & ANNEX E- UNE 195006 Requirement Internal
policies and processes of the organization, by Bargaining RFVS, except requirement for equal
including as a minimum? 5.4 Forced, Bonded, Indentured, Trafficked and remuneration.

« freedom of association; Prison Labor

« the right of workers to organize; 5.5 Child Labor and Young Workers

« forced labour; 5.7 Discrimination, Discipline, Abuse and
+ minimum age of workers; Harassment

« child labour;

*+ equal remuneration; and

« discrimination.

3.4 Traceability

3.4.1 Are records of traceability kept that demonstrate [GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: Vessel data |9.1.2 Proper identification shall be maintained for Clause 1.26 requires traceability 3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Required The Future of Fish, in collaboration with FishWise, Global Food Traceability Center and The company has a seafood sourcing | Suppliers are providing lot or batch traceability information A fully digitised e-traceability system is in [External Do you have the following records to support that a
whether or not a product originates from a (including vessel registration, each lot, for each wild-caught and farmraised source, on [information to be recorded during the trip |ANNEX C- RP B95 01 & 02 WWF, developed a preliminary guide for industry working towards full-chain traceability: policy that establishes the need for that allows the sourcing company to assess and verify the place, giving secure, end-to-end product originates from a legal source:
source where reliable evidence of legality (e.g.  |transhipment vessel registration), catch  |all documents and at each step of the process flow from |and available at the point of landing ANNEX D- RP B95.02 https /fishwise.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/0SMI-Trace-Collab_Taking-the-First-Steps- |traceability of its seafood products ona  |credentials of the seafood it is buying. The information traceabilty of the KDEs in a format ~vessel registration
registration, licensing, catch documentation and |data (including catch area, fishery raw material Towards-Seafood- Traceability.pdf ot or batch basis, to aid its control and | supplied should be provided in a format that conforms to the |compliant with the GDST standard. wvessel license
compliance records) is available? /f it is not improvement project, vessel trip date(s), [receiving, handling, processing, packaging, storage and assessment of food safety, GDST KDEs. For IUU catch documentation, the links and «catch documentation
possible to trace to the origin of the seafood, this |date(s) of capture, gear type, production |dispatch. Records shall be This guide links to useful including a ol of key data inability, labour and referent within this should be consulted. ~compliance records
should trigger an investigation and the method), cerification and licenses maintained to ensure product identity and elements (KDEs) across certification schemes, governmental organizations, industries, etc.: |environmental impacts, including
completion of steps to remedy the situation (including fishing authorization, harvest |demonstrate that products from wild-caught https //fishwise.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/2017.05.25_KDEs-for-Seafood-Compilation- [avoidance of IUU by warranting that it is What other records or documents do you keep that

certification, harvest certification chain of |and aquaculture sources and those from certified and of-Resources_Final_-1-1.pdf caught legally. support claims of legality of a source?
custody, transhipment authorization, non-certified sources are not
landing authorization) mixed. An example of traceability compliance can be found in the ISO standard document
Implementation of GDST standards 9.3.1 Wild-Caught Raw Material - The facility shall keep ‘Traceability of finfish products’ (12875:2011):
enables traceability to the origin of the an up-to-date list of all wild-caught raw material https://www.iso.org/standard/52084.html
seafood to further verify claims of suppliers, including the quantity supplied by each
legality. 9.3.2 Farm-Raised Raw Material- Facilities shall maintain

documented farm data for all farm deliveries received

from all BAP certified and non-certified farm

iers to include the

below information

342 Does the organization complete data (or data The "authoritative data source” within the |9.2.3 Where a facility’s traceability system consists of The traceability system on the vessel 3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration The company has a seafood sourcing A fully digitised e-traceability system is in |Internal
system) verification exercises to verify the Basic Universal List of KDEs helps to paper records, separate documents, would be verified at each RFVS audit. ANNEX C- RP B95 01 & 02 policy that establishes the need for place, giving secure, end-to-end
authenticity of data entering the traceability verify data by indicating the source of forms, notebooks and/or files, this information shall be ANNEX D- RP B95.02 traceability of its seafood products on a traceability of the KDEs in a format
system? validity of the KDE information. transferred to a computer database or spreadsheet to lot or batch basis, to aid its control and compliant with the GDST standard.

allow for transmission and verification of electronic data. assessment of food safety,

9.2.4 Where a facility’s traceability system uses an online sustainability, labour and associated
system or computer database, the environmental impacts, including

facility shall keep copies of the documents or records that| avoidance of IUU by warranting that it is
'were used to transfer the data caught legally.

to the electronic system in order to allow verification of

the information in the electronic

system.

343 Does information gathered, stored and The GDST enables full chain traceability |9.3.4 Finished Product - Facilities shall have a n/a - this would depend on the supply- (3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration The company has a seafood sourcing | Through a of routine and spot-check A fully digitised e-traceability system is in |Internal
processed on traceability enable full chain through unique identification of logistical [system in place that ensures up-to-date, and chains sourcing from RFVS vessels. Itis [ANNEX C- RP B95 01 & 02 policy that establishes the need for audits, the company is able to verify the accuracy and place, giving secure, end-to-end
traceability to be assured transparently? units and standardized data formats for |easily i data of all wild: ight and fe d [not explicit in the RFVS standard how ANNEX D- RP B95.02 traceability of its seafood products on a |authenticity of some, if not all of the data provided by its traceability of the KDEs in a format

KDEs necessary for seafood traceability |raw material suppliers. The key traceability data (see clause 1.26) ot or batch basis, to aid its control and  |suppliers, and it is actively exploring how this information can |compliant with the GDST standard.
esp for IUU. ility shall maintain documented records and will be captured but will ensure it is assessment of food safety, be automatically captured and shared with its customers or
quantities for all finished product available if the supply requires it. inability, labour and other .
production lots to include the below information environmental impacts, including
avoidance of IUU by warranting that it is
caught legally.

344 Are all traceability systems, and all claims based |Implementation of GDST standards Yes - they would be verified on an annual|3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Risk co ! T ility can be defined as "the systematic ability to access any or all information relating |A policy and process for assessing There is a formal documented process in place for assessing| Third party scrutiny is employed to External How frequently are traceability systems, and all
on them, subject to external verification requires digital storage of traceability basis through certification and then ANNEX C- RP B95 01 & 02 to a food under consideration, throughout its entire life cycle, by means of recorded claims and sourcing credentials is in claims. Third party guidance is used as the basis for making [warrant the in-house assessment of claims based on them, subject to external verification
mechanisms and regular independent audits? data which facilitates accessibility of data surveillance audits ANNEX D- RP B95.02 identifications” (WWF traceability principles, 2015). It is important to note that this is different |place or under development. voluntary claims beyond the legally required consumer claims being made. Full transparency of and independent audits?

Traceability data should be accessible during for verification and audits. to transparency, which focuses on what information is shared, with which stakeholders, and information. Such guidance could be in the form of third party |all seafood sources is being made public
verification checks and audits at what frequency. certification ideli r via pet to such an extent that routine verification How is traceabiliy data made accessible during
collaborations, e.g. Sustainable Seafood Coalition, Seafood  |by independent third parties is possible verification checks and audits e.g. use of an
The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0 provides guidelines on Task Force. at will, and the supply chain owner and electronic system?
ing ir ity of ity systems to help enable full chain traceability and the supply chain wilingly engages to help
improve data verifiability: https:/traceability-dialogue.ora/core-documents/gdst-1-0-materials/ the verification process.
345 Is traceability provided by the vessel or group of |GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: all vessel 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system in |Clause 1.26 stipulates the data recording |3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration Traceback reis can be ducted to test if is provided by the vessel or A policy is in place that requires one up | Supply chains are fully mapped, traceability back to supply ~ [GDST KDEs are in use for all supply External How is traceability provided to the vessel or group of
vessels that caught the seafood? data, including for transhipments if place that ensures up-to-date, and requirements that all RFVS vessels must|ANNEX C- RP B95 01 & 02 group of vessels that caught the seafood. Companies should already have a range of and one down traceability but includes a |vessel or group of vessels (including transhipment vessels) |chains, and all vessels (including any vessels (e.g. catch certificate) that caught the
i easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised |adhere to, irrespective if the unit of ANNEX D- RP B95.02 traceability processes in place, to which additional aspects relating to IUU can be added. quir 1t that all fish and seafood is  |is in place and can be demonstrated within a reasonable involved in transhipment) are present on seafood?
Implementation of GDST standards raw material suppliers. The certification is a group of vessels. Where barriers exist, for example data loss due to auction sales or lack of transparency traceable back to the source vessel or  |timeframe, taking into account variables such as global time |government registers and the global
enables traceability to the vessel. facility shall maintain documented records and quantities from certain vessels, the risk of IUU products should be considered elevated. group of vessels that it comes from. The |differences, public holidays, weekends etc. GDST KDEs are |record. Beneficial owners are known, What processes, e.g. traceback exercises, are used
for all finished product policy may include an ambition that all being collected and are available to the buyer. Action plans  |and traceability can be demonstrated on to demonstrate traceability to a vessel or group of
production lots to include the below information: Itis recognised that not all supply chains may be fully traceable, and companies may want to [KDEs within GDST will be provided by a |are agreed with supply chains where required traceability  |every occasion within 4 hours. vessels?
+ Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel work with their suppliers to improve this. Some companies may choose, for example, to work | future date by suppliers. Mapping of information is missing. Vessel lists include UVIs for all
with suppliers to develop traceability improvement projects or initiatives with time-bound supply chains is taking place, along with |vessels. Additional data such as ports of landing, beneficial Have you adopted any traceability standards, e.g.
deliverables. There are links to publicly available traceability standards and guidelines the creation of vessel lists. owners of vessels etc. is being collected, but may not always I1SO 12875, as part of traceability compliance, and if
included in the PAS 1550, which can help to fulfil requirements and risk assessment be present. so which ones?
considerations, and inform an improvement project or initiative. More are included in the
"shared resources" section. If you have undertaken a traceability improvement
project or initiative, can you please provide details of
The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0, provides guidelines on this i.e. time-bound deliverables?
enhancing interoperability of traceability systems to help enable full chain traceabilty,
improve data verifiability and ease data sharing: https:/traceability-dialogue.org/core-
documents/gds materials/

346 Are traceback exercises carried out at a 2.10.3 The supplier approval program shall include all ANNEX D 13 to 18- RP B95.02 Risk assessment consideration DNA testing of fish can be used to support claims of legality, inform risk assessments, and | The buyer conducts regular traceback |The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to ensure | Traceability is verified on an ongoing Internal
frequency based on risk assessment and in a suppliers described under 2.10.1. The program shall also support traceback exercises to seafood origin. Seafish has produced a comprehensive exercises to ensure that product that product purchased can be reliably traced back to the basis through electronic supply chain
timescale that is appropriate for the origin of the include criteria for approval, and the facility’s policy and/or guide on the uses of DNA testing seafood that includes a list of well-established DNA purchased can be reliably traced back to |source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The frequency of traceback |tools such GDST compliant e-traceability
seafood? procedure for temporary use of unapproved suppliers. databases: the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The |exercises is based on an in-depth risk assessment, taking  [systems. System operation is checked

Examples of criteria for approval: https ://www.seafish.org/m 1s/SeafishGuidetoDNAT estir 201312.pd of ises is into account detailed supply chain information derived from  [manually on a regular basis to ensure full
+ Suppliers must have traceability systems in place f based on a risk assessment, taking into [supplier inspections, audits or SAQs. operability and compliance with expected
to allow trace-backs to vessel or wholesaler for wild- account publicly known risk factors for norms.
caught or individual farm for farmed species. each specific supply chain.
347 Does the organization complete random Not part of the standards themselves,  |A3 3.2 Once the lots are selected by the auditor for Yes, actually those exercises have to be | Risk assessment consideration Random traceback exercises to verify traceability are typically conducted for food safety | The buyer conducts regular traceback | The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to ensure | The origin of seafood supplied should be |Internal

traceback exercises that are able to verify full
traceability from point of sale to source within 48
hours?

but this is a function that is assumed

tracing, the results for all of them combined shall be

through ir of GDST.

in no more than one half-day (6 hours).

ready in less than 6 hours

reasons. Some examples of food safety standards that require this include the BRC Global
Standard (BRCGS) for Food Safety, IFS Food Standard 6.1, and GSA Seafood Processing
Standards. As such, information relevant to IUU can be collected, e.g. through commercial
transaction process, and stored alongside food safety information.

If i cannot be for certain supply chains or products, this
should be taken into consideration when arisk and

should consider working with their supply chains to improve traceability. Refer to the "shared
resources" section for common traceability guidelines and standards that can serve as a
basis for traceability improvement projects or initiatives.

exercises to ensure that product
purchased can be reliably traced back to
the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The
frequency of traceback exercises is
based on a risk assessment, taking into
account publicly known risk factors for
each specific supply chain.

that product purchased can be reliably traced back to the
source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The frequency of traceback
exercises is based on an in-depth risk assessment, taking
into account detailed supply chain information derived from
supplier inspections, audits or SAQs.

consistently demonstrated to the
seafood company within 48 hours of
such a request being made. Companies
that have suppliers with BRC Global
Standard/IFS or a GSSI recognised
chain of custody in place, will be able to
deliver this expectation whilst those
without such certification will have built
this capability into their own supply chain.
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348 Are sales transactions between actors in the Implementation of GDST standards 9.1.2 Proper identification shall be maintained for The buyer of RFVS certified seafood ANNEX D 22,23- RP B95.02 Risk assessment consideration The buyer is able to correlate physical Batch and lot number are detailed on purchase documents Product is traced at all stages of External Are sales transactions accompanied and traced by
supply chain accompanied and traced by unit or |enables to match sales transactions. each lot, for each wild-caught and farmraised source, on |must have a recognised Chain of stock components with the associated |and these facilitate traceability back to source fishery and ture, storage and unit or batch numbers on, or accompanying
batch numbers on or accompanying invoices?  |Purchase orders and other information  |all documents and at each step of the process flow | Custody certificate to make an RFVS paperwork through simple accounting  |supply vessels for product at all stages of manufacture, through a comprehensive end-to-end e- invoices?

To allow effective tracking of products, all can be included in EPCIS. Batch/lots from raw material receiving, handling, processing, certification claim. tools such as invoice numbers or lot storage or distribution. traceability tool.
buyers and sellers should be able to match should be able to be traced to packaging, storage and dispatch. Records shall be codes. Where are unit or batch numbers captured?
sales transactions between them. transactions, but this isn't explicitly maintained to ensure product identity and demonstrate
spoken to in the standard. that products from wild-caught Are you able to match sales transactions with buyers
and aquaculture sources and those from certified and or sellers?
non-certified sources are not mixed.

349 Does the organization cooperate with the 1.0 Regulatory Management This is explicit for many RFVS This is explicit for many APR Risk assessment consideration The company has an "open door and Company hosts visits (or demonstrates a wilingness to host | The company is able to demonstrate that |Internal
relevant competent authorities (that conduct q (e.g. catch qui (e.g. catch cooperation policy” for domestic visits) from domestic government compliance authorities and |it complies with all government
active and effective regulatory oversight and crew lists etc). crew lists etc). government and enforcement agencies. |cooperates to any reasonable request by supplying interactions, advocates for improved
verification) by using effective compliance and information in a timely manner. Either directly or via industry i regime ir tion and
enforcement mechanisms? associations/trade bodies or other the its supply chain to do the

company demonstrates its wilingness to provide input to same.
consultations, meet with government officials and support
government policy implementation, where relevant to its

seafood sourcing.

3.4.10 In order to ensure consistency in the requests  |Implementation of GDST standards See 9.3.4 requirements Clause 1.26 requires the following 3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration The company seafood sourcing policy The seafood company is able to demonstrate: In addition to the best practice External Which of the following data is available for collection
for information in supply chains, is the following [requires the collection of this information |+ Facility certification number traceability information to be captured; builds on the need for traceability by ~vessel identity (home port, name, flag), registration, and information, the seafood buyer will also upon request and associated with products?
information collected (via request) and as defined in the KDE list. All custodian |+ Supplier name and address including country -vessel identifier, noting the minimum set of information it |where issued, IMO or other UVI number have access to: ~vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call sign),
associated with the products? identity data (i.e. product owner and « Species of fish, both scientific name and common or -species name and stock, expects to be collected and available to |+location of catch [e.g. specific location of fishery, FAO svessel call sign registration, and where issued, IMO or other UVI
+ vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call |information provider) which is necessary |commercial name -sea area code of capture, the next stage of the supply chain, for codes, EEZ’s ISO country code, relevant Regional Fisheries |*GPS coordinates of catch number
sign), registration and, where issued IMO or for the proper documentation of individual|+ Product form at the time of landing including quantity and | -flag State, the products it buys. The basis of the  |Management Organization (RFMO) ~quantities (in kg) of catch “location of catch (e.g. GPS coordinates, specific
other UVI number; EPCIS events—is treated separately as |weight -fishing trip dates (including landing minimum information derives from EU «fishing license and validity person/enterprise with custody and location of fishery, FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO country
« location of catch [e.g. GPS coordinates, EPCIS “technical data”. + Date harvested/production date (process date or date |date), IUU/US SIMP and GDST KDEs, and this |+species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code ownership after landing. code, relevant Regional Fisheries Management
specific location of fishery, FAO codes, EEZ's GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: all vessel code) -Declared retained catch data ambition is communicated within the +fishing method used Organization (RFMO))

ISO country code, relevant Regional Fisheries  |data, all catch data, all transhipment + FAO statistical area of harvest -quantity and product form in box, batch sourcing policy or product specification |+fishing dates of capture Not all of this information will accompany ~fishing license and validity

Management Organization (RFMO)J; data, all landing data, certifications and |+ Country of first landing or tank, to its seafood suppliers. quantities (in kg) of catch the product at every stage, but the +species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and

« fishing license and validity; licenses (including fishing authorization, |+ Country of origin -fishing method and gear, iti i sign and information should be maintained and code

+ species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name harvest certificaiton, harvest certification |+ Date landed -Trans-shipment dates, name of carrier, of any transhipment at sea available on request. +fishing method used

and code; chain of custody, transhipment + Name of entity to which the fish was first landed or dates and catch consignment details transhipment information will include the receiving vessel «fishing dates of capture

« fishing method used; authorization, landing authorization), all  |delivered including: name, telephone, and email address name, and where applicable, the IMO number or other UVI ~quantities (in kg) of catch

« fishing dates of capture; traceable object information. of contact person number date/ar { i sign and

+ quantities (in kg) of catch; + Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel declaration of any transhipment at sea. This will

« date/arealposition/estimated weight/call sign « Vessel permit or license number Not all of this information will accompany the product at every include the receiving vessel name and where

and declaration of any transhipment at sea. This « Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name or stage, but the information should be maintained and available applicable, the IMO number or other UVI number
will include the receiving vessel name and where registration number) on request. *person/enterprise with custody and ownership after
applicable the IMO number or other UVI number; * Specific type of fishing gear used for harvesting landing.

and « Evidence of chain of custody from harvest to export to

« person/enterprise with custody and ownership USA, where applicable What other information is associated with products?
after landing. Not all

of this information will accompany the product at

every stage, but the information should be

maintained and available on request.

34.11 Is information relating to the products maintained | The GDST Standard 1.0 provides 9.2.3 Where a facility’s traceability system consists of Not an explicit requirement of the RFVS [ANNEX B- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration The FAO technical paper “Seafood traceability for fisheries compliance: Country-level The company seafood sourcing or other |The company sourcing policies are understood and Product is traced at all stages of External What key data relating to products (refer to question
in an electronic system? As a minimum the key |guidance on how to maintain key data paper records, separate documents, forms, notebooks support for catch 1 schemes,” lists i for traceability related policies detail the company acknowledged by all actors in the supply chain and the manufacture, storage and distribution, X) at a minimum, are maintained in an electronic
data should be held in the system, and other elements (KDEs) digitally and allow and/or files, this information shall be transferred to a mechanisms based on the evaluation of different countries’ catch documentation schemes  |ambition that product specific information |company is able to demonstrate that some of the product through a comprehensive end-to-end e- system?
documentation such as EU Catch Certificates interoperably between traceability computer database or spreadsheet to allow for (CDS) and key data elements (KDEs): http://www.fao.org/publications/card/en/c/1701bedc- |(whether to enable IUU risk specific information that it requires is being submitted traceability tool.
attached electronically or a record noting their  |systems. transmission and verification of electronic data. eb83-4b0f-97e5-b6d11d1c7¢55/ assessments to be undertaken routinely |electronically and that there is a time-bound commitment by Is other documentation such as EU Catch
physical location attached. 9.2.4 Where a facility’s traceability system uses an online or not) will need to be available which all of this information will be provided electronically. Certificates attached electronically, or is a record

system or computer database, the facility shall keep electronically at some time in the future. noting their physical location attached?
copies of the documents or records that were used to

transfer the data to the electronic system in order to allow

verification of the information in the electronic system.

3.5 and

351 Does the organization work with other actors in | Implementation of GDST standards Whilst full chain transparency would be | This is not a specific requirement of Required Transparency and Traceability can be confused with one another; Ti P refersto  |A p: policy that details what | The transparency policy is understood by all actors in the Transparency is institutionalised within | Internal
the supply chain to agree levels of information requires to work with supply chain actors desirable, this is not a specific AENOR APR how and what information is disclosed to certain stakeholders, while Traceability refers to information is needed from the supply supply chain and supply chain transparency is able to be the company and its supply chains to
required and share it to ensure a level of on a standardised set of information requirement of the RFVS, as long as key information on a certain product or batch from origin to end-use. chain is formulated and communicated to |demonstrated upon request by regulators and stakeholders, [such an extent, that public reporting
transparency that is appropriate to enable shared along the supply chain. regulatory requirements are being met. each supply chain actor. whilst being routinely audited for compliance in-house. satisfies regulatory regimes and external
regulatory visibility across the entire supply This would depend on the co-operation The "GS1 Foundation for Fish, Seafood and Aquaculture Traceability Guideline" provides stakeholders, without the need to ask for
chain? of actors within RFVS supply-chains. consistent business practices for managing ity and supply chain information.

The GSA Seafood Processing Standard, transparency across supply chains:
outlines specific requirements around the https://www.gs 1.org/standards/ Jwww.gs 1.org/sites/default/files/d
transfer of KDEs aceability/GS1_Foundation for Fish Seafood Aguaculture Traceability Guideline.pdf

352 Does the organization engage with other actors | Standardizing file formats and data field As above This is not a specific requirement of Required Itis recognised that full chain traceabilty may not always be achieved. In such cases, a The transparency policy states that Proactive engagement with suppliers to overcome 'All barriers to supply chain transparency |Internal
in the supply chains to resolve any barriers that |reduces barriers to implementing digital AENOR APR programme or process to improve traceability is needed. There are resources and \where barriers exist to achieving supply |transparency barriers can be demonstrated with successes |of existing supply chains have been
prevent this from being possible? traceability and the sharing of that guidelines available in the "shared resources" section of this guide to assist companies in chain transparency, the seafood buyer |having already been achieved. overcome. Itis a pre-requisite to supply,

information across the supply chain taking steps towards full chain traceability. will work collaboratively with its suppliers that future supply chains must achieve
to address them. the same level of transparency prior to
supply commencing.

353 When assessing the impact on decent working 5.0 Social Accountability Requirements There will be crew interviews using YES. Required A company should establish and use policies, practices and confidential reporting and The transparency policy states that The company is able to demonstrate that engagement with | There is sufficient supply chain External Can you assess the impact of decent working
conditions, is engagement with those potentially 6.0 Employee Health and Safety (EHS) APSCA registered auditors. 5, 6.4- UNE 195006 assurance systems, to ensure that decent working conditions protect workers in facilities in |where barriers exist to achieving supply |workers who are likely to be impacted by the lack of decent  [transparency that if so desired, the conditions through a verifiable traceback exercise
affected (in this case, workers) undertaken? If all countries where seafood products are sourced. A company should conduct inspections,  [chain transparency, the seafood buyer |working conditions, is able to be made to all intent and seafood sourcing company when it is across your supply chains within 48 hours from the
any information is unavailable during a traceback For subcontractors: audits and/or site visits to check for aspects of decent working conditions. will work collaboratively with its suppliers |purpose at will. assessing decent working conditions, is time the request is made? A traceback exercise
exercise then this should be investigated. 2.10.1 The facility shall exercise proper control over any to address them. able to engage directly with any workers involves gathering information or documenting events

outsourced supplier or service that may potentially affected by the lack of decent from the point of origin or source. If any information is

have an impact on food safety, legality, quality, working conditions. unavailable during a traceback exercise, a further

traceability and social responsibility. There shall be a multi-part question should be asked, such as:

policy statement that normally disallows the use of

unapproved outsourced supplier or service provider. Can you access information or furnish evidence
related to freedom of association, right of workers to
organize, forced labour, minimum age of workers,
child labour, equal remuneration or discrimination?

354 Are all stages in the supply chain available for For an RFVS certification claim to be | RP B95.02 Required ‘All stages in the supply chain should be available for inspections, audits and/or site visits 1st, 2nd and 3rd party inspectionand | 1st, 2nd and 3rd party inspection and auditing of all stages | All supply chains are inspected and External As a company, are you able to conduct inspections,
inspections, audits and/or site visits upon made, Chain of Custody must be able to upon request. Additionally, DNA testing is an emerging technology applicable in spot checks. |auditing of all stages in the supply chain |within the supply chain happens for all high risk sources, with |audited, with remote technology such as audits and/or site visits to check for aspects of
request? be demonstrated - which would require is an ambition within the company's pilot electronic monitoring either in place or planned, and a electronic monitoring routinely employed legality, traceability and decent working conditions?

third-party audits linked through the SPS sourcing policy. plan to achieve the same for moderate and low risk supply to facilitate random inspections where

standard chains is in place. supply chain concerns are raised How often do you conduct site visits?
What information are you able to obtain from the site
visits to help verify legality of seafood products and
decent working conditions from the point of origin?

355 Are the commitments, expectations and 2.2.1 The facility shall have an appropriate Quality Not an explicit requirement of the RFVS, |YES, both RP Required The i 1s and of a company should be documented and A requirement to be able to undertake Traceability exercises are able to be undertaken and Traceability systems are so developed |Internal
standards of the organization documented and Manual which incorporates Food Safety that though would be expected that the available to actors in the supply chain within 48 hours of the request. traceability exercises within 48 hours is |completed for all supply chains within the 48 hour timeframe, |with information captured in real time,
available to other actors in the supply chain is readily available to all personnel involved in quality standard holder is responsive to detailed within the company policy. taking into account weekend, public and religious holiday that full supply chain traceability is able to
within 48 hours of the request? management. The Quality Manual information requests. restrictions. be demonstrated in real time through the

shall include controls that address all requirements of the employment of e-traceability platforms.
SPS Standard, including the
Annexes. Copies may be a printed or electronic version.
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Consideration external
question
356 Is first-, second- and third-party verification of RFVS is a third-party certification Yes, but not for unannounced audits Required First, second and third-party verification of information should be allowed at any pointin the | The company policies establish its intent External As a company, can you obtain third-party verification
information allowed at any point in the supply programme supply chain to be able to verify information provided of information at any point in the supply chain?
chain? Access should be granted to those +Access should be granted to those conducting inspections, audits and/or site visits on to it by its supply chain at will, whether
conducting inspections, audits and/or site visits behalf of those in the supply chain, to check for aspects of legality, traceability and decent using 1st, 2nd or 3rd party audit Do you have designated access to conduct
on behalf of those in the supply chain to check working conditions. processes. inspections, audits and/or site visits on behalf of
for aspects of legality, traceabilty and decent “Random spot checks and unannounced audits should be permitted those in the supply chain?
working conditions. Random spot checks and DNA testing to verify species is an emerging technology used in spot checks
unannounced audits should be permitted. *Third-party auditors help to ensure that inspe are without jeopardizing Can you conduct random spot checks, and are you
necessary business confidentiality permitted to conduct unannounced audits?
357 Is all of the text on the final product labelling and |GDST is B2B only, but can facilitate 9.3.4 Finished Product - Facilties shall have a system |Product labelling details are a 8- RP B95.02 Required All products should be properly labelled in plain language, and be correct according to the Policies are in place that detail how External Are all products properly and visibly labelled and
packaging written in plain language and correct |consumer facing information. in place that ensures up-to-date, and requirement of the GSA Seafood source of the product. This includes country of origin. product labelling and packaging is written in plain language, including correct source of
according to the source of the product? This easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised |Processing Standard (the SPS will «Itis good practice for voluntary information beyond mandatory legal requirements to be checked to ensure compliance with legal the product and country of origin? If so, please
includes all claims made about the origin of the raw material suppliers...Accurate labeling: for the above |provide assurance on this). clear, unambiguous and verifiable. requirements and clarity of labelling. supply examples of labelling where relevant, for all
product. and all other required information Attention is drawn to Regulation (EU) 1379/2013 as well as the Sustainable Seafood seafood supplied in this contract. See link for
Coalition's Code of Conduct on Environmental Claims. information on labelling as a resource:
https://trade.ec.europa.ev I /2014/decembe
r/tradoc_152941.pdf
Section 4. Fisheries and fishing operations
4.1 Management of fisheries
4.1.1 In a risk assessment, is seafood assessed as n/a Risk assessment consideration In arisk assessment, seafood should be assessed as higher risk if sourced from a fishery |Seafood supply chains are being All source fisheries have been identified, information to All source fisheries are either classified |Internal
higher risk if sourced from a fishery that is either that is regarded as overfished, or for which there is neither sufficient data to ensure itis not |mapped and at a minimum the determine the status of the stock has been collected, and a |as fished at or below MSY or have a
regarded as overfished or for which there is overfished, nor a plan in place to collect such data. information with which to determine risk assessment has determined the stock status. Fisheries |credible fishery improvement process in
neither sufficient data to ensure it is not whether a source fishery is overfished, |determined to be overfished, data-deficient or without a place that is able to demonstrate on the
overfished nor a plan in place to collect such There is no one list that expresses the State of all of the different fisheries, yet various unregulated or has problems with under- |management plan, are classified as high risk unless a 'water improvement.
data? competent authorities at global and national levels, assess whether fisheries are in an reporting (high risk) is being collated. justification is made to the contrary.
overfished State.
Itis good practice for seafood to be sourced from fisheries with a peer reviewed assessment|
that demonstrates that the fishery is not fished in excess of the maximum sustainable yield
(MSY). Stock statuses can be accessed on RFMO webpages, although they may not be
current. The following map of RFMOs may be useful here: https://ec.europa.eu/oceans-and-
fisheries/index_en
4.1.2 Where seafood originates or might originate from 2.12.1 The facility shall prepare and implement standard |Taken into account in Section 4 Vessel [n/a Required When procuring higher risk seafood, e.g. seafood originating from a fishery identified with Source fisheries are being mapped and |Mapping and assessment of all fisheries has been High risk sources have an agreed Internal
a fishery where RFMOs, intergovernmental operating procedures, quality License to Operate, and Stated in high high levels of risk of IUU fishing, extra measures should be taken to ensure full traceability, [assessed to determine whether any are |completed, with steps being taken to address stocks that are |improvement plan in place with steps
organizations, States (including EU Member procedures, food safety p! , social |level obj of the RFVS "Comply maximum transparency, and the trustworthiness of the supply chain. This includes at high risk classified as high risk actively being taken to address the
States) and NGOs have identified high levels of accountability procedures, and work instructions for all  [with the regulatory controls of the minimum, completing risk assessments or audits at least once every six months, with steps issues highlighted. Low and medium risk
risk of IUU fishing, or if the species is assessed processes and operations having an effect on product country or RFMO which controls the taken to mitigate risks. Extra measures might include certification verification such as Marine fisheries have also been assessed, with
to be of higher risk, does the organization safety, legality and quality. fishery, if operating in fisheries under the Stewardship Council (MSC), including the associated Chain of Custody certification where a regular review being undertaken to
consider this seafood to be higher risk? See 9.3.4 requirements jurisdiction of countries where they are applicable, to mitigate the higher risk presented by the fishery ensure that this risk level is being
« Species of fish, both scientific name and common or  [not registered;" maintained or improved where deficiency
commercial name is identified.
+ Date harvested/production date (process date or date
code)
« FAQ statistical area of harvest
+ Country of first landing
+ Country of origin
+ Date landed
« Name of entity to which the fish was first landed or
delivered including: name, telephone, and email address
of contact person
+ Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel
« Vessel permit or license number
+ Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name or
registration number)
4.1.3 When procuring higher risk seafood, are extra n/a for vessels n/a Risk assessment consideration 6-monthly reviews of high risk fishery Proactive engagement of the buyer is occuring, and tangible [High risk sources are now medium or Internal
measures taken to ensure full traceability, sources is happening, with supply chain |improvement and advocacy is being practised low risk, with a sourcing policy that
maximum transparency, and the trustworthiness feedback of results communicated. prohibits high risk seafood being bought
of the supply chain, including by as a minimum without an improvement and advocacy
completing risk assessments or audits at least plan already established.
once every six months with steps taken to
mitigate risks?
4.2 Fisheries access control
4.2.1 Where seafood and marine ingredients are Implementation of GDST standards Clause 9.3.4 requires the following: RFVS vessels require a license to Seafood has to have a transparent Required Where 12 monthly audits are not possible but obtainable, the company should factor this Supply chains are being mapped with the |All flag States are known, comprehensive vessel lists are Flag States are known, and all vessels |Internal
identified as originating from a vessel that is supports this due diligence requirement. |+ Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel operate, and IMO identification number if |register of authorized vessels, as we information into the risk assessment. Would audits on a less frequent basis elevate the risk |desire to know the flag State of the available to the supply chain owner, and vessel registries are |within the flag States are contained on
flagged to a State, or that fishes in the territorial It ensures full chain traceability and + Vessel permit or license number one has been issued, if not must have a |explain above to a level where sourcing is not responsible? fishing vessels supplying, so thata full |either public or there is ongoing advocacy for this to happen. |public registries and on the global record.
or EEZ waters of a coastal State, that does not  |provides information on vessel visible vessel identifier. list of supply vessels can be compiled. | Utilising the mapping exercise for vessels, an assessment of |Independent third party certification and
have a transparent register of authorized registration and fishing authorization. Itis also recognised that conducting audits every 12 months is not always possible. In this the flag State controls in place may be undertaken, so that an |audits of fishing and transhipment
vessels, does the organization ensure that there case, companies can request that suppliers provide copies of vessel licenses, registrations, understanding of the monitoring, control and surveillance, as |vessels is routine. Flag State
is full chain traceability and that independent etc. annually, to check that fish come from legal sources and help companies realize well as their compliance regime is understood, or at a assessments have been completed, with
audits are completed at least every 12 months? potential risks. Companies should also consider advocating the relevant State to compile and minimum being explored. high-risk flag States identified and either
publish a transparent list of vessels. It should consider whether the State shares vessel subjected to an audit or assessment of
information with RFMOs and/or the FAO Global Record, in absence of its own transparent vessels, or one is planned. Action plans
register. to mitigate deficiencies in flag State
i and arein
place, so that they eventually become
assessed as low risk.
422 Where fish products are sourced from high seas RFVS vessels fishing in RFMO waters |ANNEX A,B, I-UNE 195006 Required The company can use these conditions to assess the risk of the fishery. For example, it can [Source fisheries are known or are being |All source fisheries are known and their stock status has All source fisheries are either low risk, or |Internal
fisheries or from any stock subject to the would have to provide evidence that they check whether these conditions are in place by searching the relevant RFMO/other mapped and an assessment of the been assessed and classified. Where stocks are deemed are from fisheries where fishery
jurisdiction of an RFMO or other international are in full compliance with RFMO international arrangements website and reading their conservation and management sustainability status of the fishery being |medium and high risk, improvement plans are in place to improvement projects that are able to
ar the ol i ] regulations. This is also captured in the measures, as well as their resolutions and recommendations exploited is planned to be determined. address concerns. Vessel registers are routinely assessed [show tangible improvements over past
should only source from vessels: RFVS eligibility criteria which are 'Where vessel lists/registries are to ensure that there is no activity from vessels on IUU lists, |performance, are supplying the fish. All
a) operating in fisheries governed by RFMOs or prerequesites requirements for vessels Importantly, the company can check if a vessel is on any IUU lists and/or is blacklisted. If so,|available, vessel assessment work is  |the monitoring, compliance and enforcement regimes of the  |supply vessels are able to demonstrate
other international arrangements that: wishing to participate in the program and the company should not source from this vessel. being planned to ensure none are fisheries are understood, and improvements are in place to | that they are routinely complying with all
1) have fishing quotas or other seasonal, also remain in the program once engaged in IUU practice and this has address deficiencies. Tools such as SFP Catch Check are [relevant national, regional and
temporal or technical catch restrictions that are certfifed. If they do not meet these RFMO websites often contain lists of vessels which have previously carried out IUU fishing. |been communicated to the supply chain. |being employed. international laws that govern where they
operated in a transparent manner, meaning that requirements they will be barred fronm These lists can be useful to cross-check the vessels used within the company's supply operate.
they are publically available for instance on a applying for the program for a period of chains.
website; 12 months.
2) apply sanctions or require flag States to apply Some examples include:
sanctions to fishing vessels that are sufficient to ICCAT's IUU vessel list: https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.html
deter IUU fishing, meaning that fines are in the EU's IUU vessel list: https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfp/illegal_fishing/info
order of at least five times the value of the catch TMT's combined IUU vessel list: https://www.iuu-vessels.ora/Home/Search
caught by the vessel during the period IUU
activity took place; The Sustainable Fisheries Partnership (SFP) has developed a tool called "Catch Check",
3) operate sanctions or require flag States to available from August 2021, that will provide risk assessment recommendations on a
apply sanctions on fishing vessels for IUU species basis.
fishing in a transparent manner, meaning they
are published on a publically available website;
and
b) are operating under the flag of States that
comply fully, and ensure that vessels operating
under their flag comply fully, with all conditions
and measures required by the international rules
and/or authority responsible for managing or
setting the norms of management for the fishery
4.3 control and

4.3.1 General - advisory only

4.3.2 Due diligence
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3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR or Risk Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice of PAS/ PAS Ct Aspirational practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Consideration external
question
4.3.2.1 Does the organization complete due diligence on 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system in [The RFVS would provide assurance that |No, it doesn't. Requirement The first steps of gathering data on A policy is in place that recognises the importance of /All MCS regimes are understood, they Internal
their supply chains related to MCS? When place that ensures up-to-date, and a vessel is compliant with MCS source fisheries, which is a step toward |effectively implemented monitoring, control and surveillance |are being fully implemented at each
undertaking due diligence on a new supplier or easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised |requirements. assessing MCS requirements, has (MCS) within fisheries. All supply chains are mapped back to [stage in the capture and landing supply
product (or when repeating due diligence for an raw material suppliers. begun. the source fishery, the status of each MCS regime has been |chain, and a process for sanction is in
existing supplier or product), the organization + Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel compiled, and a gap analysis has been completed for each  |place, which means that the likelihood of
should assess and record the following factors « Vessel permit or license number fishery, with steps being taken to advocate for improved being caught undertaking IUU activities
relating to flag States, coastal States and implementation by government, or compliance by the fleet  |outweighs the benefit of carrying them
RFMOs responsible for MCS of a supplying within the supply chain. out.
vessel.
4.321a Monitoring systems: Does the organization This is not an explicit requirement of the |3.2, 3.4 & ANNEX B- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration Vessel tracking requirements are increasingly required by flag and coastal States, as well as | The company has a seafood sourcing | A questionnaire has been developed which is being used to  [AIS and VMS are an effectively External What requirements are in place for vessels to have
research whether or not industrial fishing RFVS (due to the range of types and RFMOs. The most secure form of tracking is through VMS, though in most cases this policy that aims to map its supply chains |capture what data the source fisheries MCS regimes is implemented element of the flag State Vessel Monitoring Systems (VMS)?
vessels in the supply chain are required by flag sizes of vessel that will be open to information is proprietary rather than public. Some States have also required the use of AlS, |and identify the vessels or group of capturing, as well as the method by which it is captured. MCS. AIS and VMS i being routinely
State authorities to have an installed vessel entering the scheme). However clause which is publicly available but easier for vessels to manipulate. Whether or not vessels are  |vessels that supplies it with seafood. Where AIS is mandatory, then checks should be made to shared with independent third parties What requirements are in place for vessels to
monitoring system (VMS) transponder, 1.30.1 States "If an automatic tracked by the States and RFMOs that regulate their behaviour, is an important This policy forms the foundation from understand whether this data is being broadcast and is 'who are able to undertake and publish to operate Automatic Identification Systems (AIS)?
automatic identification system (AIS) identification system (AIS) or vessel consideration when considering risk. which further supply chain insight can be |accurate. Where VMS is mandated, 1s as to the goverr its of the
transponder or other tracking technology monitoring system (VMS) is fitted, it will determined and steps to understand whether this information can be shared with supply chain fishing activity and levels of compliance. Are there any other vessel tracking requirements in
onboard? These systems where required should fully operational and be turned on whilst If vessels are not monitored, this significantly increases the risk that they may be operating |VMS/AIS use can be taken. owners should be happening. Where AlS and VMS is used place for vessels?
be continuously transmitting in accordance with atsea." illegally in areas that they are not authorised to be in (whether in EEZs, RFMOs or protected within the fishery compliance regime, the controls are
any national programmes or requirements and areas). As part of this risk assessment, businesses should also consider what is known understood by the seafood buyer and protocols are in place
those which have been sub-regionally, regionally about the State that is undertaking the monitoring, for example, are they subject to a 'yellow which ensure that when they are not operational, the vessels
or globally agreed among the States concerned. card' from the European Union. To inform this risk assessment, organizations should ask stop fishing and return to port. In addition, data sharing with
Those responsible for tracking schemes that are companies supplying them to explain what vessel tracking requirements are in the third-parties so that assessment of vessel activity can be
required should be able to track the movements jurisdictions they operate in. These should be easily evidenced by supplying copies of monitored and assessed is being encouraged along the
of these vessels continuously from port to port. license conditions or other i s from authorities to vessel owners, supply chain. Where AIS and VMS is not used, then
setting out their vessel tracking requirements. advocacy for its adoption and use is either happening or
being considered.
Technical guidance relating to electronic monitoring from WWF and EFCA are provided in
“shared resources”.
4321b Logbooks: Does the organization research 3.3 & ANNEX B, J3- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration For States to effectively regulate fishing vessels, they need information on the location and | The company has a seafood sourcing | The company is actively and demonstrably investigating The company has conducted research |External What requirements are in place to provide data on
whether or not MCS authorities require that content of their catch. If competent authorities are not requiring this information, it notonly  |policy that aims to map its supply chains |whether or not MCS authorities have effective i 1 |that oncludes that the use vessel position, catch of target and non-target
vessels demonstrate they have met the suggests that fishing is not being reported, but also significantly increases the risk that the  |and identify the vessels or group of of log-books as a means of monitoring fishing activities. For  |of logbooks is an effectively implemented species and fishing effort to the following:
requirements for recording and timely reporting authority is not regulating access to the fishery, or monitoring the activities of vessels to vessels that supplies it with seafood. example: a questionnaire has been developed that is being  |element of the flag State MCS. Logbook the vessel's flag State?
of vessel position, catch of target and non-target determine whether or not they are operating illegally. Logbook requirements should be easily | This policy forms the foundation from  [used to capture what data the source fishery’s MCS regime |data is being routinely used by the «the vessel's coastal State (if applicable)?
species, fishing effort and other relevant evidenced, by supplying copies of icense conditions or other communications from which further supply chain insight can be is capturing, as well as the method by which it is captured. [fisheries management enforcement «the Regional Fisheries Management Organization
fisheries data in accordance with coastal State competent authorities to vessel owners, setting out their vessel tracking requirements. determined and steps to understand Where the use of logbooks is mandatory, then checks should [authorities, or shared with independent 'where the vessel fishes (if applicable)
or other sub-regional, regional and global logbook use can be taken. be made to understand whether this data is being completed |third parties who are able to undertake
standards for collection of such data? and is accurate. Where logbooks are not used, then and publish to the government What other data requirements are in place of fishing
advocacy for their adoption and use is either ing or of the fishing activity and activity by vessels that supply seafood in this
being considered. levels of compliance, and the data contract?
contained within them is used by the
relevant government departments to
inform their fisheries management
regime.
4321c ‘Atsea inspections: Does the organization NOT DEFINED Risk assessment consideration At-sea inspections are an important means to determine whether or not vessels are The company has a seafood sourcing | Supply chains are mapped and knowledge of whether at-sea | At-sea inspections are routine for all of | External Atwhat frequency are vessels in the supply chain
research whether or not vessels in the supply complying with fisheries laws and regulations. For example, actual catch can be compared  |policy that aims to map its supply chains |inspections are taking place is known for all source fisheries. |the source fisheries within the buye'rs subject to at-sea vessel inspections by the coastal
chain are subject to a regime of inspections by with logbooks to verify the information, the fishing gear can be inspected, and the catch and identify the vessels or group of Where at-sea inspections are happening, details are known |supply chains. Evidence of the State, by parties to RFMOs in the high sea?
MCS authorities? Vessels should give checked for the presence of endangered species and signs of shark finning. The lack of  [vessels that supply it with seafood. This |about what information is being collected, .. logbook inspection regime and findings are
information to the relevant coastal State or duly such inspections increases the risk that vessels are operating illegally. States often publicise |policy forms the foundation from which  [checks, fishing gear and inspection of catch, as well as routinely published by the flag State and Can you share any post-inspection reports?
authorized RFMO inspecting authority regarding fisheries patrols to increase their deterrent effect. Vessel companies can also be requested |further supply chain insight can be inspections of the crew and labour conditions onboard. advocacy to address deficiencies is
vessel position, catches, fishing gear, fishing to share post-inspection reports when organizations are seeking to verify whether or not determined, along with steps to Where at-sea inspections are not happening, or they do not |either routine or completed.
operations and related activities. The appropriate they take place. understand the use of at-sea inspections |include any of the above, then advocacy should be
authority should be allowed to inspect the vessel, within the compliance regime, and next  |happening or planned to occur.
its license, gear, equipment, records, facilities, steps as appropriate for the size and
fish and fish products and any relevant scale of the company.
necessary to verify with
coastal State rules and regulations or relevant
RFMO conservation and management
measures.
4321d Observers: Does the organization research and Observers may be presenton RFVS |4 -UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration To date, RFMOs have relied on human observers to monitor vessels at sea, collecting The company has a seafood sourcing | Information on the flag State requirements for onboard Every fishery employed within the supply | External What requirements are in place by the flag State,
ask for evidence that seafood is sourced from certified vessels in regions where there essential data for effective management. At many RFMOs, purse seine vessels require full |policy that aims to map its supply chains |observation is being collected for all source fisheries. As part [chain has an effectively implemented coastal State or RFMO for human observers to be on
fisheries where observer programmes, whether is high IUU risk. Though this is not a observer coverage, while longline vessels require only 5 percent observer coverage. This and identify the vessels or group of of this mapping and data collection process, information on regime of observation that is human, the vessel(s)?
electronic or human, or alternative measures requirement of the RFVS programme. minimal observer coverage increases the risk of IUU fishing going undetected. However, vessels that supply it with seafood. This [whether the observation is human or electronic, the protocols [electronic or a mix. Data collected from
have been implemented through national, sub- human observer schemes can be problematic due to the isolation of observers and the policy forms the foundation from which | against which the observations are happening is being these observations is routinely What electronic monitoring measures are in place on
regional and regional observer programs in potential for corruption or intimidation. Although the presence of observers reduces IUU risk, |further supply chain insight can be determined, and controls or lack of are being understood and [anonymised and shared publicly, so that the vessel and what authorities have access to these
which the flag State is a participant? Information this method should only form part of the risk assessment. Information on RFMO schemes determined on whether the observation [risk assessed. The frequency of observation onboard seafood buyers are able to proactively records?
on observer coverage levels, or alternative related to observer coverage are sometimes published on the RFMO website, but this is human or electronic. specific vessels and the wider fleet at large are assessed monitor and verify for themselves the
such as increased i ions where information tends to be limited and inconsistent. and compared with the relevant legislation in force. Protocols |effectiveness of this element of the MCS,
observer schemes are not possible, should be that detail what should be recorded, the frequency of whilst also providing a deterrent to those
obtained from an RFMO (where relevant) or In order to establish whether or not a coastal State scheme exists, organizations should recording, the steps taken if issues are found, along with who |within the fleet that might decide to flout
coastal State request observer reports verifying vessel catch. These may also be evidenced by supplying pays and monitors the observers and ensures their findings ~ |the rules
copies of coastal State license conditions or other communications from competent are understood. Where deficiencies are identified, advocacy
authorities, such as regional observer program providers. is planned or happening to address these issues and in the
place of human observers onboard boats, adequate
As managers, scientists and stakeholders recognize that more observer coverage is safeguards and communication protocols are in place to
needed to ensure a sustainable seafood supply chain, electronic monitoring (EM) has proven guarantee their safety and confidence to carry out their tasks
to be a vehicle to increase oversight. EM uses technology (cameras, GPS, gear sensors) to without fear of reprisal.
increase transparency and accountability of fishing activities, by collecting timely and
verifiable catch information.
The organization should advocate for the development of electronic monitoring programs at
RFMOs and for the adoption of standards and the appropriate infrastructure to integrate EM
with existing observer programs
Additional information on electronic monitoring program design and implementation can be
found here: https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-
briefs/2019/09/electronic-monitoring-a-key-tool-for-global-fisheries
4.32.1e Where fish is identified to originate from a vessel |Implementation of GDST standards 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system in |IUU risk assessment not explicitly taken |5.3-RP B95.02 Requirement If 4.3.2.1.d determines the vessel is not subject to an observer programme, this risk The company operates a seafood Arisk assessment to determine the risks of not having Supply chains with no regulatory Internal
that is flagged to a State or that fishes in the supports this due diligence requirement. |place that ensures up-to-date, and into account for the certification mitigation should be put in place. See 3.4 for details on full chain traceability sourcing policy that requires regular (at |onboard observations (whether human or electronic) is either |sanctioned onboard observation protocol
territorial or EEZ waters of a coastal s+M68tate |It ensures full chain traceability and easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised |requirements of the RFVS. Burden is on least annual) supply chain traceability in process or completed. In addition, discussions with the are employing an observation
that does not operate a national observer provides information on vessel raw material suppliers. the vessel to demonstrate legal exercises to be conducted. supply chain about low-costs observation may be happening. |mechanism. Advocacy to the regulatory
program, does the ensure that g and fishing authorization. + Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel compliance. However applicants will be body is ongoing, encouraging the
is full chain traceability and that independent « Vessel permit or license number risk assessed to determine if they are adoption of onboard observation.
audits are completed at least every 12 months? high low or medium based on their
country/region of operation and on the
audit. This risk assessment has |UU risk
factors incorperated. High risk vessel will
then be subjected to more riguous on
vessel assessment through their
certficate
4.3.2.2 Where it is known that seafood or marine As above. 5.3-RP B95.02 Risk assessment consideration Although there are many reasons why a vessel owner of one nationality may use the flag of |The company has a seafood sourcing | The beneficial ownership of all vessels supplying fish and The beneficial ownership of all vessels  |External What is the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying

ingredients are sourced from vessels flagged to
a State that is different than the State of
nationality of their beneficial owner, is this
regarded as increasing the risk of supplying
illegal products?

a different nationality (such as access to quota or a genuine joint venture), the use of flags
from another State increases risk. In some cases, 'flags of convenience' are used to avoid
more stringent flag State controls exercised by the owner's State. As effective flag State
controls are a key means of reducing the risk of a vessel fishing illegally, avoiding them
increases risk. In addition, if an owner is based in a different jurisdiction from the flag, it can
be more difficult to apply sanctions in the case of IUU fishing or human rights abuses. This
reduces the deterrent effect of sanctions.

policy that aims to map its supply chains
and identify the vessels or group of
vessels that supply it with seafood. This
policy forms the foundation from which
further supply chain insight can be
determined on the beneficial ownership
of supplying vessels and research/
information is compiled to enable the
supply chain owner and supplier to
assess |UU risk from them.

seafood is known, their background is being researched, and
where concerns such as different domicile status of owner to
flag State is present, the reasons for this is being understood.

supplying seafood is known, the vessels
are listed along with this information on
the global record and no evidence has
been found that suggests any IUU
activity in the past, or if present, is no
longer present

seafood under this contract?

What is the nationality of the vessel(s)' beneficial
owner?

4.3.3 Market controls
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Consideration external
question

4.3.3.1 Does the organization undertake analysis of its 2.9.8 Specifications for outsourced processes as 5.3 & ANNEX D- RP B95.02 Required Market controls can help to establish the legal origin of seafood products. An example of a External What flag States, coastal States and processing
supply chains and implement a system to enable described in 2.9 shall be developed by the market control scheme to curb IUU fishing is the EU IUU Regulation 1005/2008 States have responsibility for seafood caught in this
it to identify the carding status of its supply facility and included as part of a signed contract or «Under this regulation, non-EU countries identified as having inadequate measures in place supply chain?
chains? service agreement between the facility to prevent and deter IUU fishing may be issued with a formal warning, or a yellow card to

and the provider. These specifications shall include improve efforts, or a red card for failure to curb IUU fishing. Are any of the above States subject to an EU yellow
criteria with +A company should implement a system to identify the carding status of its supply chains by card or red card? See: http://www.iuuwaich eu/map-

food safety, quality, legality, traceability and social first accessing IUU Watch, an aggregated source of information for EU carding decisions by of-eu-carding-decisions/

responsibility. (See also 2.10 - country. For more information, including countries and their carding status, follow:

“Supplier Approval and Performance Monitoring”). http://www.iuuwatch.eu/

4.3.3.2 Does the organization require that vessels in the of GDST 298 1s for outsourced processes as Vessels registered to States thathave |3.1, Annex A, |, J1 - UNE 195006 Required A company should require that vessels it sources from in the supply chain are not flagged or Internal
supply chain are not flagged to or licensed to fish |supports this due diligence requirement  |described in 2.9 shall be developed by the been red-carded by the EU would stil be licensed to fish by States that have been issued a red card. To determine if the vessel is
by States that have been issued a red card by  |as it provides information on vessel facility and included as part of a signed contract or able to apply to the RFVS, though they flagged to a State that has been issued a red card, a company can request the following
the EU? registration and fishing authorization. service agreement between the facility would need to provide robust evidence information from their supply chains:

and the provider. These specifications shall include that they are operating legally. The audit *Request catch certificate information in accordance with the EU IUU Regulations, including
compliance criteria associated with will reflect this increased level of scrutiny fishing vessel name, flag State, vessel or IMO number, for example
food safety, quality, legality, traceability and social through out their certficate and is picked *Review and verify information on the catch certificate to determine compliance. This may
responsibility. (See also 2.10 — up at the country/region risk include requesting physical inspection reports of consigned seafood products carried out by
“Supplier Approval and itoring”) t third country authorities
+Reject consignments of seafood products if the vessel is determined to be flagged to a
State that has been issued a red card. See www.iuuwatch.eu for more information.

4333 Are purchases made from fishing vessels Not an explicit requirement in the RFVS [ Not an requirement in APR Risk assessment consideration A company should check that the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying them (already notified Internal
flagged to States that have not notified a in other questions) are on the list of countries that have notified the EU (to be used as a
competent authority to the EU under the EU IUU proxy for non-EU countries) of their competent authority and been accepted:

Regulation? https://ec.europa.eulfisheries/cfp/illegal_fishing/info

4.3.3.4 Where fish is sourced from vessels flagged to a |Implementation of GDST standards As above Not an requirement in APR Requirement Internal (using
State given a yellow card by the EU or fishing in [supports this due diligence requirement. answers from
a coastal State given a yellow card by the EU, is |It ensures full chain traceability and previous
the organization able to demonstrate that there is |provides information on vessel question)

a system that enables full chain traceability and  [registration and fishing authorization.
that audits are completed at a minimum once
every 12 months?

4.3.3.5 If sourcing from these countries, does the As above Not an requirement in APR Requirement Seafood from a country that has been given an EU yellow card is at inherently higher risk, as | The company has a seafood sourcing | The source country/fishery should be determined for all All source countries are green or never |Internal
organization research the reasons for the yellow less reliance can be placed on efforts by the relevant government to manage fisheries. If policy that aims to map its supply chains |SKUs and the reasons for any current red, yellow or green |carded, have been assessed by the EU, |(however, may
card and, where it has access, record (and, organizations decide to continue taking supplies from them, and reliance is placed on and identify the coastal State that status of the supply source is understood, so that and deemed to meet all of the necessary |choose to
where possible, support) efforts by the yellow- government fisheries management measures to mitigate the risk of IUU fishing, then it is supplies it with seafood. This policy engagement with the third country government and the conditions to continue with green or contact supplier
carded State to address these reasons? important to understand the reasons for the EU yellow card and the efforts being taken by forms the foundation from which further |supply chain can be planned. The reasons for any current or |preferred supply country status. In to obtain

the State to address those reasons. The EU publishes Statements when yellow cards are supply chain insight can be determined |previous EU cards are understood, and engagement with the |addition, there is a mechanism/protocol  [information on

issued to explain the concerns that led to the cardings. In addition, organizations can contact |of the EU card status. third country government is happening, either directly or via |in place that allows the suppliers within  |measures being

NGOs and other stakeholders active in those countries, to gain an insight into what progress the supply chain, so that support is provided to address the  |the supply chain to engage with the third |taken by flag

is being made. issues raised. In addition, for countries that are supplying the |country of source to address any State in reaction
EU, there is an understanding of their fishery management  |potential concerns that the EU may have |to EU yellow

If is also recommended that suppliers in the yellow carded country are contacted to discuss systems and controls against which an assessment of the before they become an issue. card)

the reasons from the yellow card, to ascertain what is being done by the government to risk of EU sanction can be made.

address the situation, and whether or not the supplier is playing a role in supporting any

reforms. Organizations may also choose to individually or in partnership with their suppliers

and/or NGOs, contact the authorities in the yellow carded country to encourage them to

make relevant reforms, in order to ensure they can continue to supply from the country.

Through the above, a view can be formed regarding whether or not the yellow carded

country's authorities are engaging proactively to address the issues that led to the card. This

in turn can inform the organization's view on whether it is advisable to continue to supply

from the country or if new sources need to be sought.

The following map, maintained by NGOs, lists current and former cards:

http://www.iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-carding-decisions/

4.4 Source fishing vessels

4.4.1 Seafood should not be sourced from any 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system in [Requirement of clause 1.28, vessels 3.1, 6.1- UNE 195006 Required ‘A company should not source seafood from vessels that appear on recognized blacklists Mapping of supply chains is underway External As a company, can you confirm that none of the
vessel(s) that appear on any recognized place that ensures up-to-date, and must have a license to operate. established by RFMOs. To determine whether or not a fishing vessel is listed, follow: and a full list of all fishing, transhipment vessels in this supply chain appears on a regional
blackiist (those established by RFMOs). Is there easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised https://iuu-vessels.org/ and support vessels is being developed. 1UU black list. See: hitps://iuu-vessels.ora/

a system in place to verify whether vessels raw material suppliers. Whilst the sources of supply are being
appear on any of the available blacklists? * Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel mapped, information about fishing
Other blacklists exist, but RFMO blacklists are * Vessel permit or license number licences and authorization details begin
the only ones recommended here. to be collated and cross-referenced.

4.4.2 Does the organization only source from fishing |Implementation of GDST standards 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system in [Requirement of clause 1.28, vessels 3.1, 6.1- UNE 195006 Required The FAO Global Record of Fishing Vessels, Refrigerated Cargo Vessels and Supply Mapping of supply chains is underway Internal
vessels that appear on authorized vessel lists  [supports this due diligence requirement  |place that ensures up-to-date, and must have a license to operate. Vessels, maintains a record of fishing vessels, including their identity, history and and a full list of all fishing, transhipment
where these are available for relevant coastal at it provides information on vessel easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised authorizations to fish and tranship and, in the future, will also have a record of non- and support vessels is being developed.

State EEZs and territorial waters or, where on registration and fishing authorization. raw material suppliers. compliance for that vessel. This tool is intended to support risk assessment. Follow this link | Whilst the sources of supply are being
the high seas, by the relevant RFMO? * Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel for more information or a list of vessels: http://www.fao.org/global-record/en/ mapped, information about fishing
* Vessel permit or license number licences and authorization details begin
« Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name or Another useful database for searching if EU vessels fishing in the waters of a non-EU State |to be collated and cross-referenced.
registration number) have an agreement with that State is: http://www.whofishesfar.org/

Does the organization request the following information from suppliers to inform their due diligence risk assessments?

443.a Evidence that all qualifying fishing vessels (under|GDST standards require IMO number 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system in |Clause 1.29 States 1.29 The applicant 6.2- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration Unique vessel identifiers (UVIs) such as IMO ship numbers, are an identification number that [Mapping of supply chains is underway All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are on Supply chains are fully transparent, with |External Do all qualifying fishing vessels have a unique vessel
IMO adopted resolution A.1078(28) and the for all qualifying fishing vessels place that ensures up-to-date, and shall have a clearly visible Unique Vessel is unique to each ship, and is never reassigned to another vessel. This means that vessel and a full list of all fishing, transhipment  [public vessel registers and the Global Record, along with any |all supply vessels on public databases, identifier (UVI) issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the
latest version of Circular Letter 1886) in their easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised |Identifier (UVI) (e.g. IMO number, vessel name, ip, records of non- etc., can be recorded using these numbers. and support vessels is being developed, |relevant RFMO. The vessels that qualify have IMO numbers |on the global record, and flagged to IMO?
supply chain have a unique vessel identifier GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs (vessel data): |raw material suppliers. reference number). Once allocated, these numbers should be included on all relevant documentation including ~ |which includes their length and weight,  |in place, and those that do not, have been provided with UVIs |countries that routinely update their
(UVI) issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the IMO Unique vessel identification (UVI), * Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel licences and authorizations, tr reports, landing ports etc., to improve |fishing gear of operation and whether by their flag State. Vessel ownership is known and checks submission of information to Global Where is this information captured, e.g. catch

transhipment UVI (if applicable). * Vessel permit or license number transparency of the supply chain. Difficulty arises where a specific country or RFMO does  [they have a UVI and are on a publicly are undertaken to ensure that all licences and authorizations |Record and RFMOs. Beneficial owners certificate, registration?
« Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name or not enforce the use of UVIs or where auctions result in UVI number changes. Suppliers available vessel register maintained by |are up to date with no non-compliance. are known and vessels are third party
registration number) should request UVI records and if not available, consider that the supply chain is of higher  |their flag State or RFMO where relevant. certified to internationally recognised Can this information be made available upon request?
risk. In addition, as vessel details are being standards. Landings are made to parties
captured they should be assessed to of the PSMA or to countries that have a
Companies should advocate for the inclusion of vessels on public registers. This increases ~|determine whether they qualify for an recognised high compliance and well
transparency and reduces the risk of IUU seafood entering supply chains. IMO number and steps are being taken i catch controls.
to encourage the supply chain to obtain
them where they are missing. At a
minimum PAS 1550 should be referred to
in supplier communication so that they
are aware of the desire to assess IUU
risk.
4.4.3.b Evidence that those not qualifying for an IMO GDST standards require UVI number for (9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a systemin [As above 6.2 & ANNEX F- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration IMO numbers can be searched here: https://imonumbers.ihs.com/ Mapping of supply chains is underway  (IMO numbers are in place for all qualifying vessels and Following advocacy for an extension to  |External Do those fishing vessels not qualifying for an IMO

number have an alternative internationally or
nationally recognised UVI. Such UVis should
remain the same for the entire life of the vessel,
be marked on the vessel and appear on all
related documentation including the catch
documentation

all qualifying fishing vessels

GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: Unique
vessel identification (UVI), transhipment
UVI (if applicable)

place that ensures up-to-date, and
easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised
raw material suppliers.

* Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel

* Vessel permit or license number

« Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name or
registration number)

Some countries do not enforce the use of IMO numbers or they may not be enforced on
vessels below a certain size. Therefore, alternative unique vessel identifiers (UVIs) may be
required. Examples include CaribShip Unique Numbering Schemes, tuna RFMO vessel lists,
High Seas Vessel Authorization Record, among others. Suppliers should request that a UVI
and not just an IMO number, is included within the catch documentation.

The UVI should be collected for all vessels in the supply chain, such as when a transhipment
occurs. The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0 includes these
as key data elements (KDEs) to collect as part of establishing full chain traceability. The Core
Normative Standards can be accessed here: https:/traceability-dialogue.ora/core-
documents/qdst-1-0-materials/

and a full list of all fishing, transhipment
and support vessels is being developed,
which includes their length and weight,
type of fishing gear and whether they
have a UVI and are on a publicly
available vessel register maintained by
their flag State or RFMO where relevant.
In addition, as vessel details are
captured, they are being assessed to
determine whether they qualify for an
IMO number and steps are being taken
to encourage the supply chain to obtain a
UVI where vessels do not qualify for an
IMO number. At a minimum, PAS 1550
should be referred to in supplier
communication so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk

logbooks and official fishery management documents and
authorizations have mention of it. Where vessels do not
qualify for an IMO number and their UVI is not included on
official documents such as logbooks and landing records the

pany is able to demonstrate their their supply chain
checks for the presence of UVIs on these documents and
advocates for their inclusion and use when not present

the existing IMO numbering scheme, all
vessels, irrespective of size are included
within the IMO number scheme and all
official fishery management
documentation cross-references and
uses the IMO number as a matter of
routine.

number have an alternative internationally or
nationally recognised unique vessel identifier (UVI)?

If so, what alternative UVI is used and can this
information be made available upon request?

What assurance or evidence exists to support that
UVIs remain the same for the entire life of the vessel?
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3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR or Risk Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice of PAS/ PAS Ct Aspirational practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)

Consideration external

question

443.c Evidence that all fishing vessels in their supply |GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs (certifications |9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system in [Covered in clause 1.28 3.1, 6.1- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration Depending on which State a vessel is flagged to, i.e. registered with, certain fishing licences |Mapping of supply chains is underway All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are on The supply chains are fully transparent, |External Do all fishing vessels in your supply chain have up-to-|
chain have up-to-date authorizations and fishing [and licenses): fishing authorization, place that ensures up-to-date, and will be applicable, and are mandatory for the vessel to be able to fish. It is expected that a and a full list of all fishing, transhipment | public vessel registers and the Global Record, along with any |with all supply vessels on public date authorizations and fishing licences issued by the
licences issued by the relevant competent harvest certification, harvest certification |easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised supplier would be able to secure details of such licences from the vessel operators within 14 |and support vessels is being developed. |relevant RFMO. The vessels’ registers are checked to databases, on the Global Record, and relevant competent authorities?
authorities. It should be possible to request this  [chain of custody, transhipment raw material suppliers. days. If the vessel operator is unable to provide such evidence, the vessel should be Whilst the sources of supply are being  |ensure that all icences and authorizations are up to date with |their fishing authorizations, current and
information from the suppliers and receive the authorization (if applicable), landing * Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel considered at higher risk of IUU due to the lack of transparency. mapped, information about fishing no non-compliance. Where there is no evidence of licences |historical, are available to be checked at How often are authorizations and fishing licenses
information within 14 days authorization. * Vessel permit or license number licences and authorization details, and authorizations, these should be able to be provided within |will ?

« Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name or The Global Record of Vessels is an FAQ initiative that aims to centralise information on whether vessels have a UVl and are on |14 days of a request being made. If evidence is not able to be|
registration number) vessels by pairing IMO numbers and fishing authorizations, among other data. As this a publicly available vessel register provided, an option to suspend buying until the issue can be If requested, could this information be provided within
database is developed, it has the potential to be a powerful tool for improving vessel maintained by their flag State or RFMO, |addressed is considered. 14 days?
transparency: http://www.fao.org/global-record/information-system/en/ are being collated and cross-referenced
At a minimum PAS 1550 should be
referred to in supplier communication so
that they are aware of the desire to
assess IUU risk.

443d Evidence that vessel operators obtain Not explicit, though vessels would have [3.1 & ANNEX A- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration This ensures that the vessel operators have used the correct procedures to obtain the Fishing vessel licences and Fishing vessel licences and authorization details are present |Fishing vessel licencing and External Do vessel operators obtain confirmation directly from
confirmation directly from the coastal State to provide evidence to confirm that they authorizations or fishing licences, and supports legality claims. If the company does not authorizations are being collected by on supply chain vessel lists, they are being routinely audited |authorization information is contained on the coastal State and/or RFMO that authorizations
and/or RFMO that authorizations and fishing have the valid permissions / license to obtain this evidence, the risk of IUU fish entering their supply chain will be higher. seafood suppliers as part of the supply | to verify validity, and the key information they contain is the Global Record and publicly available and fishing licences have been issued and the dates
licences have been issued and the dates they operate. chain mapping process, with the details | present on publicly available vessel registers such as the  |vessel registers maintained by the flag they are valid for?
are valid for, and make this information available Where possible, this and other documents that support legality should be digitized and being recorded onto a supply vessel list. |Global Record. Where this information is not available, State. Copies of licences and
upon request accessible to relevant supply chain actors and stakeholders. The GDST Standard 1.0 is an [Sample copies of authorizations and advocacy is planned or ongoing, encouraging this to happen. |authorizations are freely available for Is there evidence to support this and can this

exemplar for how to digitize data to ease data sharing and increase interoperability between [licences are either being requested or inspection by supply chain actors at will, information be made available upon request?
ility systems. https: ity-dialogue.org/core-doct -1-0-materials/  |are recognised as being important, so for verification purposes with no
that their dates of issue, dates of expiry evidence of concerns as to their validity
and conditions of authorization can be being present.
checked. At a minimum, PAS 1550
should be referred to in supplier
communication so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

443e Evidence that vessel operators have obtained Covered in clause 1.28. The vessel shall [3.1, 6.1- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration This should be available upon request from the catch sector, who should hold licenses and  |Communication is made to the supply Supply chain has provided license conditions for supplying Suppliers are able to demonstrate to the |External Have vessel operators obtained and documented a
and documented a full list of all of the conditions have all of the required legal documents authorizations together with their conditions. If catch vessels are not maintaining such chain requesting that the license vessels and these have been documented. company purchasing the seafood that full list of all of the conditions of fishing licences and
of fishing licences and authorizations directly to fish, including: records, there is a risk that they do not understand the laws and regulations they are meant |conditions for supplying vessels are the fishing vessel owners comply with authorizations directly from coastal State authorities
from coastal State authorities and/or RFMOs; o Fishing license from their flag State; to complying with, increasing the likelihood of them engaging in IUU. This should be factored |communicated by a specified time in the the legal requirements, or RFVS and/or RFMOs, including locations where fishing is
including locations where fishing is restricted,  Fishing license from the country in to risk assessments as the vessel is considered at higher risk. future, or that RFVS certification is in certification is held for all supply vessels. restricted, gear use, crew requirements, observer
gear use, crew requirements, observer where they are fishing, if different to their place for all supply vessels. Ata q and any other conditions?
requirements and any other conditions flag State; minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred

« Ship registration certificate from their to in supplier communication, so that Is there evidence to support this and can this
flag State; and they are aware of the need to comply information be made available upon request?
o Safety certificate issued by their flag with licensing requirements.

State (e.g. MCA certificate).

4.43f Evidence that fishing vessels and the companies Not explicitly Stated as an RFVS Not an requirement in APR Risk assessment consideration This reduces the risk of a fraudulent license being used, as it avoids the possibility of Mapping of supply chains is underway Governments that issue licences and External Who do fishing vessels and the companies that own
that own them pay their license fees to State requirement obtaining a license from an unauthorized agency or corrupt official and a full list of all fishing, transhipment | Fishing licences and authorizations are being collected for authorizations include the information in them pay their license fees to?
bank accounts and not to agents, and that they and support vessels is being developed. |each vessel in the supply chain and questions about who | their submission to the Global Record
provide documentation and evidence of this to Evidence of paying license fees to a State bank can be in various forms, for example, Whilst the sources of supply are being pays for them and who issues them are being asked to and also publicise the information on their Do they provide documentation and evidence of this
the processor/importer if requested receipts or bank Statements. Where vessels or the companies who own them are unable to |mapped, information about fishing determine whether agents and middlemen, rather than direct |vessel register. All licences and to the processor/importer if requested?

supply such information, the vessel should be considered at higher risk of fishing illegally. licences and authorization details begin | dealings with government bodies, is happening. The process |authorizations are issued by a
to be collated and cross-referenced. through which vessel licences and authorizations are issued |government body.
for the area in which the vessel is licenced and authorised to
fish is known, and information on who is involved in the
process is understood, as the presence of unauthorised
agents/brokers and middlemen increase the risk of falsified
documents.

4439 Evidence that fishing vessels have a vessel GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs (vessel data): For vessels where AIS / VMS applicable |3.2, 3.4 & ANNEX B- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration The company should ask suppliers if these systems are in place on board vessels, the Mapping of supply chains to identify the | The supply chains are mapped, the vessels supplying fish |VMS/ AlS is being employed in sufficient |External Do all fishing vessels have a vessel monitoring
monitoring system (VMS), automatic availability of catch cooridnates, satellite clause 1.30.1 States "If an automatic percentage of vessels covered, and the percentage of this data which is monitored. If vessels supplying fish and seafood is and seafood are understood, as is the requirement for the numbers within the supply chain to system (VMS), automatic identification system (AIS)
identification system (AIS) or other vessel vessel tracking authority. identification system (AIS) or vessel possible, evidence of this data and monitoring by a third party should be and as part of this process, |adoption of VMS/ AIS. In addition to this, the protocols for warrant fishing activity. Independent or other vessel tracking technologies?
tracking technologies that are continuously monitoring system (VMS) is fitted, it will Where vessel tracking technologies are not used or authorities will not release this information is being collected to VMS/ AIS use is known and the polling rates and protocols verification of the VMS and AIS data is
engaged while at sea and actively monitored by fully operational and be turned on whilst information, the supply chain should be considered at higher risk of IUU fishing. understand what the rules of the flag and |are being assessed to determine whether they are sufficient |being undertaken using data made If not, what percentage of vessels have these
the coastal or flag State at sea." authorization State are in relation to the  [to provide supply chain assurance that fishing activity is publicly available. In the event that data systems and what percentage of this data is

employment of VMS and AIS onboard being carried out legally and in compliance with licences and |is not made public, supply chains should monitored?
these vessels. At a minimum PAS 1550 |authorizations advocate for an opportunity to secure
should be referred to in supplier data relevant to the fish and seafood Are these systems and technologies continuously
communication so that they are aware of they buy, so that verification of vessel engaged while at sea and actively monitored by the
the desire to assess IUU risk. activity can be undertaken on a risk coastal or flag State?
assessed basis.
Can this information be made available upon request?
4.4.3.h Evidence that the vessels are in compliance with The vessel would have to demonstrate |3, ANNEX |- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration Records of inspection regimes or inspection results can be used here to confirm whether or |As supply chains are being mapped, the |All suppliers have confirmed their understanding and Flag States publicly share their legal External What evidence is available to support that vessels
inspection regimes. This includes evidence that they are legally compliant with inspection not these conditions are met. Inspections may include the following: desire to be able to review evidence that |recognition of the value that vessel ir ions bring, and liance regimes, and which vessels are in compliance with inspection regimes?
the vessel management: regimes. This could also be verified by Document checks vessels are complying with any relevant |that information is being collected, reviewed and assessed  |are cooperating with them and which are
1) accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at the auditor reaching out to the RFMO for + Logbook inspection regimes, has been for vessels within the supply chain, to determine the validity |not. Supply chains can demonstrate that Is there evidence to support that the vessel
sea boarding by relevant coastal State clarification. As part of the RFVS « Licence, variations and permits communicated to the suppliers and and engagement with the inspection regimes. Where the vessels they are buying from are management:
inspectors or duly authorized RFMO inspecting Certification Requirements, an IUU risk « Fishroom plan stakeholders with influence in the supply |information is not available from either the flag State or cooperating with the published inspection +Accept and faciltate the prompt and safe at sea
authority; assessment would be undertaken to « Certificate of Registry chain to make this happen. Ideally the vessel, the supply chain actors and stakeholders are regime and are able to demonstrate boarding by relevant coastal State inspectors or duly
2) cooperate with and assist in the inspection of inform audit scope. Fishroom communication includes details of the advocating to the flag State that legal compliance regimes evidence of this when required. authorised RFMO inspecting authority
the vessel conducted pursuant to an authorized + Assessment of catch types of evidence that would be and engagement information should be shared with seafood cooperate with and assist in the inspection of the
at-sea inspection; + Comparison with logbook y to prove this, i.e. the buyers, and ideally publicly. vessel conducted pursuant to an authorized at-sea
3) do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise + Check weighing information detailed within the guidance inspection
interfere with relevant coastal State inspectors or Working conditions notes. +do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with
duly authorized RFMO inspecting authority in the Gear relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized
performance of their duties; and All gear in use should be inspected for compliance, and appropriate mesh sizes and RFMO inspecting authority in the performance of
4) allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or dimensions checked, including some gear that is not in use. their duties
duly authorized RFMO inspecting authority to +allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or duly
communicate with the authorities of the flag State Itis recognised that this information may be difficult to obtain in some countries. Where this authorized RFMO inspecting authority to
of the vessel and the relevant coastal State information cannot be obtained, catch vessels should be asked to document why the communicate with the authorities of the flag State of
during the boarding and inspection evidence does not exist (either vessels are not inspected or the inspecting State does not the vessel and the relevant coastal State during the
issue inspection reports). Where possible, this explanation should be compared with other boarding and inspection?
vessels or catch companies that operate under the same regulatory regime. In either case,
where inspections do not take place or their results are not documented, vessels should be Where this information or evidence is not available,
considered at higher risk. A company can check that the flag State of the vessel(s) can you document why it does not exist, e.g. vessels
supplying them are on the list of countries that have notified the EU (to be used as a proxy are not inspected, inspecting State does not issue
for non-EU countries) of their competent authority and have been accepted: inspection reports?
europa.euffisheries/cfp, |_fishing/i

4.4.3.0 Evidence that fishing vessels engage crew in GDST standards require information on  |5.0 Social Accountability Requirements Core objective of the RFVS is to 5- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration ILO Convention C188 sets out minimum standards for crew working conditions. For vessels |During the supply chain mapping The flag State has ratified ILO C188, employment contracts |Flag States have ratified and External What minimum standards are required for worker
decent conditions. the existence of human welfare policies demonstrate that crew have a decent flagged to a country that has signed and implemented ILO C188, risk of crew not having exercise, information on whether the flag |stating the employment and working conditions are in place  |implemented ILO C188, employment contracts and vessel conditions for vessels
Attention is drawn to ILO Convention C188 which |(KDE) for crews on fishing vessels. working environment (Section 2 of the decent working conditions is decreased, as governments are bound by the convention to State has ratified and implemented ILO  |for all vessel crew, and independent evidence of working contracts are available for each crew supplying seafood under this contract?
sets minimum international levels for crew RFVS). verify that vessel conditions and crew contracts are in line with its provisions. Where flag C188 is being collected and the review of [conditions and employment is provided by 3rd party member, and decent working conditions
conditions on fishing vessels. The Convention States have not adopted ILO C188, organizations can still request evidence that conditions ~ [employment contracts and evidence of |certification. Where this is not fully in place, advocacy is have been confirmed through 1st, 2nd or What labour inspections do vessels supplying
will come into force on 16 November 2017 and contracts are at the same standard. Information supplied by the UK to support UK decent working conditions is required by |planned or underway to achieve the aim. 3rd party audits and certification such as seafood under this contract face by government

operators complying with ILO C188 can be used as a reference for organizations seeking to |the buyer. the responsible fishing vessel scheme. authorities?
compare conditions and contracts to the provisions of ILO C188. See:
https://www.gov.uk/gover -work-in-fishing
443] Evidence that suppliers (e.g. fishing vessel Not an explicit requirement. However in_|Not a requirement, but ANNEX C4- UNE |Risk assessment consideration Organizations should ask suppliers what checks they undertake on the background of Policy is communicated to vessel On request, vessel owners/managers are able to An independent third party audit shows | External What checks are undertaken on the professional

companies) have checked the references and
background of vessel captains before they were
hired

the eligibility clause if they have been
prosecuted for breaching any of these
clauses in the previous 6 months they
cannot apply. If they breach once
certfied this will exclude the skipper from
applying for the RFVS for a period of 12
months

195006

captains they employ. Where it is found that no checks are made on their background,
including previous convictions for IUU fishing or human rights abuses, this significantly
increases the risk of supplying from those vessels. It can be recommended that suppliers
undertake these checks going forward to reduce risks associated with the seafood they are
supplying in the future. Where a supplier undertakes checks on the background of captains,
these can be verified on a sample basis during audit processes.

owners/managers that at a specified
point in the future, (if not already
happening), the background of captains
should be checked before they are
engaged, and those with a history of IUU
fishing or human rights abuses
convictions should not be present in the
company’s supply chain or engaged in
the future.

demonstrate that they are in compliance with the policy,

as references from previous employers and searches of
compliance histories of previous vessels captained.

providing evidence of background checks performed such

full compliance with this policy.

background of captains employed?
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443k Evidence that captains who have been found Not an explicit requirement, however Not defined APR Risk assessment consideration See notes for 4.4.3.j above. Where suppliers have a process in place to check the Policy is communicated to vessel On request, vessel owners/managers are able to /An independent third party audit shows |External Are captains hired if they have been found to have
guilty of IUU fishing on more than one occasion covered in the eligibility clauses see background of captains before they are hired, they should also have a policy setting out that [owners/managers that at a specified demonstrate that they are in compliance with the policy, full compliance with this policy. been guilty of IUU infractions?
are not engaged and that those convicted on a above. captains with a history of multiple IUU infractions are not engaged, and those with a history of point in the future, (if not already providing evidence of background checks performed such
single occasion receive extra supervision and a single IUU infraction may be engaged but with extra supervision. The absence of sucha  |happening), the background of captains |as references from previous employers and searches of Are any additional corporate risk mitigation measures
audit policy increases the risk of seafood supplied by that supplier. should be checked before they are compliance histories of previous vessels captained. put in place if such captains are hired?

engaged, and those with a history of IUU
fishing or human rights abuses
convictions should not be present in the
company’s supply chain or engaged in
the future

4.4.3. Evidence that captains or other persons are not Not an explicit requirement, however Not defined APR Risk assessment consideration Where suppliers have a process in place to check the background of captains before they ~ [As above As above As above External Are captains hired if they have been found to have a
engaged if checks find they have been found covered in the eligibility clauses see are hired, they should also have a policy setting out that captains found to have previously history of human rights abuses?
responsible for any previous human rights above. committed a human rights abuse are not engaged. The absence of such a policy increases
abuses the risk of seafood supplied by that supplier

4.4.3.m Evidence that suppliers are not procured from if Vessels will be suspended from the Not defined APR Risk assessment consideration See 4.4.4 below Policy communicated to suppliers Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence Company has documented evidence of |External What measures are put in place to make sure that
checks find they have been found responsible RFVS scheme if human rights abuse explaining a zero tolerance approach to |processes, using information obtained through MCS due diligence checks on supply seafood is not purchased from suppliers that have
for any previous human rights abuses allegations are raised, and certificate supplying seafood from companies information gathered in supply chain mapping, including companies, demonstrating that they been found to have been associated with human

withdrawn if allegations are verified to be convicted of IUU fishing or human rights |searches for previous convictions relating to vessels owned |have been assessed, and have not been rights abuses?
true. abuses. by suppliers. Where i histories of are with IUU fishing or human

not available due to a lack of public information, this should be|rights abuses. This is reviewed through

documented and advocacy to relevant States undertaken to |audits

publish information relating to compliance.

444 Where any of the above checks find evidence of If previously certified RFVS vessels are |6.3, 8.2, 9.2, 12- RP B95.01 Requirement Organizations should have a policy of not buying seafood from a supplying company that | Policy communicated to suppliers Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence Company has documented evidence of |Internal
1UU fishing or illegal working conditions, fish found to be engaing in illegal activities, has been found to have engaged in human rights abuses or IUU fishing. This information can |explaining a zero tolerance approach to |processes, using information obtained through MCS due diligence checks on supply
should not be sourced from those suppliers. there certifiate will be withdrawn, and be found through the due diligence process, including information requests to suppliers, third |supplying seafood from companies information gathered in supply chain mapping, including companies, demonstrating that they
Where suppliers are unable to supply one or they will not able to reapply for a party audits, internal audits, internet searches and meetings with NGOs active in countries  |convicted of IUU fishing or human rights [searches for previous convictions relating to vessels owned |have been assessed, and have not been
more of the above areas of evidence, does the minimum period of 12 months. relevant to their supply chains. The due diligence process should also document where abuses. by suppliers. Where fiance histories of are iated with 1UU fishing or human
organization document as part of the risk information or policies recommended above are not available and set out what mitigating not available due to a lack of public information, this should be|rights abuses. This is reviewed through
assessment, the decision of whether or not to measures, such as third party audits, internal audits, information requests from NGOs etc. documented and advocacy to relevant States undertaken to |audits.
supply and what mitigating actions are to be are sought. publish information relating to compliance.
taken?

For example:

- ICCAT's IUU vessel list: https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.html

- EU's IUU vessel list: hitps://ec.europa.euffisheri fplillegal fishing/info > Secondar:
legislation and official documents > IUU vessel list

- TMT's combined IUU vessel list: https://www.iuu-vessels.org/H Ik ch

445 Does the organization research vessels, Implementation of GDST standards 5.3 & ANNEX D- RP B95.02 Requirement Organizations should request that suppliers provide a complete list of vessels that supply to |As part of the supply chain mapping Information on the first tier owners of fishing vessels is either | The ultimate beneficial owners of fishing |External Provide a complete list of all vessels used to supply
companies and their beneficial owners from supports this due diligence requirement them, including their full names, IMO numbers and beneficial owners. This information can be [exercise, information is being compiled  |fully available and included on the company’s vessel list, or  |vessels that supply all seafood are seafood under this contract, including full names,
which it is sourcing seafood? This research at it provides information on IMO used to research vessel histories on online databases (see APPENDIX). Where a large fleet |that not only includes the vessel name, |included in the Global Record, which when fully populated will (known, even if they are second or third IMO numbers and the beneficial owner of the vessel.
should include verifying the IMO numbers for numbers for all qualifying fishing vessels. of small-scale vessels are used by suppliers, and depending on the level of risk assessed in |UVI, flag State, fishing gear used and provide details of operator, owner, beneficial owner and IMO |tier owners identified through shell and
any new vessels entering a supply chain the supply chain, organizations may decide to use a sample-based approach to verifying licences, but also the ultimate beneficial [number if applicable. Online databases are being used to holding companies. The ownership

vessel identities and histories through online databases. owner of the fishing vessel which might  [check the history and background of the first tier owners of |structure of all vessels is included within
not be just the immediate registered fishing boats, so that links to IUU or human rights abuse can (the flag State public vessel register and
owner of the vessel. be identified. where mandated by it, also within the flag
State submission to the Global Record.

4.4.6 Does the organization source seafood where No, it doesn't. (above and F90) Requirement See4.4.4 Policy communicated to suppliers Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence Company has documented evidence of |Internal
this research finds evidence of vessels, explaining a zero tolerance approach to |processes, using information obtained through MCS due diligence checks on supply
companies or beneficial owners with a history of supplying seafood from companies information gathered in supply chain mapping, including companies, demonstrating that they
engaging in illegal activity? convicted of IUU fishing or human rights for previous ictic relating to vessels owned |have been assessed, and have not been

abuses. by suppliers. Where histories of is not iated with IUU fishing or human
available due to a lack of public information, this should be rights abuses. This is reviewed through
documented and advocacy to relevant States undertaken to |audits.
publish information relating to compliance.

4.4.7 Is the organization able to provide copies of the |GDST standards require the fishing ANNEX J9- UNE 195006 Requirement Organizations should ask that suppliers maintain evidence of their fishing authorizations Mapping of supply chains is underway, |The company has the ability to access flag State fishing Flag State fishing authorizations are External Please provide copies of flag State authorizations for
flag State fishing authorizations granted to fishing number. This ! issued by relevant flag and coastal States, as well as relevant RFMOs. In the case of and a full list of all fishing, transhipment  |authorizations, or has them to hand so that it can assess available for all vessels within its supply supplying fishing vessels
vessels when/if requested by any actor or should enable the organization to have RFMOs and an increasing number of States, these can be verified by the organization and support vessels is being developed. |whether the fishing vesselicompany is complying with the | chain and these authorizations are held
relevant party? Evidence should be maintained in|access to the documents or to request through checking online lists of authorised vessels. In the future, the FAO Global Record will |Whilst the sources of supply are being |authorization conditions. electronically, which enables the
the supply chain about the use of VMS and a them. also be a resource where this information can be verified. Where these are not shared by mapped, information about fishing licence company to interrogate and validate
fisheries logbook by the flag State to monitor States online, on a sample basis, organizations should ask that suppliers provide evidence, [and authorization details begin to be them at will
vessel activities including licenses issued by flag and coastal States. Where the supply chain or competent  |collated and cross-referenced.

authority are assessed as being high risk but organizations wish to continue to supply from
them, then they should consider contacting governments directly to verify the validity of
authorizations

4.5 Transhipment

Does the organization require that?

451.a All transhipments in their supply chains are The GDST standards require collection Clause 1.26 requires transhipment 3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Required Unmonitored at-sea transhipments are a potential avenue for IUU-caught seafood products [Supply chains are being mapped, There is an understanding of transhipment within all source  |All transhipment events are recorded, External What practices are in place to ensure transhipments
recorded, monitored and covered by an of transhipment information (date, dates, name of carrier, dates and catch to enter the supply chain. There are currently different protocols for transhipment activity, including identifying whether fisheries and the status of monitoring, control and 100% observation of transhipment is in in their supply chain are recorded, monitored and
independent observer programme appropriate to |location, vessel name, UVI) which consignment details. each with differing levels of documentary evidence and observer presence required. The transhipment is present and a necessary |enforcement in each. Advocacy to governments and RFMOs |place and all authorities within the supply covered by independent observer programs
the fishery? provide the basis to investigate all due FAQ is developing transhipment best practises, and organizations should be aware of their |part of the supply chain. Included within ~ [is taking place, which includes the needs for 100% chain have access to transhipment data appropriate to the fishery?

diligence requirements listed in chapter development, adopt them when completed, and encourage their supply chains to use them to|the mapping information on transhipment |observation of transhipment and data sharing. as they need it.
4.5, aid consistent implementation. To ensure better reporting and more complete, uniform are requirements of the flag, coastal and

information, a company should request from relevant authorities throughout their supply RFMO being collected.

chain, the following information:

*Require all transhipment events be reported to the relevant flag, coastal, port State and

RFMO Secretariat

+Require 100 percent observer coverage (human, electronic or combination)

+Require transhipment data-sharing procedures among relevant authorities (other ways to

ensure coverage?)

45.1.b If a transhipment is licensed (and therefore Not an explicit requirement 3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Required Supply chains are being mapped to Transhipment vessels are present on authorized vessel lists |All transhipment vessels are known and |External Are all transhipments at sea relating to supply
permitted) then the vessel is checked to see if it determine whether transhipment is and their flag State is known or steps are being taken to fully comply with their vessel authorized?
is on the relevant authorized register for fish happening and the vessels involved with |achieve this authorizations
carriers? it.

4510 Both vessels in the transhipment have Not an explicit requirement 33,6.1 &ANNEXJ3,9- UNE 195006  |Required Information on whether AIS or VMSis | AIS and VMS is used on both vessels transhipping seafood | All vessels involved in at sea External Do both vessels involved in the landing and
uninterrupted VMS, AIS or other vessel tracking used by vessels transhipping catchis | within the supply chains, and where their use is not transhipment use AIS and VMS that is transhipping of fish operate VMS/AIS or vessel
technology operating? either known or being collated. continuous, it is being actively advocated for. transmitted continuously. In the event of tracking technology?

transmission interruptions, vessels are
shown to meet the internationally agreed
protocols of what to do in such an event.

4.5.2 Is all of the information regarding any at sea The GDST standards require collection 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Required Communication to the supply chain is Transhipment in the supply chain is understood and Supply chains are transparent enough  |Internal
transhipments made available to the end of transhipment information (date, 5.3- RP B95.02 present which clearly states there is an |information is either being routinely passed to consumers or |that information on the use of
purchaser of the seafood in the supply chain location, vessel name, UVI) which ambition that where transhipment is can be upon request. transhipment is known by the end buyer
(e.g. restaurant, brand)? enables information-sharing to the end- present in the supply chain, that it is and they have confidence that

purchaser. known and documented. transhipment is being carried out as
required by their authorization and meets
internationally agreed protocols.

4.5.3 Does the organization check that EU IUU and GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: all 9.4.1 Products shall be packed in bags, boxes or master | The RFVS certifcate holder would need |6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Required A company should request the following information on transhipments: A policy is adopted that requires Supply chain mapping is complete for all seafood sources All of the GDST KDEs and items listed in {Internal

other catch certificates provide information about
any transhipments that have taken place? A/
required documentation and authorizations
should be validated by appropriate authorities

transhipment vessel data (including
transhipment vessel name, UV,
regsitration, flag, transhipment location,
dates of transhipment).

cartons, britestack pallets (i..

canned) that are properly labeled with all information,

including allergens, as required by

local legislation and legislation of the country of

destination.

to declare if their vessel has all the
necessary document in place to ensure
thay are legal at the piojnt of landing or
leaving the vessel including trans
shipment activities

5.3- RP B95.02

«List of vessels involved in transhipments.

«Details of transhipment e.g. date, area, position

+Authorization of transhipment

+Details of transhipped object, e.g. species, weight, product form

“Whether an observer program is in place to monitor the transhipments, as well as number
of inspections and percentage conducted at random

+Independent observer report

These documents should be collected and scrutinised by importers and processors.
Information pertaining to transhipments is contained on section 6 of EU catch certificates.

The GDST Standard 1.0 lists key data elements that should be collected for any
transhipments. See Core Normative here: https:// -dialogu
documents/gdst-1-0-materials/

org/core-

transhipments to be mapped in the
supply chain and communicated to
suppliers.

and the need or use of transhipment within the supply chains
has been established. The details described in the
implementation notes and GDST are either collected and
available to the supply chain owner, or are being collected
and reviewed

the implementation notes are available
for all supply chains that employ
transhipment within them.
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4.6 Landing at port
4.6.1 General
4.6.1.1 Does the organization request the landing The GDST standards require information |9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system in |Port procedures and controls are outside(6.2.2, 7- RP B95.01 Required What measures can a company take to obtain landing procedures and determine the level of | Supply chain mapping is underway to All ports of landing used within the supply chain are known,  [All ports of landing used are in States External What landing procedures are in place to determine
procedures and controls of the port of landing? ~ |on landing location and landing date place that ensures up-to-date, and of scope of the RFVS standard, port controls? As a first step, a company can show preference for ports in States that are | determine all of the ports where fish and [where relevant the ports are located within States thatare  |which are either members of the PSMA the level of port controls?
This information should then be used in the risk |which provide the basis to investigate all |easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-raised |ratification of the PMSA would be party to the FAO Port State Measures Agreement (PSMA), as these are associated with a ~ |seafood is landed, what controls, party to the Agreement on Port State Measures (PSMA), and |or are deemed by a third party to have
assessment and due diligence process. The due diligence requirements listed in raw material suppliers. The considered in the IUU risk assessment lower level of risk of being entry points for illegal catch. A company should ask if the documents and systems each of the the company’s suppliers understand what checks are being |implemented checks at port that are
organization should assess and record whether |chapter 4.6.1. facility shall maintain documented records and quantities [however. designated port in the port State is a party to the PSMA. If not a party to the PSMA, a ports requires of a vessel when it lands, |carried out on landings. Where ports are not designated sufficient to eliminate IUU fish being
ports are in States that are party to, and have for all finished product company should ask what is preventing the port State from joining. and whether the port State is party to the |within the PSMA, suppliers should advocate for them to be landed. The regime used to check
implemented, the Port State Measures production lots to include the below information, as port State and the i and any defici addressed. The port States |landings are publicised, as is a summary
Agreement. Ports with records of non- applicable: A company should ask if records of port entry requests, denials, documentary checks and |ports used to land are designated within |should be encouraged to publicise what entry checks are of the checks and their findings. Risk
compliance should be identified as higher risk. + Country of first landing inspections are kept. If so, additional questions that a company should ask are: it. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be being carried out, who they share this data with, and that the |assessments routinely show the ports of
+ Name of entity to which the fish was first landed or +Are the records public? referred to in supplier communication so |level of IUU they encounter is routinely reported. landing have a low risk of IUU fish being
i i i name, and email «Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of such information? that they are aware of the desire to landed through them, and independent
address of contact person +Is an electronic information system used to collect, store and share this information? assess IUU risk. third party inspections of the ports have
+ Evidence of chain of custody from harvest to *How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain copies of this information and landing verified this.
export to USA, where applicable procedures and controls at the port of landing?
/A company should also request:
the requirements for vessels, particularly foreign-flagged vessels, in requesting access to
port
«the processes by which authorities determine which vessels should be granted/denied
entry into port or be selected for checks and/or i
«the standards for documentary checks and physical inspections
Does the organization assess and record whether or not ports in their supply chain meet the following criteria and include the information as part of their risk assessment:
4.6.1.2.a The port State competent authorities have Risk assessment consideration /A company should ask if there is an IUU-related risk-based procedure for controls on Supply chain mapping is underway to Ports of landing are being determined, and information on the |Landing procedures at ports are publicly |External What are the procedures for controls on vessels that
resources that use a risk-based targeting vessels that request entry into port to land or tranship fish. A company should ask if the risk- |determine all of the ports where fish and |procedures, protocols and checks that are undertaken by available, with summaries of the landing request entry into port to land or tranship fish?
approach to control based procedure is documented and if it is made publically available. seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS the port authorities prior to and during landing, is being checks and their findings routinely being
1550 should be referred to in supplier collected and assessed. Information on the landing published and shared, so that other flag, Are the procedures documented?
communication, so that they are aware | procedures is known for each port of landing, the checks are |port and market States along with
of the desire to assess IUU risk. risk based, and advocacy is happening or planned if these seafood buyers, can assess the risks of Are the procedures publicly available?
procedures are not made publicly available to third parties. buying seafood landed into and through
these ports. If not, why are the procedures not documented and
available?
4.6.1.2.b The control systems in the port are appropriate ANNEX C- UNE 195006 Risk assessment consideration A company should ask if the port is operating under or over its capacity. One way of Supply chain mapping is underway to Whilst collecting data on the ports of landing and the controls |The port State routinely publicises the External What percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish
for the volume of cargo and vessels assessing port capacity is to ask what percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish are  |determine all of the ports where fish and |they employ to check for IUU, a dialogue within the supply ~ |number of landings that it receives, the are subject to documentary checks or physical
subject to documentary checks or physical inspections. seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS chain and the ports being used should be instigated, to findings of its inspections, and with whom inspections in port?
1550 should be referred to in supplier assess a port’s capacity to adequately cope with the volume it transmits and shares its information, so
communication, so that they are aware |of inspections required. that other flag, port and market States, How are selections made for which vessels to
of the desire to assess IUU risk. as well as seafood buyers, can assess check/inspect?
the risks of IUU fish and seafood
passing through its ports. How were the vessels your company sources from
selected for documentary checks/ inspections?
Which of the following are covered by checks and
inspections?
+vessel identification, construction and registration
documentation
«license and authorizations to fish or tranship
catch and bycatch documentation
+processing and transhipment reports
“VMSJ/AIS systems in use
type of fishing gear used
type and volume of fish species
crew documentation
4612c There are enough inspectors provided at the Not defined the amount of inspectors in | Risk assessment consideration While there is no standard measure or guideline, a determination can be made by weighing | Supply chain mapping is underway to _|Enquiries should be being made to determine what checks External How many inspectors are available to inspect the
port to be able to inspect the volume of cargo the volume or port's capacity for cargo with the number of inspectors on staff. Acompany  |determine all of the ports where fish and |are being undertaken at port and consideration given to volume of cargo and vessels that the port handles?
and vessels that the port handles should ask if there is a sufficient number of inspectors for the volume of cargo and vessels. [seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS assess whether there is sufficient diligence being made to
There is no standard measure or guideline, sufficiency is determined by the port State. When | 1550 should be referred to in supplier IUU checks. The port check protocol regime is documented,
determining sufficiency, consideration needs to be given to the monitoring, control and communication, so that they are aware |publicly available, and considered to be sufficient to inspect
compliance regime found in the source fishery, confidence level that the controls in the of the desire to assess 1UU risk. enough landings to deter and pick up any IUU fish and
fishery are being met, the level of corruption within the port State, and technology employed seafood. Consideration given to RFMO Conservation
that assists in targeting the inspection regime. Management Measures (SMMs) which may have more
specific requirements, e.g. a percentage of vessels that need
to be inspected. These requirements have to be at least met
to be considered a sufficient level.
4.6.1.2.d The port State competent authorities are able to ANNEX C- RP B95.01 Risk assessment consideration ‘A company can request if landing pr dures, for checks and Supply chain mapping is underway to Companies have knowledge of all landing procedures for Landing procedures have been External Are landing procedures, standards for documentary
demonstrate that they operate in an effective and ANNEX J- UNE 195006 physical inspections and records are public, and ask to obtain copies. A good resource on  |determine all of the ports where fish and |each port into which their seafood is landed. assessed and where deficiencies checks and inspection reports publicly available upon
transparent manner import controls and landing procedures that may be of use can be found here: seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS highlighted, a request to the port request from the port State through the supply chain?
https://eu.oceana.org/en/publications/reports/comparative-study-key-data-elements-import- |1550 should be referred to in supplier authorities to improve/address the
control-schemes-aimed-tackling. It includes a list of key data elements that should be communication, so that they are aware deficiency has been made, OR all ports
collected as part of a robust import control scheme. In addition, whether the country has of the desire to assess IUU risk in the supply chain share their landings
signed to be a member of the Fisheries Transparency Initiative may be an indicator of risk. procedures publicly, each port's system
has been rated, and its implementation
assessed and shown to meet the FAO
PSM requirements, which include public
reporting of landing assessment
summaries.
46.1.2.e All records relating the port State control are well- ANNEX C- RP B95.01 Risk assessment consideration /A company should ask if records of port entry requests, denials, documentary checks and  [Supply chain mapping is underway to Ports routinely share the data of their landing inspections with |Landing reports are sent electronically to |External Are all records relating to the port State control
maintained and available upon request to the ANNEX J- UNE 195006 inspections are kept. If so, additional questions that a company should ask are: determine all of the ports where fish and [port and flag States so that the necessary information is flag and port States and there is an available to the relevant authorities and supply chain
relevant authorities or actors requesting +Are the records public? seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS available to them to take action on IUU where necessary. established public reporting of all landing actors upon request within a given timeframe?
information «Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of such information? 1550 should be referred to in supplier findings summarised and routinely
«Is an electronic information system used to collect, store and share this information? communication, so that they are aware published.
+How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain copies of this information and landing |of the desire to assess IUU risk.
procedures and controls at the port of landing?
This information should be available and therefore be furnished upon request.
46121 The port State verifies the catch documentation 'ANNEX C- RP B95.01 Risk assessment consideration A company should ask for catch documentation for landing or transhipment of fish froma | Supply chain mapping is underway to | Ports routinely share data on their verification process of | Findings summarising the results of External Is catch documentation available and verified and
and maintains organized documentation and ANNEX J- UNE 195006 vessel that can be verified through transhipment reports. Where these documents are not determine all of the ports where fish and |catch documentation undertaken as part of inspections (see |catch documentation verification are sent| reported by the port State authorities?
files/ records currently shared with purchasing companies, then a request should be made to both the flag [seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS also above). electronically to flag and port States and
and port State asking for it to happen 1550 should be referred to in supplier there is regular public reporting of the
communication, so that they are aware summarised findings.
of the desire to assess IUU risk.
4.6.1.2.9 There are no recorded instances of bribery and ANNEX C- RP B95.01 Risk assessment consideration A company should ask if any instances of bribery or corruption have been identified or Communication to the company’s Using information from MCS questionnaires and enquiries to | Information on bribery and corruption External Is there evidence of any recorded instances of
any personnel found guilty of this are not ANNEX J- UNE 195006 reported, how they were resolved or if they were made public. The bribery and corruption suppliers has been made, which says ports, the bribery and corruption risk of each port or flag relating to supply States is publicly bribery through enquiry or public documents including
permitted to work in the port risk of each port or flag State country within the supply chain should be considered when that if not already happening, at some State country is included within determination of risk levels for |available, along with commentary on how press?
assessing this risk. point in the future enquiries should be each supply chain. this has been integrated into the risk
made to determine whether or not there assessment process. Is there evidence of any personnel found guitty of
are any instances of bribery or bribery through public documents including press?
corruption in port administration relevant
to fisheries controls.
4.6.2 Port State Measures
4.6.2.1 Does the organization check whether the port(s) | The GDST standards require information [9.3.4 Finished Product PSMA ratification will be taken into NOT DEFINED FOR PSMA Required Check the Pew website for PSMA status and also check the accession documentation to The value of PSMA is recognised by the [All ports of landing within the supply chain are mapped, the  [All ports of landing are in countries that |External Is the port State a party to the FAO Port State
at which the seafood that they are purchasing is |on landing location which provides the « Country of first landing account in IUU risk assessment to determine whether the ports of landing used within the supply chain are actually included company within its seafood sourcing landing controls are understood, and where PSM ratification  |have ratified and implemented PSMA, are Measures Agreement (PSMA)?
landed is located in a State party to the PSMA? If | basis to investigate the due diligence determine RFVS audit requirements. within the PSM ratification documents. If they are included, then they can be considered at  |policy or specification, as is the fact that |is desirable, then advocacy for this to happen is taking place. |included within the ratification
not, then the ports should be considered to be requirements listed in chapter 4.6.2. lower risk, but if they are not included, then consider them at higher risk and ask the port robust port controls based on PSMA documents, or are in State and regional
higher risk in the due diligence process. State to include them. For more information about PSMA, visit: pewtrusts.ora/psma or should be correctly implemented. agreements with measures that are at
http:// fao.org/port-State-measures/resourt /en/c/1111616/ least as effective as the PSMA in
ensuring that vessels carrying IUU
product cannot access ports.
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3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR or Risk Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice of PAS/ PAS Ct Aspirational practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Consideration external
question

46.2.2 As part of the risk assessment process, does Implementation of the PSMA would not NOT DEFINED FOR PSMA Both A company should ask if the port State is party to the PSMA and/or what is preventing them |Evidence of checks at port is being Suppliers have knowledge of the checks that are being Information on compliance by relevant External Does the port State have designated ports for
the organization seek evidence on whether or be taken into account. from joining. A company should ask whether the port State has designated ports for access |requested from suppliers, and the undertaken at port, as well as the regime of checks that have |port States with the PSMA is publicly access by foreign-flagged vessels?
not the PSMA requirements are being by foreign-flagged vessels, whether they have been publicized (or check here: suppliers have acknowledged the been risk assessed to make sure they are sufficient in available.
implemented by the contracting party of the http:/A fao. [fishery/port-State-measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=gry) and importance of having ports designated, |quantity and quality to capture IUU fish if presented for Are your ports of landing included in the list of PSMA
PSMA in which the port found in the supply chain confirm that it does not allow foreign-flagged vessels into any non-designated ports. and robust and documented checks landing. Where the assessment deems checks are designated ports?
is located? Evidence of non-compliance or lack being undertaken at each port of landing. |insufficient, advocacy is required to improve them or for the
of evidence of compliance should be treated as A company should ask whether requests to enter port and inspection reports include the port to be officially designated under the PSMA, and notified
an increased risk of fish passing through the information detailed in Annexes A and C of the PSMA. The FAO also has a database of through the FAO system.
port being illegal designated ports: http:/www.fao.ora/fishery/port-State-

measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=gr

Risk assessment consideration:

+States that are party to the PSMA are associated with a lower level of risk of being entry
points for illegally-caught fish

4.6.3 Vessel in port

Does the organization require that?

46.3.a Crew on fishing vessels it sources from are free 5.0 Social Accountability Requirements The RFVS requirements would align with | The APR requirements would align with |Required A company can ask if crew are granted shore leave access in accordance with immigration |Suppliers have been written to, advising |Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew are|Ports are used that allow crew the ability |External Are crew granted shore leave access in accordance
to leave port when vessels dock, as far as is the requirments of local immigration laws. |the requirments of local immigration laws laws of the port State. them that at a specified point of time they |able to leave vessels in countries where this is permitted. In  [to leave vessels when at port to access with laws of the port State?
permitted by the immigration laws of the port will be asked to report on the immigration |countries where this is not permitted, advocacy is health, religious and recreational
State laws of relevant port States and how undertaken to address this. services. How is this verified?

they relate to the ability of crew to leave
vessels in port.

4.6.3.b All crew are verified as present as per the crew Clause 1.12 requires At the 5.3 & ANNEX J8-UNE 195006 Required In some countries, port in/port out inspections have been put in place to ensure there is no  [A policy is communicated to suppliers Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew are|All crew are verifiably in possession of  |External Are all crew verified as per the crew list provided to
list provided to the port State inspector, are in commencement of each fishing trip, an ilicit incidence or swapping of crew whilst at sea. When the PSMA/ILO 188 and Cape Town |requiring that crew are in possession of |in possession of work contracts and are available for port work documents and are checked on the port State inspector?
possession of their own work contracts and updated crew list shall be produced and Agreement are all in force, ratified and effectively implemented, there can be joint inspections |work contracts and are available for ions. Where port ir ions including i departure and arrival from ports. A
identification documents and are available for kept on board, and a copy shall either be that will verify this. If these 3 UN agreements are not in force for each of the supply chains | confidential interview by inspectors. interviews are not being undertaken, advocacy is undertaken [sample of crew are periodically Do you verify if crew are in possession of their work
confidential interview if a request is made by the lodged with the regulatory authorities or flag or port States, then advocate for their implementation. A company should ask for crew to call for this from the relevant State. interviewed confidentially by port contracts?
port State authorities with an authorized person based on documentation provided by the port State inspector. authorities to verify they are operating in

shore. decent working conditions. Verification of
the above could also be demonstrated
through independent third party audit.

4.6.3.c The captain is available at the port inspection Not explicit requirement for the RFVS ANNEX J-UNE 195006 Required Pre-notification of arrival and landing should be made by vessels or flag States so that The need for landing inspections and pre-|Improvement steps are being taken to achieve visibility of Pre-notification of arrival and landing is  |External Is the captain of the vessel able to provide all
and is able to provide all documentation and document inspection can be undertaken and outcome recorded. Suppliers should requesta |notification of landing is as an ion reports that include checks on vessel ID, routine at all ports of landing within the documentation requested by port State inspectors?
enquiries required at the port State inspection copy of these records relevant to their purchase from the vessel owner/supplier. Where they [important step to address I1UU, either registration documents, by-catch, transhipment and other supply chain, and these records are

are not available, then a time-bound request for this information should be made to the within a company policy or the buying criteria contained within the GDST KDEs or the specific available for timely sharing with How would a company obtain this information?
supplier and also to the flag State of the vessel, asking that this is mandated as a customary |specification. This recognition has been |buyers requirements. interested stakeholders, other flag and

practice. A company should request inspection reports that include vessel identification, communicated to seafood suppliers of port States and they contain accurate

construction, registration documentation, license to fish or tranship, catch and bycatch fish and seafood, whether or not they are information on all of the attributes detailed

documentation, processing and transhipment reports, vessel monitoring systems, and/or landed to States party to PSMA. within the PAS guidance notes.

automatic identification systems, fishing gear, fish species and quantities, safety

certifications and crew documentation.

4.7 Decent working conditions in the fishing sector

4.7.1 Does the organization include in its policies and Covered in the requirements of Core 5.3- UNE 195006 Required See 4.4.3.i Internal
require from its suppliers that all of the major Principle 2, Section 1 requirements.
issues that are identified in ILO Convention C188
are addressed by source fisheries? These are
essential to providing decent work conditions on
board fishing vessels

4.7.2 Wherever possible and relevant, does the The management systems related to 5.3, 5.4 & ANNEX J8- UNE 195006 Required Internal
organization demonstrate that it supports the crew treatment to demonstrate that, at
ratification of the ILO Convention C188? minimum, they comply with the

International Labour Organization’s C188
Work in Fishing Convention, 2007 (ILO
C188).

4.7.3 Is traceability ensured down to vessel level to Traceabilty down to the vessel is 2.10.3 Suppliers must have traceability systems in place 5.3, 5.4 & ANNEX J8- UNE 195006 Required in UK See 3.4.5. An overview of the traceability system can be set out in reporting issued under the Internal
enable businesses with a turnover of over £36  [enabled through implementation of GDST |to allow t: ks to vessel or for wild- ANNEX C- RP B95.01 Modern Slavery Act
million to produce their annual slavery and standards caught...
human trafficking Statement that covers what is
being done in the supply chain to address the
issue.

4.7.4 Has the organization developed and made public | The GDST standards request the name |5.4 Forced, Bonded, Indentured, Trafficked and Prison NOT DEFINED Required Internal
protocols that guide how and when it will inform | of internationally recognized Human Labor
statutory agencies of human rights infractions | Welfare standards to which policy on a
identified during audits, risk assessments and vesselltrip claims conformity
other internal reviews?

4.7.5 Have industrial fishing vessels had a social and The RFVS would cover these GRIEVANCE MECHANISMS TO BE Required See 3.3.3 Communication made to suppliers setting|Vessel obtained and for all 3rd party certification is in place for External Please supply the policies and procedures relating to
ethical responsibility policy/standard that requirements. INCLUDED IN NEXT VERSION OF UNE out the requirement for vessels to have a|vessels in the supply chain. These require conditions in line |ports, vessels and other places where the treatment of crew members on fishing vessels
includes the points in 3.3.3? 195006 policy/standard setting out working with ILO C188, or where there is a departure from these people are employed within the supply supply seafood to this contract.

conditions. Reference should be made to [requirements, it is clearly documented and incorporated into |chain, or the flag and port States have

the conditions required in ILO ILO C188. |the risk assessment. ratified and robustly implemented
PSMA/Cape Town Agreement and ILO
C188.

476 Do inspections, audits and checks include, RFVS audits will require crew interviews GRIEVANCE MECHANISMS TO BE Required where possible Vessel inspections and audits are a developing area, so the PAS indicates that this is a Communication made to suppliers Audits and port visits include confidential interviews with crew |All vessels are subject to inspections External Please set out in detail what measures are in place to
where possible, in-person interviews with the using APSCA registered auditors. INCLUDED IN NEXT VERSION OF UNE requirement where possible. Importers/processors placing reliance on these in their due requiring that crew are made available in a neutral and safe environment, guaranteeing the security |under ILO C188 or are subject to a interview crew from vessels supplying seafood to this
relevant workers or crew, which are conducted 195006 diligence systems should seek assurance of the following labour and interview standards for [for confidential interviews by relevant and anonymity of the interviewees. certification or standard that includes contract, to determine whether or not crew have
in a neutral and safe environment, guaranteeing inspections, audits and checks: State inpsectors or other experts on periodic crew interviews by trained experienced human rights abuses, violations of
the security and anonymity of the interviewees? «There is evidence of a standard operating procedure for inspections that includes worker ~ |request. professionals. labour laws or any other legal violations.

interviews
*This SOP should be in accordance with international standards and follow a victim centred
approach
«Inspectors should receive accredited or government/ILO approved training in conducting
labour inspections/interviews/worker interactions. Certificates of completed training should
be provided to the importer/processor
il should be bothona but also basis in order
to identify potential cases of FL & HT
Inspection records including number, type and nature of the inspections, should be
provided to the importer/processor on a quarterly basis
“Inspectors should use an interview questionnaire that is designed to identify indicators of
forced labour and human trafficking as defined by the ILO
+Importers/processors should be provided with examples of completed questionnaires as
part of baseline measurements
«Inspectors/auditors agree to importers or processors conducting unannounced spot
checks of inspection/interview procedures

|Section 5. Factories

5.1 i

51.1 Is the organization able to demonstrate that 2.2.3 The Quality Manual shall clearly define all of the In supply chains supplying RFVS 5.3- RP B95.02 (GRIEVANCE Required External Please set out what reporting mechanisms are in
processing factories in its supply chains comply quality attributes for all raw material certified seafood, processing MECHANISMS NOT INCLUDED) place for workers in factories processing seafood for
with the policies and specifications of the received, and finished products produced, that shallbe  |requirements would be covered by the this contract to report labour infringements, unfair
organizations which they supply (see 3.3.3). monitored and controlled to ensure conformance to legal [GSA Seafood Processing Standard / or a working conditions or associated unlawful treatment.

quir and and facility ificati credible chain of custody standard. Have any specifications or codes of practice been
agreed to cover these areas, and if yes, please
share these.

512 Can information be provided to any other actor in [GDST standards require the digitisation |A3 3.2 Once the lots are selected by the auditor for In our case, the traceability excercise Required Processors should be able to provide details on the following: External What information can be provided to any other actor

the supply chain on the legality and traceability of
a product within a maximum of four hours?

of traceability information which enables
rapid sharing of traceability information.

tracing, the results for all of them combined shall be
achieved in no more than one half-day (6 hours)

has to be done in a maximum of 6h.-
RP B95.02

+goods receipt documentation traceability/batch code

straceability records back to vessel

+product specs

*systems in place to verify legality at level of processing

*mass balance reconciliation, i.e. where the original catch outlined in the catch certificate has
been split up and catch certificates have been photocopied

Is this information easily accessible and are actors willing to share this information? An
example of a guideline on how to increase coherence and interoperability of information
systems and therefore help ease data sharing is the GDST Standard 1.0. https://traceability-
dialogue.org/core-documents/qdst-1-0-materials/

in the supply chain to support the legality and
traceability of a product, e.g., goods receipt, batch
code, traceability records back to vessel?

Can this information be provided within a maximum of
four hours?
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products, originates from multiple source fishing
activities or fisheries, is there identification and
tracking of products from each source that
enable products at final sale to be traceable to a
single source and activity? The fish product or
batch identification should be grouped or
associated in ways to allow verification of legal
compliance and of claims related to sustainability
or fishing methods

unique unit identifiers.

caught and farm-raised sources shall

are covered in Section 3 Catch

properly identify, and label from
different wild-caught and/or aquaculture sources and
shall indicate any relevant certifications.

9.1.2 Proper identification shall be maintained for
each lot, for each wild-caught and farmraised
source, on all documents and at each step of the
process flow from raw material receiving, handling,
processing, packaging, storage and dispatch. Records
shall be

maintained to ensure product identity and
demonstrate that products from wild-caught and
aquaculture sources and those from certified and non-
certified sources are not mixed

Supply chain
requirements will be covered in the GSA
Seafood Processing Standard.

https://www seafish.org/trade-and-regulation/seafood-traceability-and-labelling-
regulations/fish-traceability-requirements/

W\ cuaritasie TrusTs . .
Implementation Guide Master
3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR or Risk Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice of PAS/ PAS Ct Aspirational practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Consideration external
question
513 Is there a designated person(s) at the factory 2.4.3 The facility shall clearly identify the Staff Member |For the vessel this would be the The company has to have a Quality or  |Required External Is there a designated person(s) at the factory
that is responsible for ensuring that information accountable for the maintenance of the responsibility of the skipper. Food Safety Manager as usual, to responsible for ensuring that information relating to
relating to legality and traceabilty is compiled, Quality Management System and for the company provide the information requested in legality and traceability is compiled, stored, reviewed
stored, reviewed managed and available for meeting and adhering to all of the ANNEX D- RP B95.02 managed and available for checks (e.g. audits)?
checks (e.g. audits)? quil of the Seafood F g Standard.
5.2 Process Control
521 Is the production process defined, controlled and 2.12.1 The facility shall prepare and implement 5.3 & ANNEX D- RP B95.02 Required Internal
documented to ensure that the product meets standard operating procedures, quality
the specifications and produces products that pi , food safety pr dures, social
are compliant with the expectations of the end ility procedures, and
product users? work i i forall and
having an effect on product safety, legality and
quality.
4.1.1 The facility shall document and implement
appropriate Product Release Procedures that
identify processes and testing procedures that shall be
performed. These Procedures shall identify the
responsible person or persons authorized to release
product and include food safety, quality and legal
speci tions that shall be verified as having been met
prior to release.
522 Are product specifications, batch specifications, [Batch lots and the association of 3.1.1 All elements of the facility’s Food Safety 5.3 & ANNEX C, D- RP B95.02 Required Internal
process monitoring, product testing, ingredients in processing are handled in |Management System (e.g. the HACCP, GMP,
manufacturing site cleaning, and other quality the traceability data. These pedigree files |Hygiene, SSOP, Food Defense Plan, and other related
control measures documented? can be linked to other production data.  |plans) shall be documented, implemented, maintained
and continually improved.
523 Spot purchases without any knowledge of the Widespread adoption of GDST 2.10.2 The facility shall have a supplier approval 2- RP B95.02 Required Internal
vendor should be avoided and therefore not standards can facilitate the universal program which includes a list of approved
present in supply chains. The organization request for pedigree files such as in the |suppliers and service providers as described in 2.9
should ensure that all subcontractors meet all case of spot transactions. above. This list shall be kept up-todate and reviewed, at a
laws and are included in traceability minimum, annually.
documentation
524 Does the organization complete mass balance |GDST standards were developed to 9.6 Mass Balance 5.3 & ANNEX D- RP B95.02 Internal
checks at their factory for its supply chains? allow for mass balance checks.
These should be completed at regular intervals
throughout the year; at a rate appropriate
according to the results of the risk assessment
and to satisfy internal due diligence but at a
minimum of once per year. Accurate
conversions ratios from production line should
be used to make sure that the mass-balance is
accurate
5.3 Ethics and labour
53.1 Does the organization have a policy that GDST standards require information on |5.1.1 Facilities shall operate in compliance with this Section 1 of the RFVS states the 6.4- UNE 195006 (GRIEVANCE Required A policy is in place that requires the full | Supply chains are fully mapped and suppliers at all levels Internal (though
addresses social and ethical responsibility (see  |the existence of human welfare policies |standard and all local, national, and international requirements for Management Policies |MECHANISMS TO BE INCLUDED IN mapping of the seafood supply chain and [have communicated their understanding of what is trying to entails a
3.3.3, a) to g) for what to include in the policy)?  [for staff in processing facilities. The conventions, rules and regulations, whichever provides |and Procedures for the vessel (or vessel| THE NEXT REVIEW) includes an ambition for social and be achieved with 1st, 2nd and 3rd party audits being targeted requirement to
GDST standards also request the name |the highest protection to the worker. The facility shall group management organization). ethical responsibility and working to those areas of the supply chain that are assessed to be of share the
of internationally recognized Human have in place policies and procedures conditions to be afforded to everyone high and medium risk. organization's
Welfare standards to which the policy |pertaining to, but not limited to: worker health and safety working within it. policy and its
claims conformity. and compliance with requirements regarding wages, requirements
benefits, hours, hiring practices, minimum age, status of through the
'workers, and good employee relations that provide the supply chain)
highest protection to the workers.
5.3.2 Does the organization apply this policy not only 2.9.1 The facility shall exercise proper control over As above 6.4- UNE 195006 Required Policies that address social and ethical responsibility should be communicated to all actors | The policy includes an allowance for new | A system is established that deals with seasonal variance in |Supply chain is well mapped and the Internal
to the buildings and operations that it owns but any entity that is used to outsource any ANNEX D.2- RP B95.02 along the supply chain. Where this cannot be communicated, (e.g. on some occasions supply chains that are seasonal or have [supply chains by exception, employs a risk-based approach |policy has been in place for a sufficiently
also communicate that the behaviours outlined in processes that may have an impact on food safety, suppliers do not know who they will supply from in advance, efforts should be made to short lead times before supply to be to assessment to allow supply to occur, but outside of that long time that 3rd party audits and
the policy are expected of all the actors in its legality, quality, traceability and social communicate these policies as soon as the supply chain is established. mapped as soon as time allows, but that |the supply chain is understood and a demonstrable certification of all supply chain options
supply chain, from supplier to vessel operations? responsibility. all regular supply chains are to be management system for assessment, mitigation and are known and understood, irrespective
There should be a mechanism in place that allows communication of these policies and mapped at the earliest opportunity. remediation is happening. of volume and value being sourced.
standards to the potential suppliers of seafood from new sources. This can help inform a
company's sourcing decision and it helps the supplier determine if it can meet requirements
now and in the future.
533 Does the organization ensure that at any of its 5.1.1 Facilities shall operate in compliance with this ANNEX D.2- RP B95.02 Required Internal
factories, a review of its ethical and labour policy standard and all local, national, and international
and systems is completed at least once per conventions, rules and regulations, whichever provides
year to ensure that it is addressing current the highest protection to the worker. ..
industry concerns and that it complies with any
changes to the industry and supply chain
requirements?
534 Is there a designated person(s) at each factory 2.4.3 The facility shall clearly identify the Staff Not defined Required Internal
to ensure that workers are being treated ethically Member accountable for the maintenance of the
and that labour rights are being upheld? Quality Management System and for the company
Translation services should be provided for meeting and adhering to all of the
migrant workers to facilitate effective qui of the Seafood F g Standard
communication
535 Are grievance mechanisms in place that allow 5.4.5 Information regarding hotlines, competent 2.16 An active and crew Gl E MECHANISMS TO BE qf Internal
workers to report issues and any cases of authorities, and other resources for victims of grievance mechanism procedure shall  [INCLUDED IN NEXT VERSION OF UNE
abuse anonymously without being put at risk of labor rights abuse must be on display to workers in the  |be adopted which 195006
negative repercussions? Any grievance report facility. provides transparent, fair and
should be investigated as a priority, in a fully 5.7.6 The facility must have in place an established confidential procedures to be followed in
transparent manner and by including the complaints and remediation system to handle cases |[the event of a
relevant union representatives — or in cases and allegations of sexual abuse/harassment, bullying or | grievance being raised
where this does not apply — by involving NGO discriminatory practices. This must, at a minimum,
representatives in the review process include a confidential reporting mechanism,
information on any hotlines or other outside support
services available and the possibility of calling in
independent assessment/arbitration.
536 Does the organization promote robust labour 5.8.1 Facilities shall respect the rights of workers to |2.27 The applicant shall have a policy in |5.3 & ANNEX E- UNE 195006 Required Internal
standards with respective governments in the associate, organize, and bargain collectively (or place that respects the rights of every
form of legislative frameworks that support refrain from doing so) without the need of prior crew member to be able to have freedom
workers — local or migrant labour — in their right authorization from management. Facilities shall not of association and the right to collective
to organize and collective bargaining? interfere with, restrict, or prevent such activities and bargaining
shall not discriminate against or retaliate against workers
exercising their right to representation in accordance with
international labor standards.
5.8.2 Where the right to freedom of association and
collective bargaining is prohibited or restricted under local
law, the facility shall not prevent alternative means to
facilitate worker representation and negotiation. (For
example, the election of one or more employees by the
workers to represent them to management).
5.4 Product tracking and i
54.1 Where a fish product, unit, or batch of fish Implementation of standards requires 9.1.1 Facilities that source raw material from both wild- Traceability requirements for the RFVS |5.3 & ANNEX C, D- RP B95.02 Required Seafish lists UK regulations pertaining to labelling, marketing and more: External Are there any fish products, units, or batches that

originate from multiple source fishing activities or
fisheries?

How are these products traced, e.g. electronic
traceability system, from a single source and activity,
e.g. vessel, to final sale?

Is this information subject to external verification or
regular independent audits?
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3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR or Risk Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice of PAS/ PAS Ct Aspirational practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Consideration external
question
54.2 Are unique unit identifiers present at each level of [Implementation of standards enables 9.2.1 The facility shall develop, maintain and document Covered in the GSA Seafood Processing |ANNEX C, D22,23- RP B95.02 Required External Are unique unit identifiers present and consistent at
the packaging hierarchy (e.g. from a pallet, a  |traceability back to a single source. propri ility p and Standard. each level of the packaging hierarchy, e.g. from a
case or a consumer item)? GDST standards allow for aggregation  |systems to include identification of batches of raw pallet, a case or a consumer item?
and deaggregation based on parent/child |material, ingredients, in-process products, rework,
identifiers. outsourced processing, packaging, additives, and final How are these unique unit identifiers documented and
GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs (traceable | product throughout the production process and any out- tracked, e.g. electronic traceability system?
object information): sourced product, ingredient or service.
Item/SKU/UPC/GTIN, linking KDE
(batch, lot, or serial number).
543 When a product is combined with other material/ [Implementation of standards allows 9.5.2 The facility shall maintain documented records for |Covered in the GSA Seafood Processing |ANNEX C, D25:29- RP B95.02 Required External When a product is combined with other material/
products, processed, reconfigured, or re- unique unit identifiers for aggregated or  all production lots that records the below information, as | Standard. products, pr d, or
packaged, does the new product have its own  |transformed seafood. Critical tracking  |applicable, for each BAP star category (1, 2, 3, and 4- does the new product have its own unique product
unique product identifier? events resulting in irreversable change  |star) and for wild-caught species the facilty is eligible to identifier?
to the product, including comingling are  |produce:
core to the GDST standards. + Lot number How are these unique product identifiers documented
« Storage location and tracked, e.g. electronic traceability system?
+ Shipping — company, method, date
+ Unique shipping identifiers — container or seal
number, bill of lading
544 Is the linkage (auditable function) 1 of maintains  [9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a system |Covered in the GSA Seafood Processing |[ANNEX C, D- RP B95.02 Required External Is the linkage maintained between a new product at
the linkage between inputs and outputs. X

between this new product and its original inputs
to maintain traceability? For example, a label,
linked to the lot identification of the traceable
input item, remains on the packaging until that
entire traceable unit has reached the final point
of sale

in place that ensures up-to-date, and easily

data of all wild-caught and farm-raised raw material
suppliers. The facility shall maintain documented
records and quantities for all finished product
production lots to include the below information, as
applicable

final point of sale (refer to 5.4.3) and its original
inputs, e.g. lot identification of original input?

How is this linkage documented to maintain
traceability?

Is this documentation available for external
verification or independent audit?
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Section 3. Management
3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration
3.1.1 Does the organization have systems in place to manage Required A company should have systems in place to manage critical aspects of A company sourcing policy explicitly stating its desire to avoid Internal
critical aspects of legality? These should comply with legality, that comply with EU IUU Regulation, relevant policy, standards and|buying IUU fish - which also makes reference to the Modern Slavery
requirements such as the EU IUU Regulation, relevant labor conventions. These systems should include: Act if UK based - or other relevant statutory due diligence
policy, standards and labour conventions. These systems «Traceability - third party management system certification such as requirements is written and available. The policy includes the desire
should include traceability, processes, information BRCI/IFS will help to ensure a management system is in place, as will MSC |to engage with the supply chain to transition/improve supply chains
verification and transparency. chain of custody, although these do not specifically cover aspects for IUU |that have been risk assessed and identified as in need of
*Processes improvement. The policy is communicated to all suppliers, and basic
«Information verification procedures to check product, supply chain (including EU IUU
*Transparency Regulation catch certificates), vessels, and suppliers are legal as far
as it is practical to check.
3.1.2 Do the managers of the organization engage on Risk assessment Company managers should engage on improvement work with other A list containing all products and stock keeping units/SKUs is Internal
improvement work with other suppliers or actors in the consideration suppliers or actors in the supply chain by: available within the business, which details basic information of
supply chain (e.g. audits, reviews, site visits, etc.)? +Conducting audits and reviews source fishery and supply chain. Sufficient information is collected to
«Conducting regular site visits, engaging in fishery or aquaculture warrant that the seafood being purchased is legally caught, and that
improvement projects that specifically tackle IUU relevant issues, when sold, is labelled accurately. All suppliers have received copies
supporting research, and advocating for legislation adoption and effective |of company policies and internal risk assessment processes are
implementation either being considered, are in the process of being developed, or
an existing mechanism is adopted, so that where needed, supply
chain improvements can be identified.
3.1.3 Where improvement work identifies corrective actions that [Risk assessment Support in the form of approval/verbal, finances, time, meetings, etc. As above Internal
can be completed to satisfy the organization’s consideration should be given to the supplier or supply chain actor in need in need of
standards/policies, is support (e.g. approval/verbal, corrective actions, in order to satisfy the organization's standards/policies.
finances, time, meetings, etc.) given to the supplier or actor? Evidence of this support should be able to be provided upon request.
3.1.4 Is all seafood in the supply chain of the organization Required A process is in place which is actively trying to achieve the same Internal
addressed using the same systems and level of scrutiny? level of traceability, based on a risk assessed basis, for all sources
Traceability and legality should be a minimum requirement of seafood that are within the scope of the policy. The scope might
for all seafood. initially be limited, so that the process and practices of mapping and
supply chain interrogation are being established. When defining the
scope of the sourcing policy, consideration of volume of trade and
potential influence on the supply chain should be made.
3.2 The IUU Regulation
3.2.1 Does the organization document which of the products they [Required A company should document which of the seafood products they sellare |A system is established that is gathering data on the supply chains |Internal
sell are covered by the EU IUU Regulation? covered by the EU IUU Regulation within their buying specifications and of the company so that within as short a time as possible they know
their supplier approval lists. These include: which products fall under the EU IUU Regulation. This will have all
All imports of fresh and frozen, wild marine capture fishery products, both |legally required information such as: species name, fishing
whole and processed gear/method, sea area of capture, date of catch and landing
«Imports into the EU including catches made by non-EU vessels landed available to them, so that ultimately they can determine which
directly in an EU port, or landed in a third country port and subsequently regulations apply to the products.
exported to the EU, whether processed or not processed
«Imports into the EU including catches made by EU vessels, landed and
imported in a third country and from there imported in the EU, whether
processed or not
*Exports from EU, including those with a catch certificate if required by a
third country
More information on the EU IUU Regulation can be found at:
http://www.iuuwatch.eu/new-background-to-the-iuu-regulation/
322 Does the organization have management systems in place |Required A company should have management systems in place that cover the Full supply chain traceability is desired and stated within a sourcing |Internal
covering the requirements of the EU IUU Regulation (if requirements of the EU IUU Regulation if it sells any of the products policy that is communicated to suppliers. Information on both
sold)? covered by this Regulation. Management systems will include traceability |seafood sources and people involved within the supply chain should
system and policy, incoming raw material lot assessment, and begin to be collected either by the buyer or its supplier, with a
performance reporting which specifically covers IUU related topics such  |system being developed to manage and assess the information
as ports of landing, timely presentation of catch certificates, cross being collected.
checking UVIs.

Page 1 of 22




I
{/

PEW

CHARITABLE

/ \
71N

(N TRUSTS

PAS 1550 Implementation Guide

PAS Baseline Practice

L] THIS PROJECT
&) snce IS CO-FUNDED
EJF,WW Sacm

EUROPEAN UNION
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further detail)
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Internal or
external question

Rewritten question (if external)

3.3 Policies and Processes

the supply chains from which it sources and be able to
demonstrate that it does so? The level of risk in supply
chains can be reduced by identifying and taking mitigation
actions or measures. Attention is drawn to the BRC
Advisory Note for the UK Supply Chain on How to Avoid
IUU Fishery

of its supply chains. The level of risk in supply chains can be reduced by
identifying and taking mitigation actions or measures such as mandating
future requirements or engaging in improvement processes with the supply
chain. A company should prioritize its use of each supply chain according
to the findings of the risk assessments.

*Ranking and assigning metrics that will evaluate results against factors
such as the level of risk, volume and importance of the supply chain to the
business, is subject to the needs of an individual company

*The risk assessment system should demonstrate and document that for
each supply chain, an assessment and any required actions have been
applied. For example, if a supply chain is identified as higher risk, it will
require additional verification for the company to assure its integrity

*Risk assessments should be reviewed on a regular basis e.g. monthly,
annually, biannually

vessels, so that the IUU risk of individual supply sources can be
identified and then risk assessed, has been communicated to
suppliers. This communication should include a timeframe within
which this task should be completed. Using the BRC advisory note,
the company has begun to determine what risks it finds acceptable
within supply chains and is formulating a risk assessment matrix
with which to assess the information being collected from its supply
chains.

3.3.1 General
3.3.11 Are documented policies and processes in place that Required The PAS 1550 defines full chain traceability as the "linkage from the point of [ Supply chains are in the process of being mapped with information  [Internal and What policies and processes are in place that provide requirements for
provide requirements for full chain traceability to be capture to the consumer of one stage of production at a time, from any of vessel identifiers, species name, FAO stock and sub area of external full chain traceability to be ensured?
ensured? stage of production to any other point along the entire supply chain (often |capture, flag State, fishing trip dates, including landing date, being
through documentation)”. In other words, capturing product information that|collected. The fact that this information is required to be collected is Can traceback exercises be conducted from end point (i.e. retailer) to
tracks it at every stage of the supply chain from vessel to retailer. stated in a company sourcing policy or specification that has been start point (i.e. vessel), to support full chain traceability claims?
communicated to all suppliers.
Full chain traceability policies and processes should outline but are not
limited to: how risk is assessed, type of data required, methodology of data
collection, frequency of data collection, audit schedule, and response to
gaps in data.
The co-mingling of seafood from different sources can pose challenges to
achieving full chain traceability. As such, companies may use a
combination of recognised traceability standards and schemes to inform
full chain traceability policies and processes. Some examples include the
British Retail Consortium Global Standard (BRCGS) for food safety and the
Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) standard.
3.3.1.2 Are policies and processes audited and have the contents  |Required A seafood sourcing policy is in place that makes reference to the Internal
reviewed on, at a minimum, an annual basis in case company ambition that both it, and its implementation, will be
changes or amendments are required to be made? reviewed and audited on an annual basis.
3.3.13 Are reports produced (at least annually) on the Required As above Internal
implementation and monitoring of the policies and processes
that are in place to address risks?
3.3.14 Are policies and processes available upon request and Required The company has a seafood sourcing policy that is communicated | Internal
made available to other actors in the supply chain within to suppliers and available to customers upon request, with basic
seven days of such a request being made? processes to assess suppliers.
3.3.15 Are policies and processes demonstrated to have been Required A document setting out policies and procedures should be shared within Evidence that seafood sourcing policies and IUU risk assessment |Internal
communicated throughout the supply chain to, at a minimum, the supply chain. It is good practice to ask suppliers to acknowledge that [procedures are available and shared with direct suppliers and
the stage before and the stage after the processor/importer? they have received and understand the policies and procedures, and that [customers can be shown.
this is documented. Clarifications should be provided in the event that
suppliers indicate they do not understand policies and/or procedures.
3.3.16 Is the organization able to demonstrate compliance and Required Itis the responsibility of any organization to understand and observe the  [Supply chain is being mapped for all seafood sources, which Internal
implementation of all of the required regulations, conventions laws and regulations in any territory in which they operate. The includes the desire to understand the pertinent local, national,
and standards (dependent on the supply chain and market)? recommendations in this PAS help an organization to gain this regional, and international legislation applicable to the seafood, so
understanding in relation to the legality of seafood and the working that in time the legality of the seafood harvesting and employment
conditions of workers in the seafood supply chain. practices being employed can be warranted.
3.3.2 Due diligence through risk assessments
3.3.21 Does the organization conduct risk assessments on all of  [Required A company should complete due diligence through risk assessment on all |The need for supply chains to be mapped back to vessel or group of | Internal
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3322

Does the organization prioritize its use of each supply chain
from which it sources according to the findings of the risk
assessments?

Required

Companies should conduct risk analyses to help minimize and mitigate the
risk of IUU fish entering their supply chains, importantly aiming for assured
traceability to legal origin.

See example risk assessment to determine appropriate action.

Where the risk assessment produces a moderate to high risk of [UU or
information is missing, the sourcing decision should reflect the level of risk.

The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that the company
endeavours to purchase seafood from low risk/low impact sources
and aims to move its sources and buying over time to achieve this.
The sourcing policy has been communicated to the company’s
suppliers.

Internal

3323

Does the risk assessment system demonstrate and
document that for each supply chain an assessment and
any required actions have been applied, that are appropriate
according to the results of the risk assessments and
prioritization exercises?

Required

The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that the company
endeavours to purchase seafood from low risk/low impact sources
and aims to move its sources and buying over time to achieve this.
The sourcing policy has been communicated to the company’s
suppliers.

Internal

3324

Are risk assessments reviewed on a regular basis (e.g.
monthly, annually, bi-annually, etc.) depending on the level of
risk, or if something changes? The risk assessments
should be completed at a minimum annually, and then at
least six-monthly for supply chains identified as higher risk.

Required

The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that the company
endeavours to purchase seafood from low risk/low impact sources
and aims to move its sources and buying over time to achieve this.
The sourcing policy has been communicated to the company’s
suppliers.

Internal

3.3.3 Decent working conditions

3.3.3.1

Has the organization established and uses policies,
practices and confidential reporting and assurance systems
at every worker facility in all countries where fisheries
products are sourced? This should allow all workers to
have the ability to report labour infringements, unfair working
conditions or associated unlawful treatment as necessary.

Required

The company recognises and understands the need for decent
working conditions, it is mapping its supply chains to identify where
its policies need to apply, and has policies in place that outline this
ambition and those policies have been communicated to suppliers
one step down the supply chain.

Internal

3.3.32

Is each of these systems supported by a transparent
process available upon request as part of supply chain
audits, and be equally applicable for workers with or without
union representation?

Risk assessment
consideration

A company should be able to request and view the processes in place at
any point along the supply chain, which ensure that workers have the
ability to report labour infringements, unfair working conditions, unlawful
treatment, etc.

Where the company is not able to obtain evidence of such processes, this
lack of information should result in the company receiving a higher risk
rating and mitigating measures undertaken.

Processes are in place that collect data and make that data
available for inspection by the buyer or the buyer's representative
agents, so that decent working conditions of people within the supply
chain can be assessed.

Internal

3.3.33

Are confidential reporting processes established and
maintained with associated policies and practices embedded
throughout the corporate culture led at senior board level?

Requirement

The company policies and processes should at a minimum establish
the ambition that confidential reporting processes should be put in
place where supply chain mapping and interrogation highlights that
they are not already there.

Internal

3.3.34

Are all complaints from workers dealt with objectively and
confidentially through independent and impartial reviews
leading to a remedy where applicable? These remedies
should end the infringement, unfair working condition or
associated unlawful treatment and provide retrospective
financial compensation to the worker and referral to legal
authorities where individuals have broken the law.
Complaints and associated remedies should be
documented and available for external scrutiny, with
safeguards taken to protect the identity of victims.

Requirement

The company policies and processes should at a minimum establish
the ambition that confidential reporting processes should be put in
place where supply chain mapping and interrogation highlights that
they are not already there.

Internal
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3.3.35

Is social responsibility addressed explicitly in the policies
and processes of the organization, by including as a
minimum?

« freedom of association;

« the right of workers to organize;

« forced labour;

« minimum age of workers;

« child labour;

« equal remuneration; and

« discrimination.

Requirement

Internal

3.4 Traceability

3.4.1

Are records of traceability kept that demonstrate whether or
not a product originates from a source where reliable
evidence of legality (e.g. registration, licensing, catch
documentation and compliance records) is available? /f it is
not possible to trace to the origin of the seafood, this should
trigger an investigation and the completion of steps to
remedy the situation.

Required

The Future of Fish, in collaboration with FishWise, Global Food Traceability
Center and WWF, developed a preliminary guide for industry working
towards full-chain traceability: https:/fishwise.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/03/OSMI-Trace-Collab_Taking-the-First-Steps-
Towards-Seafood-Traceability .pdf

This guide links to useful resources including a comprehensive compilation
of key data elements (KDEs) across certification schemes, governmental
organizations, industries, etc.: https:/fishwise.ora/wp-
content/uploads/2018/03/2017.05.25_KDEs-for-Seafood-Compilation-of-
Resources Final _-1-1.pdf

An example of traceability compliance can be found in the ISO standard
document 'Traceability of finfish products' (12875:2011):
https://www.iso.org/standard/52084.html

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that establishes the
need for traceability of its seafood products on a lot or batch basis,
to aid its control and assessment of food safety, sustainability,
labour and associated environmental impacts, including avoidance
of IUU by warranting that it is caught legally.

External

Do you have the following records to support that a product originates
from a legal source:

svessel registration

*vessel license

+catch documentation

scompliance records

What other records or documents do you keep that support claims of
legality of a source?

342

Does the organization complete data (or data system)
verification exercises to verify the authenticity of data
entering the traceability system?

Risk assessment
consideration

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that establishes the
need for traceability of its seafood products on a lot or batch basis,
to aid its control and assessment of food safety, sustainability,
labour and associated environmental impacts, including avoidance
of IlUU by warranting that it is caught legally.

Internal

343

Does information gathered, stored and processed on
traceability enable full chain traceability to be assured
transparently?

Risk assessment
consideration

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that establishes the
need for traceability of its seafood products on a lot or batch basis,
to aid its control and assessment of food safety, sustainability,
labour and associated environmental impacts, including avoidance
of IUU by warranting that it is caught legally.

Internal

344

Are all traceability systems, and all claims based on them,
subject to external verification mechanisms and regular
independent audits? Traceability data should be accessible
during verification checks and audits.

Risk assessment
consideration

Traceability can be defined as "the systematic ability to access any or all
information relating to a food under consideration, throughout its entire life
cycle, by means of recorded identifications" (WWF traceability principles,
2015). It is important to note that this is different to transparency, which
focuses on what information is shared, with which stakeholders, and at
what frequency.

The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0
provides guidelines on enhancing interoperability of traceability systems to
help enable full chain traceability and improve data verifiability:
https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-materials/

A policy and process for assessing claims and sourcing credentials
is in place or under development.

External

How frequently are traceability systems, and all claims based on them,
subject to external verification and independent audits?

How is traceability data made accessible during verification checks
and audits e.g. use of an electronic system?
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3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration
345 Is traceability provided by the vessel or group of vessels Risk assessment Traceback exercises can be conducted to test if traceability is provided by |A policy is in place that requires one up and one down traceability External How is traceability provided to the vessel or group of vessels (e.g.
that caught the seafood? consideration the vessel or group of vessels that caught the seafood. Companies should [but includes a requirement that all fish and seafood is traceable back catch certificate) that caught the seafood?
already have a range of traceability processes in place, to which additional |to the source vessel or group of vessels that it comes from. The
aspects relating to IlUU can be added. Where barriers exist, for example policy may include an ambition that all KDEs within GDST will be What processes, e.g. traceback exercises, are used to demonstrate
data loss due to auction sales or lack of transparency from certain provided by a future date by suppliers. Mapping of supply chains is traceability to a vessel or group of vessels?
vessels, the risk of IUU products should be considered elevated. taking place, along with the creation of vessel lists.
Have you adopted any traceability standards, e.g. ISO 12875, as part
Itis recognised that not all supply chains may be fully traceable, and of traceability compliance, and if so which ones?
companies may want to work with their suppliers to improve this. Some
companies may choose, for example, to work with suppliers to develop If you have undertaken a traceability improvement project or initiative,
traceability improvement projects or initiatives with time-bound deliverables. can you please provide details of this i.e. time-bound deliverables?
There are links to publicly available traceability standards and guidelines
included in the PAS 1550, which can help to fulfil requirements and risk
assessment considerations, and inform an improvement project or
initiative. More are included in the "shared resources" section.
The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0,
provides guidelines on enhancing interoperability of traceability systems to
help enable full chain traceability, improve data verifiability and ease data
sharing: https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-
materials/
3.4.6 Are traceback exercises carried out at a frequency based |[Risk assessment DNA testing of fish can be used to support claims of legality, inform risk The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to ensure that Internal
on risk assessment and in a timescale that is appropriate for | consideration assessments, and support traceback exercises to seafood origin. Seafish |product purchased can be reliably traced back to the source
the origin of the seafood? has produced a comprehensive guide on the uses of DNA testing seafood |fishery/fishing vessel(s). The frequency of traceback exercises is
that includes a list of well-established DNA databases: based on a risk assessment, taking into account publicly known risk
https://www.seafish.orag/media/publications/SeafishGuidetoDNATestingofS |factors for each specific supply chain.
eafood 201312.pdf
347 Does the organization complete random traceback Risk assessment Random traceback exercises to verify traceability are typically conducted |The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to ensure that Internal
exercises that are able to verify full traceability from point of |consideration for food safety reasons. Some examples of food safety standards that product purchased can be reliably traced back to the source
sale to source within 48 hours? require this include the BRC Global Standard (BRCGS) for Food Safety, fishery/fishing vessel(s). The frequency of traceback exercises is
IFS Food Standard 6.1, and GSA Seafood Processing Standards. As such,|based on a risk assessment, taking into account publicly known risk
information relevant to IUU can be collected, e.g. through commercial factors for each specific supply chain.
transaction process, and stored alongside food safety information.
If traceback exercises cannot be conducted for certain supply chains or
products, this should be taken into consideration when conducting a risk
assessment, and companies should consider working with their supply
chains to improve traceability. Refer to the "shared resources" section for
common traceability guidelines and standards that can serve as a basis for
traceability improvement projects or initiatives.
348 Are sales transactions between actors in the supply chain  |Risk assessment The buyer is able to correlate physical stock components with the  |External Are sales transactions accompanied and traced by unit or batch
accompanied and traced by unit or batch numbers on or consideration associated paperwork through simple accounting tools such as numbers on, or accompanying invoices?
accompanying invoices? To allow effective tracking of invoice numbers or lot codes.
products, all buyers and sellers should be able to match Where are unit or batch numbers captured?
sales transactions between them.
Are you able to match sales transactions with buyers or sellers?
3.4.9 Does the organization cooperate with the relevant Risk assessment The company has an "open door and cooperation policy" for Internal

competent authorities (that conduct active and effective
regulatory oversight and verification) by using effective
compliance and enforcement mechanisms?

consideration

domestic government and enforcement agencies.
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chains to resolve any barriers that prevent this from being
possible?

such cases, a programme or process to improve traceability is needed.
There are resources and guidelines available in the "shared resources"
section of this guide to assist companies in taking steps towards full chain
traceability.

achieving supply chain transparency, the seafood buyer will work
collaboratively with its suppliers to address them.

3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration
3.4.10 In order to ensure consistency in the requests for Risk assessment The company seafood sourcing policy builds on the need for External Which of the following data is available for collection upon request and
information in supply chains, is the following information consideration traceability by noting the minimum set of information it expects to be associated with products?
collected (via request) and associated with the products? collected and available to the next stage of the supply chain, for the ~vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call sign), registration, and
« vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call sign), products it buys. The basis of the minimum information derives from where issued, IMO or other UVI number
registration and, where issued IMO or other UVI number; EU IUU/US SIMP and GDST KDEs, and this ambition is «location of catch (e.g. GPS coordinates, specific location of fishery,
« location of catch [e.g. GPS coordinates, specific location of communicated within the sourcing policy or product specification to FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO country code, relevant Regional Fisheries
fishery, FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO country code, relevant its seafood suppliers. Management Organization (RFMO))
Regional Fisheries Management Organization (RFMO)]; «fishing license and validity
« fishing license and validity; *species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code
« species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code; «fishing method used
« fishing method used; «fishing dates of capture
« fishing dates of capture; +quantities (in kg) of catch
« quantities (in kg) of catch; «date/area/position/estimated weight/call sign and declaration of any
« date/arealposition/estimated weight/call sign and transhipment at sea. This will include the receiving vessel name and
declaration of any transhipment at sea. This will include the where applicable, the IMO number or other UVI number
receiving vessel name and where applicable the IMO person/enterprise with custody and ownership after landing.
number or other UVI number; and
« person/enterprise with custody and ownership after What other information is associated with products?
landing. Not all of this information
will accompany the product at every stage, but the
information should be maintained and available on request.
34.11 Is information relating to the products maintained in an Risk assessment The FAO technical paper “Seafood traceability for fisheries compliance: The company seafood sourcing or other related policies detail the External What key data relating to products (refer to question X) at a minimum,
electronic system? As a minimum the key data should be consideration Country-level support for catch documentation schemes,” lists company ambition that product specific information (whether to are maintained in an electronic system?
held in the system, and other documentation such as EU recommendations for traceability mechanisms based on the evaluation of |enable IUU risk assessments to be undertaken routinely or not) will
Catch Certificates attached electronically or a record noting different countries’ catch documentation schemes (CDS) and key data need to be available electronically at some time in the future. Is other documentation such as EU Catch Certificates attached
their physical location attached. elements (KDEs): http://www.fao.org/publications/card/en/c/1701be4c- electronically, or is a record noting their physical location attached?
eb83-4b0f-97e5-b6d11d1c7c55/
3.5 Information verification and transparency
3.5.1 Does the organization work with other actors in the supply ~ |Required Transparency and Traceability can be confused with one another; A transparency policy that details what information is needed from  |Internal
chain to agree levels of information required and share it to Transparency refers to how and what information is disclosed to certain the supply chain is formulated and communicated to each supply
ensure a level of transparency that is appropriate to enable stakeholders, while Traceability refers to information on a certain product |chain actor.
regulatory visibility across the entire supply chain? or batch from origin to end-use.
The "GS1 Foundation for Fish, Seafood and Aquaculture Traceability
Guideline" provides consistent business practices for effectively managing
traceability and enhancing transparency across supply chains:
https://www.gs 1.org/standards/traceability/quidhttps ://www.gs 1.org/sites/d
efault/files/docs/traceability/GS1_Foundation for Fish Seafood Aquacultu
re_Traceability Guideline.pdf
35.2 Does the organization engage with other actors in the supply |Required Itis recognised that full chain traceability may not always be achieved. In | The transparency policy states that where barriers exist to Internal
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353 When assessing the impact on decent working conditions, is
engagement with those potentially affected (in this case,
workers) undertaken? If any information is unavailable
during a traceback exercise then this should be

investigated.

Required

A company should establish and use policies, practices and confidential
reporting and assurance systems, to ensure that decent working
conditions protect workers in facilities in all countries where seafood
products are sourced. A company should conduct inspections, audits
and/or site visits to check for aspects of decent working conditions.

The transparency policy states that where barriers exist to
achieving supply chain transparency, the seafood buyer will work
collaboratively with its suppliers to address them.

External

Can you assess the impact of decent working conditions through a
verifiable traceback exercise across your supply chains within 48
hours from the time the request is made? A traceback exercise
involves gathering information or documenting events from the point of
origin or source. If any information is unavailable during a traceback
exercise, a further multi-part question should be asked, such as:

Can you access information or furnish evidence related to freedom of
association, right of workers to organize, forced labour, minimum age
of workers, child labour, equal remuneration or discrimination?

3.54 Are all stages in the supply chain available for inspections,

audits and/or site visits upon request?

Required

All stages in the supply chain should be available for inspections, audits
and/or site visits upon request. Additionally, DNA testing is an emerging
technology applicable in spot checks.

1st, 2nd and 3rd party inspection and auditing of all stages in the
supply chain is an ambition within the company's sourcing policy.

External

As a company, are you able to conduct inspections, audits and/or site
visits to check for aspects of legality, traceability and decent working
conditions?

How often do you conduct site visits?
What information are you able to obtain from the site visits to help

verify legality of seafood products and decent working conditions from
the point of origin?

355 Are the commitments, expectations and standards of the
organization documented and available to other actors in the

supply chain within 48 hours of the request?

Required

The commitments, expectations and standards of a company should be
documented and available to actors in the supply chain within 48 hours of
the request.

A requirement to be able to undertake traceability exercises within
48 hours is detailed within the company policy.

Internal

3.5.6 Is first-, second- and third-party verification of information
allowed at any point in the supply chain? Access should be
granted to those conducting inspections, audits and/or site
visits on behalf of those in the supply chain to check for
aspects of legality, traceability and decent working
conditions. Random spot checks and unannounced audits
should be permitted.

Required

First, second and third-party verification of information should be allowed at
any point in the supply chain.

*Access should be granted to those conducting inspections, audits and/or
site visits on behalf of those in the supply chain, to check for aspects of
legality, traceability and decent working conditions.

*Random spot checks and unannounced audits should be permitted.

*DNA testing to verify species is an emerging technology used in spot
checks

*Third-party auditors help to ensure that inspections are conducted

without jeopardizing necessary business confidentiality

The company policies establish its intent to be able to verify
information provided to it by its supply chain at will, whether using
1st, 2nd or 3rd party audit processes.

External

As a company, can you obtain third-party verification of information at
any point in the supply chain?

Do you have designated access to conduct inspections, audits and/or
site visits on behalf of those in the supply chain?

Can you conduct random spot checks, and are you permitted to
conduct unannounced audits?

3.5.7 Is all of the text on the final product labelling and packaging
written in plain language and correct according to the source
of the product? This includes all claims made about the

origin of the product.

Required

All products should be properly labelled in plain language, and be correct
according to the source of the product. This includes country of origin.

«It is good practice for voluntary information beyond mandatory legal
requirements to be clear, unambiguous and verifiable.

«Attention is drawn to Regulation (EU) 1379/2013 as well as the
Sustainable Seafood Coalition's Code of Conduct on Environmental Claims.

Policies are in place that detail how product labelling and packaging
is checked to ensure compliance with legal requirements and clarity
of labelling.

External

Are all products properly and visibly labelled and written in plain
language, including correct source of the product and country of
origin? If so, please supply examples of labelling where relevant, for all
seafood supplied in this contract. See link for information on labelling
as a resource:
https://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2014/december/tradoc 152941
pdf

Section 4. Fisheries and fishing operations

4.1 Management of fisheries

411 In arisk nent, is seafood d as higher risk if
sourced from a fishery that is either regarded as overfished
or for which there is neither sufficient data to ensure it is not

overfished nor a plan in place to collect such data?

Risk assessment
consideration

In a risk assessment, seafood should be assessed as higher risk if
sourced from a fishery that is regarded as overfished, or for which there is
neither sufficient data to ensure it is not overfished, nor a plan in place to
collect such data.

There is no one list that expresses the State of all of the different fisheries,
yet various competent authorities at global and national levels, assess
whether fisheries are in an overfished State.

Itis good practice for seafood to be sourced from fisheries with a peer
reviewed assessment that demonstrates that the fishery is not fished in
excess of the maximum sustainable yield (MSY). Stock statuses can be
accessed on RFMO webpages, although they may not be current. The
following map of RFMOs may be useful here: https://ec.europa.eu/oceans-
and-fisheries/index_en

Seafood supply chains are being mapped and at a minimum the
information with which to determine whether a source fishery is
overfished, unregulated or has problems with under-reporting (high
risk) is being collated.

Internal
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from any stock subject to the jurisdiction of an RFMO or
other international management arrangement, the
organization should only source from vessels:

a) operating in fisheries governed by RFMOs or other
international arrangements that: 1) have
fishing quotas or other seasonal, temporal or technical catch
restrictions that are operated in a transparent manner,
meaning that they are publically available for instance on a
website;

2) apply sanctions or require flag States to apply sanctions
to fishing vessels that are sufficient to deter IUU fishing,
meaning that fines are in the order of at least five times the
value of the catch caught by the vessel during the period
IUU activity took place;

3) operate sanctions or require flag States to apply
sanctions on fishing vessels for IUU fishing in a transparent
manner, meaning they are published on a publically available
website; and

b) are operating under the flag of States that comply fully,
and ensure that vessels operating under their flag comply
fully, with all conditions and measures required by the
international rules and/or authority responsible for managing
or setting the norms of management for the fishery

For example, it can check whether these conditions are in place by
searching the relevant RFMO/other international arrangements website
and reading their conservation and management measures, as well as
their resolutions and recommendations.

Importantly, the company can check if a vessel is on any 1UU lists and/or
is blacklisted. If so, the company should not source from this vessel.

RFMO websites often contain lists of vessels which have previously
carried out IUU fishing. These lists can be useful to cross-check the
vessels used within the company's supply chains.

Some examples include:

ICCAT's IUU vessel list: hitps://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.html

EU's IUU vessel list: https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfp/illegal fishing/info
TMT's combined IUU vessel list: https://www.iuu-
vessels.org/Home/Search

The Sustainable Fisheries Partnership (SFP) has developed a tool called
"Catch Check", available from August 2021, that will provide risk
assessment recommendations on a species basis.

assessment of the sustainability status of the fishery being exploited
is planned to be determined. Where vessel lists/registries are
available, vessel assessment work is being planned to ensure none
are engaged in IUU practice and this has been communicated to the
supply chain.

3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration
412 Where seafood originates or might originate from a fishery  |Required When procuring higher risk seafood, e.g. seafood originating from a fishery [Source fisheries are being mapped and assessed to determine Internal
where RFMOs, intergovernmental organizations, States identified with high levels of risk of IUU fishing, extra measures should be |whether any are high risk.
(including EU Member States) and NGOs have identified taken to ensure full traceability, maximum transparency, and the
high levels of risk of IUU fishing, or if the species is trustworthiness of the supply chain. This includes at minimum, completing
assessed to be of higher risk, does the organization risk assessments or audits at least once every six months, with steps
consider this seafood to be higher risk? taken to mitigate risks. Extra measures might include certification
verification such as Marine Stewardship Council (MSC), including the
associated Chain of Custody certification where applicable, to mitigate the
higher risk presented by the fishery.
413 When procuring higher risk seafood, are extra measures Risk assessment 6-monthly reviews of high risk fishery sources is happening, with Internal
taken to ensure full traceability, maximum transparency, and [consideration supply chain feedback of results communicated.
the trustworthiness of the supply chain, including by as a
minimum completing risk assessments or audits at least
once every six months with steps taken to mitigate risks?
4.2 Fisheries access control
4.21 Where seafood and marine ingredients are identified as Required Where 12 monthly audits are not possible but obtainable, the company Supply chains are being mapped with the desire to know the flag Internal
originating from a vessel that is flagged to a State, or that should factor this information into the risk assessment. Would audits on a | State of the fishing vessels supplying, so that a full list of supply
fishes in the territorial or EEZ waters of a coastal State, that less frequent basis elevate the risk to a level where sourcing is not vessels can be compiled.
does not have a transparent register of authorized vessels, responsible?
does the organization ensure that there is full chain
traceability and that independent audits are completed at Itis also recognised that conducting audits every 12 months is not always
least every 12 months? possible. In this case, companies can request that suppliers provide
copies of vessel licenses, registrations, etc. annually, to check that fish
come from legal sources and help companies realize potential risks.
Companies should also consider advocating the relevant State to compile
and publish a transparent list of vessels. It should consider whether the
State shares vessel information with RFMOs and/or the FAO Global
Record, in absence of its own transparent register.
422 Where fish products are sourced from high seas fisheries or |Required The company can use these conditions to assess the risk of the fishery.  [Source fisheries are known or are being mapped and an Internal

4.3 Monitoring, control and surveillance

4.3.1 General - advisory only

4.3.2 Due diligence
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3.1 General

Required or Risk
Assessment
Consideration

Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested
further detail)

Base practice

Internal or
external question

Rewritten question (if external)

4321

Does the organization complete due diligence on their supply
chains related to MCS? When undertaking due diligence on
a new supplier or product (or when repeating due diligence
for an existing supplier or product), the organization should
assess and record the following factors relating to flag
States, coastal States and RFMOs responsible for MCS of a
supplying vessel.

Requirement

toward assessing MCS requirements, has begun.

The first steps of gathering data on source fisheries, which is a step

Internal

4321a

Monitoring systems: Does the organization research
whether or not industrial fishing vessels in the supply chain
are required by flag State authorities to have an installed
vessel monitoring system (VMS) transponder, automatic
identification system (AIS) transponder or other tracking
technology onboard? These systems where required should
be continuously transmitting in accordance with any national
programmes or requirements and those which have been
sub-regionally, regionally or globally agreed among the
States concerned. Those responsible for tracking schemes
that are required should be able to track the movements of
these vessels continuously from port to port.

Risk assessment
consideration

Vessel tracking requirements are increasingly required by flag and coastal
States, as well as RFMOs. The most secure form of tracking is through
VMS, though in most cases this information is proprietary rather than
public. Some States have also required the use of AIS, which is publicly
available but easier for vessels to manipulate. Whether or not vessels are
tracked by the States and RFMOs that regulate their behaviour, is an
important consideration when considering risk.

If vessels are not monitored, this significantly increases the risk that they
may be operating illegally in areas that they are not authorised to be in
(whether in EEZs, RFMOs or protected areas). As part of this risk
assessment, businesses should also consider what is known about the
State that is undertaking the monitoring, for example, are they subject to a
'yellow card' from the European Union. To inform this risk assessment,
organizations should ask companies supplying them to explain what vessel
tracking requirements are in the jurisdictions they operate in. These should
be easily evidenced by supplying copies of license conditions or other
communications from competent authorities to vessel owners, setting out
their vessel tracking requirements.

Technical guidance relating to electronic monitoring from WWF and EFCA
are provided in “shared resources”.

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to map its
supply chains and identify the vessels or group of vessels that

further supply chain insight can be determined and steps to
understand VMS/AIS use can be taken.

supplies it with seafood. This policy forms the foundation from which

External

Systems (VMS)?

What requirements are in place for vessels to operate Automatic
Identification Systems (AIS)?

4321b

Logbooks: Does the organization research whether or not
MCS authorities require that vessels demonstrate they have
met the requirements for recording and timely reporting of
vessel position, catch of target and non-target species,
fishing effort and other relevant fisheries data in accordance
with coastal State or other sub-regional, regional and global
standards for collection of such data?

Risk assessment
consideration

For States to effectively regulate fishing vessels, they need information on
the location and content of their catch. If competent authorities are not
requiring this information, it not only suggests that fishing is not being
reported, but also significantly increases the risk that the authority is not
regulating access to the fishery, or monitoring the activities of vessels to
determine whether or not they are operating illegally. Logbook
requirements should be easily evidenced, by supplying copies of license
conditions or other communications from competent authorities to vessel
owners, setting out their vessel tracking requirements.

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to map its
supply chains and identify the vessels or group of vessels that

further supply chain insight can be determined and steps to
understand logbook use can be taken.

supplies it with seafood. This policy forms the foundation from which

External

What requirements are in place to provide data on vessel position,
catch of target and non-target species and fishing effort to the
following:

the vessel's flag State?

the vessel's coastal State (if applicable)?

fishes (if applicable)

that supply seafood in this contract?

4321c

At sea inspections: Does the organization research whether
or not vessels in the supply chain are subject to a regime of
inspections by MCS authorities? Vessels should give
information to the relevant coastal State or duly authorized
RFMO inspecting authority regarding vessel position,
catches, fishing gear, fishing operations and related
activities. The appropriate authority should be allowed to
inspect the vessel, its license, gear, equipment, records,
facilities, fish and fish products and any relevant documents
necessary to verify compliance with coastal State rules and
regulations or relevant RFMO conservation and
management measures.

Risk assessment
consideration

At-sea inspections are an important means to determine whether or not
vessels are complying with fisheries laws and regulations. For example,
actual catch can be compared with logbooks to verify the information, the
fishing gear can be inspected, and the catch checked for the presence of
endangered species and signs of shark finning. The lack of such
inspections increases the risk that vessels are operating illegally. States
often publicise fisheries patrols to increase their deterrent effect. Vessel
companies can also be requested to share post-inspection reports when
organizations are seeking to verify whether or not they take place.

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to map its
supply chains and identify the vessels or group of vessels that

understand the use of at-sea inspections within the compliance

company.

supply it with seafood. This policy forms the foundation from which
further supply chain insight can be determined, along with steps to

regime, and next steps as appropriate for the size and scale of the

External

high sea?

Can you share any post-inspection reports?
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What requirements are in place for vessels to have Vessel Monitoring

Are there any other vessel tracking requirements in place for vessels?

the Regional Fisheries Management Organization where the vessel

What other data requirements are in place of fishing activity by vessels

At what frequency are vessels in the supply chain subject to at-sea
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3.1 General

Required or Risk
Assessment
Consideration

Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested
further detail)

Base practice

Internal or
external question

Rewritten question (if external)

4321d

Observers: Does the organization research and ask for
evidence that seafood is sourced from fisheries where
observer programmes, whether electronic or human, or
alternative measures have been implemented through
national, sub-regional and regional observer programs in
which the flag State is a participant? Information on observer
coverage levels, or alternative measures such as increased
inspections where observer schemes are not possible,
should be obtained from an RFMO (where relevant) or
coastal State.

Risk assessment
consideration

To date, RFMOs have relied on human observers to monitor vessels at
sea, collecting essential data for effective management. At many RFMOs,
purse seine vessels require full observer coverage, while longline vessels
require only 5 percent observer coverage. This minimal observer
coverage increases the risk of IUU fishing going undetected. However,
human observer schemes can be problematic due to the isolation of
observers and the potential for corruption or intimidation. Although the
presence of observers reduces 1UU risk, this method should only form
part of the risk assessment. Information on RFMO schemes related to
observer coverage are sometimes published on the RFMO website, but
this information tends to be limited and inconsistent.

In order to establish whether or not a coastal State scheme exists,
organizations should request observer reports verifying vessel catch.
These may also be evidenced by supplying copies of coastal State license
conditions or other communications from competent authorities, such as
regional observer program providers.

As managers, scientists and stakeholders recognize that more observer
coverage is needed to ensure a sustainable seafood supply chain,
electronic monitoring (EM) has proven to be a vehicle to increase
oversight. EM uses technology (cameras, GPS, gear sensors) to increase
transparency and accountability of fishing activities, by collecting timely
and verifiable catch information.

The organization should advocate for the development of electronic
monitoring programs at RFMOs and for the adoption of standards and the
appropriate infrastructure to integrate EM with existing observer programs.

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to map its
supply chains and identify the vessels or group of vessels that
supply it with seafood. This policy forms the foundation from which
further supply chain insight can be determined on whether the
observation is human or electronic.

External

What requirements are in place by the flag State, coastal State or
RFMO for human observers to be on the vessel(s)?

What electronic monitoring measures are in place on the vessel and
what authorities have access to these records?

4321e

Where fish is identified to originate from a vessel that is
flagged to a State or that fishes in the territorial or EEZ
waters of a coastal s+M68tate that does not operate a
national observer program, does the organization ensure
that there is full chain traceability and that independent audits
are completed at least every 12 months?

Requirement

If 4.3.2.1.d determines the vessel is not subject to an observer
programme, this risk mitigation should be put in place. See 3.4 for details
on full chain traceability

The company operates a seafood sourcing policy that requires
regular (at least annual) supply chain traceability exercises to be
conducted.

Internal

4322

Where it is known that seafood or marine ingredients are
sourced from vessels flagged to a State that is different than
the State of nationality of their beneficial owner, is this
regarded as increasing the risk of supplying illegal products?

Risk assessment
consideration

Although there are many reasons why a vessel owner of one nationality
may use the flag of a different nationality (such as access to quota or a
genuine joint venture), the use of flags from another State increases risk.
In some cases, 'flags of convenience' are used to avoid more stringent flag
State controls exercised by the owner's State. As effective flag State
controls are a key means of reducing the risk of a vessel fishing illegally,
avoiding them increases risk. In addition, if an owner is based in a different
jurisdiction from the flag, it can be more difficult to apply sanctions in the
case of IUU fishing or human rights abuses. This reduces the deterrent
effect of sanctions.

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to map its
supply chains and identify the vessels or group of vessels that
supply it with seafood. This policy forms the foundation from which
further supply chain insight can be determined on the beneficial
ownership of supplying vessels and research/ information is
compiled to enable the supply chain owner and supplier to assess
1UU risk from them.

External

What is the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying seafood under this
contract?

What is the nationality of the vessel(s)' beneficial owner?

4.3.3 Market
controls

4.3.3.1

Does the organization undertake analysis of its supply
chains and implement a system to enable it to identify the
carding status of its supply chains?

Required

Market controls can help to establish the legal origin of seafood products.
An example of a market control scheme to curb IUU fishing is the EU IUU
Regulation 1005/2008.

«Under this regulation, non-EU countries identified as having inadequate
measures in place to prevent and deter IUU fishing may be issued with a
formal warning, or a yellow card to improve efforts, or a red card for failure
to curb IUU fishing.

*A company should implement a system to identify the carding status of its
supply chains by first accessing IUU Watch, an aggregated source of
information for EU carding decisions by country. For more information,
including countries and their carding status, follow: http://www.iuuwatch.eu/

External

What flag States, coastal States and processing States have
responsibility for seafood caught in this supply chain?

Are any of the above States subject to an EU yellow card or red card?
See: http://www.iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-carding-decisions/
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3.1 General

Required or Risk
Assessment
Consideration

Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested
further detail)

Base practice

Internal or
external question

Rewritten question (if external)

4332

4333

Does the organization require that vessels in the supply
chain are not flagged to or licensed to fish by States that
have been issued a red card by the EU?

Required

A company should require that vessels it sources from in the supply chain
are not flagged or licensed to fish by States that have been issued a red
card. To determine if the vessel is flagged to a State that has been issued
ared card, a company can request the following information from their
supply chains:

*Request catch certificate information in accordance with the EU IUU
Regulations, including fishing vessel name, flag State, vessel or IMO
number, for example

*Review and verify information on the catch certificate to determine
compliance. This may include requesting physical inspection reports of
consigned seafood products carried out by third country authorities
*Reject consignments of seafood products if the vessel is determined to
be flagged to a State that has been issued a red card. See
www.iuuwatch.eu for more information.

Internal

Are purchases made from fishing vessels flagged to States
that have not notified a competent authority to the EU under
the EU IUU Regulation?

Risk assessment
consideration

A company should check that the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying
them (already notified in other questions) are on the list of countries that
have notified the EU (to be used as a proxy for non-EU countries) of their
competent authority and been accepted:
https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfplillegal_fishing/info

Internal

4334

Where fish is sourced from vessels flagged to a State given
a yellow card by the EU or fishing in a coastal State given a
yellow card by the EU, is the organization able to
demonstrate that there is a system that enables full chain

every 12 months?

traceability and that audits are completed at a minimum once

Requirement

Internal (using
answers from
previous question)

4.3.3.5

If sourcing from these countries, does the organization
research the reasons for the yellow card and, where it has
access, record (and, where possible, support) efforts by the
yellow-carded State to address these reasons?

Requirement

Seafood from a country that has been given an EU yellow card is at
inherently higher risk, as less reliance can be placed on efforts by the
relevant government to manage fisheries. If organizations decide to
continue taking supplies from them, and reliance is placed on government
fisheries management measures to mitigate the risk of IUU fishing, then it
is important to understand the reasons for the EU yellow card and the
efforts being taken by the State to address those reasons. The EU
publishes Statements when yellow cards are issued to explain the
concerns that led to the cardings. In addition, organizations can contact
NGOs and other stakeholders active in those countries, to gain an insight
into what progress is being made.

If is also recommended that suppliers in the yellow carded country are
contacted to discuss the reasons from the yellow card, to ascertain what is
being done by the government to address the situation, and whether or not
the supplier is playing a role in supporting any reforms. Organizations may
also choose to individually or in partnership with their suppliers and/or
NGOs, contact the authorities in the yellow carded country to encourage
them to make relevant reforms, in order to ensure they can continue to
supply from the country.

Through the above, a view can be formed regarding whether or not the
yellow carded country's authorities are engaging proactively to address the
issues that led to the card. This in turn can inform the organization's view
on whether it is advisable to continue to supply from the country or if new
sources need to be sought.

The following map, maintained by NGOs, lists current and former cards:
http://www.iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-carding-decisions/

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to map its
supply chains and identify the coastal State that supplies it with

chain insight can be determined of the EU card status.

seafood. This policy forms the foundation from which further supply

Internal (however,
may choose to
contact supplier to
obtain information
on measures being
taken by flag State
in reaction to EU
yellow card)

4.4 Source
fishing
vessels
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3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration
441 Seafood should not be sourced from any vessel(s) that Required A company should not source seafood from vessels that appear on Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all fishing, External As a company, can you confirm that none of the vessels in this supply
appear on any recognized blacklist (those established by recognized blacklists established by RFMOs. To determine whether or not |transhipment and support vessels is being developed. Whilst the chain appears on a regional [lUU black list. See: https://iuu-
RFMOs). Is there a system in place to verify whether a fishing vessel is listed, follow: https://iuu-vessels.org/ sources of supply are being mapped, information about fishing vessels.org/
vessels appear on any of the available blacklists? licences and authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
Other blacklists exist, but RFMO blacklists are the only referenced.
ones recommended here.
442 Does the organization only source from fishing vessels that |Required The FAO Global Record of Fishing Vessels, Refrigerated Cargo Vessels |Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all fishing, Internal
appear on authorized vessel lists where these are available and Supply Vessels, maintains a record of fishing vessels, including their | transhipment and support vessels is being developed. Whilst the
for relevant coastal State EEZs and territorial waters or, identity, history and authorizations to fish and tranship and, in the future, sources of supply are being mapped, information about fishing
where on the high seas, by the relevant RFMO? will also have a record of non-compliance for that vessel. This tool is licences and authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
intended to support risk assessment. Follow this link for more information |referenced.
or a list of vessels: http://www.fao.org/global-record/en/
Another useful database for searching if EU vessels fishing in the waters of
a non-EU State have an agreement with that State is:
http://www.whofishesfar.org/
Does the organization request the following information from suppliers to inform their due diligence risk assessments?
443a Evidence that all qualifying fishing vessels (under IMO Risk assessment Unique vessel identifiers (UVIs) such as IMO ship numbers, are an Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all fishing, External Do all qualifying fishing vessels have a unique vessel identifier (UVI)
adopted resolution A.1078(28) and the latest version of consideration identification number that is unique to each ship, and is never reassigned to|transhipment and support vessels is being developed, which issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the IMO?
Circular Letter 1886) in their supply chain have a unique another vessel. This means that vessel name, ownership, records of non- |includes their length and weight, fishing gear of operation and
vessel identifier (UVI) issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the compliance etc., can be recorded using these numbers. Once allocated, |whether they have a UVI and are on a publicly available vessel Where is this information captured, e.g. catch certificate, registration?
IMO these numbers should be included on all relevant documentation including [register maintained by their flag State or RFMO where relevant. In
licences and authorizations, transhipment reports, landing requests/reports |addition, as vessel details are being captured they should be Can this information be made available upon request?
etc., to improve transparency of the supply chain. Difficulty arises where a |assessed to determine whether they qualify for an IMO number and
specific country or RFMO does not enforce the use of UVIs or where steps are being taken to encourage the supply chain to obtain them
auctions result in UVI number changes. Suppliers should request UVI where they are missing. At a minimum PAS 1550 should be referred
records and if not available, consider that the supply chain is of higher risk. |to in supplier communication so that they are aware of the desire to
assess |UU risk.
Companies should advocate for the inclusion of vessels on public
registers. This increases transparency and reduces the risk of IUU
seafood entering supply chains.
443b Evidence that those not qualifying for an IMO number have [Risk assessment IMO numbers can be searched here: https://imonumbers.ihs.com/ Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all fishing, External Do those fishing vessels not qualifying for an IMO number have an

an alternative internationally or nationally recognised UVI.
Such UVIs should remain the same for the entire life of the
vessel, be marked on the vessel and appear on all related
documentation including the catch documentation

consideration

Some countries do not enforce the use of IMO numbers or they may not
be enforced on vessels below a certain size. Therefore, alternative unique
vessel identifiers (UVIs) may be required. Examples include CaribShip
Unique Numbering Schemes, tuna RFMO vessel lists, High Seas Vessel
Authorization Record, among others. Suppliers should request that a UVI
and not just an IMO number, is included within the catch documentation.

The UVI should be collected for all vessels in the supply chain, such as
when a transhipment occurs. The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability
(GDST) Standard 1.0 includes these as key data elements (KDEs) to
collect as part of establishing full chain traceability. The Core Normative
Standards can be accessed here: https:/traceability-dialogue.org/core-
documents/qdst-1-0-materials/

transhipment and support vessels is being developed, which
includes their length and weight, type of fishing gear and whether
they have a UVI and are on a publicly available vessel register

maintained by their flag State or RFMO where relevant. In addition,

as vessel details are captured, they are being assessed to
determine whether they qualify for an IMO number and steps are
being taken to encourage the supply chain to obtain a UVI where

vessels do not qualify for an IMO number. At a minimum, PAS 1550

should be referred to in supplier communication so that they are
aware of the desire to assess IUU risk.

alternative internationally or nationally recognised unique vessel
identifier (UV1)?

If so, what alternative UVI is used and can this information be made
available upon request?

What assurance or evidence exists to support that UVIs remain the
same for the entire life of the vessel?
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3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration
443c Evidence that all fishing vessels in their supply chain have [Risk assessment Depending on which State a vessel is flagged to, i.e. registered with, Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all fishing, External Do all fishing vessels in your supply chain have up-to-date
up-to-date authorizations and fishing licences issued by the |consideration certain fishing licences will be applicable, and are mandatory for the vessel |transhipment and support vessels is being developed. Whilst the authorizations and fishing licences issued by the relevant competent
relevant competent authorities. It should be possible to to be able to fish. It is expected that a supplier would be able to secure sources of supply are being mapped, information about fishing authorities?
request this information from the suppliers and receive the details of such licences from the vessel operators within 14 days. If the licences and authorization details, whether vessels have a UVI and
information within 14 days vessel operator is unable to provide such evidence, the vessel should be |are on a publicly available vessel register maintained by their flag How often are authorizations and fishing licenses reviewed/renewed?
considered at higher risk of [UU due to the lack of transparency. State or RFMO, are being collated and cross-referenced. At a
minimum PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier communication If requested, could this information be provided within 14 days?
The Global Record of Vessels is an FAQ initiative that aims to centralise so that they are aware of the desire to assess IUU risk.
information on vessels by pairing IMO numbers and fishing authorizations,
among other data. As this database is developed, it has the potential to be
a powerful tool for improving vessel transparency:
http://www.fao.org/global-record/information-system/en/
44.3d Evidence that vessel operators obtain confirmation directly [Risk assessment This ensures that the vessel operators have used the correct procedures |Fishing vessel licences and authorizations are being collected by External Do vessel operators obtain confirmation directly from the coastal State
from the coastal State and/or RFMO that authorizations and |consideration to obtain the authorizations or fishing licences, and supports legality claims.|seafood suppliers as part of the supply chain mapping process, with and/or RFMO that authorizations and fishing licences have been
fishing licences have been issued and the dates they are If the company does not obtain this evidence, the risk of IUU fish entering |the details being recorded onto a supply vessel list. Sample copies issued and the dates they are valid for?
valid for, and make this information available upon request their supply chain will be higher. of authorizations and licences are either being requested or are
recognised as being important, so that their dates of issue, dates of Is there evidence to support this and can this information be made
Where possible, this and other documents that support legality should be  [expiry and conditions of authorization can be checked. At a available upon request?
digitized and accessible to relevant supply chain actors and stakeholders. |minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier communication
The GDST Standard 1.0 is an exemplar for how to digitize data to ease so that they are aware of the desire to assess IUU risk.
data sharing and increase interoperability between traceability systems.
https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-materials/
443e Evidence that vessel operators have obtained and Risk assessment This should be available upon request from the catch sector, who should  |Communication is made to the supply chain requesting that the External Have vessel operators obtained and documented a full list of all of the
documented a full list of all of the conditions of fishing consideration hold licenses and authorizations together with their conditions. If catch license conditions for supplying vessels are communicated by a conditions of fishing licences and authorizations directly from coastal
licences and authorizations directly from coastal State vessels are not maintaining such records, there is a risk that they do not  [specified time in the future, or that RFVS certification is in place for State authorities and/or RFMOs, including locations where fishing is
authorities and/or RFMOs; including locations where fishing understand the laws and regulations they are meant to complying with, all supply vessels. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in restricted, gear use, crew requirements, observer requirements and
is restricted, gear use, crew requirements, observer increasing the likelihood of them engaging in IUU. This should be factored |supplier communication, so that they are aware of the need to any other conditions?
requirements and any other conditions in to risk assessments as the vessel is considered at higher risk. comply with licensing requirements.
Is there evidence to support this and can this information be made
available upon request?
443f Evidence that fishing vessels and the companies that own [Risk assessment This reduces the risk of a fraudulent license being used, as it avoids the Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all fishing, External Who do fishing vessels and the companies that own them pay their
them pay their license fees to State bank accounts and not [consideration possibility of obtaining a license from an unauthorized agency or corrupt transhipment and support vessels is being developed. Whilst the license fees to?
to agents, and that they provide documentation and official. sources of supply are being mapped, information about fishing
evidence of this to the processor/importer if requested licences and authorization details begin to be collated and cross- Do they provide documentation and evidence of this to the
Evidence of paying license fees to a State bank can be in various forms, |referenced. processor/importer if requested?
for example, receipts or bank Statements. Where vessels or the
companies who own them are unable to supply such information, the
vessel should be considered at higher risk of fishing illegally.
4439 Evidence that fishing vessels have a vessel monitoring Risk assessment The company should ask suppliers if these systems are in place on board [Mapping of supply chains to identify the vessels supplying fish and |External Do all fishing vessels have a vessel monitoring system (VMS),

system (VMS), automatic identification system (AIS) or other
vessel tracking technologies that are continuously engaged
while at sea and actively monitored by the coastal or flag
State

consideration

vessels, the percentage of vessels covered, and the percentage of this
data which is monitored. If possible, evidence of this data and monitoring
by a third party should be requested.

Where vessel tracking technologies are not used or authorities will not
release this information, the supply chain should be considered at higher
risk of IUU fishing.

seafood is happening, and as part of this process, information is
being collected to understand what the rules of the flag and
authorization State are in relation to the employment of VMS and AIS
onboard these vessels. At a minimum PAS 1550 should be referred
to in supplier communication so that they are aware of the desire to
assess |UU risk.

automatic identification system (AIS) or other vessel tracking
technologies?

If not, what percentage of vessels have these systems and what
percentage of this data is monitored?

Are these systems and technologies continuously engaged while at
sea and actively monitored by the coastal or flag State?

Can this information be made available upon request?
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3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)

Assessment
Consideration

further detail)

external question

4.4.3h Evidence that the vessels are in compliance with inspection [Risk assessment Records of inspection regimes or inspection results can be used here to  |As supply chains are being mapped, the desire to be able to review [External What evidence is available to support that vessels are in compliance
regimes. This includes evidence that the vessel consideration confirm whether or not these conditions are met. Inspections may include |evidence that vessels are complying with any relevant inspection with inspection regimes?
management: the following: regimes, has been communicated to the suppliers and stakeholders
1) accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at sea boarding Document checks with influence in the supply chain to make this happen. Ideally the Is there evidence to support that the vessel management:
by relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized * Logbook communication includes details of the types of evidence that would *Accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at sea boarding by relevant
RFMO inspecting authority; « Licence, variations and permits be necessary to prove this, i.e. the information detailed within the coastal State inspectors or duly authorised RFMO inspecting authority
2) cooperate with and assist in the inspection of the vessel * Fishroom plan guidance notes. «cooperate with and assist in the inspection of the vessel conducted
conducted pursuant to an authorized at-sea inspection; « Certificate of Registry pursuant to an authorized at-sea inspection
3) do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with Fishroom «do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with relevant coastal
relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO « Assessment of catch State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO inspecting authority in the
inspecting authority in the performance of their duties; and « Comparison with logbook performance of their duties
4) allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or duly « Check weighing «allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO
authorized RFMO inspecting authority to communicate with Working conditions inspecting authority to communicate with the authorities of the flag
the authorities of the flag State of the vessel and the relevant Gear State of the vessel and the relevant coastal State during the boarding
coastal State during the boarding and inspection All gear in use should be inspected for compliance, and appropriate mesh and inspection?
sizes and dimensions checked, including some gear that is not in use.
Where this information or evidence is not available, can you document
Itis recognised that this information may be difficult to obtain in some why it does not exist, e.g. vessels are not inspected, inspecting State
countries. Where this information cannot be obtained, catch vessels should does not issue inspection reports?
be asked to document why the evidence does not exist (either vessels are
not inspected or the inspecting State does not issue inspection reports).
Where possible, this explanation should be compared with other vessels or
catch companies that operate under the same regulatory regime. In either
case, where inspections do not take place or their results are not
documented, vessels should be considered at higher risk. A company can
check that the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying them are on the list of
countries that have notified the EU (to be used as a proxy for non-EU
countries) of their competent authority and have been accepted:
https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfplillegal_fishing/info
4.4.3i Evidence that fishing vessels engage crew in decent Risk assessment ILO Convention C188 sets out minimum standards for crew working During the supply chain mapping exercise, information on whether  |External What minimum standards are required for worker contracts and
conditions. consideration conditions. For vessels flagged to a country that has signed and the flag State has ratified and implemented ILO C188 is being vessel conditions for vessels supplying seafood under this contract?
Attention is drawn to ILO Convention C188 which sets implemented ILO C188, risk of crew not having decent working conditions |collected and the review of employment contracts and evidence of
minimum international levels for crew conditions on fishing is decreased, as governments are bound by the convention to verify that |decent working conditions is required by the buyer. What labour inspections do vessels supplying seafood under this
vessels. The Convention will come into force on 16 vessel conditions and crew contracts are in line with its provisions. Where contract face by government authorities?
November 2017 flag States have not adopted ILO C188, organizations can still request
evidence that conditions and contracts are at the same standard.
Information supplied by the UK to support UK operators complying with ILO
C188 can be used as a reference for organizations seeking to compare
conditions and contracts to the provisions of ILO C188. See:
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/ilo-work-in-fishing-convention
443 Evidence that suppliers (e.g. fishing vessel companies) Risk assessment Organizations should ask suppliers what checks they undertake on the Policy is communicated to vessel owners/managers that at a External What checks are undertaken on the professional background of
have checked the references and background of vessel consideration background of captains they employ. Where it is found that no checks are |specified point in the future, (if not already happening), the captains employed?
captains before they were hired made on their background, including previous convictions for IUU fishing or|background of captains should be checked before they are
human rights abuses, this significantly increases the risk of supplying from |engaged, and those with a history of IUU fishing or human rights
those vessels. It can be recommended that suppliers undertake these abuses convictions should not be present in the company’s supply
checks going forward to reduce risks associated with the seafood they are |chain or engaged in the future.
supplying in the future. Where a supplier undertakes checks on the
background of captains, these can be verified on a sample basis during
audit processes.
443k Evidence that captains who have been found guilty of IUU  [Risk assessment See notes for 4.4.3.j above. Where suppliers have a process in place to Policy is communicated to vessel owners/managers that at a External Are captains hired if they have been found to have been guilty of IUU

fishing on more than one occasion are not engaged and that
those convicted on a single occasion receive extra
supervision and audit

consideration

check the background of captains before they are hired, they should also
have a policy setting out that captains with a history of multiple [UU
infractions are not engaged, and those with a history of a single IUU
infraction may be engaged but with extra supervision. The absence of
such a policy increases the risk of seafood supplied by that supplier.

specified point in the future, (if not already happening), the
background of captains should be checked before they are
engaged, and those with a history of IUU fishing or human rights
abuses convictions should not be present in the company’s supply
chain or engaged in the future.

infractions?

Are any additional corporate risk mitigation measures put in place if
such captains are hired?
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fishing authorizations granted to fishing vessels when/if
requested by any actor or relevant party? Evidence should
be maintained in the supply chain about the use of VMS and
a fisheries logbook by the flag State to monitor vessel
activities

authorizations issued by relevant flag and coastal States, as well as
relevant RFMOs. In the case of RFMOs and an increasing number of
States, these can be verified by the organization through checking online
lists of authorised vessels. In the future, the FAO Global Record will also
be a resource where this information can be verified. Where these are not
shared by States online, on a sample basis, organizations should ask that
suppliers provide evidence, including licenses issued by flag and coastal
States. Where the supply chain or competent authority are assessed as
being high risk but organizations wish to continue to supply from them, then
they should consider contacting governments directly to verify the validity
of authorizations.

transhipment and support vessels is being developed. Whilst the
sources of supply are being mapped, information about fishing
licence and authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
referenced.

3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration
4431 Evidence that captains or other persons are not engaged if [Risk assessment Where suppliers have a process in place to check the background of As above External Are captains hired if they have been found to have a history of human
checks find they have been found responsible for any consideration captains before they are hired, they should also have a policy setting out rights abuses?
previous human rights abuses that captains found to have previously committed a human rights abuse
are not engaged. The absence of such a policy increases the risk of
seafood supplied by that supplier
44.3.m Evidence that suppliers are not procured from if checks find [Risk assessment See 4.4.4 below Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero tolerance External What measures are put in place to make sure that seafood is not
they have been found responsible for any previous human |consideration approach to supplying seafood from companies convicted of IlUU purchased from suppliers that have been found to have been
rights abuses fishing or human rights abuses. associated with human rights abuses?
444 Where any of the above checks find evidence of IUU fishing |Requirement Organizations should have a policy of not buying seafood from a supplying |Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero tolerance Internal
or illegal working conditions, fish should not be sourced from company that has been found to have engaged in human rights abuses or |approach to supplying seafood from companies convicted of [UU
those suppliers. UV fishing. This information can be found through the due diligence fishing or human rights abuses.
Where suppliers are unable to supply one or more of the process, including information requests to suppliers, third party audits,
above areas of evidence, does the organization document internal audits, internet searches and meetings with NGOs active in
as part of the risk assessment, the decision of whether or countries relevant to their supply chains. The due diligence process should
not to supply and what mitigating actions are to be taken? also document where information or policies recommended above are not
available and set out what mitigating measures, such as third party audits,
internal audits, information requests from NGOs etc. are sought.
For example:
- ICCAT's IUU vessel list: https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.html
- EU's IUU vessel list: https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/ilegal fishing/info >
Secondary legislation and official documents > IUU vessel list
- TMT's combined IUU vessel list: https://www.iuu-
vessels.org/Home/Search
445 Does the organization research vessels, companies and Requirement Organizations should request that suppliers provide a complete list of As part of the supply chain mapping exercise, information is being External Provide a complete list of all vessels used to supply seafood under this!
their beneficial owners from which it is sourcing seafood? vessels that supply to them, including their full names, IMO numbers and |compiled that not only includes the vessel name, UVI, flag State, contract, including full names, IMO numbers and the beneficial owner
This research should include verifying the IMO numbers for beneficial owners. This information can be used to research vessel fishing gear used and licences, but also the ultimate beneficial owner of the vessel.
any new vessels entering a supply chain histories on online databases (see APPENDIX). Where a large fleet of of the fishing vessel which might not be just the immediate registered
small-scale vessels are used by suppliers, and depending on the level of |owner of the vessel.
risk assessed in the supply chain, organizations may decide to use a
sample-based approach to verifying vessel identities and histories through
online databases.
446 Does the organization source seafood where this research (Requirement See4.4.4 Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero tolerance Internal
finds evidence of vessels, companies or beneficial owners approach to supplying seafood from companies convicted of IUU
with a history of engaging in illegal activity? fishing or human rights abuses.
447 Is the organization able to provide copies of the flag State Requirement Organizations should ask that suppliers maintain evidence of their fishing |Mapping of supply chains is underway, and a full list of all fishing, External Please provide copies of flag State authorizations for supplying fishing

vessels.

4.5 Transhipment

Does the organization require that?
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3.1 General

Required or Risk
Assessment
Consideration

Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested
further detail)

Base practice

Internal or
external question

Rewritten question (if external)

45.1a

All transhipments in their supply chains are recorded,
monitored and covered by an independent observer
programme appropriate to the fishery?

Required

Unmonitored at-sea transhipments are a potential avenue for IUU-caught
seafood products to enter the supply chain. There are currently different
protocols for transhipment activity, each with differing levels of
documentary evidence and observer presence required. The FAO is
developing transhipment best practises, and organizations should be
aware of their development, adopt them when completed, and encourage
their supply chains to use them to aid consistent implementation. To
ensure better reporting and more complete, uniform information, a
company should request from relevant authorities throughout their supply
chain, the following information:

*Require all transhipment events be reported to the relevant flag, coastal,
port State and RFMO Secretariat

*Require 100 percent observer coverage (human, electronic or
combination)

*Require transhipment data-sharing procedures among relevant
authorities (other ways to ensure coverage?)

Supply chains are being mapped, including identifying whether
transhipment is present and a necessary part of the supply chain.
Included within the mapping information on transhipment are
requirements of the flag, coastal and RFMO being collected.

External

What practices are in place to ensure transhipments in their supply
chain are recorded, monitored and covered by independent observer
programs appropriate to the fishery?

451b

If a transhipment is licensed (and therefore permitted) then
the vesselis checked to see if it is on the relevant
authorized register for fish carriers?

Required

Supply chains are being mapped to determine whether transhipment
is happening and the vessels involved with it.

External

Are all transhipments at sea relating to supply authorized?

451c¢c

Both vessels in the transhipment have uninterrupted VMS,
AIS or other vessel tracking technology operating?

Required

Information on whether AIS or VMS is used by vessels transhipping
catch is either known or being collated.

External

Do both vessels involved in the landing and transhipping of fish
operate VMS/AIS or vessel tracking technology?

452

Is all of the information regarding any at sea transhipments
made available to the end purchaser of the seafood in the
supply chain (e.g. restaurant, brand)?

Required

Communication to the supply chain is present which clearly states
there is an ambition that where transhipment is present in the supply
chain, that it is known and documented.

Internal

453

Does the organization check that EU IUU and other catch
certificates provide information about any transhipments that
have taken place? All required documentation and
authorizations should be validated by appropriate authorities

Required

A company should request the following information on transhipments:
«List of vessels involved in transhipments

«Details of transhipment e.g. date, area, position

«Authorization of transhipment

«Details of transhipped object, e.g. species, weight, product form
*Whether an observer program is in place to monitor the transhipments,
as well as number of inspections and percentage conducted at random
«Independent observer report

These documents should be collected and scrutinised by importers and
processors. Information pertaining to transhipments is contained on
section 6 of EU catch certificates.

The GDST Standard 1.0 lists key data elements that should be collected
for any transhipments. See Core Normative Standards here:
https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-materials/

A policy is adopted that requires transhipments to be mapped in the
supply chain and communicated to suppliers.

Internal

4.6 Landing at port
4.6.1 General
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3.1 General

Required or Risk
Assessment
Consideration

Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested
further detail)

Base practice

Internal or
external question

Rewritten question (if external)

4.6.1.1 Does the organization request the landing procedures and
controls of the port of landing? This information should then
be used in the risk assessment and due diligence process.
The organization should assess and record whether ports
are in States that are party to, and have implemented, the
Port State Measures Agreement. Ports with records of non-
compliance should be identified as higher risk.

Required

What measures can a company take to obtain landing procedures and
determine the level of port controls? As a first step, a company can show
preference for ports in States that are party to the FAO Port State
Measures Agreement (PSMA), as these are associated with a lower level
of risk of being entry points for illegal catch. A company should ask if the
designated port in the port State is a party to the PSMA. If not a party to the
PSMA, a company should ask what is preventing the port State from
joining.

A company should ask if records of port entry requests, denials,
documentary checks and inspections are kept. If so, additional questions
that a company should ask are:

Are the records public?

«Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of such information?
«Is an electronic information system used to collect, store and share this
information?

*How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain copies of this
information and landing procedures and controls at the port of landing?

A company should also request:

«the requirements for vessels, particularly foreign-flagged vessels, in
requesting access to port

«the processes by which authorities determine which vessels should be
granted/denied entry into port or be selected for documentary checks
and/or inspections

«the standards for documentary checks and physical inspections

Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the ports
where fish and seafood is landed, what controls, documents and
systems each of the ports requires of a vessel when it lands, and
whether the port State is party to the port State measures
agreement and the ports used to land are designated within it. At a
minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier communication
so that they are aware of the desire to assess IUU risk.

External

What landing procedures are in place to determine the level of port
controls?

Does the organization assess and record whether or not ports in their supply
46.1.2a The port State competent authorities have resources that
use a risk-based targeting approach to control

chain meet the following criteria and include the information as part of their risk assessment:

Risk assessment
consideration

A company should ask if there is an IUU-related risk-based procedure for
controls on vessels that request entry into port to land or tranship fish. A
company should ask if the risk-based procedure is documented and if it is
made publically available.

Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the ports
where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should
be referred to in supplier communication, so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

External

What are the procedures for controls on vessels that request entry
into port to land or tranship fish?

Are the procedures documented?
Are the procedures publicly available?

If not, why are the procedures not documented and available?

46.1.2b The control systems in the port are appropriate for the

volume of cargo and vessels

Risk assessment
consideration

A company should ask if the port is operating under or over its capacity.
One way of assessing port capacity is to ask what percentage of vessels
that land or tranship fish are subject to documentary checks or physical
inspections.

Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the ports
where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should
be referred to in supplier communication, so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

External

What percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish are subject to
documentary checks or physical inspections in port?

How are selections made for which vessels to check/inspect?

How were the vessels your company sources from selected for
documentary checks/ inspections?

Which of the following are covered by checks and inspections?
+vessel identification, construction and registration documentation
«license and authorizations to fish or tranship

«catch and bycatch documentation

sprocessing and transhipment reports

*VMS/AIS systems in use

«type of fishing gear used

type and volume of fish species

«crew documentation
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Required or Risk
Assessment
Consideration

Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested
further detail)

Base practice

Internal or
external question

Rewritten question (if external)

Risk assessment
consideration

While there is no standard measure or guideline, a determination can be
made by weighing the volume or port’s capacity for cargo with the number
of inspectors on staff. A company should ask if there is a sufficient number
of inspectors for the volume of cargo and vessels. There is no standard
measure or guideline, sufficiency is determined by the port State. When
determining sufficiency, consideration needs to be given to the monitoring,
control and compliance regime found in the source fishery, confidence
level that the controls in the fishery are being met, the level of corruption
within the port State, and technology employed that assists in targeting the
inspection regime.

Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the ports
where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should
be referred to in supplier communication, so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

External

How many inspectors are available to inspect the volume of cargo and
vessels that the port handles?

Risk assessment
consideration

A company can request if landing procedures, standards for documentary
checks and physical inspections and records are public, and ask to obtain
copies. A good resource on import controls and landing procedures that
may be of use can be found here:
https://eu.oceana.org/en/publications/reports/comparative-study-key-data-
elements-import-control-schemes-aimed-tackling. It includes a list of key
data elements that should be collected as part of a robust import control
scheme. In addition, whether the country has signed to be a member of the
Fisheries Transparency Initiative may be an indicator of risk.

Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the ports
where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should
be referred to in supplier communication, so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

External

Are landing procedures, standards for documentary checks and
inspection reports publicly available upon request from the port State
through the supply chain?

Risk assessment
consideration

A company should ask if records of port entry requests, denials,
documentary checks and inspections are kept. If so, additional questions
that a company should ask are:

Are the records public?

«Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of such information?
«Is an electronic information system used to collect, store and share this
information?

*How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain copies of this
information and landing procedures and controls at the port of landing?
This information should be available and therefore be furnished upon
request.

Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the ports
where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should
be referred to in supplier communication, so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

External

Are all records relating to the port State control available to the relevant|
authorities and supply chain actors upon request within a given
timeframe?

Risk assessment
consideration

A company should ask for catch documentation for landing or transhipment
of fish from a vessel that can be verified through transhipment reports.
Where these documents are not currently shared with purchasing
companies, then a request should be made to both the flag and port State
asking for it to happen.

Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the ports
where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should
be referred to in supplier communication, so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

External

Is catch documentation available and verified and reported by the port
State authorities?

Risk assessment
consideration

A company should ask if any instances of bribery or corruption have been
identified or reported, how they were resolved or if they were made public.
The bribery and corruption risk of each port or flag State country within the
supply chain should be considered when assessing this risk.

Communication to the company’s suppliers has been made, which
says that if not already happening, at some point in the future
enquiries should be made to determine whether or not there are any
instances of bribery or corruption in port administration relevant to
fisheries controls.

External

Is there evidence of any recorded instances of bribery through enquiry|
or public documents including press?

Is there evidence of any personnel found guilty of bribery through
public documents including press?

3.1 General

46.1.2.c There are enough inspectors provided at the port to be able
to inspect the volume of cargo and vessels that the port
handles

46.1.2d The port State competent authorities are able to
demonstrate that they operate in an effective and
transparent manner

46.1.2.e All records relating the port State control are well-maintained
and available upon request to the relevant authorities or
actors requesting information

46.1.2f The port State verifies the catch documentation and
maintains organized documentation and files/ records

46.1.2.9 There are no recorded instances of bribery and any
personnel found guilty of this are not permitted to work in the
port

4.6.2 Port State Measures Agreement

46.2.1 Does the organization check whether the port(s) at which
the seafood that they are purchasing is landed is located in a
State party to the PSMA? If not, then the ports should be
considered to be higher risk in the due diligence process.

Required

Check the Pew website for PSMA status and also check the accession
documentation to determine whether the ports of landing used within the
supply chain are actually included within the PSM ratification documents. If
they are included, then they can be considered at lower risk, but if they are
not included, then consider them at higher risk and ask the port State to
include them. For more information about PSMA, visit: pewtrusts.ora/psma
or http://www.fao.org/port-State-measures/resources/detail/en/c/1111616/

The value of PSMA is recognised by the company within its seafood
sourcing policy or specification, as is the fact that robust port
controls based on PSMA should be correctly implemented.

External

Is the port State a party to the FAO Port State Measures Agreement
(PSMA)?
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3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration
46.2.2 As part of the risk assessment process, does the Both A company should ask if the port State is party to the PSMA and/or what is |Evidence of checks at port is being requested from suppliers, and  |External Does the port State have designated ports for access by foreign-
organization seek evidence on whether or not the PSMA preventing them from joining. A company should ask whether the port State |the suppliers have acknowledged the importance of having ports flagged vessels?
requirements are being implemented by the contracting has designated ports for access by foreign-flagged vessels, whether they |designated, and robust and documented checks being undertaken
party of the PSMA in which the port found in the supply chain have been publicized (or check here: http://www.fao.org/fishery/port-State- |at each port of landing. Are your ports of landing included in the list of PSMA designated ports?
is located? Evidence of non-compliance or lack of evidence measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=ary) and confirm that it does not
of compliance should be treated as an increased risk of fish allow foreign-flagged vessels into any non-designated ports.
passing through the port being illegal
A company should ask whether requests to enter port and inspection
reports include the information detailed in Annexes A and C of the PSMA.
The FAO also has a database of designated ports:
http://www.fao.org/fishery/port-State-
measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=gr
Risk assessment consideration:
«States that are party to the PSMA are associated with a lower level of risk
of being entry points for illegally-caught fish.
4.6.3 Vessel in port
Does the organization require that?
46.3.a Crew on fishing vessels it sources from are free to leave Required A company can ask if crew are granted shore leave access in accordance [Suppliers have been written to, advising them that at a specified External Are crew granted shore leave access in accordance with laws of the
port when vessels dock, as far as is permitted by the with immigration laws of the port State. point of time they will be asked to report on the immigration laws of port State?
immigration laws of the port State relevant port States and how they relate to the ability of crew to
leave vessels in port. How is this verified?
4.6.3.b All crew are verified as present as per the crew list provided |Required In some countries, port in/port out inspections have been put in place to A policy is communicated to suppliers requiring that crew are in External Are all crew verified as per the crew list provided to the port State
to the port State inspector, are in possession of their own ensure there is no illicit incidence or swapping of crew whilst at sea. When |possession of work contracts and are available for confidential inspector?
work contracts and identification documents and are the PSMA/ILO 188 and Cape Town Agreement are all in force, ratified and |interview by inspectors.
available for confidential interview if a request is made by the effectively implemented, there can be joint inspections that will verify this. If Do you verify if crew are in possession of their work contracts?
port State authorities these 3 UN agreements are not in force for each of the supply chains flag
or port States, then advocate for their implementation. A company should
ask for crew documentation provided by the port State inspector.
46.3.c The captain is available at the port inspection and is able to |Required Pre-notification of arrival and landing should be made by vessels or flag The need for landing inspections and pre-notification of landing is External Is the captain of the vessel able to provide all documentation
provide all documentation and enquiries required at the port States so that document inspection can be undertaken and outcome recognised as an important step to address 1UU, either within a requested by port State inspectors?
State inspection recorded. Suppliers should request a copy of these records relevant to company policy or the buying specification. This recognition has
their purchase from the vessel owner/supplier. Where they are not been communicated to seafood suppliers of fish and seafood, How would a company obtain this information?
available, then a time-bound request for this information should be made to |whether or not they are landed to States party to PSMA.
the supplier and also to the flag State of the vessel, asking that this is
mandated as a customary practice. A company should request inspection
reports that include vessel identification, construction, registration
documentation, license to fish or tranship, catch and bycatch
documentation, processing and transhipment reports, vessel monitoring
systems, and/or automatic identification systems, fishing gear, fish species
and quantities, safety certifications and crew documentation.
4.7 Decent working conditions in the fishing sector
471 Does the organization include in its policies and require from |Required See 4.4.3.i Internal
its suppliers that all of the major issues that are identified in
ILO Convention C188 are addressed by source fisheries?
These are essential to providing decent work conditions on
board fishing vessels
472 Wherever possible and relevant, does the organization Required Internal
demonstrate that it supports the ratification of the ILO
Convention C188?
473 Is traceability ensured down to vessel level to enable Required in UK See 3.4.5. An overview of the traceability system can be set out in Internal

businesses with a turnover of over £36 million to produce
their annual slavery and human trafficking Statement that
covers what is being done in the supply chain to address the
issue.

reporting issued under the Modern Slavery Act
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Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration

474 Has the organization developed and made public protocols |Required Internal
that guide how and when it will inform statutory agencies of
human rights infractions identified during audits, risk
assessments and other internal reviews?

475 Have industrial fishing vessels had a social and ethical Required See 3.3.3 Communication made to suppliers setting out the requirement for External Please supply the policies and procedures relating to the treatment of
responsibility policy/standard that includes the points in vessels to have a policy/standard setting out working conditions. crew members on fishing vessels supply seafood to this contract.
3.3.3? Reference should be made to the conditions required in ILO ILO

C188.

476 Do inspections, audits and checks include, where possible, [Required where Vessel inspections and audits are a developing area, so the PAS indicates |Communication made to suppliers requiring that crew are made External Please set out in detail what measures are in place to interview crew
in-person interviews with the relevant workers or crew, possible that this is a requirement where possible. Importers/processors placing available for confidential interviews by relevant State inpsectors or from vessels supplying seafood to this contract, to determine whether
which are conducted in a neutral and safe environment, reliance on these in their due diligence systems should seek assurance of |other experts on request. or not crew have experienced human rights abuses, violations of
guaranteeing the security and anonymity of the the following labour and interview standards for inspections, audits and labour laws or any other legal violations.
interviewees? checks:

*There is evidence of a standard operating procedure for inspections that
includes worker interviews

«This SOP should be in accordance with international standards and follow
a victim centred approach

«Inspectors should receive accredited or government/ILO approved
training in conducting labour inspections/interviews/worker interactions.
Certificates of completed training should be provided to the
importer/processor

Inspections should be conducted both on a scheduled but also
unannounced basis in order to identify potential cases of FL & HT
«Inspection records including number, type and nature of the inspections,
should be provided to the importer/processor on a quarterly basis
«Inspectors should use an interview questionnaire that is designed to
identify indicators of forced labour and human trafficking as defined by the
ILO

*Importers/processors should be provided with examples of completed
questionnaires as part of baseline measurements

«Inspectors/auditors agree to importers or processors conducting
unannounced spot checks of inspection/interview procedures

Section 5. Factories

5.1 Information

5.1.1 Is the organization able to demonstrate that processing Required External Please set out what reporting mechanisms are in place for workers in
factories in its supply chains comply with the policies and factories processing seafood for this contract to report labour
specifications of the organizations which they supply (see infringements, unfair working conditions or associated unlawful
3.3.3). treatment. Have any specifications or codes of practice been agreed

to cover these areas, and if yes, please share these.

512 Can information be provided to any other actor in the supply |Required Processors should be able to provide details on the following: External What information can be provided to any other actor in the supply
chain on the legality and traceability of a product within a ~goods receipt documentation traceability/batch code chain to support the legality and traceability of a product, e.g., goods
maximum of four hours? «traceability records back to vessel receipt, batch code, traceability records back to vessel?

*product specs

*systems in place to verify legality at level of processing Can this information be provided within a maximum of four hours?
*mass balance reconciliation, i.e. where the original catch outlined in the

catch certificate has been split up and catch certificates have been

photocopied

Is this information easily accessible and are actors willing to share this

information? An example of a guideline on how to increase coherence and

interoperability of information systems and therefore help ease data

sharing is the GDST Standard 1.0. https:/traceability-dialogue.ora/core-

documents/qdst-1-0-materials/

513 Is there a designated person(s) at the factory that is Required External Is there a designated person(s) at the factory responsible for ensuring
responsible for ensuring that information relating to legality that information relating to legality and traceability is compiled, stored,
and traceability is compiled, stored, reviewed managed and reviewed managed and available for checks (e.g. audits)?
available for checks (e.g. audits)?

5.2 Process Control
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Consideration
5.2.1 Is the production process defined, controlled and Required Internal
documented to ensure that the product meets the
specifications and produces products that are compliant with
the expectations of the end product users?
522 Are product specifications, batch specifications, process Required Internal
monitoring, product testing, manufacturing site cleaning, and
other quality control measures documented?
523 Spot purchases without any knowledge of the vendor should |Required Internal
be avoided and therefore not present in supply chains. The
organization should ensure that all subcontractors meet all
laws and are included in traceability documentation
524 Does the organization complete mass balance checks at Internal

their factory for its supply chains? These should be
completed at regular intervals throughout the year; at a rate
appropriate according to the results of the risk assessment
and to satisfy internal due diligence but at a minimum of
once per year. Accurate conversions ratios from production
line should be used to make sure that the mass-balance is
accurate

5.3 Ethics and labour

that workers are being treated ethically and that labour rights
are being upheld? Translation services should be provided
for migrant workers to facilitate effective communication

5.3.1 Does the organization have a policy that addresses social |Required A policy is in place that requires the full mapping of the seafood Internal (though
and ethical responsibility (see 3.3.3, a) to g) for what to supply chain and includes an ambition for social and ethical entails a
include in the policy)? responsibility and working conditions to be afforded to everyone requirement to

working within it. share the
organization's
policy and its
requirements
through the supply
chain)

53.2 Does the organization apply this policy not only to the Required Policies that address social and ethical responsibility should be The policy includes an allowance for new supply chains that are Internal
buildings and operations that it owns but also communicate communicated to all actors along the supply chain. Where this cannot be |seasonal or have short lead times before supply to be mapped as
that the behaviours outlined in the policy are expected of all communicated, (e.g. on some occasions suppliers do not know who they |soon as time allows, but that all regular supply chains are to be
the actors in its supply chain, from supplier to vessel will supply from in advance, efforts should be made to communicate these [mapped at the earliest opportunity.
operations? policies as soon as the supply chain is established.

There should be a mechanism in place that allows communication of these
policies and standards to the potential suppliers of seafood from new
sources. This can help inform a company's sourcing decision and it helps
the supplier determine if it can meet requirements now and in the future.

533 Does the organization ensure that at any of its factories, a  |Required Internal
review of its ethical and labour policy and systems is
completed at least once per year to ensure that it is
addressing current industry concerns and that it complies
with any changes to the industry and supply chain
requirements?

5.3.4 Is there a designated person(s) at each factory to ensure Required Internal
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new product and its original inputs to maintain traceability ?
For example, a label, linked to the lot identification of the
traceable input item, remains on the packaging until that
entire traceable unit has reached the final point of sale
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3.1 General Required or Risk | Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested Base practice Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Assessment further detail) external question
Consideration

535 Are grievance mechanisms in place that allow workers to Required Internal
report issues and any cases of abuse anonymously without
being put at risk of negative repercussions? Any grievance
report should be investigated as a priority, in a fully
transparent manner and by including the relevant union
representatives — or in cases where this does not apply —
by involving NGO representatives in the review process

5.3.6 Does the organization promote robust labour standards with |Required Internal
respective governments in the form of legislative
frameworks that support workers — local or migrant labour —
in their right to organize and collective bargaining?

5.4 Product tracking and transformation

5.4.1 Where a fish product, unit, or batch of fish products, Required Seafish lists UK regulations pertaining to labelling, marketing and more: External Are there any fish products, units, or batches that originate from
originates from multiple source fishing activities or fisheries, https://www.seafish.org/trade-and-requlation/seafood-traceability-and- multiple source fishing activities or fisheries?
is there identification and tracking of products from each labelling-regulations/fish-traceability-requirements/
source that enable products at final sale to be traceable to a How are these products traced, e.g. electronic traceability system,
single source and activity? The fish product or batch from a single source and activity, e.g. vessel, to final sale?
identification should be grouped or associated in ways to
allow verification of legal compliance and of claims related to Is this information subject to external verification or regular
sustainability or fishing methods independent audits?

542 Are unique unit identifiers present at each level of the Required External Are unique unit identifiers present and consistent at each level of the
packaging hierarchy (e.g. from a pallet, a case or a packaging hierarchy, e.g. from a pallet, a case or a consumer item?
consumer item)?

How are these unique unit identifiers documented and tracked, e.g.
electronic traceability system?

543 When a product is combined with other material/ products, |Required External When a product is combined with other material/ products, processed,
processed, reconfigured, or re-packaged, does the new reconfigured or re-packaged, does the new product have its own
product have its own unique product identifier? unique product identifier?

How are these unique product identifiers documented and tracked,
e.g. electronic traceability system?
54.4 Is the linkage (auditable function) maintained between this  |Required External

Is the linkage maintained between a new product at final point of sale
(refer to 5.4.3) and its original inputs, e.g. lot identification of original
input?

How is this linkage documented to maintain traceability?

Is this documentation available for external verification or independent
audit?
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covered by the EU IUU Regulation?

products they sell are covered by the EU IUU Regulation
within their buying specifications and their supplier
approval lists. These include:

*All imports of fresh and frozen, wild marine capture
fishery products, both whole and processed

«Imports into the EU including catches made by non-EU
vessels landed directly in an EU port, or landed in a third
country port and subsequently exported to the EU,
whether processed or not processed

«Imports into the EU including catches made by EU
vessels, landed and imported in a third country and from
there imported in the EU, whether processed or not
*Exports from EU, including those with a catch certificate
if required by a third country

More information on the EU IUU Regulation can be found
at: http://www.iuuwatch.eu/new-background-to-the-iuu-
regulation/

supply chains of the company so that within as short a
time as possible they know which products fall under the
EU IUU Regulation. This will have all legally required
information such as: species name, fishing gear/method,
sea area of capture, date of catch and landing available
to them, so that ultimately they can determine which
regulations apply to the products.

any gaps in data, along with additional catch information
such as bycatch and total catch of vessel during trip,
plus list of all vessels used to supply, vessel identifiers,
flag, landing port/s, and details of any transhipment.

WWF EUROPEAN UNION
Section 3. Management
3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
3.1.1 Does the organization have systems in place to manage critical Required A company should have systems in place to manage A company sourcing policy explicitly stating its desire to |A management system is in place that includes Internal
aspects of legality? These should comply with requirements such critical aspects of legality, that comply with EU IlUU avoid buying IUU fish - which also makes reference to processes to manage information verification and
as the EU IUU Regulation, relevant policy, standards and labour Regulation, relevant policy, standards and labor the Modern Slavery Act if UK based - or other relevant  |traceability. Where practical, a 3rd party audit of
conventions. These systems should include traceability, processes, conventions. These systems should include: statutory due diligence requirements is written and management system (e.g. BRC, IFS or GSA) or
information verification and transparency. *Traceability - third party management system available. The policy includes the desire to engage with  |processing standard are in place, to ensure traceability.
certification such as BRC/IFS will help to ensure a the supply chain to transition/improve supply chains that |The company is a member of GDST and is working with
management system is in place, as will MSC chain of have been risk assessed and identified as in need of suppliers to capture the relevant KDEs.
custody, although these do not specifically cover aspects |improvement. The policy is communicated to all
for IUU suppliers, and basic procedures to check product,
*Processes supply chain (including EU IUU Regulation catch
«Information verification certificates), vessels, and suppliers are legal as far as it
*Transparency is practical to check.
3.1.2 Do the managers of the organization engage on improvement work |Risk Company managers should engage on improvement Alist containing all products and stock keeping The company seafood sourcing policy is formally Internal
with other suppliers or actors in the supply chain (e.g. audits, assessment work with other suppliers or actors in the supply chain units/SKUs is available within the business, which details [acknowledged by all suppliers. The list of products and
reviews, site visits, etc.)? consideration by: basic information of source fishery and supply chain. suppliers has been risk assessed and categorised into
*Conducting audits and reviews Sufficient information is collected to warrant that the high, medium or low risk according to the company
+Conducting regular site visits, engaging in fishery or seafood being purchased is legally caught, and that when [policy, with high risk products and high risk suppliers
aquaculture improvement projects that specifically tackle |sold, is labelled accurately. All suppliers have received |having either written and agreed improvement plans, or
IUU relevant issues, supporting research, and copies of company policies and internal risk assessment |are working to have agreed plans within an agreed
advocating for legislation adoption and effective processes are either being considered, are in the timeframe. Audits of high risk supply chains are taking
implementation process of being developed, or an existing mechanism is |place, ideally using third parties, or are being arranged.
adopted, so that where needed, supply chain
improvements can be identified.
3.1.3 Where improvement work identifies corrective actions that can be  |Risk Support in the form of approval/verbal, finances, time, As above As above Internal
completed to satisfy the organization’s standards/policies, is support [assessment meetings, etc. should be given to the supplier or supply
(e.g. approval/verbal, finances, time, meetings, etc.) given to the consideration chain actor in need in need of corrective actions, in order
supplier or actor? to satisfy the organization's standards/policies. Evidence
of this support should be able to be provided upon
request.
3.1.4 Is all seafood in the supply chain of the organization addressed Required Aprocess is in place which is actively trying to achieve | The established policy has been expanded to include all |Internal
using the same systems and level of scrutiny? Traceability and the same level of traceability, based on a risk assessed |sources of seafood whether for direct human
legality should be a minimum requirement for all seafood. basis, for all sources of seafood that are within the scope |consumption, as a marine ingredient, or other route to
of the policy. The scope might initially be limited, so that |market.
the process and practices of mapping and supply chain
interrogation are being established. When defining the
scope of the sourcing policy, consideration of volume of
trade and potential influence on the supply chain should
be made.
3.2 The IUU Regulation
3.21 Does the organization document which of the products they sell are |Required A company should document which of the seafood A system is established that is gathering data on the All base information is being routinely collected without Internal
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3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
3.2.2 Does the organization have management systems in place covering |Required A company should have management systems in place |Full supply chain traceability is desired and stated within [ Traceability systems capture all steps of people, product |Internal

the requirements of the EU IUU Regulation (if sold)?

that cover the requirements of the EU IUU Regulation if it
sells any of the products covered by this Regulation.
Management systems will include traceability system and
policy, incoming raw material lot assessment, and
performance reporting which specifically covers [lUU
related topics such as ports of landing, timely
presentation of catch certificates, cross checking UVIs.

a sourcing policy that is communicated to suppliers.
Information on both seafood sources and people involved
within the supply chain should begin to be collected either
by the buyer or its supplier, with a system being
developed to manage and assess the information being
collected.

and process through which the seafood passes or is
handled, as well as collating catch certificates for species
covered by the EU IUU Regulation. Verification of this
information happens routinely via internal or third party
audit, which informs what actions need to be taken to be
able to continue sourcing products of high risk.

3.3 Policies and Processes

implementation of all of the required regulations, conventions and
standards (dependent on the supply chain and market)?

and observe the laws and regulations in any territory in
which they operate. The recommendations in this PAS
help an organization to gain this understanding in relation
to the legality of seafood and the working conditions of
workers in the seafood supply chain.

which includes the desire to understand the pertinent
local, national, regional, and international legislation
applicable to the seafood, so that in time the legality of the
seafood harvesting and employment practices being
employed can be warranted.

legislation applicable to each of them is known. Steps to
assess the quality of regulations in place and level of
implementation is in place, with either consideration being
given to government advocacy to encourage the gaps in
legislation, or implementation to be filled or already
happening. Third party certification such as RFVS is
being used to warrant vessel legality.

3.3.1 General
3.3.11 Are documented policies and processes in place that provide Required The PAS 1550 defines full chain traceability as the Supply chains are in the process of being mapped with In addition to the base requirements that are supplied for |Internal and ext What policies and processes are in place that provide
requirements for full chain traceability to be ensured? "linkage from the point of capture to the consumer of one |information of vessel identifiers, species name, FAO all purchases, supply chains are fully mapped and requirements for full chain traceability to be ensured?
stage of production at a time, from any stage of stock and sub area of capture, flag State, fishing trip declared, including retained catch data quantity, and
production to any other point along the entire supply dates, including landing date, being collected. The fact product form in box, batch or tank, plus fishing method Can traceback exercises be conducted from end point
chain (often through documentation)”. In other words, that this information is required to be collected is stated in |and gear, Transhipment dates, name of carrier, dates (i.e. retailer) to start point (i.e. vessel), to support full
capturing product information that tracks it at every stage |a company sourcing policy or specification that has been |and catch consignment details are required from chain traceability claims?
of the supply chain from vessel to retailer. communicated to all suppliers. suppliers. Third party certified chain of custody and
traceability systems are in place and KDEs using the
Full chain traceability policies and processes should GDST Standard are being collected.
outline but are not limited to: how risk is assessed, type
of data required, methodology of data collection,
frequency of data collection, audit schedule, and
response to gaps in data.
The co-mingling of seafood from different sources can
pose challenges to achieving full chain traceability. As
such, companies may use a combination of recognised
traceability standards and schemes to inform full chain
traceability policies and processes. Some examples
include the British Retail Consortium Global Standard
(BRCGS) for food safety and the Global Dialogue on
Seafood Traceability (GDST) standard.
3.3.1.2 Are policies and processes audited and have the contents reviewed |Required A seafood sourcing policy is in place that makes Policies and processes are audited annually to ensure Internal
on, at a minimum, an annual basis in case changes or amendments reference to the company ambition that both it, and its that the assessment of IUU risk within the supply chain is
are required to be made? implementation, will be reviewed and audited on an annual|sufficient to manage risk.
basis.
3.3.1.3 Are reports produced (at least annually) on the implementation and  |Required As above Internal
monitoring of the policies and processes that are in place to address
risks?
3.3.14 Are policies and processes available upon request and made Required The company has a seafood sourcing policy that is The company seafood sourcing policy is communicated |Internal
available to other actors in the supply chain within seven days of communicated to suppliers and available to customers to and acknowledged by suppliers, with a functioning
such a request being made? upon request, with basic processes to assess suppliers. |process to assess suppliers and their supply chains.
3.3.15 Are policies and processes demonstrated to have been Required A document setting out policies and procedures should |Evidence that seafood sourcing policies and IUU risk Acknowledgement is received from both suppliers and Internal
communicated throughout the supply chain to, at a minimum, the be shared within the supply chain. It is good practice to  [assessment procedures are available and shared with customers that the company policies and procedures are
stage before and the stage after the processor/importer? ask suppliers to acknowledge that they have received direct suppliers and customers can be shown. understood and complied with. Policy and procedures are
and understand the policies and procedures, and that this reviewed on a minimum annual basis and confirmation
is documented. Clarifications should be provided in the that they are understood by suppliers is in place.
event that suppliers indicate they do not understand
policies and/or procedures.
3.3.1.6 Is the organization able to demonstrate compliance and Required Itis the responsibility of any organization to understand  [Supply chain is being mapped for all seafood sources, All seafood supply chains are mapped and the relevant  |Internal

3.3.2 Due diligence through risk assessments
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3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
3.3.21 Does the organization conduct risk assessments on all of the supply | Required A company should complete due diligence through risk | The need for supply chains to be mapped back to vessel |All seafood supply chains have been mapped, risk Internal
chains from which it sources and be able to demonstrate that it does assessment on all of its supply chains. The level of risk in|or group of vessels, so that the IUU risk of individual assessments have been completed for all, with risk
s0? The level of risk in supply chains can be reduced by identifying supply chains can be reduced by identifying and taking  |supply sources can be identified and then risk assessed, [categorisations made and in the case of high risk
and taking mitigation actions or measures. Attention is drawn to the mitigation actions or measures such as mandating future [has been communicated to suppliers. This sources, improvement plans agreed. Consideration to
BRC Advisory Note for the UK Supply Chain on How to Avoid IUU requirements or engaging in improvement processes with [communication should include a timeframe within which | volume of seafood purchased from an individual source,
Fishery the supply chain. A company should prioritize its use of  |this task should be completed. Using the BRC advisory [and confidence in regulation and of the supply chain, will
each supply chain according to the findings of the risk note, the company has begun to determine what risks it~ [inform the metrics of the risk assessment, as well as
assessments. finds acceptable within supply chains and is formulating a |mitigation and improvements steps that can be taken.
*Ranking and assigning metrics that will evaluate results [risk assessment matrix with which to assess the
against factors such as the level of risk, volume and information being collected from its supply chains.
importance of the supply chain to the business, is subject
to the needs of an individual company
*The risk assessment system should demonstrate and
document that for each supply chain, an assessment and
any required actions have been applied. For example, if a
supply chain is identified as higher risk, it will require
additional verification for the company to assure its
integrity
*Risk assessments should be reviewed on a regular
basis e.g. monthly, annually, biannually
3.3.22 Does the organization prioritize its use of each supply chain from Required Companies should conduct risk analyses to help The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place. |Internal
which it sources according to the findings of the risk assessments? minimize and mitigate the risk of IUU fish entering their ~ [the company endeavours to purchase seafood from low |Government and industry advocacy is happening (and
supply chains, importantly aiming for assured traceability |risk/low impact sources and aims to move its sources which you are following and engaging in where practical)
to legal origin. and buying over time to achieve this. The sourcing policy |for high risk sources, and plans are being developed for
See example risk assessment to determine appropriate  |has been communicated to the company’s suppliers. low and moderate risk sources where improvements
action. need to be made. Where risk assessments have been
Where the risk assessment produces a moderate to high completed on numerous occasions or improvement plans
risk of IUU or information is missing, the sourcing are not yielding the desired change, the company can
decision should reflect the level of risk. demonstrate that these factors influence ongoing buying
decisions by communicating to the governments and
relevant supply chain actors, that continued inaction
could lead to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in
extreme cases the cessation of buying altogether -
whether individually, or as part of a government led trade
sanction.
3.3.23 Does the risk assessment system demonstrate and document that |Required The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place. |Internal

for each supply chain an assessment and any required actions
have been applied, that are appropriate according to the results of
the risk assessments and prioritization exercises?

the company endeavours to purchase seafood from low
risk/low impact sources and aims to move its sources
and buying over time to achieve this. The sourcing policy
has been communicated to the company’s suppliers.

Government and industry advocacy is happening (and
which you are following and engaging in where practical)
for high risk sources, and plans are being developed for
low and moderate risk sources where improvements
need to be made. Where risk assessments have been
completed on numerous occasions or improvement plans
are not yielding the desired change, the company can
demonstrate that these factors influence ongoing buying
decisions by communicating to the governments and
relevant supply chain actors, that continued inaction
could lead to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in
extreme cases the cessation of buying altogether -
whether individually, or as part of a government led trade
sanction.
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processes of the organization, by including as a minimum?
« freedom of association;

« the right of workers to organize;

« forced labour;

* minimum age of workers;

« child labour;

« equal remuneration; and

« discrimination.
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3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
3.3.24 Are risk assessments reviewed on a regular basis (e.g. monthly, Required The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place |Internal
annually, bi-annually, etc.) depending on the level of risk, or if the company endeavours to purchase seafood from low |and risk assessments undertaken on a six or 12-month
something changes? The risk assessments should be completed at risk/low impact sources and aims to move its sources basis dependent upon the level of risk identified.
a minimum annually, and then at least six-monthly for supply chains and buying over time to achieve this. The sourcing policy |Government and industry advocacy is happening (and
identified as higher risk. has been communicated to the company’s suppliers. which you are following and engaging in where practical)
for high risk sources, and plans are being developed for
low and moderate risk sources where improvements
need to be made. Where risk assessments have been
completed on numerous occasions or improvement plans
are not yielding the desired change, the company can
demonstrate that these factors influence ongoing buying
decisions by communicating to the governments and
relevant supply chain actors, that continued inaction
could lead to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in
extreme cases the cessation of buying altogether -
whether individually, or as part of a government led trade
sanction.
3.3.3 Decent working conditions
3.3.31 Has the organization established and uses policies, practices and Required The company recognises and understands the need for |The policies are communicated to second and third tier  [Internal
confidential reporting and assurance systems at every worker decent working conditions, it is mapping its supply chains |suppliers with assessments being undertaken either in-
facility in all countries where fisheries products are sourced? This to identify where its policies need to apply, and has house or through third parties.
should allow all workers to have the ability to report labour policies in place that outline this ambition and those
infringements, unfair working conditions or associated unlawful policies have been communicated to suppliers one step
treatment as necessary. down the supply chain.
3.3.3.2 Is each of these systems supported by a transparent process Risk A company should be able to request and view the Processes are in place that collect data and make that The buyer or the buyer's representative agent has Internal
available upon request as part of supply chain audits, and be equally |assessment processes in place at any point along the supply chain, [data available for inspection by the buyer or the buyer's |uninhibited access to an established system in which
applicable for workers with or without union representation? consideration which ensure that workers have the ability to report representative agents, so that decent working conditions |workers within the supply chain are able to highlight
labour infringements, unfair working conditions, unlawful  |of people within the supply chain can be assessed. without risk of sanction, where labour infringements etc.
treatment, etc. are happening. Further to the reporting mechanism,
mitigating measures are being taken to remedy any
Where the company is not able to obtain evidence of issues found.
such processes, this lack of information should result in
the company receiving a higher risk rating and mitigating
measures undertaken.
3.33.3 Are confidential reporting processes established and maintained with | Requirement The company policies and processes should at a Confidential reporting processes are established and Internal
associated policies and practices embedded throughout the minimum establish the ambition that confidential reporting |maintained in all tier one supply chains and work is
corporate culture led at senior board level? processes should be put in place where supply chain ongoing in tier two and three suppliers to achieve this.
mapping and interrogation highlights that they are not
already there.
3.3.34 Are all complaints from workers dealt with objectively and Requirement The company policies and processes should at a Complaints from workers can be shown to be dealt with  |Internal
confidentially through independent and impartial reviews leading to a minimum establish the ambition that confidential reporting [objectively and confidentially.
remedy where applicable? These remedies should end the processes should be put in place where supply chain
infringement, unfair working condlition or associated unlawful mapping and interrogation highlights that they are not
treatment and provide retrospective financial compensation to the already there.
worker and referral to legal authorities where individuals have
broken the law. Complaints and associated remedies should be
documented and available for external scrutiny, with safeguards
taken to protect the identity of victims.
3.3.35 Is social responsibility addressed explicitly in the policies and Requirement Internal

3.4 Traceability

Page 4 of 25




PAS 1550 Implementation Guide

! Yy, ™ - THIS PROJECT
l) le \M IS CO-FUNDED n
PAS Implementation Practice . BY THE
CHARITASLE TRUSTS WWF EUROPEAN UNION
3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
3.4.1 Are records of traceability kept that demonstrate whether or not a Required The Future of Fish, in collaboration with FishWise, Global | The company has a seafood sourcing policy that Suppliers are providing lot or batch traceability External Do you have the following records to support that a
product originates from a source where reliable evidence of legality Food Traceability Center and WWF, developed a establishes the need for traceability of its seafood information that allows the sourcing company to assess product originates from a legal source:
(e.g. registration, licensing, catch documentation and compliance preliminary guide for industry working towards full-chain [products on a lot or batch basis, to aid its control and and verify the credentials of the seafood it is buying. The *vessel registration
records) is available? /f it is not possible to trace to the origin of the traceability: https:/fishwise.org/wp- assessment of food safety, sustainability, labour and information supplied should be provided in a format that ~vessel license
seafood, this should trigger an investigation and the completion of content/uploads/2018/03/0SMI-Trace-Collab_Taking-the-|associated environmental impacts, including avoidance of|conforms to the GDST KDEs. For IUU catch catch documentation
steps to remedy the situation. First-Steps-Towards-Seafood-Traceability.pdf 1UU by warranting that it is caught legally. documentation, the links and references within this «compliance records
document should be consulted.
This guide links to useful resources including a What other records or documents do you keep that
comprehensive compilation of key data elements (KDEs) support claims of legality of a source?
across certification schemes, governmental
organizations, industries, etc.: https:/fishwise.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/03/2017.05.25_KDEs-for-Seafood-
Compilation-of-Resources_Final_-1-1.pdf
An example of traceability compliance can be found in the
ISO standard document 'Traceability of finfish products'
(12875:2011):
https://www.iso.org/standard/52084.html
34.2 Does the organization complete data (or data system) verification Risk The company has a seafood sourcing policy that Internal
exercises to verify the authenticity of data entering the traceabilty ~|assessment establishes the need for traceability of its seafood
system? consideration products on a lot or batch basis, to aid its control and
assessment of food safety, sustainability, labour and
associated environmental impacts, including avoidance of
1UU by warranting that it is caught legally.
343 Does information gathered, stored and processed on traceability Risk The company has a seafood sourcing policy that Through a combination of routine and spot-check Internal
enable full chain traceability to be assured transparently? assessment establishes the need for traceability of its seafood traceability audits, the company is able to verify the
consideration products on a lot or batch basis, to aid its control and accuracy and authenticity of some, if not all of the data
assessment of food safety, sustainability, labour and provided by its suppliers, and it is actively exploring how
associated environmental impacts, including avoidance of|this information can be automatically captured and
1UU by warranting that it is caught legally. shared with its customers or other stakeholders.
344 Are all traceability systems, and all claims based on them, subject to |Risk Traceability can be defined as "the systematic ability to  |A policy and process for assessing claims and sourcing [There is a formal documented process in place for External How frequently are traceability systems, and all claims
external verification mechanisms and regular independent audits?  |assessment access any or all information relating to a food under credentials is in place or under development. assessing claims. Third party guidance is used as the

Traceability data should be accessible during verification checks
and audits.

consideration

consideration, throughout its entire life cycle, by means of]|
recorded identifications" (WWF traceability principles,
2015). Itis important to note that this is different to
transparency, which focuses on what information is
shared, with which stakeholders, and at what frequency.

The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST)
Standard 1.0 provides guidelines on enhancing
interoperability of traceability systems to help enable full
chain traceability and improve data verifiability:
https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-

materials/

basis for making voluntary claims beyond the legally
required consumer information. Such guidance could be
in the form of third party certification logo/brand
guidelines, or via pre-competitive collaborations, e.g.
Sustainable Seafood Coalition, Seafood Task Force.

based on them, subject to external verification and
independent audits?

How is traceability data made accessible during
verification checks and audits e.g. use of an electronic
system?
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3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
345 Is traceability provided by the vessel or group of vessels that caught|Risk Traceback exercises can be conducted to test if A policy is in place that requires one up and one down Supply chains are fully mapped, traceability back to External How is traceability provided to the vessel or group of
the seafood? assessment traceability is provided by the vessel or group of vessels |traceability but includes a requirement that all fish and supply vessel or group of vessels (including vessels (e.g. catch certificate) that caught the seafood?
consideration that caught the seafood. Companies should already have |seafood is traceable back to the source vessel or group [transhipment vessels) is in place and can be
a range of traceability processes in place, to which of vessels that it comes from. The policy may include an |demonstrated within a reasonable timeframe, taking into What processes, e.g. traceback exercises, are used to
additional aspects relating to IUU can be added. Where |ambition that all KDEs within GDST will be provided by a |account variables such as global time differences, public demonstrate traceability to a vessel or group of vessels?
barriers exist, for example data loss due to auction sales |future date by suppliers. Mapping of supply chains is holidays, weekends etc. GDST KDEs are being collected
or lack of transparency from certain vessels, the risk of |taking place, along with the creation of vessel lists. and are available to the buyer. Action plans are agreed Have you adopted any traceability standards, e.g. ISO
IUU products should be considered elevated. with supply chains where required traceability information 12875, as part of traceability compliance, and if so which
is missing. Vessel lists include UVIs for all vessels. ones?
Itis recognised that not all supply chains may be fully Additional data such as ports of landing, beneficial
traceable, and companies may want to work with their owners of vessels etc. is being collected, but may not If you have undertaken a traceability improvement project
suppliers to improve this. Some companies may choose, always be present. or initiative, can you please provide details of this i.e. time-
for example, to work with suppliers to develop traceability bound deliverables?
improvement projects or initiatives with time-bound
deliverables. There are links to publicly available
traceability standards and guidelines included in the PAS
1550, which can help to fulfil requirements and risk
assessment considerations, and inform an improvement
project or initiative. More are included in the "shared
resources" section.
The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST)
Standard 1.0, provides guidelines on enhancing
interoperability of traceability systems to help enable full
chain traceability, improve data verifiability and ease data
sharing: https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-
documents/gdst-1-0-materials/
346 Are traceback exercises carried out at a frequency based onrisk  |Risk DNA testing of fish can be used to support claims of The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to Internal
assessment and in a timescale that is appropriate for the origin of ~ [assessment legality, inform risk assessments, and support traceback |ensure that product purchased can be reliably traced ensure that product purchased can be reliably traced
the seafood? consideration exercises to seafood origin. Seafish has produced a back to the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The back to the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The
comprehensive guide on the uses of DNA testing frequency of traceback exercises is based on a risk frequency of traceback exercises is based on an in-
seafood that includes a list of well-established DNA assessment, taking into account publicly known risk depth risk assessment, taking into account detailed
databases: factors for each specific supply chain. supply chain information derived from supplier
https://www.seafish.org/media/publications/SeafishGuidet inspections, audits or SAQs.
oDNATestingofSeafood 201312.pdf
347 Does the organization complete random traceback exercises that |Risk Random traceback exercises to verify traceability are The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to Internal
are able to verify full traceability from point of sale to source within ~ [assessment typically conducted for food safety reasons. Some ensure that product purchased can be reliably traced ensure that product purchased can be reliably traced
48 hours? consideration examples of food safety standards that require this back to the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The back to the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The
include the BRC Global Standard (BRCGS) for Food frequency of traceback exercises is based on a risk frequency of traceback exercises is based on an in-
Safety, IFS Food Standard 6.1, and GSA Seafood assessment, taking into account publicly known risk depth risk assessment, taking into account detailed
Processing Standards. As such, information relevantto |factors for each specific supply chain. supply chain information derived from supplier
IUU can be collected, e.g. through commercial inspections, audits or SAQs.
transaction process, and stored alongside food safety
information.
If traceback exercises cannot be conducted for certain
supply chains or products, this should be taken into
consideration when conducting a risk assessment, and
companies should consider working with their supply
chains to improve traceability. Refer to the "shared
resources" section for common traceability guidelines
and standards that can serve as a basis for traceability
improvement projects or initiatives.
348 Are sales transactions between actors in the supply chain Risk The buyer is able to correlate physical stock components |Batch and lot number are detailed on purchase External Are sales transactions accompanied and traced by unit
accompanied and traced by unit or batch numbers on or assessment with the associated paperwork through simple accounting|documents and these facilitate traceability back to source or batch numbers on, or accompanying invoices?

accompanying invoices? To allow effective tracking of products, all
buyers and sellers should be able to match sales transactions
between them.

consideration

tools such as invoice numbers or lot codes.

fishery and supply vessels for product at all stages of
manufacture, storage or distribution.

Where are unit or batch numbers captured?

Are you able to match sales transactions with buyers or
sellers?
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Assessment question
Consideration
349 Does the organization cooperate with the relevant competent Risk The company has an "open door and cooperation policy" |Company hosts visits (or demonstrates a wilingness to  |Internal
authorities (that conduct active and effective regulatory oversight assessment for domestic government and enforcement agencies. host visits) from domestic government compliance
and verification) by using effective compliance and enforcement consideration authorities and cooperates to any reasonable request by
mechanisms? supplying information in a timely manner. Either directly or
via industry associations/trade bodies or other
collaborations, the company demonstrates its wilingness
to provide input to consultations, meet with government
officials and support government policy implementation,
where relevant to its seafood sourcing.
3.4.10 In order to ensure consistency in the requests for information in Risk The company seafood sourcing policy builds on the need | The seafood company is able to demonstrate: External Which of the following data is available for collection upon
supply chains, is the following information collected (via request) and|assessment for traceability by noting the minimum set of information it |*vessel identity (home port, name, flag), registration, and request and associated with products?
associated with the products? consideration expects to be collected and available to the next stage of |where issued, IMO or other UVI number +vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call sign),
« vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call sign), registration the supply chain, for the products it buys. The basis of  |+location of catch [e.g. specific location of fishery, FAO registration, and where issued, IMO or other UVI number
and, where issued IMO or other UVI number; the minimum information derives from EU IUU/US SIMP  |codes, EEZ’s ISO country code, relevant Regional «location of catch (e.g. GPS coordinates, specific
« location of catch [e.g. GPS coordinates, specific location of fishery, and GDST KDEs, and this ambition is communicated Fisheries Management Organization (RFMO) location of fishery, FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO country code,
FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO country code, relevant Regional Fisheries within the sourcing policy or product specification to its «fishing license and validity relevant Regional Fisheries Management Organization
Management Organization (RFMO)]; seafood suppliers. *species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code (RFMO))
« fishing license and validity; «fishing method used «fishing license and validity
« species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code; «fishing dates of capture *species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code
« fishing method used; quantities (in kg) of catch «fishing method used
« fishing dates of capture; «date/area/position/estimated weight/call sign and «fishing dates of capture
« quantities (in kg) of catch; declaration of any transhipment at sea quantities (in kg) of catch
« date/arealposition/estimated weight/call sign and declaration of any transhipment information will include the receiving ~date/area/position/estimated weight/call sign and
transhipment at sea. This will include the receiving vessel name and vessel name, and where applicable, the IMO number or declaration of any transhipment at sea. This will include
where applicable the IMO number or other UVI number; and other UVI number the receiving vessel name and where applicable, the IMO
« person/enterprise with custody and ownership after landing. number or other UVI number
Not all of this information will accompany the product at every stage, Not all of this information will accompany the product at *person/enterprise with custody and ownership after
but the information should be maintained and available on request. every stage, but the information should be maintained landing.
and available on request.
What other information is associated with products?
3.4.11 Is information relating to the products maintained in an electronic Risk The FAO technical paper “Seafood traceability for The company seafood sourcing or other related policies |The company sourcing policies are understood and External What key data relating to products (refer to question X) at
system? As a minimum the key data should be held in the system, |assessment fisheries compliance: Country-level support for catch detail the company ambition that product specific acknowledged by all actors in the supply chain and the a minimum, are maintained in an electronic system?
and other documentation such as EU Catch Certificates attached consideration documentation schemes,” lists recommendations for information (whether to enable IUU risk assessments to [company is able to demonstrate that some of the product
electronically or a record noting their physical location attached. traceability mechanisms based on the evaluation of be undertaken routinely or not) will need to be available  [specific information that it requires is being submitted Is other documentation such as EU Catch Certificates
different countries’ catch documentation schemes (CDS) |electronically at some time in the future. electronically and that there is a time-bound commitment attached electronically, or is a record noting their physicall
and key data elements (KDEs): by which all of this information will be provided location attached?
http://www fao.org/publications/card/en/c/1701be4c-eb83- electronically.
4b0f-97e5-b6d11d1c7c55/
3.5 Information verification and transparency
3.5.1 Does the organization work with other actors in the supply chain to |Required Transparency and Traceability can be confused with one |A transparency policy that details what information is The transparency policy is understood by all actors in the|Internal
agree levels of information required and share it to ensure a level of another; Transparency refers to how and what needed from the supply chain is formulated and supply chain and supply chain transparency is able to be
transparency that is appropriate to enable regulatory visibility across information is disclosed to certain stakeholders, while communicated to each supply chain actor. demonstrated upon request by regulators and
the entire supply chain? Traceability refers to information on a certain product or stakeholders, whilst being routinely audited for
batch from origin to end-use. compliance in-house.
The "GS1 Foundation for Fish, Seafood and Aquaculture
Traceability Guideline" provides consistent business
practices for effectively managing traceability and
enhancing transparency across supply chains:
https://www.gs 1.org/standards/traceability/quidhttps ://ww
w.gs1.org/sites/default/files/docs/traceability/GS1_Found
ation_for Fish Seafood Agquaculture Traceability Guidel
ine.pdf
3.5.2 Does the organization engage with other actors in the supply chains |Required Itis recognised that full chain traceability may not always |The transparency policy states that where barriers exist |Proactive engagement with suppliers to overcome Internal

to resolve any barriers that prevent this from being possible?

be achieved. In such cases, a programme or process to
improve traceability is needed. There are resources and
guidelines available in the "shared resources" section of
this guide to assist companies in taking steps towards full
chain traceability.

to achieving supply chain transparency, the seafood
buyer will work collaboratively with its suppliers to
address them.

transparency barriers can be demonstrated with
successes having already been achieved.
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plain language and correct according to the source of the product?
This includes all claims made about the origin of the product.

and be correct according to the source of the product.
This includes country of origin.

«It is good practice for voluntary information beyond
mandatory legal requirements to be clear, unambiguous
and verifiable.

«Attention is drawn to Regulation (EU) 1379/2013 as well
as the Sustainable Seafood Coalition's Code of Conduct
on Environmental Claims.

packaging is checked to ensure compliance with legal
requirements and clarity of labelling.

THE
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PAS Implementation Practice 4 BY THE
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3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
353 When assessing the impact on decent working conditions, is Required A company should establish and use policies, practices |The transparency policy states that where barriers exist [The company is able to demonstrate that engagement External Can you assess the impact of decent working conditions
engagement with those potentially affected (in this case, workers) and confidential reporting and assurance systems, to to achieving supply chain transparency, the seafood with workers who are likely to be impacted by the lack of through a verifiable traceback exercise across your
undertaken? If any information is unavailable during a traceback ensure that decent working conditions protect workers in |buyer will work collaboratively with its suppliers to decent working conditions, is able to be made to all intent supply chains within 48 hours from the time the request is
exercise then this should be investigated. facilities in all countries where seafood products are address them. and purpose at will. made? A traceback exercise involves gathering
sourced. A company should conduct inspections, audits information or documenting events from the point of origin
and/or site visits to check for aspects of decent working or source. If any information is unavailable during a
conditions. traceback exercise, a further multi-part question should
be asked, such as:
Can you access information or furnish evidence related
to freedom of association, right of workers to organize,
forced labour, minimum age of workers, child labour,
equal remuneration or discrimination?
354 Are all stages in the supply chain available for inspections, audits Required All stages in the supply chain should be available for 1st, 2nd and 3rd party inspection and auditing of all 1st, 2nd and 3rd party inspection and auditing of all External As a company, are you able to conduct inspections,
and/or site visits upon request? inspections, audits and/or site visits upon request. stages in the supply chain is an ambition within the stages within the supply chain happens for all high risk audits and/or site visits to check for aspects of legality,
Additionally, DNA testing is an emerging technology company's sourcing policy. sources, with pilot electronic monitoring either in place or traceability and decent working conditions?
applicable in spot checks. planned, and a plan to achieve the same for moderate
and low risk supply chains is in place. How often do you conduct site visits?
What information are you able to obtain from the site
visits to help verify legality of seafood products and
decent working conditions from the point of origin?
3.55 Are the commitments, expectations and standards of the Required The commitments, expectations and standards of a A requirement to be able to undertake traceability Traceability exercises are able to be undertaken and Internal
organization documented and available to other actors in the supply company should be documented and available to actors |exercises within 48 hours is detailed within the company |completed for all supply chains within the 48 hour
chain within 48 hours of the request? in the supply chain within 48 hours of the request. policy. timeframe, taking into account weekend, public and
religious holiday restrictions.
3.5.6 Is first-, second- and third-party verification of information allowed at |Required First, second and third-party verification of information The company policies establish its intent to be able to External As a company, can you obtain third-party verification of
any point in the supply chain? Access should be granted to those should be allowed at any point in the supply chain. verify information provided to it by its supply chain at will, information at any point in the supply chain?
conducting inspections, audits and/or site visits on behalf of those in *Access should be granted to those conducting whether using 1st, 2nd or 3rd party audit processes.
the supply chain to check for aspects of legality, traceability and inspections, audits and/or site visits on behalf of those in Do you have designated access to conduct inspections,
decent working conditions. Random spot checks and unannounced the supply chain, to check for aspects of legality, audits and/or site visits on behalf of those in the supply
audits should be permitted. traceability and decent working conditions. chain?
*Random spot checks and unannounced audits should
be permitted. Can you conduct random spot checks, and are you
*DNA testing to verify species is an emerging technology permitted to conduct unannounced audits?
used in spot checks
*Third-party auditors help to ensure that inspections are
conducted without jeopardizing necessary business
confidentiality
357 Is all of the text on the final product labelling and packaging written in | Required All products should be properly labelled in plain language, |Policies are in place that detail how product labelling and External Are all products properly and visibly labelled and written

in plain language, including correct source of the product
and country of origin? If so, please supply examples of
labelling where relevant, for all seafood supplied in this
contract. See link for information on labelling as a
resource:
https://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2014/december/tra

doc_152941.pdf

Section 4. Fisheries and fishing operations
4.1 Management of fisheries
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Assessment question
Consideration

4.1.1 In arisk assessment, is seafood assessed as higher risk if sourced |Risk In a risk assessment, seafood should be assessed as Seafood supply chains are being mapped and at a All source fisheries have been identified, information to Internal
from a fishery that is either regarded as overfished or for which assessment higher risk if sourced from a fishery that is regarded as  [minimum the information with which to determine whether |determine the status of the stock has been collected, and
there is neither sufficient data to ensure it is not overfished nor a consideration overfished, or for which there is neither sufficient data to |a source fishery is overfished, unregulated or has a risk assessment has determined the stock status.
plan in place to collect such data? ensure it is not overfished, nor a plan in place to collect |problems with under-reporting (high risk) is being Fisheries determined to be overfished, data-deficient or

such data. collated. without a management plan, are classified as high risk
unless a justification is made to the contrary.

There is no one list that expresses the State of all of the

different fisheries, yet various competent authorities at

global and national levels, assess whether fisheries are in

an overfished State.

Itis good practice for seafood to be sourced from

fisheries with a peer reviewed assessment that

demonstrates that the fishery is not fished in excess of

the maximum sustainable yield (MSY). Stock statuses

can be accessed on RFMO webpages, although they

may not be current. The following map of RFMOs may be

useful here: https://ec.europa.eu/oceans-and-

fisheries/index_en

4.1.2 Where seafood originates or might originate from a fishery where Required When procuring higher risk seafood, e.g. seafood Source fisheries are being mapped and assessed to Mapping and assessment of all fisheries has been Internal
RFMOs, intergovernmental organizations, States (including EU originating from a fishery identified with high levels of risk |determine whether any are high risk. completed, with steps being taken to address stocks that
Member States) and NGOs have identified high levels of risk of [UU of IUU fishing, extra measures should be taken to ensure are classified as high risk.
fishing, or if the species is assessed to be of higher risk, does the full traceability, maximum transparency, and the
organization consider this seafood to be higher risk? trustworthiness of the supply chain. This includes at

minimum, completing risk assessments or audits at least
once every six months, with steps taken to mitigate risks.
Extra measures might include certification verification
such as Marine Stewardship Council (MSC), including the
associated Chain of Custody certification where
applicable, to mitigate the higher risk presented by the
fishery.

4.1.3 When procuring higher risk seafood, are extra measures taken to Risk 6-monthly reviews of high risk fishery sources is Proactive engagement of the buyer is occuring, and Internal
ensure full traceability, maximum transparency, and the assessment happening, with supply chain feedback of results tangible improvement and advocacy is being practised.
trustworthiness of the supply chain, including by as a minimum consideration communicated.
completing risk assessments or audits at least once every six
months with steps taken to mitigate risks?

4.2 Fisheries access control

4.2.1 Where seafood and marine ingredients are identified as originating  |Required Where 12 monthly audits are not possible but obtainable, |Supply chains are being mapped with the desire to know |[All flag States are known, comprehensive vessel lists are |Internal

from a vessel that is flagged to a State, or that fishes in the territorial
or EEZ waters of a coastal State, that does not have a transparent
register of authorized vessels, does the organization ensure that
there is full chain traceability and that independent audits are
completed at least every 12 months?

the company should factor this information into the risk
assessment. Would audits on a less frequent basis
elevate the risk to a level where sourcing is not
responsible?

Itis also recognised that conducting audits every 12
months is not always possible. In this case, companies
can request that suppliers provide copies of vessel
licenses, registrations, etc. annually, to check that fish
come from legal sources and help companies realize
potential risks. Companies should also consider
advocating the relevant State to compile and publish a
transparent list of vessels. It should consider whether the
State shares vessel information with RFMOs and/or the
FAO Global Record, in absence of its own transparent
register.

the flag State of the fishing vessels supplying, so that a
full list of supply vessels can be compiled.

available to the supply chain owner, and vessel registries
are either public or there is ongoing advocacy for this to
happen. Utilising the mapping exercise for vessels, an
assessment of the flag State controls in place may be
undertaken, so that an understanding of the monitoring,
control and surveillance, as well as their compliance
regime is understood, or at a minimum being explored.
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422 Where fish products are sourced from high seas fisheries or from  |Required The company can use these conditions to assess the Source fisheries are known or are being mapped and an |All source fisheries are known and their stock status has |Internal
any stock subject to the jurisdiction of an RFMO or other risk of the fishery. For example, it can check whether assessment of the sustainability status of the fishery been assessed and classified. Where stocks are
international management arrangement, the organization should only these conditions are in place by searching the relevant |being exploited is planned to be determined. Where deemed medium and high risk, improvement plans are in
source from vessels: RFMO/other international arrangements website and vessel lists/registries are available, vessel assessment |place to address concerns. Vessel registers are routinely
a) operating in fisheries governed by RFMOs or other international reading their conservation and management measures, |work is being planned to ensure none are engaged in IUU |assessed to ensure that there is no activity from vessels
arrangements that: 1) have fishing quotas or other as well as their resolutions and recommendations. practice and this has been communicated to the supply |on IUU lists, the monitoring, compliance and enforcement
seasonal, temporal or technical catch restrictions that are operated chain. regimes of the fisheries are understood, and
in a transparent manner, meaning that they are publically available Importantly, the company can check if a vessel is on any improvements are in place to address deficiencies. Tools
for instance on a website; IUU lists and/or is blacklisted. If so, the company should such as SFP Catch Check are being employed.
2) apply sanctions or require flag States to apply sanctions to not source from this vessel.
fishing vessels that are sufficient to deter IUU fishing, meaning that
fines are in the order of at least five times the value of the catch RFMO websites often contain lists of vessels which have
caught by the vessel during the period IUU activity took place; previously carried out IUU fishing. These lists can be
3) operate sanctions or require flag States to apply sanctions on useful to cross-check the vessels used within the
fishing vessels for [UU fishing in a transparent manner, meaning company's supply chains.
they are published on a publically available website; and
b) are operating under the flag of States that comply fully, and Some examples include:
ensure that vessels operating under their flag comply fully, with all ICCAT's IUU vessel list:
conditions and measures required by the international rules and/or https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.html
authority responsible for managing or setting the norms of EU's IUU vessel list:
management for the fishery https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfplillegal fishing/info
TMT's combined IUU vessel list: https:/www.iuu-
vessels.org/Home/Search
The Sustainable Fisheries Partnership (SFP) has
developed a tool called "Catch Check", available from
August 2021, that will provide risk assessment
recommendations on a species basis.
4.3 Monitoring, control and surveillance
4.3.1 General - advisory only
4.3.2 Due diligence
4.3.2.1 Does the organization complete due diligence on their supply chains |Requirement The first steps of gathering data on source fisheries, A policy is in place that recognises the importance of Internal

related to MCS? When undertaking due diligence on a new supplier
or product (or when repeating due diligence for an existing supplier
or product), the organization should assess and record the following
factors relating to flag States, coastal States and RFMOs
responsible for MCS of a supplying vessel.

which is a step toward assessing MCS requirements,
has begun.

effectively implemented monitoring, control and
surveillance (MCS) within fisheries. All supply chains are
mapped back to the source fishery, the status of each
MCS regime has been compiled, and a gap analysis has
been completed for each fishery, with steps being taken
to advocate for improved implementation by government,
or compliance by the fleet within the supply chain.
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43.21a Monitoring systems: Does the organization research whether or not |Risk Vessel tracking requirements are increasingly required | The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to [A questionnaire has been developed which is being used |External What requirements are in place for vessels to have
industrial fishing vessels in the supply chain are required by flag assessment by flag and coastal States, as well as RFMOs. The most [map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group of|to capture what data the source fisheries MCS regimes is Vessel Monitoring Systems (VMS)?
State authorities to have an installed vessel monitoring system consideration secure form of tracking is through VMS, though in most |vessels that supplies it with seafood. This policy forms capturing, as well as the method by which it is captured.
(VMS) transponder, automatic identification system (AIS) cases this information is proprietary rather than public. the foundation from which further supply chain insight can|Where AIS is mandatory, then checks should be made to What requirements are in place for vessels to operate
transponder or other tracking technology onboard? These systems Some States have also required the use of AIS, which is |be determined and steps to understand VMS/AIS use can|understand whether this data is being broadcast and is Automatic Identification Systems (AIS)?
where required should be continuously transmitting in accordance publicly available but easier for vessels to manipulate. be taken. accurate. Where VMS is mandated, discussions as to
with any national programmes or requirements and those which Whether or not vessels are tracked by the States and whether this information can be shared with supply chain Are there any other vessel tracking requirements in place|
have been sub-regionally, regionally or globally agreed among the RFMOs that regulate their behaviour, is an important owners should be happening. Where AIS and VMS is for vessels?
States concerned. Those responsible for tracking schemes that are consideration when considering risk. used within the fishery compliance regime, the controls
required should be able to track the movements of these vessels are understood by the seafood buyer and protocols are
continuously from port to port. If vessels are not monitored, this significantly increases in place which ensure that when they are not operational,
the risk that they may be operating illegally in areas that the vessels stop fishing and return to port. In addition,
they are not authorised to be in (whether in EEZs, data sharing with third-parties so that assessment of
RFMOs or protected areas). As part of this risk vessel activity can be monitored and assessed is being
assessment, businesses should also consider what is encouraged along the supply chain. Where AIS and VMS
known about the State that is undertaking the monitoring, is not used, then advocacy for its adoption and use is
for example, are they subject to a 'yellow card' from the either happening or being considered.
European Union. To inform this risk assessment,
organizations should ask companies supplying them to
explain what vessel tracking requirements are in the
jurisdictions they operate in. These should be easily
evidenced by supplying copies of license conditions or
other communications from competent authorities to
vessel owners, setting out their vessel tracking
requirements.
Technical guidance relating to electronic monitoring from
WWEF and EFCA are provided in “shared resources”.
43.21b Logbooks: Does the organization research whether or not MCS Risk For States to effectively regulate fishing vessels, they The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to |The company is actively and demonstrably investigating [External What requirements are in place to provide data on vessel
authorities require that vessels demonstrate they have met the assessment need information on the location and content of their map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group of|whether or not MCS authorities have effective position, catch of target and non-target species and
requirements for recording and timely reporting of vessel position, |consideration catch. If competent authorities are not requiring this vessels that supplies it with seafood. This policy forms implementation of log-books as a means of monitoring fishing effort to the following:
catch of target and non-target species, fishing effort and other information, it not only suggests that fishing is not being  [the foundation from which further supply chain insight can|fishing activities. For example: a questionnaire has been the vessel's flag State?
relevant fisheries data in accordance with coastal State or other sub-| reported, but also significantly increases the risk that the |be determined and steps to understand logbook use can [developed that is being used to capture what data the «the vessel's coastal State (if applicable)?
regional, regional and global standards for collection of such data? authority is not regulating access to the fishery, or be taken. source fishery’s MCS regime is capturing, as well as the the Regional Fisheries Management Organization
monitoring the activities of vessels to determine whether method by which it is captured. Where the use of where the vessel fishes (if applicable)
or not they are operating illegally. Logbook requirements logbooks is mandatory, then checks should be made to
should be easily evidenced, by supplying copies of understand whether this data is being completed and is What other data requirements are in place of fishing
license conditions or other communications from accurate. Where logbooks are not used, then advocacy activity by vessels that supply seafood in this contract?
competent authorities to vessel owners, setting out their for their adoption and use is either happening or being
vessel tracking requirements. considered.
4321c¢c At sea inspections: Does the organization research whether or not [Risk At-sea inspections are an important means to determine | The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to |Supply chains are mapped and knowledge of whether at- [External At what frequency are vessels in the supply chain

vessels in the supply chain are subject to a regime of inspections by
MCS authorities? Vessels should give information to the relevant
coastal State or duly authorized RFMO inspecting authority
regarding vessel position, catches, fishing gear, fishing operations
and related activities. The appropriate authority should be allowed to
inspect the vessel, its license, gear, equipment, records, facilities,
fish and fish products and any relevant documents necessary to
verify compliance with coastal State rules and regulations or
relevant RFMO conservation and management measures.

assessment
consideration

whether or not vessels are complying with fisheries laws
and regulations. For example, actual catch can be
compared with logbooks to verify the information, the
fishing gear can be inspected, and the catch checked for
the presence of endangered species and signs of shark
finning. The lack of such inspections increases the risk
that vessels are operating illegally. States often publicise
fisheries patrols to increase their deterrent effect. Vessel
companies can also be requested to share post-
inspection reports when organizations are seeking to
verify whether or not they take place.

map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group of
vessels that supply it with seafood. This policy forms the
foundation from which further supply chain insight can be
determined, along with steps to understand the use of at-
sea inspections within the compliance regime, and next
steps as appropriate for the size and scale of the
company.

sea inspections are taking place is known for all source
fisheries. Where at-sea inspections are happening,
details are known about what information is being
collected, i.e. logbook checks, fishing gear and inspection
of catch, as well as inspections of the crew and labour
conditions onboard. Where at-sea inspections are not
happening, or they do not include any of the above, then
advocacy should be happening or planned to occur.

subject to at-sea vessel inspections by the coastal State,
by parties to RFMOs in the high sea?

Can you share any post-inspection reports?
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43.21d Observers: Does the organization research and ask for evidence [Risk To date, RFMOs have relied on human observers to The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to |Information on the flag State requirements for onboard External What requirements are in place by the flag State, coastal
that seafood is sourced from fisheries where observer programmes, |assessment monitor vessels at sea, collecting essential data for map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group of|observation is being collected for all source fisheries. As State or RFMO for human observers to be on the
whether electronic or human, or alternative measures have been consideration effective management. At many RFMOs, purse seine vessels that supply it with seafood. This policy forms the |part of this mapping and data collection process, vessel(s)?
implemented through national, sub-regional and regional observer vessels require full observer coverage, while longline foundation from which further supply chain insight can be |information on whether the observation is human or
programs in which the flag State is a participant? Information on vessels require only 5 percent observer coverage. This |determined on whether the observation is human or electronic, the protocols against which the observations What electronic monitoring measures are in place on the
observer coverage levels, or alternative measures such as minimal observer coverage increases the risk of lUU electronic. are happening is being determined, and controls or lack vessel and what authorities have access to these
increased inspections where observer schemes are not possible, fishing going undetected. However, human observer of are being understood and risk assessed. The records?
should be obtained from an RFMO (where relevant) or coastal schemes can be problematic due to the isolation of frequency of observation onboard specific vessels and
State. observers and the potential for corruption or intimidation. the wider fleet at large are assessed and compared with
Although the presence of observers reduces 1UU risk, the relevant legislation in force. Protocols that detail what
this method should only form part of the risk assessment. should be recorded, the frequency of recording, the
Information on RFMO schemes related to observer steps taken if issues are found, along with who pays and
coverage are sometimes published on the RFMO monitors the observers and ensures their findings are
website, but this information tends to be limited and understood. Where deficiencies are identified, advocacy
inconsistent. is planned or happening to address these issues and in
the place of human observers onboard boats, adequate
In order to establish whether or not a coastal State safeguards and communication protocols are in place to
scheme exists, organizations should request observer guarantee their safety and confidence to carry out their
reports verifying vessel catch. These may also be tasks without fear of reprisal.
evidenced by supplying copies of coastal State license
conditions or other communications from competent
authorities, such as regional observer program
providers.
As managers, scientists and stakeholders recognize that
more observer coverage is needed to ensure a
sustainable seafood supply chain, electronic monitoring
(EM) has proven to be a vehicle to increase oversight.
EM uses technology (cameras, GPS, gear sensors) to
43.21.e Where fish is identified to originate from a vessel that is flagged to a |Requirement If 4.3.2.1.d determines the vessel is not subject to an The company operates a seafood sourcing policy that Arisk assessment to determine the risks of not having  |Internal
State or that fishes in the territorial or EEZ waters of a coastal observer programme, this risk mitigation should be put in |requires regular (at least annual) supply chain traceability |onboard observations (whether human or electronic) is
s+M68tate that does not operate a national observer program, does place. See 3.4 for details on full chain traceability exercises to be conducted. either in process or completed. In addition, discussions
the organization ensure that there is full chain traceability and that with the supply chain about low-costs observation may
independent audits are completed at least every 12 months? be happening.
4322 Where it is known that seafood or marine ingredients are sourced Risk Although there are many reasons why a vessel owner of |The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to [The beneficial ownership of all vessels supplying fish and |External What is the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying seafood
from vessels flagged to a State that is different than the State of assessment one nationality may use the flag of a different nationality ~|map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group of|seafood is known, their background is being researched, under this contract?
nationality of their beneficial owner, is this regarded as increasing consideration (such as access to quota or a genuine joint venture), the |vessels that supply it with seafood. This policy forms the |and where concerns such as different domicile status of
the risk of supplying illegal products? use of flags from another State increases risk. In some  |foundation from which further supply chain insight can be |owner to flag State is present, the reasons for this is What is the nationality of the vessel(s)' beneficial owner?
cases, 'flags of convenience' are used to avoid more determined on the beneficial ownership of supplying being understood.
stringent flag State controls exercised by the owner's vessels and research/ information is compiled to enable
State. As effective flag State controls are a key means of |the supply chain owner and supplier to assess IUU risk
reducing the risk of a vessel fishing illegally, avoiding from them.
them increases risk. In addition, if an owner is based in a
different jurisdiction from the flag, it can be more difficult
to apply sanctions in the case of IUU fishing or human
rights abuses. This reduces the deterrent effect of
sanctions.
4.3.3 Market controls
4.3.3.1 Does the organization undertake analysis of its supply chains and  |Required Market controls can help to establish the legal origin of External What flag States, coastal States and processing States

implement a system to enable it to identify the carding status of its
supply chains?

seafood products. An example of a market control
scheme to curb IUU fishing is the EU IUU Regulation
1005/2008.

*Under this regulation, non-EU countries identified as
having inadequate measures in place to prevent and
deter IUU fishing may be issued with a formal warning, or
a yellow card to improve efforts, or a red card for failure
to curb IUU fishing.

*A company should implement a system to identify the
carding status of its supply chains by first accessing IlUU
Watch, an aggregated source of information for EU
carding decisions by country. For more information,
including countries and their carding status, follow:
http:/www.iuuwatch.eu/

have responsibility for seafood caught in this supply
chain?

Are any of the above States subject to an EU yellow card
or red card? See: http:/www.iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-
carding-decisions/
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4.3.32

Does the organization require that vessels in the supply chain are
not flagged to or licensed to fish by States that have been issued a
red card by the EU?

Required

A company should require that vessels it sources from in
the supply chain are not flagged or licensed to fish by
States that have been issued a red card. To determine if
the vessel is flagged to a State that has been issued a
red card, a company can request the following
information from their supply chains:

*Request catch certificate information in accordance with
the EU IUU Regulations, including fishing vessel name,
flag State, vessel or IMO number, for example

*Review and verify information on the catch certificate to
determine compliance. This may include requesting
physical inspection reports of consigned seafood
products carried out by third country authorities

*Reject consignments of seafood products if the vessel
is determined to be flagged to a State that has been
issued a red card. See www.iuuwatch.eu for more
information.

Internal

4.3.33

Are purchases made from fishing vessels flagged to States that
have not notified a competent authority to the EU under the EU IUU
Regulation?

Risk
assessment

consideration

A company should check that the flag State of the
vessel(s) supplying them (already notified in other
questions) are on the list of countries that have notified
the EU (to be used as a proxy for non-EU countries) of
their competent authority and been accepted:
https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfplillegal_fishing/info

Internal

4.3.3.4

Where fish is sourced from vessels flagged to a State given a yellow
card by the EU or fishing in a coastal State given a yellow card by
the EU, is the organization able to demonstrate that there is a
system that enables full chain traceability and that audits are
completed at a minimum once every 12 months?

Requirement

Internal (using
answers from
previous
question)

4335

If sourcing from these countries, does the organization research the
reasons for the yellow card and, where it has access, record (and,
where possible, support) efforts by the yellow-carded State to
address these reasons?

Requirement

Seafood from a country that has been given an EU yellow
card is at inherently higher risk, as less reliance can be
placed on efforts by the relevant government to manage
fisheries. If organizations decide to continue taking
supplies from them, and reliance is placed on
government fisheries management measures to mitigate
the risk of IUU fishing, then it is important to understand
the reasons for the EU yellow card and the efforts being
taken by the State to address those reasons. The EU
publishes Statements when yellow cards are issued to
explain the concerns that led to the cardings. In addition,
organizations can contact NGOs and other stakeholders
active in those countries, to gain an insight into what
progress is being made.

If is also recommended that suppliers in the yellow
carded country are contacted to discuss the reasons
from the yellow card, to ascertain what is being done by
the government to address the situation, and whether or
not the supplier is playing a role in supporting any
reforms. Organizations may also choose to individually or
in partnership with their suppliers and/or NGOs, contact
the authorities in the yellow carded country to encourage
them to make relevant reforms, in order to ensure they
can continue to supply from the country.

Through the above, a view can be formed regarding
whether or not the yellow carded country's authorities are
engaging proactively to address the issues that led to the

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to
map its supply chains and identify the coastal State that
supplies it with seafood. This policy forms the foundation
from which further supply chain insight can be
determined of the EU card status.

The source country/fishery should be determined for all
SKUs and the reasons for any current red, yellow or
green status of the supply source is understood, so that
engagement with the third country government and the
supply chain can be planned. The reasons for any
current or previous EU cards are understood, and
engagement with the third country government is
happening, either directly or via the supply chain, so that
support is provided to address the issues raised. In
addition, for countries that are supplying the EU, there is
an understanding of their fishery management systems
and controls against which an assessment of the risk of
EU sanction can be made.

Internal
(however, may
choose to
contact
supplier to
obtain
information on
measures
being taken by
flag State in
reaction to EU
yellow card)

4.4 Source fishing vessels

441

Seafood should not be sourced from any vessel(s) that appear on
any recognized blacklist (those established by RFMOs). Is there a
system in place to verify whether vessels appear on any of the
available blacklists?

Other blacklists exist, but RFMO blacklists are the only ones
recommended here.

Required

A company should not source seafood from vessels that
appear on recognized blacklists established by RFMOs.
To determine whether or not a fishing vessel is listed,
follow: https://iuu-vessels.ora/

Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all
fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being
developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being
mapped, information about fishing licences and
authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
referenced.

External

As a company, can you confirm that none of the vessels
in this supply chain appears on a regional IUU black list.
See: https://iuu-vessels.org/
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4.4.2 Does the organization only source from fishing vessels that appear |Required The FAO Global Record of Fishing Vessels, Refrigerated |Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all Internal
on authorized vessel lists where these are available for relevant Cargo Vessels and Supply Vessels, maintains a record |fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being
coastal State EEZs and territorial waters or, where on the high seas, of fishing vessels, including their identity, history and developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being
by the relevant RFMO? authorizations to fish and tranship and, in the future, will |mapped, information about fishing licences and

also have a record of non-compliance for that vessel. authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
This tool is intended to support risk assessment. Follow |referenced.

this link for more information or a list of vessels:

http://www.fao.org/global-record/en/

Another useful database for searching if EU vessels

fishing in the waters of a non-EU State have an

agreement with that State is: http://www.whofishesfar.org/

Does the organization request the following information from suppliers to inform their due diligence risk assessments?

443.a Evidence that all qualifying fishing vessels (under IMO adopted Risk Unique vessel identifiers (UVIs) such as IMO ship Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all [All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are  |External Do all qualifying fishing vessels have a unique vessel
resolution A.1078(28) and the latest version of Circular Letter 1886) |assessment numbers, are an identification number that is unique to fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being on public vessel registers and the Global Record, along identifier (UVI) issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the IMO?
in their supply chain have a unique vessel identifier (UVI) issued by |consideration each ship, and is never reassigned to another vessel. developed, which includes their length and weight, fishing |with any relevant RFMO. The vessels that qualify have
IHSM&T on behalf of the IMO This means that vessel name, ownership, records of non-|gear of operation and whether they have a UVl and are  [IMO numbers in place, and those that do not, have been Where is this information captured, e.g. catch certificate,

compliance etc., can be recorded using these numbers. |on a publicly available vessel register maintained by their |provided with UVIs by their flag State. Vessel ownership registration?
Once allocated, these numbers should be included on all |flag State or RFMO where relevant. In addition, as vessel [is known and checks are undertaken to ensure that all

relevant documentation including licences and details are being captured they should be assessed to licences and authorizations are up to date with no non- Can this information be made available upon request?
authorizations, transhipment reports, landing determine whether they qualify for an IMO number and  [compliance.

requests/reports etc., to improve transparency of the steps are being taken to encourage the supply chain to

supply chain. Difficulty arises where a specific country or |obtain them where they are missing. At a minimum PAS

RFMO does not enforce the use of UVIs or where 1550 should be referred to in supplier communication so

auctions result in UVI number changes. Suppliers should |that they are aware of the desire to assess |UU risk.

request UVI records and if not available, consider that the

supply chain is of higher risk.

Companies should advocate for the inclusion of vessels

on public registers. This increases transparency and

reduces the risk of IUU seafood entering supply chains.

4.4.3b Evidence that those not qualifying for an IMO number have an Risk IMO numbers can be searched here: Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all {IMO numbers are in place for all qualifying vessels and |External Do those fishing vessels not qualifying for an IMO
alternative internationally or nationally recognised UVI. Such UVIs assessment https://imonumbers.ihs.com/ fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being logbooks and official fishery management documents and number have an alternative internationally or nationally

should remain the same for the entire life of the vessel, be marked
on the vessel and appear on all related documentation including the
catch documentation

consideration

Some countries do not enforce the use of IMO numbers
or they may not be enforced on vessels below a certain
size. Therefore, alternative unique vessel identifiers
(UVIs) may be required. Examples include CaribShip
Unique Numbering Schemes, tuna RFMO vessel lists,
High Seas Vessel Authorization Record, among others.
Suppliers should request that a UVI and not just an IMO
number, is included within the catch documentation.

The UVI should be collected for all vessels in the supply
chain, such as when a transhipment occurs. The Global
Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0
includes these as key data elements (KDEs) to collect as
part of establishing full chain traceability. The Core
Normative Standards can be accessed here:
https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-

materials/

developed, which includes their length and weight, type of
fishing gear and whether they have a UVI and are on a
publicly available vessel register maintained by their flag
State or RFMO where relevant. In addition, as vessel
details are captured, they are being assessed to
determine whether they qualify for an IMO number and
steps are being taken to encourage the supply chain to
obtain a UVI where vessels do not qualify for an IMO
number. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in
supplier communication so that they are aware of the
desire to assess |UU risk.

authorizations have mention of it. Where vessels do not
qualify for an IMO number and their UVI is not included
on official documents such as logbooks and landing
records the company is able to demonstrate their their
supply chain checks for the presence of UVIs on these
documents and advocates for their inclusion and use
when not present

recognised unique vessel identifier (UVI)?

If so, what alternative UVl is used and can this
information be made available upon request?

What assurance or evidence exists to support that UVIs
remain the same for the entire life of the vessel?
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Assessment question
Consideration
4.43.c Evidence that all fishing vessels in their supply chain have up-to- Risk Depending on which State a vessel is flagged to, i.e. Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all |All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are  |External Do all fishing vessels in your supply chain have up-to-
date authorizations and fishing licences issued by the relevant assessment registered with, certain fishing licences will be applicable, [fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being on public vessel registers and the Global Record, along date authorizations and fishing licences issued by the
competent authorities. It should be possible to request this consideration and are mandatory for the vessel to be able to fish. Itis |developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being with any relevant RFMO. The vessels’ registers are relevant competent authorities?
information from the suppliers and receive the information within 14 expected that a supplier would be able to secure details |mapped, information about fishing licences and checked to ensure that all licences and authorizations
days of such licences from the vessel operators within 14 authorization details, whether vessels have a UVl and are up to date with no non-compliance. Where there is no How often are authorizations and fishing licenses
days. If the vessel operator is unable to provide such are on a publicly available vessel register maintained by |evidence of licences and authorizations, these should be reviewed/renewed?
evidence, the vessel should be considered at higher risk |their flag State or RFMO, are being collated and cross-  |able to be provided within 14 days of a request being
of IUU due to the lack of transparency. referenced. At a minimum PAS 1550 should be referred  [made. If evidence is not able to be provided, an option to If requested, could this information be provided within 14
to in supplier communication so that they are aware of suspend buying until the issue can be addressed is days?
The Global Record of Vessels is an FAO initiative that the desire to assess IUU risk. considered.
aims to centralise information on vessels by pairing IMO
numbers and fishing authorizations, among other data.
As this database is developed, it has the potential to be a
powerful tool for improving vessel transparency:
http://www.fao.org/global-record/information-system/en/
4.43.d Evidence that vessel operators obtain confirmation directly from the |Risk This ensures that the vessel operators have used the Fishing vessel licences and authorizations are being Fishing vessel licences and authorization details are External Do vessel operators obtain confirmation directly from the
coastal State and/or RFMO that authorizations and fishing licences |assessment correct procedures to obtain the authorizations or fishing |collected by seafood suppliers as part of the supply chain |present on supply chain vessel lists, they are being coastal State and/or RFMO that authorizations and
have been issued and the dates they are valid for, and make this consideration licences, and supports legality claims. If the company mapping process, with the details being recorded onto a [routinely audited to verify validity, and the key information fishing licences have been issued and the dates they are
information available upon request does not obtain this evidence, the risk of IUU fish supply vessel list. Sample copies of authorizations and  |they contain is present on publicly available vessel valid for?
entering their supply chain will be higher. licences are either being requested or are recognised as |registers such as the Global Record. Where this
being important, so that their dates of issue, dates of information is not available, advocacy is planned or Is there evidence to support this and can this information
Where possible, this and other documents that support  |expiry and conditions of authorization can be checked. At [ongoing, encouraging this to happen. be made available upon request?
legality should be digitized and accessible to relevant a minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier
supply chain actors and stakeholders. The GDST communication so that they are aware of the desire to
Standard 1.0 is an exemplar for how to digitize data to assess IUU risk.
ease data sharing and increase interoperability between
traceability systems. https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-|
documents/gdst-1-0-materials/
4.43.e Evidence that vessel operators have obtained and documented a full|Risk This should be available upon request from the catch Communication is made to the supply chain requesting | Supply chain has provided license conditions for External Have vessel operators obtained and documented a full
list of all of the conditions of fishing licences and authorizations assessment sector, who should hold licenses and authorizations that the license conditions for supplying vessels are supplying vessels and these have been documented. list of all of the conditions of fishing licences and
directly from coastal State authorities and/or RFMOs; including consideration together with their conditions. If catch vessels are not communicated by a specified time in the future, or that authorizations directly from coastal State authorities
locations where fishing is restricted, gear use, crew requirements, maintaining such records, there is a risk that they do not [RFVS certification is in place for all supply vessels. At a and/or RFMOs, including locations where fishing is
observer requirements and any other conditions understand the laws and regulations they are meant to minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier restricted, gear use, crew requirements, observer
complying with, increasing the likelihood of them engaging|communication, so that they are aware of the need to requirements and any other conditions?
in IUU. This should be factored in to risk assessments as [comply with licensing requirements.
the vessel is considered at higher risk. Is there evidence to support this and can this information
be made available upon request?
443 f Evidence that fishing vessels and the companies that own them pay |Risk This reduces the risk of a fraudulent license being used, |Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all External Who do fishing vessels and the companies that own them|

their license fees to State bank accounts and not to agents, and that
they provide documentation and evidence of this to the
processor/importer if requested

assessment
consideration

as it avoids the possibility of obtaining a license from an
unauthorized agency or corrupt official.

Evidence of paying license fees to a State bank can be
in various forms, for example, receipts or bank
Statements. Where vessels or the companies who own
them are unable to supply such information, the vessel
should be considered at higher risk of fishing illegally.

fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being
developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being
mapped, information about fishing licences and
authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
referenced.

Fishing licences and authorizations are being collected
for each vessel in the supply chain and questions about
who pays for them and who issues them are being asked
to determine whether agents and middlemen, rather than
direct dealings with government bodies, is happening.
The process through which vessel licences and
authorizations are issued for the area in which the vessel
is licenced and authorised to fish is known, and
information on who is involved in the process is
understood, as the presence of unauthorised
agents/brokers and middlemen increase the risk of
falsified documents.

pay their license fees to?

Do they provide documentation and evidence of this to
the processor/importer if requested?
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4439 Evidence that fishing vessels have a vessel monitoring system Risk The company should ask suppliers if these systems are |Mapping of supply chains to identify the vessels The supply chains are mapped, the vessels supplying External Do all fishing vessels have a vessel monitoring system
(VMS), automatic identification system (AIS) or other vessel tracking|assessment in place on board vessels, the percentage of vessels supplying fish and seafood is happening, and as part of |fish and seafood are understood, as is the requirement (VMS), automatic identification system (AIS) or other
technologies that are continuously engaged while at sea and actively |consideration covered, and the percentage of this data which is this process, information is being collected to understand |for the adoption of VMS/ AlS. In addition to this, the vessel tracking technologies?
monitored by the coastal or flag State monitored. If possible, evidence of this data and what the rules of the flag and authorization State are in protocols for VMS/ AIS use is known and the polling rates
monitoring by a third party should be requested. relation to the employment of VMS and AlS onboard and protocols are being assessed to determine whether If not, what percentage of vessels have these systems
Where vessel tracking technologies are not used or these vessels. At a minimum PAS 1550 should be they are sufficient to provide supply chain assurance that and what percentage of this data is monitored?
authorities will not release this information, the supply referred to in supplier communication so that they are fishing activity is being carried out legally and in
chain should be considered at higher risk of IUU fishing. |aware of the desire to assess IUU risk. compliance with licences and authorizations. Are these systems and technologies continuously
engaged while at sea and actively monitored by the
coastal or flag State?
Can this information be made available upon request?
4.43h Evidence that the vessels are in compliance with inspection Risk Records of inspection regimes or inspection results can |As supply chains are being mapped, the desire to be able |All suppliers have confirmed their understanding and External What evidence is available to support that vessels are in
regimes. This includes evidence that the vessel management: assessment be used here to confirm whether or not these conditions  [to review evidence that vessels are complying with any |recognition of the value that vessel inspections bring, and compliance with inspection regimes?
1) accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at sea boarding by consideration are met. Inspections may include the following: relevant inspection regimes, has been communicated to |that information is being collected, reviewed and
relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO Document checks the suppliers and stakeholders with influence in the assessed for vessels within the supply chain, to Is there evidence to support that the vessel
inspecting authority; * Logbook supply chain to make this happen. Ideally the determine the validity and engagement with the inspection management:
2) cooperate with and assist in the inspection of the vessel « Licence, variations and permits communication includes details of the types of evidence |regimes. Where information is not available from either *Accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at sea
conducted pursuant to an authorized at-sea inspection; « Fishroom plan that would be necessary to prove this, i.e. the information |the flag State or vessel, the supply chain actors and boarding by relevant coastal State inspectors or duly
3) do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with relevant « Certificate of Registry detailed within the guidance notes. stakeholders are advocating to the flag State that legal authorised RFMO inspecting authority
coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO inspecting Fishroom compliance regimes and engagement information should ~cooperate with and assist in the inspection of the vessel
authority in the performance of their duties; and » Assessment of catch be shared with seafood buyers, and ideally publicly. conducted pursuant to an authorized at-sea inspection
4) allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized « Comparison with logbook «do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with
RFMO inspecting authority to communicate with the authorities of « Check weighing relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized
the flag State of the vessel and the relevant coastal State during the Working conditions RFMO inspecting authority in the performance of their
boarding and inspection Gear duties
All gear in use should be inspected for compliance, and «allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or duly
appropriate mesh sizes and dimensions checked, authorized RFMO inspecting authority to communicate
including some gear that is not in use. with the authorities of the flag State of the vessel and the
relevant coastal State during the boarding and
Itis recognised that this information may be difficult to inspection?
obtain in some countries. Where this information cannot
be obtained, catch vessels should be asked to document Where this information or evidence is not available, can
why the evidence does not exist (either vessels are not you document why it does not exist, e.g. vessels are not
inspected or the inspecting State does not issue inspected, inspecting State does not issue inspection
inspection reports). Where possible, this explanation reports?
should be compared with other vessels or catch
companies that operate under the same regulatory
regime. In either case, where inspections do not take
place or their results are not documented, vessels should
be considered at higher risk. A company can check that
443 Evidence that fishing vessels engage crew in decent conditions. Risk ILO Convention C188 sets out minimum standards for During the supply chain mapping exercise, information on [The flag State has ratified ILO C188, employment External What minimum standards are required for worker
Attention is drawn to ILO Convention C188 which sets minimum assessment crew working conditions. For vessels flagged to a whether the flag State has ratified and implemented ILO  |contracts stating the employment and working conditions contracts and vessel conditions for vessels supplying

international levels for crew conditions on fishing vessels. The
Convention will come into force on 16 November 2017

consideration

country that has signed and implemented ILO C188, risk
of crew not having decent working conditions is
decreased, as governments are bound by the convention
to verify that vessel conditions and crew contracts are in
line with its provisions. Where flag States have not
adopted ILO C188, organizations can still request
evidence that conditions and contracts are at the same
standard. Information supplied by the UK to support UK
operators complying with ILO C188 can be used as a
reference for organizations seeking to compare
conditions and contracts to the provisions of ILO C188.
See: https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/ilo-work-
in-fishing-convention

C188 is being collected and the review of employment
contracts and evidence of decent working conditions is
required by the buyer.

are in place for all vessel crew, and independent
evidence of working conditions and employment is
provided by 3rd party certification. Where this is not fully
in place, advocacy is planned or underway to achieve the
aim.

seafood under this contract?

What labour inspections do vessels supplying seafood
under this contract face by government authorities?
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Assessment question
Consideration
443 Evidence that suppliers (e.g. fishing vessel companies) have Risk Organizations should ask suppliers what checks they Policy is communicated to vessel owners/managers that [On request, vessel owners/managers are able to External What checks are undertaken on the professional
checked the references and background of vessel captains before |assessment undertake on the background of captains they employ. |at a specified point in the future, (if not already demonstrate that they are in compliance with the policy, background of captains employed?
they were hired consideration Where it is found that no checks are made on their happening), the background of captains should be providing evidence of background checks performed
background, including previous convictions for [UU checked before they are engaged, and those with a such as references from previous employers and
fishing or human rights abuses, this significantly history of IUU fishing or human rights abuses convictions [searches of compliance histories of previous vessels
increases the risk of supplying from those vessels. It can [should not be present in the company’s supply chain or |captained.
be recommended that suppliers undertake these checks [engaged in the future.
going forward to reduce risks associated with the
seafood they are supplying in the future. Where a
supplier undertakes checks on the background of
captains, these can be verified on a sample basis during
audit processes.
443k Evidence that captains who have been found guilty of IUU fishing on |Risk See notes for 4.4.3.j above. Where suppliers have a Policy is communicated to vessel owners/managers that [On request, vessel owners/managers are able to External Are captains hired if they have been found to have been
more than one occasion are not engaged and that those convicted |assessment process in place to check the background of captains at a specified point in the future, (if not already demonstrate that they are in compliance with the policy, guilty of IUU infractions?
on a single occasion receive extra supervision and audit consideration before they are hired, they should also have a policy happening), the background of captains should be providing evidence of background checks performed
setting out that captains with a history of multiple IUU checked before they are engaged, and those with a such as references from previous employers and Are any additional corporate risk mitigation measures put
infractions are not engaged, and those with a history of a [history of IUU fishing or human rights abuses convictions |searches of compliance histories of previous vessels in place if such captains are hired?
single IUU infraction may be engaged but with extra should not be present in the company’s supply chain or |captained.
supervision. The absence of such a policy increases the |engaged in the future.
risk of seafood supplied by that supplier.
4431 Evidence that captains or other persons are not engaged if checks |Risk Where suppliers have a process in place to check the As above As above External Are captains hired if they have been found to have a
find they have been found responsible for any previous human assessment background of captains before they are hired, they history of human rights abuses?
rights abuses consideration should also have a policy setting out that captains found
to have previously committed a human rights abuse are
not engaged. The absence of such a policy increases the
risk of seafood supplied by that supplier
4.43.m Evidence that suppliers are not procured from if checks find they Risk See 4.4.4 below Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence External What measures are put in place to make sure that
have been found responsible for any previous human rights abuses |assessment tolerance approach to supplying seafood from companies |processes, using information obtained through MCS seafood is not purchased from suppliers that have been
consideration convicted of IUU fishing or human rights abuses. information gathered in supply chain mapping, including found to have been associated with human rights
searches for previous convictions relating to vessels abuses?
owned by suppliers. Where compliance histories of
companies are not available due to a lack of public
information, this should be documented and advocacy to
relevant States undertaken to publish information relating
to compliance.
4.4.4 Where any of the above checks find evidence of IUU fishing or Requirement Organizations should have a policy of not buying seafood |Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence Internal

illegal working conditions, fish should not be sourced from those

suppliers.

Where suppliers are unable to supply one or more of the above
areas of evidence, does the organization document as part of the
risk assessment, the decision of whether or not to supply and what

mitigating actions are to be taken?

from a supplying company that has been found to have
engaged in human rights abuses or 1UU fishing. This
information can be found through the due diligence
process, including information requests to suppliers, third
party audits, internal audits, internet searches and
meetings with NGOs active in countries relevant to their
supply chains. The due diligence process should also
document where information or policies recommended
above are not available and set out what mitigating
measures, such as third party audits, internal audits,
information requests from NGOs etc. are sought.

For example:

- ICCAT's IUU vessel list:
https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.html

- EU's IUU vessel list:
https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfplillegal fishing/info >

Secondary legislation and official documents > [UU

vessel list
- TMT's combined IUU vessel list: https://www.iuu-
vessels.org/Home/Search

tolerance approach to supplying seafood from companies
convicted of IUU fishing or human rights abuses.

processes, using information obtained through MCS
information gathered in supply chain mapping, including
searches for previous convictions relating to vessels
owned by suppliers. Where compliance histories of
companies are not available due to a lack of public
information, this should be documented and advocacy to
relevant States undertaken to publish information relating
to compliance.
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Consideration

445 Does the organization research vessels, companies and their Requirement Organizations should request that suppliers provide a As part of the supply chain mapping exercise, information |Information on the first tier owners of fishing vessels is External Provide a complete list of all vessels used to supply
beneficial owners from which it is sourcing seafood? This research complete list of vessels that supply to them, including is being compiled that not only includes the vessel name, |either fully available and included on the company’s seafood under this contract, including full names, IMO
should include verifying the IMO numbers for any new vessels their full names, IMO numbers and beneficial owners. UVI, flag State, fishing gear used and licences, but also  |vessellist, or included in the Global Record, which when numbers and the beneficial owner of the vessel.
entering a supply chain This information can be used to research vessel histories |the ultimate beneficial owner of the fishing vessel which  [fully populated will provide details of operator, owner,

on online databases (see APPENDIX). Where a large might not be just the immediate registered owner of the beneficial owner and IMO number if applicable. Online
fleet of small-scale vessels are used by suppliers, and vessel. databases are being used to check the history and
depending on the level of risk assessed in the supply background of the first tier owners of fishing boats, so
chain, organizations may decide to use a sample-based that links to IUU or human rights abuse can be identified.
approach to verifying vessel identities and histories

through online databases.

4.4.6 Does the organization source seafood where this research finds Requirement See4.4.4 Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence Internal
evidence of vessels, companies or beneficial owners with a history tolerance approach to supplying seafood from companies |processes, using information obtained through MCS
of engaging in illegal activity? convicted of IUU fishing or human rights abuses. information gathered in supply chain mapping, including

searches for previous convictions relating to vessels
owned by suppliers. Where compliance histories of
companies is not available due to a lack of public
information, this should be documented and advocacy to
relevant States undertaken to publish information relating
to compliance.

4.4.7 Is the organization able to provide copies of the flag State fishing Requirement Organizations should ask that suppliers maintain Mapping of supply chains is underway, and a full list of all [ The company has the ability to access flag State fishing |External Please provide copies of flag State authorizations for
authorizations granted to fishing vessels when/if requested by any evidence of their fishing authorizations issued by relevant |fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being authorizations, or has them to hand so that it can assess supplying fishing vessels.
actor or relevant party? Evidence should be maintained in the supply flag and coastal States, as well as relevant RFMOs. In developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being whether the fishing vessel/company is complying with the
chain about the use of VMS and a fisheries logbook by the flag State the case of RFMOs and an increasing number of States, |mapped, information about fishing licence and authorization conditions.
to monitor vessel activities these can be verified by the organization through authorization details begin to be collated and cross-

checking online lists of authorised vessels. In the future, |referenced.
the FAO Global Record will also be a resource where this

information can be verified. Where these are not shared

by States online, on a sample basis, organizations should

ask that suppliers provide evidence, including licenses

issued by flag and coastal States. Where the supply

chain or competent authority are assessed as being high

risk but organizations wish to continue to supply from

them, then they should consider contacting governments

directly to verify the validity of authorizations.

4.5 Transhipment

Does the organization require that?

4.51.a All transhipments in their supply chains are recorded, monitored and |Required Unmonitored at-sea transhipments are a potential avenue [ Supply chains are being mapped, including identifying There is an understanding of transhipment within all External What practices are in place to ensure transhipments in
covered by an independent observer programme appropriate to the for IUU-caught seafood products to enter the supply whether transhipment is present and a necessary part of |source fisheries and the status of monitoring, control and their supply chain are recorded, monitored and covered
fishery? chain. There are currently different protocols for the supply chain. Included within the mapping information |enforcement in each. Advocacy to governments and by independent observer programs appropriate to the

transhipment activity, each with differing levels of on transhipment are requirements of the flag, coastal and |RFMOs is taking place, which includes the needs for fishery?
documentary evidence and observer presence required. |RFMO being collected. 100% observation of transhipment and data sharing.
The FAO is developing transhipment best practises, and
organizations should be aware of their development,
adopt them when completed, and encourage their supply
chains to use them to aid consistent implementation. To
ensure better reporting and more complete, uniform
information, a company should request from relevant
authorities throughout their supply chain, the following
information:
*Require all transhipment events be reported to the
relevant flag, coastal, port State and RFMO Secretariat
*Require 100 percent observer coverage (human,
electronic or combination)
*Require transhipment data-sharing procedures among
relevant authorities (other ways to ensure coverage?)
45.1b If a transhipment is licensed (and therefore permitted) then the Required Supply chains are being mapped to determine whether [ Transhipment vessels are present on authorized vessel |External Are all transhipments at sea relating to supply

vessel is checked to see if it is on the relevant authorized register
for fish carriers?

transhipment is happening and the vessels involved with
it.

lists and their flag State is known or steps are being
taken to achieve this.

authorized?

Page 18 of 25




I
/
/
v

PEW

PAS 1550 Implementation Guide

PAS

Implementation Practice

THIS PROJECT
IS CO-FUNDED
BY THE

ENVIRONMENTAL
STICE
Flmmno«

TN WWF EUROPEAN UNION
3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
451.c Both vessels in the transhipment have uninterrupted VMS, AlS or Required Information on whether AIS or VMS is used by vessels  |AIS and VMS is used on both vessels transhipping External Do both vessels involved in the landing and transhipping
other vessel tracking technology operating? transhipping catch is either known or being collated. seafood within the supply chains, and where their use is of fish operate VMS/AIS or vessel tracking technology?
not continuous, it is being actively advocated for.
4.5.2 Is all of the information regarding any at sea transhipments made Required Communication to the supply chain is present which Transhipment in the supply chain is understood and Internal
available to the end purchaser of the seafood in the supply chain clearly states there is an ambition that where information is either being routinely passed to consumers
(e.g. restaurant, brand)? transhipment is present in the supply chain, that it is or can be upon request.
known and documented.
453 Does the organization check that EU IUU and other catch Required A company should request the following information on A policy is adopted that requires transhipments to be Supply chain mapping is complete for all seafood sources | Internal
certificates provide information about any transhipments that have transhipments: mapped in the supply chain and communicated to and the need or use of transhipment within the supply
taken place? All required documentation and authorizations should «List of vessels involved in transhipments suppliers. chains has been established. The details described in the
be validated by appropriate authorities *Details of transhipment e.g. date, area, position implementation notes and GDST are either collected and
*Authorization of transhipment available to the supply chain owner, or are being
*Details of transhipped object, e.g. species, weight, collected and reviewed.
product form
*Whether an observer program is in place to monitor the
transhipments, as well as number of inspections and
percentage conducted at random
+Independent observer report
These documents should be collected and scrutinised by
importers and processors. Information pertaining to
transhipments is contained on section 6 of EU catch
certificates.
The GDST Standard 1.0 lists key data elements that
should be collected for any transhipments. See Core
Normative Standards here: https://traceability-
dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-materials/
4.6 Landing at port
4.6.1 General
4.6.1.1 Does the organization request the landing procedures and controls |Required What measures can a company take to obtain landing Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the |All ports of landing used within the supply chain are External What landing procedures are in place to determine the

of the port of landing? This information should then be used in the
risk assessment and due diligence process. The organization
should assess and record whether ports are in States that are party
to, and have implemented, the Port State Measures Agreement.
Ports with records of non-compliance should be identified as higher
risk.

procedures and determine the level of port controls? As a
first step, a company can show preference for ports in
States that are party to the FAO Port State Measures
Agreement (PSMA), as these are associated with a lower
level of risk of being entry points for illegal catch. A
company should ask if the designated port in the port
State is a party to the PSMA. If not a party to the PSMA, a
company should ask what is preventing the port State
from joining.

A company should ask if records of port entry requests,
denials, documentary checks and inspections are kept. If
so, additional questions that a company should ask are:
«Are the records public?

«Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of
such information?

«Is an electronic information system used to collect,
store and share this information?

*How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain
copies of this information and landing procedures and
controls at the port of landing?

A company should also request:

«the requirements for vessels, particularly foreign-
flagged vessels, in requesting access to port

«the processes by which authorities determine which
vessels should be granted/denied entry into port or be

selected for documentary checks and/or inspections

ports where fish and seafood is landed, what controls,
documents and systems each of the ports requires of a
vessel when it lands, and whether the port State is party
to the port State measures agreement and the ports used
to land are designated within it. At a minimum, PAS 1550
should be referred to in supplier communication so that
they are aware of the desire to assess 1UU risk.

known, where relevant the ports are located within States
that are party to the Agreement on Port State Measures
(PSMA), and the company’s suppliers understand what
checks are being carried out on landings. Where ports
are not designated within the PSMA, suppliers should
advocate for them to be designated and any deficiencies
addressed. The port States should be encouraged to
publicise what entry checks are being carried out, who
they share this data with, and that the level of IUU they
encounter is routinely reported.

level of port controls?

Does the organization assess and record whether or not ports in their supply chain meet the following criteria and include the information as part of their risk assessment:
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3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
4.6.1.2.a The port State competent authorities have resources that use a risk-|Risk A company should ask if there is an [UU-related risk- Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the |Ports of landing are being determined, and information on |External What are the procedures for controls on vessels that
based targeting approach to control assessment based procedure for controls on vessels that request ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, the procedures, protocols and checks that are request entry into port to land or tranship fish?
consideration entry into port to land or tranship fish. A company should |PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier undertaken by the port authorities prior to and during
ask if the risk-based procedure is documented and if it is |communication, so that they are aware of the desire to landing, is being collected and assessed. Information on Are the procedures documented?
made publically available. assess |UU risk. the landing procedures is known for each port of landing,
the checks are risk based, and advocacy is happening Are the procedures publicly available?
or planned if these procedures are not made publicly
available to third parties. If not, why are the procedures not documented and
available?
46.1.2b The control systems in the port are appropriate for the volume of Risk A company should ask if the port is operating under or Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the |Whilst collecting data on the ports of landing and the External What percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish are
cargo and vessels assessment over its capacity. One way of assessing port capacity is |ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, controls they employ to check for IUU, a dialogue within subject to documentary checks or physical inspections in|
consideration to ask what percentage of vessels that land or tranship  |PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier the supply chain and the ports being used should be port?
fish are subject to documentary checks or physical communication, so that they are aware of the desire to instigated, to assess a port's capacity to adequately cope
inspections. assess IUU risk. with the volume of inspections required. How are selections made for which vessels to
check/inspect?
How were the vessels your company sources from
selected for documentary checks/ inspections?
Which of the following are covered by checks and
inspections?
svessel identification, construction and registration
documentation
«license and authorizations to fish or tranship
«catch and bycatch documentation
*processing and transhipment reports
*VMS/AIS systems in use
type of fishing gear used
type and volume of fish species
«crew documentation
4.6.1.2.c There are enough inspectors provided at the port to be able to Risk While there is no standard measure or guideline, a Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the |Enquiries should be being made to determine what External How many inspectors are available to inspect the volume
inspect the volume of cargo and vessels that the port handles assessment determination can be made by weighing the volume or ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, checks are being undertaken at port and consideration of cargo and vessels that the port handles?
consideration port's capacity for cargo with the number of inspectors ~ [PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier given to assess whether there is sufficient diligence being
on staff. A company should ask if there is a sufficient communication, so that they are aware of the desire to made to IUU checks. The port check protocol regime is
number of inspectors for the volume of cargo and assess |UU risk. documented, publicly available, and considered to be
vessels. There is no standard measure or guideline, sufficient to inspect enough landings to deter and pick up
sufficiency is determined by the port State. When any IUU fish and seafood. Consideration given to RFMO
determining sufficiency, consideration needs to be given Conservation Management Measures (SMMs) which
to the monitoring, control and compliance regime found in may have more specific requirements, e.g. a percentage
the source fishery, confidence level that the controls in of vessels that need to be inspected. These
the fishery are being met, the level of corruption within the requirements have to be at least met to be considered a
port State, and technology employed that assists in sufficient level.
targeting the inspection regime.
4.6.1.2d The port State competent authorities are able to demonstrate that Risk A company can request if landing procedures, standards |Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the |Companies have knowledge of all landing procedures for |External Are landing procedures, standards for documentary
they operate in an effective and transparent manner assessment for documentary checks and physical inspections and ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, each port into which their seafood is landed. checks and inspection reports publicly available upon

consideration

records are public, and ask to obtain copies. A good
resource on import controls and landing procedures that
may be of use can be found here:

https:/eu.oceana.org/en/publications/reports/comparativ
e-study-key-data-elements-import-control-schemes-

aimed-tackling. It includes a list of key data elements that
should be collected as part of a robust import control
scheme. In addition, whether the country has signed to
be a member of the Fisheries Transparency Initiative
may be an indicator of risk.

PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier
communication, so that they are aware of the desire to
assess |UU risk.

request from the port State through the supply chain?
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3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
4.6.1.2.e All records relating the port State control are well-maintained and Risk A company should ask if records of port entry requests, |Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the |Ports routinely share the data of their landing inspections |External Are all records relating to the port State control available
available upon request to the relevant authorities or actors assessment denials, documentary checks and inspections are kept. If |ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, with port and flag States so that the necessary to the relevant authorities and supply chain actors upon
requesting information consideration so, additional questions that a company should ask are: |PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier information is available to them to take action on IUU request within a given timeframe?
«Are the records public? communication, so that they are aware of the desire to  |where necessary.
«Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of assess |UU risk.
such information?
«Is an electronic information system used to collect,
store and share this information?
*How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain
copies of this information and landing procedures and
controls at the port of landing?
This information should be available and therefore be
furnished upon request.
4.6.1.2f The port State verifies the catch documentation and maintains Risk A company should ask for catch documentation for Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the |Ports routinely share data on their verification process of |External Is catch documentation available and verified and
organized documentation and files/ records assessment landing or transhipment of fish from a vessel that can be |ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, catch documentation undertaken as part of inspections reported by the port State authorities?
consideration verified through transhipment reports. Where these PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier (see also above).
documents are not currently shared with purchasing communication, so that they are aware of the desire to
companies, then a request should be made to both the  |assess IUU risk.
flag and port State asking for it to happen.
4.6.1.2.g There are no recorded instances of bribery and any personnel Risk A company should ask if any instances of bribery or Communication to the company’s suppliers has been Using information from MCS questionnaires and enquiries [ External Is there evidence of any recorded instances of bribery
found guilty of this are not permitted to work in the port assessment corruption have been identified or reported, how they made, which says that if not already happening, at some |to ports, the bribery and corruption risk of each port or through enquiry or public documents including press?
consideration were resolved or if they were made public. The bribery  |point in the future enquiries should be made to determine |flag State country is included within determination of risk
and corruption risk of each port or flag State country whether or not there are any instances of bribery or levels for each supply chain. Is there evidence of any personnel found guilty of bribery
within the supply chain should be considered when corruption in port administration relevant to fisheries through public documents including press?
assessing this risk. controls.
4.6.2 Port State Measures Agreement
4.6.2.1 Does the organization check whether the port(s) at which the Required Check the Pew website for PSMA status and also check |The value of PSMA is recognised by the company within [All ports of landing within the supply chain are mapped, External Is the port State a party to the FAO Port State Measures
seafood that they are purchasing is landed is located in a State party the accession documentation to determine whether the  |its seafood sourcing policy or specification, as is the fact |the landing controls are understood, and where PSM Agreement (PSMA)?
to the PSMA? If not, then the ports should be considered to be ports of landing used within the supply chain are actually |that robust port controls based on PSMA should be ratification is desirable, then advocacy for this to happen
higher risk in the due diligence process. included within the PSM ratification documents. If they are [correctly implemented. is taking place.
included, then they can be considered at lower risk, but if
they are not included, then consider them at higher risk
and ask the port State to include them. For more
information about PSMA, visit: pewtrusts.org/psma or
http://www.fao.org/port-State-
measures/resources/detail/en/c/1111616/
4.6.2.2 As part of the risk assessment process, does the organization seek |Both A company should ask if the port State is party to the Evidence of checks at port is being requested from Suppliers have knowledge of the checks that are being ~ [External Does the port State have designated ports for access by

evidence on whether or not the PSMA requirements are being
implemented by the contracting party of the PSMA in which the port
found in the supply chain is located? Evidence of non-compliance or
lack of evidence of compliance should be treated as an increased
risk of fish passing through the port being illegal

PSMA and/or what is preventing them from joining. A
company should ask whether the port State has
designated ports for access by foreign-flagged vessels,
whether they have been publicized (or check here:
http://www fao.org/fishery/port-State-

measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=gry) and confirm

that it does not allow foreign-flagged vessels into any non-|
designated ports.

A company should ask whether requests to enter port
and inspection reports include the information detailed in
Annexes A and C of the PSMA. The FAQO also has a
database of designated ports:
http://www.fao.org/fishery/port-State-

measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=qry

Risk assessment consideration:

«States that are party to the PSMA are associated with a
lower level of risk of being entry points for illegally-caught
fish.

suppliers, and the suppliers have acknowledged the
importance of having ports designated, and robust and
documented checks being undertaken at each port of
landing.

undertaken at port, as well as the regime of checks that
have been risk assessed to make sure they are
sufficient in quantity and quality to capture IUU fish if
presented for landing. Where the assessment deems
checks are insufficient, advocacy is required to improve
them or for the port to be officially designated under the
PSMA, and notified through the FAO system.

foreign-flagged vessels?

Are your ports of landing included in the list of PSMA
designated ports?

4.6.3 Vessel in port

Does the organization require that?
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Assessment question
Consideration
4.6.3.a Crew on fishing vessels it sources from are free to leave port when |Required A company can ask if crew are granted shore leave Suppliers have been written to, advising them that at a Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew|External Are crew granted shore leave access in accordance with
vessels dock, as far as is permitted by the immigration laws of the access in accordance with immigration laws of the port | specified point of time they will be asked to report on the |are able to leave vessels in countries where this is laws of the port State?
port State State. immigration laws of relevant port States and how they permitted. In countries where this is not permitted,
relate to the ability of crew to leave vessels in port. advocacy is undertaken to address this. How is this verified?
4.6.3b All crew are verified as present as per the crew list provided to the |Required In some countries, port in/port out inspections have been [A policy is communicated to suppliers requiring that crew |Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew [ External Are all crew verified as per the crew list provided to the
port State inspector, are in possession of their own work contracts put in place to ensure there is no illicit incidence or are in possession of work contracts and are available for |are in possession of work contracts and are available for port State inspector?
and identification documents and are available for confidential swapping of crew whilst at sea. When the PSMA/ILO 188 |confidential interview by inspectors. port inspections. Where port inspections including
interview if a request is made by the port State authorities and Cape Town Agreement are all in force, ratified and confidential interviews are not being undertaken, Do you verify if crew are in possession of their work
effectively implemented, there can be joint inspections advocacy is undertaken to call for this from the relevant contracts?
that will verify this. If these 3 UN agreements are not in State.
force for each of the supply chains flag or port States,
then advocate for their implementation. A company
should ask for crew documentation provided by the port
State inspector.
4.6.3.c The captain is available at the port inspection and is able to provide |Required Pre-notification of arrival and landing should be made by |The need for landing inspections and pre-notification of Improvement steps are being taken to achieve visibility of | External Is the captain of the vessel able to provide all
all documentation and enquiries required at the port State inspection vessels or flag States so that document inspection can  |landing is recognised as an important step to address inspection reports that include checks on vessel ID, documentation requested by port State inspectors?
be undertaken and outcome recorded. Suppliers should [IUU, either within a company policy or the buying registration documents, by-catch, transhipment and other
request a copy of these records relevant to their specification. This recognition has been communicated to |criteria contained within the GDST KDEs or the specific How would a company obtain this information?
purchase from the vessel owner/supplier. Where they seafood suppliers of fish and seafood, whether or not buyers requirements.
are not available, then a time-bound request for this they are landed to States party to PSMA.
information should be made to the supplier and also to the
flag State of the vessel, asking that this is mandated as a
customary practice. A company should request
inspection reports that include vessel identification,
construction, registration documentation, license to fish
or tranship, catch and bycatch documentation,
processing and transhipment reports, vessel monitoring
systems, and/or automatic identification systems, fishing
gear, fish species and quantities, safety certifications and
crew documentation.
4.7 Decent working conditions in the fishing sector
471 Does the organization include in its policies and require from its Required See 4.4.3.i Internal
suppliers that all of the major issues that are identified in ILO
Convention C188 are addressed by source fisheries? These are
essential to providing decent work conditions on board fishing
vessels
4.7.2 Wherever possible and relevant, does the organization demonstrate [Required Internal
that it supports the ratification of the ILO Convention C188?
4.7.3 Is traceability ensured down to vessel level to enable businesses Required in UK |See 3.4.5. An overview of the traceability system can be Internal
with a turnover of over £36 million to produce their annual slavery set out in reporting issued under the Modern Slavery Act
and human trafficking Statement that covers what is being done in
the supply chain to address the issue.
474 Has the organization developed and made public protocols that Required Internal
guide how and when it will inform statutory agencies of human rights
infractions identified during audits, risk assessments and other
internal reviews?
475 Have industrial fishing vessels had a social and ethical responsibility |Required See 3.3.3 Communication made to suppliers setting out the Vessel policy/standard obtained and documented for all |External Please supply the policies and procedures relating to the

policy/standard that includes the points in 3.3.3?

requirement for vessels to have a policy/standard setting
out working conditions. Reference should be made to the
conditions required in ILO ILO C188.

vessels in the supply chain. These require conditions in
line with ILO C188, or where there is a departure from
these requirements, it is clearly documented and
incorporated into the risk assessment.

treatment of crew members on fishing vessels supply
seafood to this contract.
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Assessment question
Consideration

4.7.6 Do inspections, audits and checks include, where possible, in- Required where |Vessel inspections and audits are a developing area, so |Communication made to suppliers requiring that crew are |Audits and port visits include confidential interviews with |External Please set out in detail what measures are in place to
person interviews with the relevant workers or crew, which are possible the PAS indicates that this is a requirement where made available for confidential interviews by relevant crew in a neutral and safe environment, guaranteeing the interview crew from vessels supplying seafood to this
conducted in a neutral and safe environment, guaranteeing the possible. Importers/processors placing reliance on these |State inpsectors or other experts on request. security and anonymity of the interviewees. contract, to determine whether or not crew have
security and anonymity of the interviewees? in their due diligence systems should seek assurance of experienced human rights abuses, violations of labour

the following labour and interview standards for laws or any other legal violations.
inspections, audits and checks:

*There is evidence of a standard operating procedure for
inspections that includes worker interviews

+This SOP should be in accordance with international
standards and follow a victim centred approach
*Inspectors should receive accredited or
government/ILO approved training in conducting labour
inspections/interviews/worker interactions. Certificates of
completed training should be provided to the
importer/processor

*Inspections should be conducted both on a scheduled
but also unannounced basis in order to identify potential
cases of FL & HT

«Inspection records including number, type and nature of
the inspections, should be provided to the
importer/processor on a quarterly basis

*Inspectors should use an interview questionnaire that is
designed to identify indicators of forced labour and
human trafficking as defined by the ILO
*Importers/processors should be provided with
examples of completed questionnaires as part of baseline
measurements

*Inspectors/auditors agree to importers or processors
conducting unannounced spot checks of

Section 5. Factories

5.1 Information

5.1.1 Is the organization able to demonstrate that processing factories in |Required External Please set out what reporting mechanisms are in place
its supply chains comply with the policies and specifications of the for workers in factories processing seafood for this
organizations which they supply (see 3.3.3). contract to report labour infringements, unfair working

conditions or associated unlawful treatment. Have any
specifications or codes of practice been agreed to cover
these areas, and if yes, please share these.

5.1.2 Can information be provided to any other actor in the supply chain  |Required Processors should be able to provide details on the External What information can be provided to any other actor in
on the legality and traceability of a product within a maximum of following: the supply chain to support the legality and traceability of
four hours? ~goods receipt documentation traceability/batch code a product, e.g., goods receipt, batch code, traceability

«traceability records back to vessel records back to vessel?
*product specs

*systems in place to verify legality at level of processing Can this information be provided within a maximum of
*mass balance reconciliation, i.e. where the original four hours?

catch outlined in the catch certificate has been split up

and catch certificates have been photocopied

Is this information easily accessible and are actors wiling

to share this information? An example of a guideline on

how to increase coherence and interoperability of

information systems and therefore help ease data

sharing is the GDST Standard 1.0. https:/traceability-

dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-materials/

513 Is there a designated person(s) at the factory that is responsible for |Required External Is there a designated person(s) at the factory
ensuring that information relating to legality and traceability is responsible for ensuring that information relating to
compiled, stored, reviewed managed and available for checks (e.g. legality and traceability is compiled, stored, reviewed
audits)? managed and available for checks (e.g. audits)?

5.2 Process Control

521 Is the production process defined, controlled and documented to Required Internal

ensure that the product meets the specifications and produces
products that are compliant with the expectations of the end product
users?
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3.1 General qui or ion Notes (for areas where industry Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Internal or Rewritten question (if external)
Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration
5.2.2 Are product specifications, batch specifications, process monitoring, | Required Internal
product testing, manufacturing site cleaning, and other quality
control measures documented?
523 Spot purchases without any knowledge of the vendor should be Required Internal
avoided and therefore not present in supply chains. The
organization should ensure that all subcontractors meet all laws and
are included in traceability documentation
524 Does the organization complete mass balance checks at their Internal
factory for its supply chains? These should be completed at reqular
intervals throughout the year; at a rate appropriate according to the
results of the risk assessment and to satisfy internal due diligence
but at a minimum of once per year. Accurate conversions ratios
from production line should be used to make sure that the mass-
balance is accurate
|5:3 Ethics and labour
5.3.1 Does the organization have a policy that addresses social and Required A policy is in place that requires the full mapping of the Supply chains are fully mapped and suppliers at all levels (Internal
ethical responsibility (see 3.3.3, a) to g) for what to include in the seafood supply chain and includes an ambition for social |have communicated their understanding of what is trying [(though entails
policy)? and ethical responsibility and working conditions to be to be achieved with 1st, 2nd and 3rd party audits being |a requirement
afforded to everyone working within it. targeted to those areas of the supply chain that are to share the
assessed to be of high and medium risk. organization's
policy and its
requirements
through the
supply chain)
5.3.2 Does the organization apply this policy not only to the buildings and |Required Policies that address social and ethical responsibility The policy includes an allowance for new supply chains |A system is established that deals with seasonal Internal
operations that it owns but also communicate that the behaviours should be communicated to all actors along the supply that are seasonal or have short lead times before supply |variance in supply chains by exception, employs a risk-
outlined in the policy are expected of all the actors in its supply chain. Where this cannot be communicated, (e.g. on to be mapped as soon as time allows, but that all regular |based approach to assessment to allow supply to occur,
chain, from supplier to vessel operations? some occasions suppliers do not know who they will supply chains are to be mapped at the earliest but outside of that the supply chain is understood and a
supply from in advance, efforts should be made to opportunity. demonstrable management system for assessment,
communicate these policies as soon as the supply chain mitigation and remediation is happening.
is established.
There should be a mechanism in place that allows
communication of these policies and standards to the
potential suppliers of seafood from new sources. This
can help inform a company's sourcing decision and it
helps the supplier determine if it can meet requirements
now and in the future.
5.3.3 Does the organization ensure that at any of its factories, a review of |Required Internal
its ethical and labour policy and systems is completed at least once
per year to ensure that it is addressing current industry concerns
and that it complies with any changes to the industry and supply
chain requirements?
534 Is there a designated person(s) at each factory to ensure that Required Internal
workers are being treated ethically and that labour rights are being
upheld? Translation services should be provided for migrant
workers to facilitate effective communication
5.3.5 Are grievance mechanisms in place that allow workers to report Required Internal
issues and any cases of abuse anonymously without being put at
risk of negative repercussions? Any grievance report should be
investigated as a priority, in a fully transparent manner and by
including the relevant union representatives — or in cases where this
does not apply — by involving NGO representatives in the review
process
536 Does the organization promote robust labour standards with Required Internal

respective governments in the form of legislative frameworks that
support workers — local or migrant labour — in their right to organize
and collective bargaining?

5.4 Product tracking and transformation
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Risk feedback requested further detail) external
Assessment question
Consideration

54.1 Where a fish product, unit, or batch of fish products, originates from [Required Seafish lists UK regulations pertaining to labelling, External Are there any fish products, units, or batches that
multiple source fishing activities or fisheries, is there identification marketing and more: https://www.seafish.org/trade-and- originate from multiple source fishing activities or
and tracking of products from each source that enable products at regulation/seafood-traceability-and-labelling- fisheries?
final sale to be traceable to a single source and activity? The fish regulations/fish-traceability-requirements/
product or batch identification should be grouped or associated in How are these products traced, e.g. electronic
ways to allow verification of legal compliance and of claims related traceability system, from a single source and activity, e.g.|
to sustainability or fishing methods vessel, to final sale?

Is this information subject to external verification or
regular independent audits?

54.2 Are unique unit identifiers present at each level of the packaging Required External Are unique unit identifiers present and consistent at each
hierarchy (e.g. from a pallet, a case or a consumer item)? level of the packaging hierarchy, e.g. from a pallet, a

case or a consumer item?
How are these unique unit identifiers documented and
tracked, e.g. electronic traceability system?

543 When a product is combined with other material/ products, Required External When a product is combined with other material/
processed, reconfigured, or re-packaged, does the new product products, processed, reconfigured or re-packaged, does
have its own unique product identifier? the new product have its own unique product identifier?

How are these unique product identifiers documented
and tracked, e.g. electronic traceability system?

544 Is the linkage (auditable function) maintained between this new Required External Is the linkage maintained between a new product at final

product and its original inputs to maintain traceability? For example,
a label, linked to the lot identification of the traceable input item,
remains on the packaging until that entire traceable unit has
reached the final point of sale

point of sale (refer to 5.4.3) and its original inputs, e.g. lot
identification of original input?

How is this linkage documented to maintain traceability ?

Is this documentation available for external verification or
independent audit?
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3.1 General

Section 3. Management

C

or Risk

Notes (for areas where industry

of PAS/ PAS C

further detail)

Aspirational practice

Internal or external

Rewritten question (if external)

3.1.1

Does the organization have systems in place to manage critical
aspects of legality? These should comply with requirements such
as the EU [UU Regulation, relevant policy, standards and labour
conventions. These systems should include traceabilty,
processes, information verification and transparency.

Required

A company should have systems in place to manage critical
aspects of legality, that comply with EU IUU Regulation,
relevant policy, standards and labor conventions. These
systems should include:

*Traceability - third party management system certification
such as BRC/IFS will help to ensure a management system is
in place, as will MSC chain of custody, although these do not
specifically cover aspects for IUU

*Processes

*Information verification

~Transparency

A management system is in place that includes processes to
manage information verification and traceability. Where
practical, a 3rd party audit of management system (e.g. BRC,
IFS or GSA) or processing standard are in place, to ensure
traceability. The company is a member of GDST and is
working with suppliers to capture the relevant KDEs.

Full supply chain transparency is achieved with public
reporting of policy, practices, supply chains. Full supply chain
reporting traceability using the GDST data requirements.

Internal

Do the managers of the organization engage on improvement
work with other suppliers or actors in the supply chain (e.g. audits,
reviews, site visits, etc.)?

Risk assessment consideration

Company managers should engage on improvement work with
other suppliers or actors in the supply chain by:

+Conducting audits and reviews

+Conducting regular site visits, engaging in fishery or
aquaculture improvement projects that specifically tackle IUU
relevant issues, supporting research, and advocating for
legislation adoption and effective implementation

The company seafood sourcing policy is formally
acknowledged by all suppliers. The list of products and
suppliers has been risk assessed and categorised into high,
medium or low risk according to the company policy, with high
risk products and high risk suppliers having either written and
agreed improvement plans, or are working to have agreed
plans within an agreed timeframe. Audits of high risk supply
chains are taking place, ideally using third parties, or are being
arranged.

All SKUs have been risk assessed, all high risk products have
been mitigated, so that the majority of sources are low or
medium risk. All suppliers are working to achieve sustained
low risk categorisation with routine risk assessment and
monitoring systems established to maintain this.

Internal

Where improvement work identifies corrective actions that can be
completed to satisfy the organization’s standards/policies, is
support (e.g. approvaliverbal, finances, time, meetings, etc.) given
to the supplier or actor?

Risk assessment consideration

Support in the form of approval/verbal, finances, time,
meetings, etc. should be given to the supplier or supply chain
actor in need in need of corrective actions, in order to satisfy
the organization's standards/policies. Evidence of this support
should be able to be provided upon request.

As above

As above

Internal

3.1.4

Is all seafood in the supply chain of the organization addressed
using the same systems and level of scrutiny? Traceability and
legality should be a minimum requirement for all seafood.

Required

The established policy has been expanded to include all
sources of seafood whether for direct human consumption, as
a marine ingredient, or other route to market.

All seafood within the scope of the company's seafood buying
is either assessed as being low risk, having been traced back
to source, or is within a process, with the aim to be achieved in
a time-bound commitment.

Internal

3.2 The lUU R

egulation

3.21

Does the organization document which of the products they sell
are covered by the EU IUU Regulation?

Required

A company should document which of the seafood products
they sell are covered by the EU IUU Regulation within their
buying specifications and their supplier approval lists. These
include:

«Allimports of fresh and frozen, wild marine capture fishery
products, both whole and processed

«Imports into the EU including catches made by non-EU
vessels landed directly in an EU port, or landed in a third
country port and subsequently exported to the EU, whether
processed or not processed

~Imports into the EU including catches made by EU vessels,
landed and imported in a third country and from there imported
in the EU, whether processed or not

*Exports from EU, including those with a catch certificate if
required by a third country

More information on the EU IUU Regulation can be found at:
http://www.iuuwatch.eu/new-background-to-the-iuu-regulation/

All base information is being routinely collected without any
gaps in data, along with additional catch information such as
bycatch and total catch of vessel during trip, plus list of all
vessels used to supply, vessel identifiers, flag, landing port/s,
and details of any transhipment.

Best practice information is routinely available with additional
information documenting declared retained catch data quantity
and product form per box, batch or tank, as well as details on
beneficial ownership, background of captain, and other
elements as explained in detail elsewhere, providing full supply
chain transparency.

Internal

322

Does the organization have management systems in place
covering the requirements of the EU IUU Regulation (if sold)?

Required

A company should have management systems in place that
cover the requirements of the EU IUU Regulation if it sells any
of the products covered by this Regulation. Management
systems will include traceability system and policy, incoming
raw material lot assessment, and performance reporting which
specifically covers IUU related topics such as ports of landing,
timely presentation of catch certificates, cross checking UVis.

Traceability systems capture all steps of people, product and
process through which the seafood passes or is handled, as
well as collating catch certificates for species covered by the
EU IUU Regulation. Verification of this information happens
routinely via internal or third party audit, which informs what
actions need to be taken to be able to continue sourcing
products of high risk.

All products are sourced using an established monitoring
system that collects information on the seafood and people
involved in the supply chains, with data collected in
accordance with GDST KDE principles. All products are
classified as low risk for IUU and labour risks by third parties.

Internal

General

ies and Processes
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3.3.1.1 Are documented policies and processes in place that provide Required The PAS 1550 defines full chain traceability as the "linkage In addition to the base requirements that are supplied for all All information required in best practise is provided by supply  [Internal and external |What policies and processes are in place that provide
requirements for full chain traceability to be ensured? from the point of capture to the consumer of one stage of purchases, supply chains are fully mapped and declared, chain in a timely and transparent manner that fully conforms to requirements for full chain traceability to be ensured?
production at a time, from any stage of production to any other |including retained catch data quantity, and product form in box, [the GDST KDE standard. The whole supply chain is
point along the entire supply chain (often through batch or tank, plus fishing method and gear, Transhipment transparent with people and seafood interactions fully Can traceback exercises be conducted from end point (i.e.
1)". In other words, capturing product information [dates, name of carrier, dates and catch consignment details  |understood and verification/ validation processes are retailer) to start point (i.e. vessel), to support full chain
that tracks it at every stage of the supply chain from vessel to |are required from suppliers. Third party certified chain of embedded to demonstrate compliance. Digital traceability traceability claims?
retailer. custody and traceability systems are in place and KDEs using |system is in place providing traceability at will.
the GDST Standard are being collected.
Full chain traceability policies and processes should outline but
are not limited to: how risk is assessed, type of data required,
methodology of data collection, frequency of data collection,
audit schedule, and response to gaps in data.
The co-mingling of seafood from different sources can pose
challenges to achieving full chain traceability. As such,
companies may use a combination of recognised traceability
standards and schemes to inform full chain traceability policies
and processes. Some examples include the British Retail
Consortium Global Standard (BRCGS) for food safety and the
Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) standard.
3.3.1.2 Are policies and processes audited and have the contents Required Policies and processes are audited annually to ensure that the Internal
reviewed on, at a minimum, an annual basis in case changes or assessment of IUU risk within the supply chain is sufficient to
amendments are required to be made? manage risk.
3313 Are reports produced (at least annually) on the implementation Required Policies and processes are audited annually to not only assess |Internal
and monitoring of the policies and processes that are in place to the assessment of IUU risk within the supply chain, but also to
address risks? assess the implementation of the risk mitigation improvement
processes.
3314 Are policies and processes available upon request and made Required The company seafood sourcing policy is communicated to and | The company seafood sourcing policy and its processes for  |Internal
available to other actors in the supply chain within seven days of acknowledged by suppliers, with a functioning process to assessment are well established, customers know their
such a request being made? assess suppliers and their supply chains. suppliers' supply chains, and are aware of the work being
undertaken within them.
3.3.15 Are policies and processes demonstrated to have been Required /A document setting out policies and procedures should be Acknowledgement is received from both suppliers and Purchasing polices and procedures are documented, regularly |Internal
communicated throughout the supply chain to, at a minimum, the shared within the supply chain. It is good practice to ask customers that the company policies and procedures are reviewed and form part of a supplier management process that
stage before and the stage after the processor/importer? suppliers to acknowledge that they have received and understood and complied with. Policy and procedures are is ir ly and to work. In
understand the policies and procedures, and that this is reviewed on a minimum annual basis and confirmation that addition, purchasing policies are distributed and acnowledged
Clarifications should be provided in the event that |they are understood by suppliers is in place. by all stages and actors in the supply chain.
suppliers indicate they do not understand policies and/or
procedures.
3.3.1.6 Is the organization able to demonstrate compliance and Required Itis the r of any organization to d and All seafood supply chains are mapped and the relevant Legislation applicable to each source of seafood is known and |Internal
implementation of all of the required regulations, conventions and observe the laws and regulations in any territory in which they |legislation applicable to each of them is known. Steps to ifitis not fully implemented, government advocacy is being
standards (dependent on the supply chain and market)? operate. The recommendations in this PAS help an assess the quality of regulations in place and level of undertaken to address the regulation issues, or steps have
organization to gain this understanding in relation to the legality {implementation is in place, with either consideration being given [already been agreed to ensure full regulation implementation
of seafood and the working conditions of workers in the to government advocacy to encourage the gaps in legislation, |will occur in a known timescale. RFVS certification of vessels
seafood supply chain. or implementation to be filled or already happening. Third party |is widely adopted within the supply chain.
certification such as RFVS is being used to warrant vessel
legality.
3.3.2 Due diligence through risk assessments
3.3.2.1 Does the organization conduct risk assessments on all of the Required A company should complete due diligence through risk All seafood supply chains have been mapped, risk All seafood supply chains have been risk assessed on Internal

supply chains from which it sources and be able to demonstrate
that it does so? The level of risk in supply chains can be reduced
by identifying and taking mitigation actions or measures. Attention
is drawn to the BRC Advisory Note for the UK Supply Chain on
How to Avoid IUU Fishery

assessment on all of its supply chains. The level of risk in
supply chains can be reduced by identifying and taking
mitigation actions or measures such as mandating future
requirements or engaging in improvement processes with the
supply chain. A company should prioritize its use of each
supply chain according to the findings of the risk l

have been for all, with risk

-|the risk

categorisations made and in the case of high risk sources,
improvement plans agreed. Consideration to volume of
seafood purchased from an individual source, and confidence
in regulation and of the supply chain, will inform the metrics of

@

*Ranking and assigning metrics that will evaluate results
against factors such as the level of risk, volume and
importance of the supply chain to the business, is subject to
the needs of an individual company

«The risk assessment system should demonstrate and
document that for each supply chain, an assessment and any
required actions have been applied. For example, if a supply
chain is identified as higher risk, it will require additional
verification for the company to assure its integrity

+Risk assessments should be reviewed on a regular basis
e.g. monthly, annually, biannually

it, as well as and improvements
steps that can be taken.

numerous occasions, all previously assessed high risk
sources have either been mitigated or are no longer supplying,
leaving minimal medium risk and the majority of sources being
considered low risk.
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3322

Does the organization prioritize its use of each supply chain from
which it sources according to the findings of the risk
assessments?

Required

Companies should conduct risk analyses to help minimize and
mitigate the risk of IUU fish entering their supply chains,
importantly aiming for assured traceability to legal origin.

See example risk assessment to determine appropriate action.
'Where the risk assessment produces a moderate to high risk
of IUU or information is missing, the sourcing decision should
reflect the level of risk.

Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place.
Government and industry advocacy is happening (and which
you are following and engaging in where practical) for high risk
sources, and plans are being developed for low and moderate
risk sources where improvements need to be made. Where
risk have been on

occasions or improvement plans are not yielding the desired
change, the company can demonstrate that these factors
influence ongoing buying decisions by communicating to the
governments and relevant supply chain actors, that continued
inaction could lead to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in
extreme cases the cessation of buying altogether - whether
individually, or as part of a government led trade sanction.

Advocacy activity is well established with high and moderate
risk source issues having been addressed through completion
of their improvement plans, or are able to demonstrate
continued commitment to change. Where improvement plans
have been shown to not yield change, the company can show
that purchasing volumes have been reduced or buying
suspended.

Internal

3323

Does the risk system and

that for each supply chain an assessment and any required
actions have been applied, that are appropriate according to the
results of the risk assessments and prioritization exercises?

Required

Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place.
Government and industry advocacy is happening (and which
you are following and engaging in where practical) for high risk
sources, and plans are being developed for low and moderate
risk sources where improvements need to be made. Where
risk have been on

occasions or improvement plans are not yielding the desired
change, the company can demonstrate that these factors
influence ongoing buying decisions by communicating to the
governments and relevant supply chain actors, that continued
inaction could lead to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in
extreme cases the cessation of buying altogether - whether
individually, or as part of a government led trade sanction.

Advocacy activity is well established with high and moderate
risk source issues having been addressed through completion
of their improvement plans or are able to demonstrate
continued commitment to change. Where improvements plans
have been shown to not yield change, the company can show
that purchasing volumes have been reduced or buying
suspended.

Internal

3324

Are risk assessments reviewed on a regular basis (e.g. monthly,
annually, bi-annually, etc.) depending on the level of risk, or if
something changes? The risk assessments should be completed
at a minimum annually, and then at least six-monthly for supply
chains identified as higher risk.

Required

Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place and
risk assessments undertaken on a six or 12-month basis
dependent upon the level of risk identified. Government and
industry advocacy is happening (and which you are following
and engaging in where practical) for high risk sources, and
plans are being developed for low and moderate risk sources
where improvements need to be made. Where risk

have been on numerous

or improvement plans are not yielding the desired change, the
company can demonstrate that these factors influence ongoing
buying decisions by communicating to the governments and
relevant supply chain actors, that continued inaction could lead
to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in extreme cases the
cessation of buying altogether - whether individually, or as part
of a government led trade sanction.

Risk assessments are able to show that over time, and with
established advocacy activity, high and moderate risk source
issues having been addressed, giving transition to low risk
outcomes through completion of their improvement plans, or
are able to demonstrate continued commitment to change.
Where improvements plans have been shown to not yield
change, the company can show purchasing volumes have
been reduced or buying suspended.

Internal

3.3.3 Decent

3.3.3.1

orking conditions

Has the organization established and uses policies, practices and
confidential reporting and assurance systems at every worker
facility in all countries where fisheries products are sourced? This
should allow all workers to have the ability to report labour
infringements, unfair working conditions or associated unlawful
treatment as necessary.

Required

The policies are communicated to second and third tier
suppliers with assessments being undertaken either in-house
or through third parties.

Company policies are shown to be working properly, with all
supply chain actors known and proactively participating in
policy implementation, assessment and remedy. Confidential
reporting mechanisms have been made available to all
employees within the supply chain and demonstrable steps
able to be shown that remedy issues found.

Internal

3332

Is each of these systems supported by a transparent process
available upon request as part of supply chain audits, and be
equally applicable for workers with or without union
representation?

Risk assessment consideration

A company should be able to request and view the processes
in place at any point along the supply chain, which ensure that
workers have the ability to report labour infringements, unfair
working conditions, unlawful treatment, etc.

'Where the company is not able to obtain evidence of such
processes, this lack of information should result in the
company receiving a higher risk rating and mitigating
measures undertaken.

The buyer or the buyer's representative agent has uninhibited
access to an established system in which workers within the
supply chain are able to highlight without risk of sanction,
where labour infringements etc. are happening. Further to the
reporting mechanism, mitigating measures are being taken to
remedy any issues found.

Independent assessment and reporting of the seafood supply
chain work places is taking place, with a system in place that
can remedy any issues as they are highlighted.

Internal

3.3.33

Are confidential reporting p
with associated policies and practices embedded throughout the
corporate culture led at senior board level?

Requirement

Confidential reporting processes are established and
maintained in all tier one supply chains and work is ongoing in
tier two and three suppliers to achieve this.

Confidential reporting processes are established and
maintained in all suppliers within the company’s supply chains
and evidence to support this can be provided.

Internal

3334

Are all complaints from workers dealt with objectively and
confidentially through independent and impartial reviews leading to
a remedy where applicable? These remedies should end the
infringement, unfair working condition or associated unlawful

atment and provide retrospective financial comp n to the
worker and referral to legal authorities where individuals have
broken the law. Complaints and associated remedies should be
documented and available for external scrutiny, with safeguards
taken to protect the identity of victims.

Requirement

Complaints from workers can be shown to be dealt with
objectively and confidentially.

Confidential reporting processes are established and
maintained in all suppliers within the company’ supply chains,
redress is an ongoing practice where required, and evidence
to support what action has been taken can be provided.

Internal
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3.3.35 Is social responsibility addressed explicitly in the policies and Requirement Internal
processes of the organization, by including as a minimum?
« freedom of association;
« the right of workers to organize;
« forced labour;
« minimum age of workers;
« child labour;
« equal remuneration; and
« discrimination.

3.4 Traceability
Are records of traceability kept that demonstrate whether or nota |Required The Future of Fish, in collaboration with FishWise, Global Food |Suppliers are providing lot or batch traceability information that |A fully digitised e-traceability system is in place, giving secure, |External Do you have the following records to support that a product
product originates from a source where reliable evidence of Traceability Center and WWF, developed a preliminary guide |allows the sourcing company to assess and verify the end-to-end traceability of the KDEs in a format compliant with originates from a legal source:
legality (e.g. registration, licensing, catch documentation and for industry working towards full-chain traceability: credentials of the seafood it is buying. The information supplied |the GDST standard. ~vessel registration
compliance records) is available? /f it is not possible to trace to https://fishwise.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/OSMI-Trace- [should be provided in a format that conforms to the GDST vessel license
the origin of the seafood, this should trigger an investigation and Collab_Taking-the-First-Steps-Towards-Seafood- KDEs. For IUU catch documentation, the links and references ~catch documentation
the completion of steps to remedy the situation. Traceability.pdf within this document should be consulted. ~compliance records

This guide links to useful resources including a comprehensive ‘What other records or documents do you keep that support
compilation of key data elements (KDEs) across certification claims of legality of a source?

schemes, governmental organizations, industries, etc.:

https://ffishwise.org/wp-

content/uploads/2018/03/2017.05.25_KDEs-for-Seafood-

Compilation-of-Resources_Final_-1-1.pdf

An example of traceability compliance can be found in the ISO

standard document "Traceability of finfish products’

(12875:2011):

https://www.iso.org/standard/52084.html

342 Does the organization complete data (or data system) verification |Risk assessment consideration A fully digitised e-traceability system is in place, giving secure, |Internal
exercises to verify the authenticity of data entering the traceability end-to-end traceability of the KDEs in a format compliant with
system? the GDST standard.

343 Does information gathered, stored and processed on Risk 1t consic ion Through a combination of routine and spot-check traceabilty |A fully digitised e-traceability system is in place, giving secure, |Internal
enable full chain traceability to be assured transparently? audits, the company is able to verify the accuracy and end-to-end traceability of the KDEs in a format compliant with

authenticity of some, if not all of the data provided by its the GDST standard.
suppliers, and it is actively exploring how this information can

be automatically captured and shared with its customers or

other stakeholders.

344 Are all traceability systems, and all claims based on them, subject |Risk assessment consideration Traceability can be defined as "the systematic ability to access |There is a formal documented process in place for assessing |Third party scrutiny is employed to warrant the in-house External How frequently are traceability systems, and all claims based
to external verification mechanisms and regular independent any or all information relating to a food under consideration, claims. Third party guidance is used as the basis for making |assessment of claims being made. Full transparency of all on them, subject to external verification and independent
audits? Traceability data should be accessible during verification throughout its entire life cycle, by means of recorded voluntary claims beyond the legally required consumer seafood sources is being made public to such an extent that audits?
checks and audits. identifications" (WWF traceability principles, 2015). It is information. Such guidance could be in the form of third party |routine verification by independent third parties is possible at

important to note that this is different to transparency, which certification logo/brand guidelines, or via pre-competitive will, and the supply chain owner and the supply chain willingly How is traceability data made accessible during verification
focuses on what information is shared, with which collaborations, e.g. Sustainable Seafood Coalition, Seafood engages to help the verification process. checks and audits e.g. use of an electronic system?
stakeholders, and at what frequency. Task Force.

The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard

1.0 provides guidelines on enhancing interoperability of

traceability systems to help enable full chain traceability and

improve data verifiability: https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-

documents/gdst-1-0-materials/
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345 Is traceability provided by the vessel or group of vessels that Risk assessment consideration Traceback exercises can be conducted to test if traceability is |Supply chains are fully mapped, traceability back to supply GDST KDEs are in use for all supply chains, and all vessels External How is traceability provided to the vessel or group of vessels
caught the seafood? provided by the vessel or group of vessels that caught the vessel or group of vessels (including transhipment vessels) is |(including any involved in transhipment) are present on (e.g. catch certificate) that caught the seafood?
seafood. Companies should already have a range of in place and can be demonstrated within a reasonable government registers and the global record. Beneficial owners
traceability processes in place, to which additional aspects timeframe, taking into account variables such as global time are known, and traceability can be demonstrated on every What processes, e.g. traceback exercises, are used to
relating to IUU can be added. Where barriers exist, for differences, public holidays, weekends etc. GDST KDEs are  |occasion within 4 hours. demonstrate traceability to a vessel or group of vessels?
example data loss due to auction sales or lack of transparency |being collected and are available to the buyer. Action plans are
from certain vessels, the risk of IUU products should be agreed with supply chains where required traceability Have you adopted any traceability standards, e.g. ISO 12875,
considered elevated. information is missing. Vessel lists include UVIs for all vessels. as part of traceability compliance, and if so which ones?
Additional data such as ports of landing, beneficial owners of
It is recognised that not all supply chains may be fully vessels etc. is being collected, but may not always be present. If you have undertaken a traceability improvement project or
traceable, and companies may want to work with their initiative, can you please provide details of this i.e. time-bound
suppliers to improve this. Some companies may choose, for deliverables?
example, to work with suppliers to develop traceability
improvement projects or initiatives with time-bound
i . There are links to publicly available traceability
standards and guidelines included in the PAS 1550, which can
help to fulfil requirements and risk assessment considerations,
and inform an improvement project or initiative. More are
included in the "shared resources" section.
The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard
1.0, provides guidelines on enhancing interoperability of
traceability systems to help enable full chain traceability,
improve data verifiability and ease data sharing:
https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-
materials/

346 Are traceback exercises carried out at a frequency based on risk |Risk assessment consideration DNA testing of fish can be used to support claims of legality, | The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to ensure Traceability is verified on an ongoing basis through electronic  |Internal
assessment and in a timescale that is appropriate for the origin of inform risk and support ercises to |that product purchased can be reliably traced back to the supply chain tools such GDST compliant e-traceability
the seafood? seafood origin. Seafish has produced a comprehensive guide |[source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The frequency of traceback |systems. System operation is checked manually on a regular

on the uses of DNA testing seafood that includes a list of well- [exercises is based on an in-depth risk assessment, taking into |basis to ensure full ility and i with
established DNA databases: account detailed supply chain information derived from supplier |norms.
https://www.seafish.ora/media/publications/SeafishGuidetoDN - [inspections, audits or SAQs.

ATestingofSeafood_201312.pdf

347 Does the organization complete random traceback that [Risk it consi ion Random traceback exercises to verify traceability are typically [The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to ensure The origin of seafood supplied should be consistently Internal
are able to verify full traceability from point of sale to source within conducted for food safety reasons. Some examples of food that product purchased can be reliably traced back to the demonstrated to the seafood company within 48 hours of such
48 hours? safety standards that require this include the BRC Global source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The frequency of traceback |a request being made. Companies that have suppliers with

Standard (BRCGS) for Food Safety, IFS Food Standard 6.1, |exercises is based on an in-depth risk assessment, taking into [BRC Global Standard/IFS or a GSSI recognised chain of
and GSA Seafood Processing Standards. As such, information |account detailed supply chain information derived from supplier [custody in place, will be able to deliver this expectation whilst
relevant to IUU can be collected, e.g. through commercial inspections, audits or SAQs. those without such certification will have built this capability into
transaction process, and stored alongside food safety their own supply chain.

information.

If traceback exercises cannot be conducted for certain supply

chains or products, this should be taken into consideration

'when conducting a risk assessment, and companies should

consider working with their supply chains to improve

traceability. Refer to the "shared resources" section for

common traceability guidelines and standards that can serve

as a basis for traceability improvement projects or initiatives.

348 Are sales transactions between actors in the supply chain Risk assessment consideration Batch and lot number are detailed on purchase documents and |Product is traced at all stages of manufacture, storage and External Are sales transactions accompanied and traced by unit or
accompanied and traced by unit or batch numbers on or these facilitate traceability back to source fishery and supply  |distribution, through a comprehensive end-to-end e-traceability batch numbers on, or accompanying invoices?
accompanying invoices? To allow effective tracking of products, vessels for product at all stages of manufacture, storage or tool.
all buyers and sellers should be able to match sales transactions distribution. ‘Where are unit or batch numbers captured?
between them.

Are you able to match sales transactions with buyers or
sellers?

349 Does the organization cooperate with the relevant competent Risk assessment consideration Company hosts visits (or demonstrates a wilingness to host | The company is able to demonstrate that it complies with all Internal

authorities (that conduct active and effective regulatory oversight
and verification) by using effective compliance and enforcement
mechanisms?

visits) from domestic government compliance authorities and
cooperates to any reasonable request by supplying information
in a timely manner. Either directly or via industry
associations/trade bodies or other collaborations, the company
demonstrates its willingness to provide input to consultations,
meet with government officials and support government policy
implementation, where relevant to its seafood sourcing.

government interactions, advocates for improved compliance
regime implementation and encourages its supply chain to do
the same.
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organization documented and available to other actors in the
supply chain within 48 hours of the request?

should be documented and available to actors in the supply
chain within 48 hours of the request.

completed for all supply chains within the 48 hour timeframe,
taking into account weekend, public and religious holiday
restrictions.

captured in real time, that full supply chain traceability is able to
be demonstrated in real time through the employment of e-
traceability platforms.

C further detail)
3.4.10 In order to ensure consistency in the requests for informationin  |Risk assessment consideration The seafood company is able to demonstrate: In addition to the best practice information, the seafood buyer [External Which of the following data is available for collection upon
supply chains, is the following information collected (via request) vessel identity (home port, name, flag), registration, and will also have access to: request and associated with products?
and associated with the products? where issued, IMO or other UVI number ~vessel call sign vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call sign),
« vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call sign), registration +location of catch [e.g. specific location of fishery, FAO codes, [+GPS coordinates of catch registration, and where issued, IMO or other UVI number
and, where issued IMO or other UVI number; EEZ's ISO country code, relevant Regional Fisheries ~quantities (in kg) of catch +location of catch (e.g. GPS coordinates, specific location of
« location of catch [e.g. GPS coordinates, specific location of Management Organization (RFMO) «person/enterprise with custody and ownership after landing. fishery, FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO country code, relevant
fishery, FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO country code, relevant Regional «fishing license and validity Regional Fisheries Management Organization (RFMO))
Fisheries Management Organization (RFMO)]; species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code Not all of this information will accompany the product at every «fishing license and validity
« fishing license and validity; «fishing method used stage, but the information should be maintained and available species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code
« species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code; «fishing dates of capture on request. ~fishing method used
« fishing method used; +quantities (in kg) of catch ~fishing dates of capture
« fishing dates of capture; iti i sign and declaration ~quantities (in kg) of catch
« quantities (in kg) of catch; of any transhipment at sea positior i sign and declaration
« ds iti i i sign and declaration of ~transhipment information will include the receiving vessel of any transhipment at sea. This will include the receiving
any transhipment at sea. This will include the receiving vessel name, and where applicable, the IMO number or other UVI vessel name and where applicable, the IMO number or other
name and where applicable the IMO number or other UVI number; number UVI number
and «person/enterprise with custody and ownership after landing.
« person/enterprise with custody and ownership after landing. Not all of this information will accompany the product at every
Not all of this information will accompany the product at every stage, but the information should be maintained and available What other information is associated with products?
stage, but the information should be maintained and available on on request.
request.
3411 Is information relating to the products maintained in an electronic ~ |Risk assessment consideration The FAO technical paper “Seafood traceability for fisheries The company sourcing policies are understood and Product is traced at all stages of manufacture, storage and External What key data relating to products (refer to question X) at a
system? As a minimum the key data should be held in the compliance: Country-level support for catch documentation acknowledged by all actors in the supply chain and the distribution, through a comprehensive end-to-end e-traceability minimum, are maintained in an electronic system?
system, and other documentation such as EU Catch Certificates " lists \dations for ility mechanisms pany is able to demonstrate that some of the product tool.
attached electronically or a record noting their physical location based on the evaluation of different countries’ catch specific information that it requires is being submitted Is other documentation such as EU Catch Certificates
attached. documentation schemes (CDS) and key data elements electronically and that there is a time-bound commitment by electronically, or is a record noting their physical
(KDEs): http://www.fao.org/publications/card/en/c/1701be4c- |which all of this information will be provided electronically. location attached?
€b83-4b0f-97e5-b6d11d1c7c55/
3.5 Information verification and transparency
3.5.1 Does the organization work with other actors in the supply chain |Required Transparency and Ti can be with one The transparency policy is understood by all actors in the Transparency is institutionalised within the company and its Internal
to agree levels of information required and share it to ensure a another; Transparency refers to how and what information is  |supply chain and supply chain transparency is able to be supply chains to such an extent, that public reporting satisfies
level of transparency that is appropriate to enable regulatory I to certain , while T ility refers to  |demonstrated upon request by regulators and stakeholders, regulatory regimes and external stakeholders, without the need
visibility across the entire supply chain? information on a certain product or batch from origin to end- whilst being routinely audited for compliance in-house. to ask for supply chain information.
use.
The "GS1 Foundation for Fish, Seafood and Aquaculture
Traceability Guideline" provides consistent business practices
for effectively managing traceability and enhancing
transparency across supply chains:
https://www.qgs 1.org/standards/tr Jidhttps ://www.gs 1
ora/sif ilt/files/docs/tr: /GS1_Foundation for Fi
sh_Seafood Aquaculture Traceability Guideline.pdf
352 Does the organization engage with other actors in the supply Required Itis recognised that full chain traceability may not always be Proactive engagement with suppliers to overcome All barriers to supply chain transparency of existing supply Internal
chains to resolve any barriers that prevent this from being achieved. In such cases, a programme or process to improve |transparency barriers can be demonstrated with successes chains have been overcome. It is a pre-requisite to supply, that
possible? traceability is needed. There are resources and guidelines having already been achieved. future supply chains must achieve the same level of
available in the "shared resources" section of this guide to transparency prior to supply commencing.
assist companies in taking steps towards full chain traceability.
353 When assessing the impact on decent working conditions, is Required /A company should establish and use policies, practices and The company is able to demonstrate that engagement with There is sufficient supply chain transparency that if so desired, | External Can you assess the impact of decent working conditions
engagement with those potentially affected (in this case, workers) confidential reporting and assurance systems, to ensure that |workers who are likely to be impacted by the lack of decent the seafood sourcing company when it is assessing decent through a verifiable traceback exercise across your supply
undertaken? If any information is unavailable during a traceback decent working conditions protect workers in facilities in all working conditions, is able to be made to all intent and purpose |working conditions, is able to engage directly with any workers chains within 48 hours from the time the request is made? A
exercise then this should be investigated. countries where seafood products are sourced. A company at will. potentially affected by the lack of decent working conditions. traceback exercise involves gathering information or
should conduct inspections, audits and/or site visits to check documenting events from the point of origin or source. If any
for aspects of decent working conditions. information is unavailable during a traceback exercise, a
further multi-part question should be asked, such as:
Can you access information or furnish evidence related to
freedom of association, right of workers to organize, forced
labour, minimum age of workers, child labour, equal
remuneration or discrimination?
354 Are all stages in the supply chain available for inspections, audits |Required All stages in the supply chain should be available for 1st, 2nd and 3rd party inspection and auditing of all stages All supply chains are inspected and audited, with remote External As a company, are you able to conduct inspections, audits
and/or site visits upon request? inspections, audits and/or site visits upon request. Additionally, |within the supply chain happens for all high risk sources, with  [technology such as electronic monitoring routinely employed to and/or site visits to check for aspects of legality, traceability
DNA testing is an emerging technology applicable in spot pilot electronic monitoring either in place or planned, and a plan |facilitate random inspections where supply chain concerns are and decent working conditions?
checks. to achieve the same for moderate and low risk supply chains is |raised.
in place. How often do you conduct site visits?
‘What information are you able to obtain from the site visits to
help verify legality of seafood products and decent working
conditions from the point of origin?
355 Are the commitments, expectations and standards of the Required The 1s and standards of a company |Traceability exercises are able to be undertaken and Traceability systems are so developed with information Internal
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from a vessel that is flagged to a State, or that fishes in the
territorial or EEZ waters of a coastal State, that does not have a
transparent register of authorized vessels, does the organization
ensure that there is full chain traceability and that independent
audits are completed at least every 12 months?

company should factor this information into the risk
assessment. Would audits on a less frequent basis elevate the
risk to a level where sourcing is not responsible?

Itis also recognised that conducting audits every 12 months is
not always possible. In this case, companies can request that
suppliers provide copies of vessel licenses, registrations, etc.
annually, to check that fish come from legal sources and help
companies realize potential risks. Companies should also
consider advocating the relevant State to compile and publish a
transparent list of vessels. It should consider whether the State!
shares vessel information with RFMOs and/or the FAO Global
Record, in absence of its own transparent register.

available to the supply chain owner, and vessel registries are
either public or there is ongoing advocacy for this to happen.
Utilising the mapping exercise for vessels, an assessment of
the flag State controls in place may be undertaken, so that an
understanding of the monitoring, control and surveillance, as
well as their compliance regime is understood, or at a minimum
being explored.

are contained on public registries and on the global record.
Independent third party certification and audits of fishing and
transhipment vessels is routine. Flag State assessments have
been completed, with high-risk flag States identified and either
subjected to an audit or assessment of vessels, or one is
planned. Action plans to mitigate deficiencies in flag State
compliance and enforcement are in place, so that they
eventually become assessed as low risk.

c further detail)
356 Is first-, second- and third-party verification of information allowed |Required First, second and third-party verification of information should External As a company, can you obtain third-party verification of
at any point in the supply chain? Access should be granted to be allowed at any point in the supply chain. information at any point in the supply chain?
those conducting inspections, audits and/or site visits on behalf of +Access should be granted to those conducting inspections,
those in the supply chain to check for aspects of legality, audits and/or site visits on behalf of those in the supply chain, Do you have designated access to conduct inspections, audits
traceability and decent working conditions. Random spot checks to check for aspects of legality, traceability and decent working and/or site visits on behalf of those in the supply chain?
and unannounced audits should be permitted. conditions.
+Random spot checks and unannounced audits should be Can you conduct random spot checks, and are you permitted
permitted. to conduct unannounced audits?
*DNA testing to verify species is an emerging technology used
in spot checks
*Third-party auditors help to ensure that inspections are
conducted without jeopardizing necessary business
confidentiality
357 Is all of the text on the final product labelling and packaging written |Required All products should be properly labelled in plain language, and External Avre all products properly and visibly labelled and written in plain
in plain language and correct according to the source of the be correct according to the source of the product. This language, including correct source of the product and country
product? This includes all claims made about the origin of the includes country of origin. of origin? If so, please supply examples of labelling where
product. «Itis good practice for voluntary information beyond relevant, for all seafood supplied in this contract. See link for
'y legal requit its to be clear, i and information on labelling as a resource:
verifiable. https://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2014/december/tradoc
«Attention is drawn to Regulation (EU) 1379/2013 as well as 152941.pdf
the Sustainable Seafood Coalition's Code of Conduct on
Environmental Claims.
Section 4. Fisheries and fishing operations
4.1 Management of fisheries
4.1.1 In arisk assessment, is seafood assessed as higher risk if Risk assessment consideration In arisk assessment, seafood should be assessed as higher |All source fisheries have been identified, information to All source fisheries are either classified as fished at or below  |Internal
sourced from a fishery that is either regarded as overfished or for risk if sourced from a fishery that is regarded as overfished, or |determine the status of the stock has been collected, and a MSY or have a credible fishery improvement process in place
which there is neither sufficient data to ensure it is not overfished for which there is neither sufficient data to ensure it is not risk assessment has determined the stock status. Fisheries that is able to demonstrate on the water improvement.
nor a plan in place to collect such data? overfished, nor a plan in place to collect such data. determined to be overfished, data-deficient or without a
management plan, are classified as high risk unless a
There is no one list that expresses the State of all of the justification is made to the contrary.
different fisheries, yet various competent authorities at global
and national levels, assess whether fisheries are in an
overfished State.
Itis good practice for seafood to be sourced from fisheries with
a peer reviewed assessment that demonstrates that the
fishery is not fished in excess of the maximum sustainable
yield (MSY). Stock statuses can be accessed on RFMO
\webpages, although they may not be current. The following
map of RFMOs may be useful here:
https://ec.europa.eu/oceans-and-fisheries/index_en
4.1.2 Where seafood originates or might originate from a fishery where |Required ‘When procuring higher risk seafood, e.g. seafood originating  Mapping and assessment of all fisheries has been completed, |High risk sources have an agreed improvement plan in place |Internal
RFMOs, intergovernmental organizations, States (including EU from a fishery identified with high levels of risk of IUU fishing, ~[with steps being taken to address stocks that are classified as |with steps actively being taken to address the issues
Member States) and NGOs have identified high levels of risk of extra measures should be taken to ensure full traceability, high risk. highlighted. Low and medium risk fisheries have also been
IUU fishing, or if the species is assessed to be of higher risk, does maximum transparency, and the trustworthiness of the supply assessed, with a regular review being undertaken to ensure
the organization consider this seafood to be higher risk? chain. This includes at minimum, completing risk assessments that this risk level is being maintained or improved where
or audits at least once every six months, with steps taken to deficiency is identified.
mitigate risks. Extra measures might include certification
verification such as Marine Stewardship Council (MSC),
including the associated Chain of Custody certification where
applicable, to mitigate the higher risk presented by the fishery.
4.1.3 When procuring higher risk seafood, are extra measures taken to |Risk assessment consideration Proactive engagement of the buyer is occuring, and tangible  [High risk sources are now medium or low risk, with a sourcing |Internal
ensure full traceability, maximum transparency, and the improvement and advocacy is being practised. policy that prohibits high risk seafood being bought without an
trustworthiness of the supply chain, including by as a minimum improvement and advocacy plan already established.
completing risk assessments or audits at least once every six
months with steps taken to mitigate risks?
4.2 Fisheries access control
4.21 Where seafood and marine ingredients are identified as originating | Required Where 12 monthly audits are not possible but obtainable, the  |All flag States are known, comprehensive vessel lists are Flag States are known, and all vessels within the flag States Internal
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not industrial fishing vessels in the supply chain are required by
flag State authorities to have an installed vessel monitoring system
(VMS) transponder, automatic identification system (AIS)
transponder or other tracking technology onboard? These
systems where required should be continuously transmitting in
accordance with any national programmes or requirements and
those which have been sub-regionally, regionally or globally
agreed among the States concerned. Those responsible for
tracking schemes that are required should be able to track the
movements of these vessels continuously from port to port.

and coastal States, as well as RFMOs. The most secure form
of tracking is through VMS, though in most cases this
information is proprietary rather than public. Some States have
also required the use of AIS, which is publicly available but
easier for vessels to manipulate. Whether or not vessels are
tracked by the States and RFMOs that regulate their
behaviour, is an important consideration when considering risk.

If vessels are not monitored, this significantly increases the
risk that they may be operating illegally in areas that they are
not authorised to be in (whether in EEZs, RFMOs or protected
areas). As part of this risk assessment, businesses should
also consider what is known about the State that is undertaking
the monitoring, for example, are they subject to a 'yellow card'
from the European Union. To inform this risk assessment,
organizations should ask companies supplying them to explain
what vessel tracking requirements are in the jurisdictions they
operate in. These should be easily evidenced by supplying
copies of license conditions or other communications from
competent authorities to vessel owners, setting out their vessel
tracking requirements.

Technical guidance relating to electronic monitoring from WWF
and EFCA are provided in “shared resources”.

capture what data the source fisheries MCS regimes is
capturing, as well as the method by which it is captured. Where
AlS is mandatory, then checks should be made to understand
whether this data is being broadcast and is accurate. Where
VMS is mandated, discussions as to whether this information
can be shared with supply chain owners should be happening.
Where AIS and VMS is used within the fishery compliance
regime, the controls are understood by the seafood buyer and
protocols are in place which ensure that when they are not
operational, the vessels stop fishing and return to port. In
addition, data sharing with third-parties so that assessment of
vessel activity can be monitored and assessed is being
encouraged along the supply chain. Where AIS and VMS is not
used, then advocacy for its adoption and use is either
happening or being considered.

State MCS. AIS and VMS is being routinely shared with
independent third parties who are able to undertake and
publish to the government assessments of the fishing activity
and levels of compliance.

c further detail)
422 Where fish products are sourced from high seas fisheries or from |Required The company can use these conditions to assess the risk of  [All source fisheries are known and their stock status has been |All source fisheries are either low risk, or are from fisheries Internal
any stock subject to the jurisdiction of an RFMO or other the fishery. For example, it can check whether these assessed and classified. Where stocks are deemed medium  |where fishery improvement projects that are able to show
international management arrangement, the organization should conditions are in place by searching the relevant RFMO/other |and high risk, improvement plans are in place to address tangible improvements over past performance, are supplying
only source from vessels: international arrangements website and reading their concerns. Vessel registers are routinely assessed to ensure  |the fish. All supply vessels are able to demonstrate that they
a) operating in fisheries governed by RFMOs or other international conservation and management measures, as well as their that there is no activity from vessels on IUU lists, the are routinely complying with all relevant national, regional and
arrangements that: 1) have fishing quotas or resolutions and recommendations. monitoring, compliance and enforcement regimes of the international laws that govern where they operate.
other seasonal, temporal or technical catch restrictions that are fisheries are understood, and improvements are in place to
operated in a transparent manner, meaning that they are publically Importantly, the company can check if a vesselis on any lUU |address deficiencies. Tools such as SFP Catch Check are
available for instance on a website; lists and/or is blacklisted. If so, the company should not source |being employed.
2) apply sanctions or require flag States to apply sanctions to from this vessel.
fishing vessels that are sufficient to deter IUU fishing, meaning
that fines are in the order of at least five times the value of the RFMO websites often contain lists of vessels which have
catch caught by the vessel during the period IUU activity took previously carried out IUU fishing. These lists can be useful to
place; cross-check the vessels used within the company's supply
3) operate sanctions or require flag States to apply sanctions on chains.
fishing vessels for IUU fishing in a transparent manner, meaning
they are published on a publically available website; and Some examples include:
b) are operating under the flag of States that comply fully, and ICCAT's IUU vessel list: https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.htm!
ensure that vessels operating under their flag comply fully, with all EU's IUU vessel list:
conditions and measures required by the international rules and/or https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfp/illegal_fishing/info
authority responsible for managing or setting the norms of TMT's i IUU vessel list: https iuu-
management for the fishery vessels.org/Home/Search
The Sustainable Fisheries Partnership (SFP) has developed a
tool called "Catch Check", available from August 2021, that will
provide risk assessment recommendations on a species
basis.
4.3 Monitoring, control and surveillance
4.3.1 General - advisory onl
4.3.2 Due diligence
4321 Does the organization complete due diligence on their supply Requirement A policy is in place that recognises the importance of All MCS regimes are understood, they are being fully Internal
chains related to MCS? When undertaking due diligence on a new effectively implemented monitoring, control and surveillance implemented at each stage in the capture and landing supply
supplier or product (or when repeating due diligence for an (MCS) within fisheries. All supply chains are mapped back to |chain, and a process for sanction is in place, which means that
existing supplier or product), the organization should assess and the source fishery, the status of each MCS regime has been |the likelihood of being caught undertaking IUU activities
record the following factors relating to flag States, coastal States compiled, and a gap analysis has been completed for each outweighs the benefit of carrying them out.
and RFMOs responsible for MCS of a supplying vessel. fishery, with steps being taken to advocate for improved
implementation by government, or compliance by the fleet
within the supply chain.
432.1a Monitoring systems: Does the organization research whether or |Risk assessment consideration Vessel tracking requirements are increasingly required by flag |A questionnaire has been developed which is being used to AIS and VMS are an effectively implemented element of the flag |External ‘What requirements are in place for vessels to have Vessel

Monitoring Systems (VMS)?

What requirements are in place for vessels to operate
Automatic Identification Systems (AIS)?

Are there any other vessel tracking requirements in place for
vessels?
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4.3.2.1b Logbooks: Does the organization research whether or not MCS  |Risk assessment consideration For States to effectively regulate fishing vessels, they need The company is actively and demonstrably investigating The company has conducted research that reasonably External ‘What requirements are in place to provide data on vessel
authorities require that vessels demonstrate they have met the information on the location and content of their catch. If whether or not MCS authorities have effective implementation |concludes that the use of logbooks is an effectively position, catch of target and non-target species and fishing
requirements for recording and timely reporting of vessel position, competent authorities are not requiring this information, it not | of log-books as a means of monitoring fishing activities. For implemented element of the flag State MCS. Logbook data is effort to the following:
catch of target and non-target species, fishing effort and other only suggests that fishing is not being reported, but also example: a questionnaire has been developed that is being being routinely used by the fisheries management enforcement the vessel's flag State?
relevant fisheries data in accordance with coastal State or other significantly increases the risk that the authority is not used to capture what data the source fishery’s MCS regime is |authorities, or shared with independent third parties who are the vessel's coastal State (if applicable)?
sub-regional, regional and global standards for collection of such regulating access to the fishery, or monitoring the activities of |capturing, as well as the method by which it is captured. Where|able to undertake and publish to the government assessments «the Regional Fisheries Management Organization where the
data? vessels to determine whether or not they are operating illegally. |the use of logbooks is mandatory, then checks should be of the fishing activity and levels of compliance, and the data vessel fishes (if applicable)

Logbook requirements should be easily evidenced, by made to understand whether this data is being completed and [contained within them is used by the relevant government

supplying copies of license conditions or other communications |is accurate. Where logbooks are not used, then advocacy for |departments to inform their fisheries management regime. What other data requirements are in place of fishing activity by
from competent authorities to vessel owners, setting out their  |their adoption and use is either happening or being considered. vessels that supply seafood in this contract?

vessel tracking requirements.

4.321.c At sea inspections: Does the organization research whether or Risk assessment consideration At-sea inspections are an important means to determine Supply chains are mapped and knowledge of whether at-sea | At-sea inspections are routine for all of the source fisheries External At what frequency are vessels in the supply chain subject to at:
not vessels in the supply chain are subject to a regime of whether or not vessels are complying with fisheries laws and  |inspections are taking place is known for all source fisheries. |within the buye'rs supply chains. Evidence of the inspection sea vessel inspections by the coastal State, by parties to
inspections by MCS authorities? Vessels should give information regulations. For example, actual catch can be compared with  |Where at-sea inspections are happening, details are known regime and findings are routinely published by the flag State RFMOs in the high sea?
to the relevant coastal State or duly authorized RFMO inspecting logbooks to verify the information, the fishing gear can be about what information is being collected, i.e. logbook checks, |and advocacy to address deficiencies is either routine or
authority regarding vessel position, catches, fishing gear, fishing inspected, and the catch checked for the presence of fishing gear and inspection of catch, as well as inspections of |completed. Can you share any post-inspection reports?
operations and related activities. The appropriate authority should endangered species and signs of shark finning. The lack of the crew and labour conditions onboard. Where at-sea
be allowed to inspect the vessel, its license, gear, equipment, such inspections increases the risk that vessels are operating |inspections are not happening, or they do not include any of
records, facilities, fish and fish products and any relevant illegally. States often publicise fisheries patrols to increase their |the above, then advocacy should be happening or planned to
documents necessary to verify compliance with coastal State deterrent effect. Vessel companies can also be requested to  |occur.
rules and regulations or relevant RFMO conservation and share post-inspection reports when organizations are seeking
management measures. to verify whether or not they take place.

4.3.2.1.d Observers: Does the organization research and ask for evidence |Risk assessment consideration To date, RFMOs have relied on human observers to monitor  |Information on the flag State requirements for onboard Every fishery employed within the supply chain has an External What requirements are in place by the flag State, coastal State
that seafood is sourced from fisheries where observer vessels at sea, collecting essential data for effective observation is being collected for all source fisheries. As part |effectively implemented regime of observation that is human, or RFMO for human observers to be on the vessel(s)?
programmes, whether electronic or human, or alternative it. At many RFMOs, purse seine vessels require  |of this mapping and data collection process, information on electronic or a mix. Data collected from these observations is
measures have been implemented through national, sub-regional full observer coverage, while longline vessels require only 5 whether the observation is human or electronic, the protocols  |routinely anonymised and shared publicly, so that seafood What electronic monitoring measures are in place on the
and regional observer programs in which the flag State is a percent observer coverage. This minimal observer coverage |against which the observations are happening is being buyers are able to proactively monitor and verify for vessel and what authorities have access to these records?
participant? Information on observer coverage levels, or increases the risk of IUU fishing going undetected. However, |determined, and controls or lack of are being and |t the i of this element of the MCS, whilst
alternative measures such as increased inspections where human observer schemes can be problematic due to the risk assessed. The frequency of observation onboard specific |also providing a deterrent to those within the fleet that might
observer schemes are not possible, should be obtained from an isolation of observers and the potential for corruption or vessels and the wider fleet at large are assessed and decide to flout the rules.

RFMO (where relevant) or coastal State. intimidation. Although the presence of observers reduces IUU |compared with the relevant legislation in force. Protocols that
risk, this method should only form part of the risk assessment. |detail what should be recorded, the frequency of recording, the
Information on RFMO schemes related to observer coverage |steps taken if issues are found, along with who pays and
are sometimes published on the RFMO website, but this monitors the observers and ensures their findings are
information tends to be limited and inconsistent. understood. Where deficiencies are identified, advocacy is

planned or happening to address these issues and in the place
In order to establish whether or not a coastal State scheme of human observers onboard boats, adequate safeguards and
exists, organizations should request observer reports verifying | communication protocols are in place to guarantee their safety
vessel catch. These may also be evidenced by supplying and confidence to carry out their tasks without fear of reprisal.
copies of coastal State license conditions or other
communications from competent authorities, such as regional
observer program providers.
As managers, scientists and stakeholders recognize that more
observer coverage is needed to ensure a sustainable seafood
supply chain, electronic monitoring (EM) has proven to be a
vehicle to increase oversight. EM uses technology (cameras,
GPS, gear sensors) to increase transparency and
accountability of fishing activities, by collecting timely and
verifiable catch information.

4321e Where fish is identified to originate from a vessel that is flagged to |Requirement 1f 4.3.2.1.d determines the vessel is not subject to an observer |A risk assessment to determine the risks of not having Supply chains with no regulatory sanctioned onboard Internal
a State or that fishes in the territorial or EEZ waters of a coastal programme, this risk mitigation should be put in place. See 3.4 |onboard observations (whether human or electronic) is either (observation protocol are employing an observation
s+M68tate that does not operate a national observer program, for details on full chain traceability in process or completed. In addition, discussions with the mechanism. Advocacy to the regulatory body is ongoing,
does the organization ensure that there is full chain traceability supply chain about low-costs observation may be happening. |encouraging the adoption of onboard observation.
and that independent audits are completed at least every 12
months?

4322 Where it is known that seafood or marine ingredients are sourced |Risk assessment consideration Although there are many reasons why a vessel owner of one | The beneficial ownership of all vessels supplying fish and The beneficial ownership of all vessels supplying seafood is External What is the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying seafood under

from vessels flagged to a State that is different than the State of
nationality of their beneficial owner, is this regarded as increasing
the risk of supplying illegal products?

nationality may use the flag of a different nationality (such as
access to quota or a genuine joint venture), the use of flags
from another State increases risk. In some cases, 'flags of
convenience' are used to avoid more stringent flag State
controls exercised by the owner's State. As effective flag State
controls are a key means of reducing the risk of a vessel
fishing illegally, avoiding them increases risk. In addition, if an
owner is based in a different jurisdiction from the flag, it can be
more difficult to apply sanctions in the case of IUU fishing or
human rights abuses. This reduces the deterrent effect of
sanctions.

seafood is known, their background is being researched, and
where concerns such as different domicile status of owner to
flag State is present, the reasons for this is being understood.

known, the vessels are listed along with this information on the
global record and no evidence has been found that suggests
any UU activity in the past, or if present, is no longer present

this contract?

What is the nationality of the vessel(s)' beneficial owner?

4.3.3 Market controls
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4.3.3.1 Does the organization undertake analysis of its supply chains and |Required Market controls can help to establish the legal origin of seafood External What flag States, coastal States and processing States have
implement a system to enable it to identify the carding status of its products. An example of a market control scheme to curb IUU responsibility for seafood caught in this supply chain?
supply chains? fishing is the EU IUU Regulation 1005/2008.
+Under this regulation, non-EU countries identified as having Are any of the above States subject to an EU yellow card or
inadequate measures in place to prevent and deter IUU fishing red card? See: http:/www.iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-carding-
may be issued with a formal warning, or a yellow card to decisions/
improve efforts, or a red card for failure to curb 1UU fishing.
+A company should implement a system to identify the carding
status of its supply chains by first accessing IUU Watch, an
aggregated source of information for EU carding decisions by
country. For more information, including countries and their
carding status, follow: http://www.iuuwatch.eu/
4.3.3.2 Does the organization require that vessels in the supply chain are |Required /A company should require that vessels it sources from in the Internal
not flagged to or licensed to fish by States that have been issued a supply chain are not flagged or licensed to fish by States that
red card by the EU? have been issued a red card. To determine if the vessel is
flagged to a State that has been issued a red card, a company
can request the following information from their supply chains:
*Request catch certificate information in accordance with the
EU IUU Regulations, including fishing vessel name, flag State,
vessel or IMO number, for example
*Review and verify information on the catch certificate to
determine compliance. This may include requesting physical
inspection reports of consigned seafood products carried out
by third country authorities
*Reject consignments of seafood products if the vessel is
determined to be flagged to a State that has been issued a red
card. See www.iuuwatch.eu for more information.
4333 Are purchases made from fishing vessels flagged to States that  |Risk assessment consideration A company should check that the flag State of the vessel(s) Internal
have not notified a competent authority to the EU under the EU supplying them (already notified in other questions) are on the
IUU Regulation? list of countries that have notified the EU (to be used as a
proxy for non-EU countries) of their competent authority and
been accepted:
https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfplillegal_fishing/info
4334 Where fish is sourced from vessels flagged to a State given a Requirement Internal (using
yellow card by the EU or fishing in a coastal State given a yellow answers from
card by the EU, is the organization able to demonstrate that there previous question)
is a system that enables full chain traceability and that audits are
completed at a minimum once every 12 months?
4335 If sourcing from these countries, does the organization research [Requirement Seafood from a country that has been given an EU yellow card

the reasons for the yellow card and, where it has access, record
(and, where possible, support) efforts by the yellow-carded State
to address these reasons?

is at inherently higher risk, as less reliance can be placed on
efforts by the relevant government to manage fisheries. If
organizations decide to continue taking supplies from them,
and reliance is placed on government fisheries management
measures to mitigate the risk of IUU fishing, then it is important
to understand the reasons for the EU yellow card and the
efforts being taken by the State to address those reasons. The
EU publishes Statements when yellow cards are issued to
explain the concerns that led to the cardings. In addition,
organizations can contact NGOs and other stakeholders
active in those countries, to gain an insight into what progress
is being made.

If is also recommended that suppliers in the yellow carded
country are contacted to discuss the reasons from the yellow
card, to ascertain what is being done by the government to
address the situation, and whether or not the supplier is playing
a role in supporting any reforms. Organizations may also
choose to individually or in partnership with their suppliers
and/or NGOs, contact the authorities in the yellow carded
country to encourage them to make relevant reforms, in order
to ensure they can continue to supply from the country.

Through the above, a view can be formed regarding whether
or not the yellow carded country's authorities are engaging
proactively to address the issues that led to the card. This in
turn can inform the organization's view on whether it is
advisable to continue to supply from the country or if new

The source country/fishery should be determined for all SKUs
and the reasons for any current red, yellow or green status of
the supply source is understood, so that engagement with the

The reasons for any current or previous EU cards are
understood, and engagement with the third country
government is happening, either directly or via the supply

In addition, for countries that are supplying the EU, there is an
understanding of their fishery management systems and
controls against which an assessment of the risk of EU
sanction can be made.

third country government and the supply chain can be planned.

chain, so that support is provided to address the issues raised.

All source countries are green or never carded, have been
assessed by the EU, and deemed to meet all of the necessary
conditions to continue with green or preferred supply country
status. In addition, there is a mechanism/protocol in place that
allows the suppliers within the supply chain to engage with the
third country of source to address any potential concerns that
the EU may have before they become an issue.

Internal (however,
may choose to
contact supplier to
obtain information on
measures being
taken by flag State in
reaction to EU
yellow card)

4.4 Source fishing vessels
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Internal or external

4.4.1

Seafood should not be sourced from any vessel(s) that appear on
any recognized blacklist (those established by RFMOs). Is there
a system in place to verify whether vessels appear on any of the
available blacklists?

Other blacklists exist, but RFMO blacklists are the only ones
recommended here.

Required

/A company should not source seafood from vessels that
appear on recognized blacklists established by RFMOs. To
determine whether or not a fishing vessel is listed, follow:
https://iuu-vessels.ora/

External

As a company, can you confirm that none of the vessels in this
supply chain appears on a regional IUU black list. See:
https //iuu-vessels.org/

4.4.2

Does the organization only source from fishing vessels that
appear on authorized vessel lists where these are available for
relevant coastal State EEZs and territorial waters or, where on the
high seas, by the relevant RFMO?

Required

The FAO Global Record of Fishing Vessels, Refrigerated
Cargo Vessels and Supply Vessels, maintains a record of
fishing vessels, including their identity, history and
authorizations to fish and tranship and, in the future, will also
have a record of non-compliance for that vessel. This tool is
intended to support risk assessment. Follow this link for more
information or a list of vessels: http://www.fao.org/global-
record/en/

Another useful database for searching if EU vessels fishing in
the waters of a non-EU State have an agreement with that
State is: http://www.whofishesfar.org/

Internal

443a

Does the organization request the following information from suppliers to inform thei

Evidence that all qualifying fishing vessels (under IMO adopted
resolution A.1078(28) and the latest version of Circular Letter
1886) in their supply chain have a unique vessel identifier (UVI)
issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the IMO

r due diligence risk assessments?

Risk assessment consideration

Unique vessel identifiers (UVIs) such as IMO ship numbers,
are an identification number that is unique to each ship, and is
never reassigned to another vessel. This means that vessel
name, ownership, records of non-compliance etc., can be
recorded using these numbers. Once allocated, these
numbers should be included on all relevant documentation
including licences and authorizations, transhipment reports,
landing requests/reports etc., to improve transparency of the
supply chain. Difficulty arises where a specific country or
RFMO does not enforce the use of UVIs or where auctions
result in UVI number changes. Suppliers should request UVI
records and if not available, consider that the supply chain is of
higher risk.

Companies should advocate for the inclusion of vessels on
public registers. This increases transparency and reduces the
risk of IUU seafood entering supply chains.

All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are on
public vessel registers and the Global Record, along with any
relevant RFMO. The vessels that qualify have IMO numbers in
place, and those that do not, have been provided with UVIs by
their flag State. Vessel ownership is known and checks are
undertaken to ensure that all licences and authorizations are
up to date with no non-compliance.

Supply chains are fully transparent, with all supply vessels on
public databases, on the global record, and flagged to
countries that routinely update their submission of information
to Global Record and RFMOs. Beneficial owners are known
and vessels are third party certified to internationally
recognised standards. Landings are made to parties of the
PSMA or to countries that have a recognised high compliance
and well implemented catch controls.

External

Do all qualifying fishing vessels have a unique vessel identifier
(UVI) issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the IMO?

Where is this information captured, e.g. catch certificate,
registration?

Can this information be made available upon request?

4.4.3b

Evidence that those not qualifying for an IMO number have an
alternative internationally or nationally recognised UVI. Such UVis
should remain the same for the entire life of the vessel, be marked
on the vessel and appear on all related documentation including
the catch documentation

Risk assessment consideration

IMO numbers can be searched here:

https://imonumbers .ihs.com/

Some countries do not enforce the use of IMO numbers or
they may not be enforced on vessels below a certain size.
Therefore, alternative unique vessel identifiers (UVIs) may be
required. Examples include CaribShip Unique Numbering
Schemes, tuna RFMO vessel lists, High Seas Vessel
Authorization Record, among others. Suppliers should request
that a UVI and not just an IMO number, is included within the
catch documentation.

The UVI should be collected for all vessels in the supply chain,
such as when a transhipment occurs. The Global Dialogue on
Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0 includes these as
key data elements (KDEs) to collect as part of establishing full
chain traceability. The Core Normative Standards can be
accessed here: https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-
documents/gdst-1-0-materials/

IMO numbers are in place for all qualifying vessels and
logbooks and official fishery management documents and
authorizations have mention of it. Where vessels do not qualify
for an IMO number and their UVI is not included on official
documents such as logbooks and landing records the
company is able to demonstrate their their supply chain
checks for the presence of UVIs on these documents and
advocates for their inclusion and use when not present

Following advocacy for an extension to the existing IMO
numbering scheme, all vessels, irrespective of size are
included within the IMO number scheme and all official fishery
management documentation cross-references and uses the
IMO number as a matter of routine.

External

Do those fishing vessels not qualifying for an IMO number
have an alternative internationally or nationally recognised
unique vessel identifier (UVI)?

If so, what alternative UVI is used and can this information be
made available upon request?

What assurance or evidence exists to support that UVIs
remain the same for the entire life of the vessel?

443c

Evidence that all fishing vessels in their supply chain have up-to-
date authorizations and fishing licences issued by the relevant
competent authorities. It should be possible to request this
information from the suppliers and receive the information within
14 days

Risk assessment consideration

Depending on which State a vessel is flagged to, i.e. registered
with, certain fishing licences will be applicable, and are
mandatory for the vessel to be able to fish. It is expected that a
supplier would be able to secure details of such licences from
the vessel operators within 14 days. If the vessel operator is
unable to provide such evidence, the vessel should be
considered at higher risk of IUU due to the lack of
transparency.

The Global Record of Vessels is an FAQ initiative that aims to
centralise information on vessels by pairing IMO numbers and
fishing authorizations, among other data. As this database is
developed, it has the potential to be a powerful tool for
improving vessel transparency: http://www.fao.org/global-
record/information-system/en/

All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are on
public vessel registers and the Global Record, along with any
relevant RFMO. The vessels’ registers are checked to ensure
that all licences and authorizations are up to date with no non-
compliance. Where there is no evidence of licences and
authorizations, these should be able to be provided within 14
days of a request being made. If evidence is not able to be
provided, an option to suspend buying until the issue can be
addressed is considered.

The supply chains are fully transparent, with all supply vessels
on public databases, on the Global Record, and their fishing
authorizations, current and historical, are available to be
checked at will.

External

Do all fishing vessels in your supply chain have up-to-date
authorizations and fishing licences issued by the relevant
competent authorities?

How often are authorizations and fishing licenses
reviewed/renewed?

If requested, could this information be provided within 14 days?
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4.4.3.d Evidence that vessel operators obtain confirmation directly from  |Risk assessment consideration This ensures that the vessel operators have used the correct [Fishing vessel licences and authorization details are present |Fishing vessel licencing and authorization information is External Do vessel operators obtain confirmation directly from the
the coastal State and/or RFMO that authorizations and fishing procedures to obtain the authorizations or fishing licences, and |on supply chain vessel lists, they are being routinely audited to |contained on the Global Record and publicly available vessel coastal State and/or RFMO that authorizations and fishing
licences have been issued and the dates they are valid for, and supports legality claims. If the company does not obtain this verify validity, and the key information they contain is present |registers maintained by the flag State. Copies of licences and licences have been issued and the dates they are valid for?
make this information available upon request evidence, the risk of IUU fish entering their supply chain will be |on publicly available vessel registers such as the Global authorizations are freely available for inspection by supply

higher. Record. Where this information is not available, advocacy is chain actors at will, for verification purposes with no evidence Is there evidence to support this and can this information be
planned or ongoing, encouraging this to happen. of concerns as to their validity being present. made available upon request?

'Where possible, this and other documents that support legality

should be digitized and accessible to relevant supply chain

actors and stakeholders. The GDST Standard 1.0 is an

exemplar for how to digitize data to ease data sharing and

increase interoperability between traceability systems.

https: lty-dialogue.org/core-d ts/gdst-1-0-

materials/

443e Evidence that vessel operators have obtained and documented a |Risk assessment consideration This should be available upon request from the catch sector,  [Supply chain has provided license conditions for supplying Suppliers are able to demonstrate to the company purchasing |External Have vessel operators obtained and documented a full list of all
full list of all of the conditions of fishing licences and authorizations 'who should hold licenses and authorizations together with their |vessels and these have been documented. the seafood that the fishing vessel owners comply with the of the conditions of fishing licences and authorizations directly
directly from coastal State authorities and/or RFMOs; including conditions. If catch vessels are not maintaining such records, legal requirements, or RFVS certification is held for all supply from coastal State authorities and/or RFMOs, including
locations where fishing is restricted, gear use, crew requirements, there is a risk that they do not understand the laws and vessels. locations where fishing is restricted, gear use, crew
observer requirements and any other conditions regulations they are meant to complying with, increasing the requirements, observer requirements and any other

likelihood of them engaging in IUU. This should be factored in conditions?

to risk assessments as the vessel is considered at higher risk.
Is there evidence to support this and can this information be
made available upon request?

443f Evidence that fishing vessels and the companies that own them Risk assessment consideration This reduces the risk of a fraudulent license being used, as it Governments that issue licences and authorizations include External 'Who do fishing vessels and the companies that own them pay
pay their license fees to State bank accounts and not to agents, avoids the possibility of obtaining a license from an Fishing licences and authorizations are being collected for the information in their submission to the Global Record and their license fees to?
and that they provide documentation and evidence of this to the unauthorized agency or corrupt official. each vessel in the supply chain and questions about who pays |also publicise the information on their vessel register. All
processor/importer if requested for them and who issues them are being asked to determine licences and authorizations are issued by a government body. Do they provide documentation and evidence of this to the

Evidence of paying license fees to a State bank can be in whether agents and middlemen, rather than direct dealings with processor/importer if requested?
various forms, for example, receipts or bank Statements. government bodies, is happening. The process through which
‘Where vessels or the companies who own them are unable to |vessel licences and authorizations are issued for the area in
supply such information, the vessel should be considered at  |which the vessel is licenced and authorised to fish is known,
higher risk of fishing illegally. and information on who is involved in the process is
understood, as the presence of unauthorised agents/brokers
and middlemen increase the risk of falsified documents.

4439 Evidence that fishing vessels have a vessel monitoring system Risk assessment consideration The company should ask suppliers if these systems are in The supply chains are mapped, the vessels supplying fish and |VMS/ AIS is being employed in sufficient numbers within the External Do all fishing vessels have a vessel monitoring system (VMS),
(VMS), automatic identification system (AIS) or other vessel place on board vessels, the percentage of vessels covered, |seafood are understood, as is the requirement for the adoption [supply chain to warrant fishing activity. Independent verification automatic identification system (AIS) or other vessel tracking
tracking technologies that are continuously engaged while at sea and the percentage of this data which is monitored. If possible, |of VMS/ AIS. In addition to this, the protocols for VMS/ AIS use |of the VMS and AIS data is being undertaken using data made technologies?
and actively monitored by the coastal or flag State evidence of this data and monitoring by a third party should be |is known and the poliing rates and protocols are being publicly available. In the event that data is not made public,

requested. assessed to determine whether they are sufficient to provide |supply chains should advocate for an opportunity to secure If not, what percentage of vessels have these systems and

‘Where vessel tracking technologies are not used or authorities [supply chain assurance that fishing activity is being carried out |data relevant to the fish and seafood they buy, so that what percentage of this data is monitored?

will not release this information, the supply chain should be legally and in compliance with licences and authorizations. verification of vessel activity can be undertaken on a risk

considered at higher risk of IUU fishing. assessed basis. Are these systems and technologies continuously engaged
while at sea and actively monitored by the coastal or flag
State?
Can this information be made available upon request?

4.4.3h Evidence that the vessels are in compliance with inspection Risk assessment consideration Records of inspection regimes or inspection resuits can be All suppliers have confirmed their understanding and Flag States publicly share their legal compliance regimes, and |External What evidence is available to support that vessels are in

regimes. This includes evidence that the vessel management:
1) accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at sea boarding by
relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO
inspecting authority;

2) cooperate with and assist in the inspection of the vessel
conducted pursuant to an authorized at-sea inspection;

3) do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with relevant
coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO inspecting
authority in the performance of their duties; and

4) allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized
RFMO inspecting authority to communicate with the authorities of
the flag State of the vessel and the relevant coastal State during
the boarding and inspection

used here to confirm whether or not these conditions are met.
Inspections may include the following:

Document checks

+ Logbook

« Licence, variations and permits

« Fishroom plan

« Certificate of Registry

Fishroom

« Assessment of catch

« Comparison with logbook

« Check weighing

'Working conditions

Gear

All gear in use should be inspected for compliance, and
appropriate mesh sizes and dimensions checked, including
some gear that is not in use.

It is recognised that this information may be difficult to obtain in
some countries. Where this information cannot be obtained,
catch vessels should be asked to document why the evidence
does not exist (either vessels are not inspected or the
inspecting State does not issue inspection reports). Where
possible, this explanation should be compared with other
vessels or catch companies that operate under the same
regulatory regime. In either case, where inspections do not
take place or their results are not documented, vessels should
be considered at higher risk. A company can check that the
flag State of the vessel(s) supplying them are on the list of

recognition of the value that vessel inspections bring, and that
information is being collected, reviewed and assessed for
vessels within the supply chain, to determine the validity and
engagement with the inspection regimes. Where information is
not available from either the flag State or vessel, the supply
chain actors and stakeholders are advocating to the flag State
that legal compliance regimes and engagement information
should be shared with seafood buyers, and ideally publicly.

which vessels are cooperating with them and which are not.
Supply chains can demonstrate that the vessels they are
buying from are cooperating with the published inspection
regime and are able to demonstrate evidence of this when
required.

compliance with inspection regimes?

Is there evidence to support that the vessel management:
*Accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at sea boarding by
relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorised RFMO
inspecting authority

~cooperate with and assist in the inspection of the vessel
conducted pursuant to an authorized at-sea inspection

+do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with relevant
coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO inspecting
authority in the performance of their duties

«allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized
RFMO inspecting authority to communicate with the authorities
of the flag State of the vessel and the relevant coastal State
during the boarding and inspection?

Where this information or evidence is not available, can you
document why it does not exist, e.g. vessels are not inspected,
inspecting State does not issue inspection reports?
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443 Evidence that fishing vessels engage crew in decent Risk 1t cor ILO Convention C188 sets out minimum standards for crew The flag State has ratified ILO C188, employment contracts Flag States have ratified and implemented ILO C188, External ‘What minimum standards are required for worker contracts
Attention is drawn to ILO Convention C188 which sets minimum working conditions. For vessels flagged to a country that has  [stating the employment and working conditions are in place for |employment contracts are available for each crew member, and vessel conditions for vessels supplying seafood under this
international levels for crew conditions on fishing vessels. The signed and implemented ILO C188, risk of crew not having all vessel crew, and independent evidence of working and decent working conditions have been confirmed through contract?
Convention will come into force on 16 November 2017 decent working conditions is decreased, as governments are |conditions and employment is provided by 3rd party 1st, 2nd or 3rd party audits and certification such as the
bound by the convention to verify that vessel conditions and certification. Where this is not fully in place, advocacy is responsible fishing vessel scheme. ‘What labour inspections do vessels supplying seafood under
crew contracts are in line with its provisions. Where flag States |planned or underway to achieve the aim. this contract face by government authorities ?
have not adopted ILO C188, organizations can still request
evidence that conditions and contracts are at the same
standard. Information supplied by the UK to support UK
operators complying with ILO C188 can be used as a
reference for organizations seeking to compare conditions and
contracts to the provisions of ILO C188. See:
https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/ilo-work-in-fishing-
convention
443j Evidence that suppliers (e.g. fishing vessel companies) have Risk 1t cor r should ask suppliers what checks they On request, vessel owners/managers are able to demonstrate [An independent third party audit shows full compliance with this | External 'What checks are undertaken on the professional background
checked the references and background of vessel captains undertake on the background of captains they employ. Where |that they are in compliance with the policy, providing evidence |policy. of captains employed?
before they were hired it is found that no checks are made on their background, of background checks performed such as references from
including previous convictions for IUU fishing or human rights | previous employers and searches of compliance histories of
abuses, this significantly increases the risk of supplying from |previous vessels captained.
those vessels. It can be recommended that suppliers
undertake these checks going forward to reduce risks
associated with the seafood they are supplying in the future.
Where a supplier undertakes checks on the background of
captains, these can be verified on a sample basis during audit
processes.
443k Evidence that captains who have been found guilty of IUU fishing |Risk assessment consideration See notes for 4.4.3.j above. Where suppliers have a process in|On request, vessel owners/managers are able to demonstrate |An independent third party audit shows full compliance with this | External Are captains hired if they have been found to have been guilty
on more than one occasion are not engaged and that those place to check the background of captains before they are that they are in compliance with the policy, providing evidence |policy. of IUU infractions?
convicted on a single occasion receive extra supervision and hired, they should also have a policy setting out that captains | of background checks performed such as references from
audit with a history of multiple IUU infractions are not engaged, and |previous employers and searches of compliance histories of Are any additional corporate risk mitigation measures put in
those with a history of a single IUU infraction may be engaged |previous vessels captained. place if such captains are hired?
but with extra supervision. The absence of such a policy
increases the risk of seafood supplied by that supplier.
4.4.31 Evidence that captains or other persons are not engaged if Risk assessment consideration \Where suppliers have a process in place to check the As above As above External Are captains hired if they have been found to have a history of
checks find they have been found responsible for any previous background of captains before they are hired, they should also human rights abuses?
human rights abuses have a policy setting out that captains found to have previously
committed a human rights abuse are not engaged. The
absence of such a policy increases the risk of seafood
supplied by that supplier
4.4.3.m Evidence that suppliers are not procured from if checks find they |Risk assessment consideration See 4.4.4 below Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence Company has documented evidence of due diligence checks |External What measures are put in place to make sure that seafood is
have been found responsible for any previous human rights processes, using information obtained through MCS on supply companies, demonstrating that they have been not purchased from suppliers that have been found to have
abuses information gathered in supply chain mapping, including assessed, and have not been associated with IUU fishing or been associated with human rights abuses?
searches for previous convictions relating to vessels owned  |human rights abuses. This is reviewed through audits.
by suppliers. Where compliance histories of companies are not
available due to a lack of public information, this should be
documented and advocacy to relevant States undertaken to
publish information relating to compliance.
444 Where any of the above checks find evidence of IUU fishing or Requirement Organizations should have a policy of not buying seafood from |Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence Company has documented evidence of due diligence checks |Internal

illegal working conditions, fish should not be sourced from those
suppliers.

Where suppliers are unable to supply one or more of the above
areas of evidence, does the organization document as part of the
risk assessment, the decision of whether or not to supply and
what mitigating actions are to be taken?

a supplying company that has been found to have engaged in
human rights abuses or IUU fishing. This information can be
found through the due diligence process, including information
requests to suppliers, third party audits, internal audits, internet
searches and meetings with NGOs active in countries relevant
to their supply chains. The due diligence process should also
document where information or policies recommended above
are not available and set out what mitigating measures, such
as third party audits, internal audits, information requests from
NGOs etc. are sought.

For example:

- ICCAT's IUU vessel list: https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.htm!
- EU's IUU vessel list:

https://ec.europa.eulfisheries/cfp/| fishing/info >

Secondary legislation and official documents > IUU vessel list

- TMT's combined IUU vessel list: https://www.iuu-
vessels.org/Home/Search

processes, using information obtained through MCS
information gathered in supply chain mapping, including
searches for previous convictions relating to vessels owned
by suppliers. Where compliance histories of companies are not
available due to a lack of public information, this should be
documented and advocacy to relevant States undertaken to
publish information relating to compliance.

on supply companies, demonstrating that they have been
assessed, and have not been associated with IUU fishing or
human rights abuses. This is reviewed through audits.
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4.4.5 Does the organization research vessels, companies and their Requirement Organizations should request that suppliers provide a Information on the first tier owners of fishing vessels is either | The ultimate beneficial owners of fishing vessels that supply all |External Provide a complete list of all vessels used to supply seafood
beneficial owners from which it is sourcing seafood? This complete list of vessels that supply to them, including their full |fully available and included on the company’s vessel list, or seafood are known, even if they are second or third tier under this contract, including full names, IMO numbers and the
research should include verifying the IMO numbers for any new names, IMO numbers and beneficial owners. This information |included in the Global Record, which when fully populated will |owners identified through shell and holding companies. The beneficial owner of the vessel.
vessels entering a supply chain can be used to research vessel histories on online databases |provide details of operator, owner, beneficial owner and IMO ownership structure of all vessels is included within the flag
(see APPENDIX). Where a large fleet of small-scale vessels number if applicable. Online databases are being used to State public vessel register and where mandated by it, also
are used by suppliers, and depending on the level of risk check the history and background of the first tier owners of within the flag State submission to the Global Record.
assessed in the supply chain, organizations may decide to use |fishing boats, so that links to IUU or human rights abuse can
a sample-based approach to verifying vessel identities and be identified.
histories through online databases.
446 Does the organization source seafood where this research finds |Requirement See4.4.4 Policy position is underpinned by internal due diligence Company has documented evidence of due diligence checks |Internal
evidence of vessels, companies or beneficial owners with a processes, using information obtained through MCS on supply companies, demonstrating that they have been
history of engaging in illegal activity? information gathered in supply chain mapping, including assessed, and have not been associated with IUU fishing or
searches for previous convictions relating to vessels owned  |human rights abuses. This is reviewed through audits.
by suppliers. Where compliance histories of companies is not
available due to a lack of public information, this should be
documented and advocacy to relevant States undertaken to
publish information relating to compliance.
447 Is the organization able to provide copies of the flag State fishing [Requirement Organizations should ask that suppliers maintain evidence of |The company has the ability to access flag State fishing Flag State fishing authorizations are available for all vessels External Please provide copies of flag State authorizations for supplying
authorizations granted to fishing vessels whenl/if requested by any their fishing authorizations issued by relevant flag and coastal |authorizations, or has them to hand so that it can assess within its supply chain and these authorizations are held fishing vessels.
actor or relevant party? Evidence should be maintained in the States, as well as relevant RFMOs. In the case of RFMOs and |whether the fishing vessel/company is complying with the electronically, which enables the company to interrogate and
supply chain about the use of VMS and a fisheries logbook by the an increasing number of States, these can be verified by the  |authorization conditions. validate them at will.
flag State to monitor vessel activities organization through checking online lists of authorised
vessels. In the future, the FAO Global Record will also be a
resource where this information can be verified. Where these
are not shared by States online, on a sample basis,
organizations should ask that suppliers provide evidence,
including licenses issued by flag and coastal States. Where the
supply chain or competent authority are assessed as being
high risk but organizations wish to continue to supply from
them, then they should consider contacting governments
directly to verify the validity of authorizations.
4.5 Transhipment
Does the organization require that?
451.a All transhipments in their supply chains are recorded, monitored |Required Unmonitored at-sea transhipments are a potential avenue for | There is an understanding of transhipment within all source All transhipment events are recorded, 100% observation of External What practices are in place to ensure transhipments in their
and covered by an independent observer programme appropriate IUU-caught seafood products to enter the supply chain. There [fisheries and the status of monitoring, control and enforcement [transhipment is in place and all authorities within the supply supply chain are recorded, monitored and covered by
to the fishery? are currently different protocols for transhipment activity, each |in each. Advocacy to governments and RFMOs s taking chain have access to transhipment data as they need it. independent observer programs appropriate to the fishery?
with differing levels of documentary evidence and observer place, which includes the needs for 100% observation of
presence required. The FAO is developing transhipment best |transhipment and data sharing.
practises, and organizations should be aware of their
development, adopt them when completed, and encourage
their supply chains to use them to aid consistent
implementation. To ensure better reporting and more complete,
uniform information, a company should request from relevant
authorities throughout their supply chain, the following
information:
*Require all transhipment events be reported to the relevant
flag, coastal, port State and RFMO Secretariat
*Require 100 percent observer coverage (human, electronic
or combination)
*Require transhipment data-sharing procedures among
relevant authorities (other ways to ensure coverage?)
4.51b If a transhipment is licensed (and therefore permitted) then the Required Transhipment vessels are present on authorized vessel lists | All transhipment vessels are known and fully comply with their |External Are all transhipments at sea relating to supply authorized?
vessel is checked to see if it is on the relevant authorized register and their flag State is known or steps are being taken to vessel authorizations.
for fish carriers? achieve this.
451.c Both vessels in the transhipment have uninterrupted VMS, AIS or |Required AIS and VMS is used on both vessels transhipping seafood All vessels involved in at sea transhipment use AIS and VMS  |External Do both vessels involved in the landing and transhipping of fish
other vessel tracking technology operating? within the supply chains, and where their use is not continuous, |that is transmitted continuously. In the event of transmission operate VMS/AIS or vessel tracking technology?
itis being actively advocated for. interruptions, vessels are shown to meet the internationally
agreed protocols of what to do in such an event.
452 Is all of the information regarding any at sea transhipments made |Required Transhipment in the supply chain is understood and Supply chains are transparent enough that information on the |Internal

available to the end purchaser of the seafood in the supply chain
(e.g. restaurant, brand)?

information is either being routinely passed to consumers or
can be upon request.

use of transhipment is known by the end buyer and they have
confidence that transhipment is being carried out as required
by their authorization and meets internationally agreed
protocols.
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453

Does the organization check that EU IUU and other catch
certificates provide information about any transhipments that have
taken place? All required documentation and authorizations
should be validated by appropriate authorities

Required

A company should request the following information on
transhipments:

«List of vessels involved in transhipments

+Details of transhipment e.g. date, area, position
+Authorization of transhipment

+Details of transhipped object, e.g. species, weight, product
form

*Whether an observer program is in place to monitor the
transhipments, as well as number of inspections and
percentage conducted at random

+Independent observer report

These documents should be collected and scrutinised by
importers and processors. Information pertaining to
transhipments is contained on section 6 of EU catch
certificates.

The GDST Standard 1.0 lists key data elements that should be
collected for any transhipments. See Core Normative
Standards here: https://traceability-dialogue.ora/core-
documents/qgdst: naterials/

Supply chain mapping is complete for all seafood sources and
the need or use of transhipment within the supply chains has
been established. The details described in the implementation
notes and GDST are either collected and available to the
supply chain owner, or are being collected and reviewed.

All of the GDST KDEs and items listed in the implementation
notes are available for all supply chains that employ
transhipment within them.

Internal

4.6 Landing at port
General
A

Does the organization request the landing procedures and
controls of the port of landing? This information should then be
used in the risk assessment and due diligence process. The
organization should assess and record whether ports are in
States that are party to, and have implemented, the Port State
Measures Agreement. Ports with records of non-compliance
should be identified as higher risk.

Required

'What measures can a company take to obtain landing
procedures and determine the level of port controls? As a first
step, a company can show preference for ports in States that
are party to the FAO Port State Measures Agreement (PSMA),
as these are associated with a lower level of risk of being entry
points for illegal catch. A company should ask if the designated
port in the port State is a party to the PSMA. If not a party to
the PSMA, a company should ask what is preventing the port
State from joining.

A company should ask if records of port entry requests,
denials, documentary checks and inspections are kept. If so,
additional questions that a company should ask are:

+Are the records public?

«Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of such
information?

«Is an electronic information system used to collect, store and
share this information?

+How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain copies
of this information and landing procedures and controls at the
port of landing?

/A company should also request:

~the requirements for vessels, particularly foreign-flagged
vessels, in requesting access to port

«the processes by which authorities determine which vessels
should be granted/denied entry into port or be selected for

'y checks and/or i
+the standards for documentary checks and physical

All ports of landing used within the supply chain are known,
where relevant the ports are located within States that are
party to the Agreement on Port State Measures (PSMA), and
the company'’s suppliers understand what checks are being
carried out on landings. Where ports are not designated within
the PSMA, suppliers should advocate for them to be
designated and any deficiencies addressed. The port States
should be encouraged to publicise what entry checks are
being carried out, who they share this data with, and that the
level of IUU they encounter is routinely reported.

All ports of landing used are in States which are either
members of the PSMA or are deemed by a third party to have
implemented checks at port that are sufficient to eliminate IUU
fish being landed. The regime used to check landings are
publicised, as is a summary of the checks and their findings.
Risk assessments routinely show the ports of landing have a
low risk of IUU fish being landed through them, and
independent third party inspections of the ports have verified
this.

External

What landing procedures are in place to determine the level of
port controls?

Does the organization assess and record whether or not ports in their supply chain meet the following criteria and include the

information as part of their risk assessment:

4.6.1.2.a

The port State competent authorities have resources that use a
risk-based targeting approach to control

Risk assessment consideration

A company should ask if there is an IUU-related risk-based
procedure for controls on vessels that request entry into port
to land or tranship fish. A company should ask if the risk-based
procedure is documented and if it is made publically available.

Ports of landing are being determined, and information on the
procedures, protocols and checks that are undertaken by the
port authorities prior to and during landing, is being collected
and assessed. Information on the landing procedures is known
for each port of landing, the checks are risk based, and
advocacy is happening or planned if these procedures are not
made publicly available to third parties.

Landing procedures at ports are publicly available, with
summaries of the landing checks and their findings routinely
being published and shared, so that other flag, port and market
States along with seafood buyers, can assess the risks of
buying seafood landed into and through these ports.

External

What are the procedures for controls on vessels that request
entry into port to land or tranship fish?

Are the procedures documented?
Are the procedures publicly available?

If not, why are the procedures not documented and available?
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46.1.2.b The control systems in the port are appropriate for the volume of |Risk assessment consideration /A company should ask if the port is operating under or over its |Whilst collecting data on the ports of landing and the controls | The port State routinely publicises the number of landings that |External What percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish are
cargo and vessels capacity. One way of assessing port capacity is to ask what |they employ to check for IUU, a dialogue within the supply it receives, the findings of its inspections, and with whom it subject to documentary checks or physical inspections in
percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish are subject to |chain and the ports being used should be instigated, to assess |transmits and shares its information, so that other flag, port port?
documentary checks or physical inspections. a port's capacity to adequately cope with the volume of and market States, as well as seafood buyers, can assess the
inspections required. risks of IUU fish and seafood passing through its ports. How are selections made for which vessels to check/inspect?
How were the vessels your company sources from selected
for documentary checks/ inspections?
Which of the following are covered by checks and inspections?
+vessel identification, construction and registration
documentation
+license and authorizations to fish or tranship
«catch and bycatch documentation
*processing and transhipment reports
*VMSJ/AIS systems in use
«type of fishing gear used
type and volume of fish species
~crew documentation
4.6.1.2.c There are enough inspectors provided at the port to be able to Risk assessment consideration 'While there is no standard measure or guideline, a Enquiries should be being made to determine what checks are External How many inspectors are available to inspect the volume of
inspect the volume of cargo and vessels that the port handles determination can be made by weighing the volume or port's being undertaken at port and consideration given to assess cargo and vessels that the port handles?
capacity for cargo with the number of inspectors on staff. A whether there is sufficient diligence being made to IUU checks.
company should ask if there is a sufficient number of The port check protocol regime is documented, publicly
inspectors for the volume of cargo and vessels. Thereis no  |available, and considered to be sufficient to inspect enough
standard measure or guideline, sufficiency is determined by landings to deter and pick up any IUU fish and seafood.
the port State. When determining sufficiency, consideration Consideration given to RFMO Conservation Management
needs to be given to the monitoring, control and compliance Measures (SMMs) which may have more specific
regime found in the source fishery, confidence level that the requirements, e.g. a percentage of vessels that need to be
controls in the fishery are being met, the level of corruption inspected. These requirements have to be at least met to be
within the port State, and technology employed that assists in  (considered a sufficient level.
targeting the inspection regime.
4.6.1.2.d The port State competent authorities are able to demonstrate that |Risk assessment consideration A company can request if landing procedures, standards for  |Companies have knowledge of all landing procedures for each |Landing procedures have been assessed and where External Are landing procedures, standards for documentary checks
they operate in an effective and transparent manner y checks and physical inspections and records port into which their seafood is landed. deficiencies highlighted, a request to the port authorities to and inspection reports publicly available upon request from the
are public, and ask to obtain copies. A good resource on improve/address the deficiency has been made, OR all ports in port State through the supply chain?
import controls and landing procedures that may be of use can the supply chain share their landings procedures publicly, each
be found here: port's system has been rated, and its implementation
https://eu.oceana.org/en/publications/reports/comparative- assessed and shown to meet the FAO PSM requirements,
study-key-data-elements-import-control-schemes-aimed- which include public reporting of landing assessment
tackling. It includes a list of key data elements that should be summaries.
collected as part of a robust import control scheme. In addition,
whether the country has signed to be a member of the
Fisheries Transparency Initiative may be an indicator of risk.
46.1.2.e All records relating the port State control are well-maintained and  [Risk assessment consideration A company should ask if records of port entry requests, Ports routinely share the data of their landing inspections with ~ Landing reports are sent electronically to flag and port States  |External Are all records relating to the port State control available to the
available upon request to the relevant authorities or actors denials, documentary checks and inspections are kept. If so, [port and flag States so that the necessary information is and there is an established public reporting of all landing relevant authorities and supply chain actors upon request
requesting information additional questions that a company should ask are: available to them to take action on IUU where necessary. findings summarised and routinely published. within a given timeframe?
+Are the records public?
«Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of such
information?
«Is an electronic information system used to collect, store and
share this information?
+How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain copies
of this information and landing procedures and controls at the
port of landing?
This information should be available and therefore be furnished
upon request.
4.6.1.2.f The port State verifies the catch documentation and Risk 1t cor /A company should ask for catch documentation for landing or |Ports routinely share data on their verification process of catch [Findings summarising the results of catch documentation External Is catch documentation available and verified and reported by
organized documentation and files/ records transhipment of fish from a vessel that can be verified through |documentation undertaken as part of inspections (see also verification are sent electronically to flag and port States and the port State authorities?
transhipment reports. Where these documents are not above). there is regular public reporting of the summarised findings.
currently shared with purchasing companies, then a request
should be made to both the flag and port State asking for it to
happen.
4.6.1.2.9 There are no recorded instances of bribery and any personnel Risk assessment consideration A company should ask if any instances of bribery or corruption |Using information from MCS questionnaires and enquiries to  |Information on bribery and corruption relating to supply States |External Is there evidence of any recorded instances of bribery through

found guilty of this are not permitted to work in the port

have been identified or reported, how they were resolved or if
they were made public. The bribery and corruption risk of each
port or flag State country within the supply chain should be
considered when assessing this risk.

ports, the bribery and corruption risk of each port or flag State
country is included within determination of risk levels for each
supply chain.

is publicly available, along with commentary on how this has
been integrated into the risk assessment process.

enquiry or public documents including press?

Is there evidence of any personnel found guilty of bribery
through public documents including press?

4.6.2 Port State Measures Agreement
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46.2.1 Does the organization check whether the port(s) at which the Required Check the Pew website for PSMA status and also check the | All ports of landing within the supply chain are mapped, the All ports of landing are in countries that have ratified and External Is the port State a party to the FAO Port State Measures
seafood that they are purchasing is landed is located in a State accession documentation to determine whether the ports of landing controls are understood, and where PSM ratification is |implemented PSMA, are included within the ratification Agreement (PSMA)?
party to the PSMA? If not, then the ports should be considered to landing used within the supply chain are actually included within|desirable, then advocacy for this to happen is taking place. documents, or are in State and regional agreements with
be higher risk in the due diligence process. the PSM ratification documents. If they are included, then they measures that are at least as effective as the PSMA in
can be considered at lower risk, but if they are not included, ensuring that vessels carrying IUU product cannot access
then consider them at higher risk and ask the port State to ports.
include them. For more information about PSMA, visit:
pewtrusts.org/psma or http:/www.fao.org/port-State-
measures/resources/detail/en/c/1111616/
46.2.2 As part of the risk assessment process, does the organization Both A company should ask if the port State is party to the PSMA Suppliers have knowledge of the checks that are being Information on compliance by relevant port States with the External Does the port State have designated ports for access by
seek evidence on whether or not the PSMA requirements are and/or what is preventing them from joining. A company should [undertaken at port, as well as the regime of checks that have |PSMA is publicly available. foreign-flagged vessels?
being implemented by the contracting party of the PSMA in which ask whether the port State has designated ports for access by |been risk assessed to make sure they are sufficient in quantity
the port found in the supply chain is located? Evidence of non- foreign-flagged vessels, whether they have been publicized (or [and quality to capture IUU fish if presented for landing. Where Are your ports of landing included in the list of PSMA
compliance or lack of evidence of compliance should be treated check here: http://www.fao.orgffishery/port-State- the assessment deems checks are insufficient, advocacy is designated ports?
as an increased risk of fish passing through the port being illegal measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=gry) and confirm that it required to improve them or for the port to be officially
does not allow foreign-flagged vessels into any non-designated |designated under the PSMA, and notified through the FAO
ports. system.
/A company should ask whether requests to enter port and
inspection reports include the information detailed in Annexes A|
and C of the PSMA. The FAO also has a database of
designated ports: http://www.fao.org/fishery/port-State-
measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=gr
Risk assessment consideration:
States that are party to the PSMA are associated with a lower
level of risk of being entry points for illegally-caught fish.
4.6.3 Vessel in port
Does the organization require that?
46.3.a Crew on fishing vessels it sources from are free to leave port Required A company can ask if crew are granted shore leave access in |Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew are |Ports are used that allow crew the ability to leave vessels External Are crew granted shore leave access in accordance with laws
when vessels dock, as far as is permitted by the immigration laws accordance with immigration laws of the port State. able to leave vessels in countries where this is permitted. In when at port to access health, religious and recreational of the port State?
of the port State countries where this is not permitted, advocacy is undertaken |services.
to address this. How is this verified?
4.6.3.b All crew are verified as present as per the crew list provided to the |Required In some countries, port in/port out inspections have been put in [Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew are |All crew are verifiably in possession of work documents and External Are all crew verified as per the crew list provided to the port
port State inspector, are in possession of their own work place to ensure there is no illicit incidence or swapping of crew |in possession of work contracts and are available for port are checked on departure and arrival from ports. A sample of State inspector?
contracts and identification documents and are available for whilst at sea. When the PSMA/ILO 188 and Cape Town inspections. Where port inspections including confidential crew are periodically interviewed confidentially by port
confidential interview if a request is made by the port State Agreement are all in force, ratified and effectively implemented, |interviews are not being undertaken, advocacy is undertaken (authorities to verify they are operating in decent working Do you verify if crew are in possession of their work
authorities there can be joint inspections that will verify this. If these 3 UN [to call for this from the relevant State. conditions. Verification of the above could also be contracts?
agreements are not in force for each of the supply chains flag demonstrated through independent third party audit.
or port States, then advocate for their implementation. A
company should ask for crew documentation provided by the
port State inspector.
46.3.c The captain is available at the port inspection and is able to Required Pre-notification of arrival and landing should be made by Improvement steps are being taken to achieve visibility of Pre-notification of arrival and landing is routine at all ports of External Is the captain of the vessel able to provide all documentation
provide all documentation and enquiries required at the port State vessels or flag States so that i can be i 1 reports that include checks on vessel ID, landing within the supply chain, and these records are available requested by port State inspectors?
inspection undertaken and outcome recorded. Suppliers should request a |registration documents, by-catch, transhipment and other for timely sharing with interested stakeholders, other flag and
copy of these records relevant to their purchase from the criteria contained within the GDST KDEs or the specific buyers |port States and they contain accurate information on all of the How would a company obtain this information?
vessel owner/supplier. Where they are not available, then a requirements. attributes detailed within the PAS guidance notes.
time-bound request for this information should be made to the
supplier and also to the flag State of the vessel, asking that this
is mandated as a customary practice. A company should
request inspection reports that include vessel identification,
construction, registration documentation, license to fish or
tranship, catch and bycatch documentation, processing and
transhipment reports, vessel monitoring systems, and/or
automatic identification systems, fishing gear, fish species and
quantities, safety certifications and crew documentation.
4.7 Decent working conditions in the fishing sector
4.71 Does the organization include in its policies and require from its Required See 4.4.3.0 Internal
suppliers that all of the major issues that are identified in ILO
Convention C188 are addressed by source fisheries? These are
essential to providing decent work conditions on board fishing
vessels
4.7.2 Wherever possible and relevant, does the organization Required Internal
demonstrate that it supports the ratification of the ILO Convention
C188?7
4.7.3 Is traceability ensured down to vessel level to enable businesses |Required in UK See 3.4.5. An overview of the traceability system can be set Internal

with a turnover of over £36 million to produce their annual slavery
and human trafficking Statement that covers what is being done in
the supply chain to address the issue.

out in reporting issued under the Modern Slavery Act
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4.7.4 Has the organization developed and made public protocols that Required Internal
guide how and when it will inform statutory agencies of human
rights infractions identified during audits, risk assessments and
other internal reviews?
4.7.5 Have industrial fishing vessels had a social and ethical Required See 3.3.3 Vessel policy/standard obtained and documented for all 3rd party certification is in place for ports, vessels and other External Please supply the policies and procedures relating to the
responsibility policy/standard that includes the points in 3.3.3? vessels in the supply chain. These require conditions in line places where people are employed within the supply chain, or treatment of crew members on fishing vessels supply seafood
with ILO C188, or where there is a departure from these the flag and port States have ratified and robustly implemented to this contract.
requirements, it is clearly documented and incorporated into PSMA/Cape Town Agreement and ILO C188.
the risk assessment.
4.7.6 Do inspections, audits and checks include, where possible, in- Required where possible Vessel inspections and audits are a developing area, so the Audits and port visits include confidential interviews with crew |All vessels are subject to inspections under ILO C188 or are  |External Please set out in detail what measures are in place to interview

person interviews with the relevant workers or crew, which are
conducted in a neutral and safe environment, guaranteeing the
security and anonymity of the interviewees?

PAS indicates that this is a requirement where possible.
Importers/processors placing reliance on these in their due
diligence systems should seek assurance of the following
labour and interview standards for inspections, audits and
checks:

*There is evidence of a standard operating procedure for
inspections that includes worker interviews

This SOP should be in accordance with international
standards and follow a victim centred approach

+Inspectors should receive accredited or government/ILO
approved training in conducting labour
inspections/interviews/worker interactions. Certificates of
completed training should be provided to the
importer/processor

+Inspections should be conducted both on a scheduled but
also unannounced basis in order to identify potential cases of
FL&HT

+Inspection records including number, type and nature of the
inspections, should be provided to the importer/processor on a
quarterly basis

Inspectors should use an interview questionnaire that is
designed to identify indicators of forced labour and human
trafficking as defined by the ILO

«Importers/processors should be provided with examples of
completed questionnaires as part of baseline measurements
+Inspectors/auditors agree to importers or processors
conducting unannounced spot checks of inspection/interview
procedures

in a neutral and safe environment, guaranteeing the security
and anonymity of the interviewees.

subject to a certification or standard that includes periodic crew
interviews by trained professionals.

crew from vessels supplying seafood to this contract, to
determine whether or not crew have experienced human rights
abuses, violations of labour laws or any other legal violations.

Section 5. Factories

5.1 Informatiol

5.1.1 Is the organization able to demonstrate that processing factories |Required External Please set out what reporting mechanisms are in place for
in its supply chains comply with the policies and specifications of workers in factories processing seafood for this contract to
the organizations which they supply (see 3.3.3). report labour infringements, unfair working conditions or

associated unlawful treatment. Have any specifications or
codes of practice been agreed to cover these areas, and if
yes, please share these.

5.1.2 Can information be provided to any other actor in the supply chain |Required Processors should be able to provide details on the following: External ‘What information can be provided to any other actor in the
on the legality and traceability of a product within a maximum of =goods receipt documentation traceability/batch code supply chain to support the legality and traceability of a
four hours? straceability records back to vessel product, e.g., goods receipt, batch code, traceability records

*product specs back to vessel?

~systems in place to verify legality at level of processing

*mass balance reconciliation, i.e. where the original catch Can this information be provided within a maximum of four
outlined in the catch certificate has been split up and catch hours?

certificates have been photocopied

Is this information easily accessible and are actors willing to

share this information? An example of a guideline on how to

increase coherence and interoperability of information systems

and therefore help ease data sharing is the GDST Standard

1.0. https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/qdst-1-0-

513 Is there a designated person(s) at the factory that is responsible |Required External Is there a designated person(s) at the factory responsible for
for ensuring that information relating to legality and traceability is ensuring that information relating to legality and traceability is
compiled, stored, reviewed managed and available for checks compiled, stored, reviewed managed and available for checks
(e.g. audits)? (e.g. audits)?

5.2 Process Control

5.2.1 Is the production process defined, controlled and documented to  |Required Internal
ensure that the product meets the specifications and produces
products that are compliant with the expectations of the end
product users?

522 Are product specifications, batch specifications, process Required Internal

monitoring, product testing, manufacturing site cleaning, and other
quality control measures documented?
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523

Spot purchases without any knowledge of the vendor should be
avoided and therefore not present in supply chains. The
organization should ensure that all subcontractors meet all laws
and are included in traceability documentation

Required

Internal

Does the organization complete mass balance checks at their
factory for its supply chains? These should be completed at
regular intervals throughout the year; at a rate appropriate
according to the results of the risk assessment and to satisfy
internal due diligence but at a minimum of once per year. Accurate
conversions ratios from production line should be used to make
sure that the mass-balance is accurate

Internal

labour

Does the organization have a policy that addresses social and
ethical responsibility (see 3.3.3, a) to g) for what to include in the
policy)?

Required

Supply chains are fully mapped and suppliers at all levels have
communicated their understanding of what is trying to be
achieved with 1st, 2nd and 3rd party audits being targeted to
those areas of the supply chain that are assessed to be of high
and medium risk.

Internal (though
entails a requirement
to share the
organization's policy
and its requirements
through the supply
chain)

Does the organization apply this policy not only to the buildings
and operations that it owns but also communicate that the
behaviours outlined in the policy are expected of all the actors in
its supply chain, from supplier to vessel operations?

Required

Policies that address social and ethical responsibility should be
communicated to all actors along the supply chain. Where this
cannot be communicated, (e.g. on some occasions suppliers
do not know who they will supply from in advance, efforts
should be made to communicate these policies as soon as the
supply chain is established.

There should be a mechanism in place that allows
communication of these policies and standards to the potential
suppliers of seafood from new sources. This can help inform a
company's sourcing decision and it helps the supplier
determine if it can meet requirements now and in the future.

A system is established that deals with seasonal variance in
supply chains by exception, employs a risk-based approach to
assessment to allow supply to occur, but outside of that the
supply chain is understood and a demonstrable management
system for mitigation and r iation is
happening.

Supply chain is well mapped and the policy has been in place
for a sufficiently long time that 3rd party audits and certification
of all supply chain options are known and understood,
irrespective of volume and value being sourced.

Internal

533

Does the organization ensure that at any of its factories, a review
of its ethical and labour policy and systems is completed at least
once per year to ensure that it is addressing current industry
concerns and that it complies with any changes to the industry
and supply chain requirements?

Required

Internal

Is there a designated person(s) at each factory to ensure that
workers are being treated ethically and that labour rights are being
upheld? Translation services should be provided for migrant
workers to faciliate effective communication

Required

Internal

535

Are grievance mechanisms in place that allow workers to report
issues and any cases of abuse anonymously without being put at
risk of negative repercussions? Any grievance report should be
investigated as a priority, in a fully transparent manner and by
including the relevant union representatives — or in cases where
this does not apply — by involving NGO representatives in the
review process

Required

Internal

Does the organization promote robust labour standards with
respective governments in the form of legislative frameworks that
support workers — local or migrant labour — in their right to
organize and collective bargaining?

Required

Internal

5.4 Product tracking and transformation
54.1

Where a fish product, unit, or batch of fish products, originates
from multiple source fishing activities or fisheries, is there
identification and tracking of products from each source that
enable products at final sale to be traceable to a single source and
activity? The fish product or batch identification should be
grouped or associated in ways to allow verification of legal
compliance and of claims related to sustainability or fishing
methods

Required

Seafish lists UK regulations pertaining to labelling, marketing

and more: https://www.seafish.org/trade-and-
regulation/seafood-traceability-and-labelling-regulations/fish-

traceability-requirements/

External

Are there any fish products, units, or batches that originate
from multiple source fishing activities or fisheries?

How are these products traced, e.g. electronic traceability
system, from a single source and activity, e.g. vessel, to final
sale?

Is this information subject to external verification or regular
independent audits?

Are unique unit identifiers present at each level of the packaging
hierarchy (e.g. from a pallet, a case or a consumer item)?

Required

External

Are unique unit identifiers present and consistent at each level
of the packaging hierarchy, e.g. from a pallet, a case or a
consumer item?

How are these unique unit identifiers documented and tracked,
e.g. electronic traceability system?
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543 When a product is combined with other material/ products, Required External When a product is combined with other material/ products,
processed, reconfigured, or re-packaged, does the new product processed, reconfigured or re-packaged, does the new
have its own unique product identifier? product have its own unique product identifier?

How are these unique product identifiers documented and
tracked, e.g. electronic traceability system?

544 Is the linkage (auditable function) maintained between this new Required External Is the linkage maintained between a new product at final point
product and its original inputs to maintain traceability? For of sale (refer to 5.4.3) and its original inputs, e.g. lot
example, a label, linked to the lot identification of the traceable identification of original input?
input item, remains on the packaging until that entire traceable unit
has reached the final point of sale How is this linkage documented to maintain traceability?

Is this documentation available for external verification or

independent audit?
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[Section s,
3.1 General Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR Notes ({ il) Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Aspirational practice
ESE] Doss the organization have systems In place (o manage | The vessel, or group of vessels must have a management system in place [0 ensure [ANNEX C- RP B95.01 & RP B95.02 [A company shoud have systems in place 1o manage crilcal aspects of legally, tal comply | A company sourcing polcy explcly stating s desire o avod buying 1UU fish - which also | A management system i in place that Includes processes to manage information verfication | Fullsupply chai transparency s achieved with public reporling of polcy. practces, Supply
rica aspects ofegalty? Thaso shoukl compy i compliance with legal requirements (see CP1 section 1, 3 and 4). with EU 1UU Regulation, relevant poicy,standards and labor conventions. These systems | makes reference o the Modern Slavery Actif UK based - or olher relevant stalulory due [and traceabilty. Where practical, a 3rd party audit of management system (e.g. BRC, IFS or |chains. Fullsupply chain reporting traceabiity using the GDST data requirements.
e as the EU IUU Regulation, relevant should include: liigence requirements is written and available. The policy includes the desire to engage with |GSA) or processing standard are in place, to ensure traceability. The company is a member
[ocy, standards and labour conventions. These syste (Trscoity -t pary managemert the supply chain ains of GDST and is working with suppliers to capture the relevant KDES.
shoukdinclude traceabilty, processes, information eanageman syaiem & nplace 5 wil MSC ahaiofcusiody. s hes o oo s oo “The policy is i suppliers, and basic
verication and transparer ok specealy cover aspects o 1U rocetres o check procuct supply chai (eloding EU 100 Regulaton caeh dericates
-Processes vessels, and suppliers are legal as far as it is practical to check.
*Information verification
Transparency
512 Do the managers of provides a buyers in [ANNEX D & 5.3- RP B95.02 Compary aragers Hadd ongage o T verer work Wi e spplrs o ctr 7 |ATScotarial produls and 1ok eeping unlfSkUs s avale wlfin 1 busess, | Thocompary sedocd s G plcy ol ckrcwded by atsupplers. The oY SKUS T bt 1k asessed,h 1k roducs havebeer igaed <o e
improvement work with other supplers or aclors in e |engage wilh The RFVS could ihe supply chain by ch detais basic nformaton of source fishery and supply chain. Suficientinformation i |producis and supplers has been isk assessed and categorised inlo high, medium or low risk [maloriy of sources are low or medium risk. Al suppiers are working {0 achieve suslaied
supply chain (e.g. audits, reviews, site visits, etc.)? a vessel improver programme to support and educate fisheres wishing to adopt best fisheries. *Conducting audits and reviews Hected to warrant that the seafood being purchased is legally caught, and that when sold, is accommg tothe cumpany policy, with huh risk products. and high risk suppliers having either |low risk categorisation with routine risk assessment and monitoring systems established to
practces | Concuctngreer e vt ogago sty o sl ororomert s vt abelod ceuratoy. Alsupplers nav recemed cops of company e ard tamal ik iave agreed plans wilhin an agroed |mainta
speciicall tackle IUU are either int Imlame. Ao o g o sty Sha e ki e, oty s o e
oion o e mpmenatin o el mechanirn = adopes o i iers e sy o Iprovemens oo [ben aanged
be identified.
313 Where improvement work dentiies corrective actions hat 63,62, 02 RPB95.0T Support in the form of approvaliverbal, fnances, e, meetings, elc. shoud be gven (o the | As above s above [As above
an be completed to satisfy the organizalion's suppler or supply chain actor n need n need of correctve actons, i order o salisfy the
standards/policies, is support (e.g. approval/v organization's standards/policies. Evidence of this support should be able to be provided upon|
rencos. e, vtrg. ) gon s sppior o sior? request.
3.14 Is all seafood in the supply chain of the organization 2- RP B95.02 A process is in place which is actively trying to achieve the same level of traceability, based lud for the scope of 's seafood buying is either assessed as being low|
addressed using the same systems and level Mscmw‘\ﬂ on a risk assessed basis, for all sources of seafood that are within the scope of the policy. direct human consumption, as a marine ingredient, or other route to market. risk, having been traced back to source, or is within a process, with the aim to be achieved in
Traceabitty and legalty shoutd be a minimum requi The scopo moh ntab bo e <ot he process and racice f mapigandsuppy ime-bound commitment.
o all seafood. e sourcing poliy,
volume of rade and he supply chain should be made.
32 The IUU Regulation
Does the organization document which of the products they |The vessel shall be able to evidence all the legal documents required to fish (see clause CP1 [3.1, 6.1 & ANNEX A- UNE 195006 | A company should document which of the seafood products they sell are covered by the EU |A system is established that is gathering data on the supply chains of the company so that |All base information is g Best is routinely. documenting
sell are covered by the EU IUU Regulation? 1.28). This will meet the requirements of the EU IUU Regulation. UU ir supplier approval lists. These. within as short a time as possible they know wh\:h prcducls (a“ under the EU IUU Re tch of vessel during trip, plus list of all vessels box, batch or tank, as well as.
This wil have alllegaly required species , sea [used to supply, flag, landing port's, and detalls pr Captain, and other elements as explained i
ampors of esh and hozen ki marin captur ishery prcicts, boh whol and a0 of copure, et of aich and andng valabl 0 e, o6 hat kel hey con ok omenners,proiag A supay o areneroncy
processed Getermine which reguiations apply o the products.
- imports into the EU including catches made by non-EU vessels landed drectly in an EU
port, orlanded in a third counlry port and subsequently exported (o the EU, whether
processed or not processed
*Imports into the EU including catches made by EU vessels, landed and imported in a third
country and from there imported in the EU, whether processed or not
-Exporls from EU, including those wih a caich certcate i required by a third country
the EU 1UU [ h.eunew:
322 Does n place. be able 0 evidence al e legal documents required (o fsh (see 3.1, 6.1- UNE 195006 [A company shoud have managemen systems n place thal cover othe opl Cha aceably & dsked polcy s Traceabily systems caplure al sieps of people, product and process trough which the | All products are sourced
covering the requirements of the EU IUU Regulation (if CP1 chuse 1.28). This will meet the requirements of the EU IUU regulation. 1UU Regulation if it sells any of the products covered by this Regulation. Manag to supplier le involved within  |seafood passes o is handled, as well as collating catch certificates for species covered by in the supply chains,
sold)? systems wil include traceability system and policy, incoming raw material lot assessment, the supply chain should begm to be collected either by the buyer or \!s supplier, with a system [the EU IUU Regulation. Verification of this information happens routinely via internal or third | GDST KDE principles. All products are classified as low risk for IUU and labour risks by third
and performance reporting which specificaly covers IUU related topics such as ports of party aud, which nforms what actons need to be taken o be able o continue sourcing | partes
landing, mely presentaton of calch certfcates, cross checking UVIS. products of high rsk.
3.3 Polic 'd Processes

331 General
3311

(Are documented policies and processes in place thal
rovide requirements for full chain traceabilty to be
ensured?

[CP1 Clause 126 requires the following iraceabilly information (o be caplured; vessel
identier, species name and stock, sea area code of caplure, flag State, fishing trp dates.
(including landing date), Declared retained catch data quantity and product form in box, batch
or tank, fishing method and gear, Trans-shipment dates, name of carrier, dates and catch
consignment detas.

33,6.1, & ANNEX J- UNE 195006
ANNEX D- RP B95.02

[The PAS 1550 defines full chain raceabilly as the "nkage from the point of caplure (0 the.
consumer of one stage of production at a time, from any stage of production to any ofher

pointdlong e ntre suppl i (ofen hrough documentaon) I othr word, captring
product information that tracks it at every stage of the supply

[Supply chains are in the process of being mapped wilh information of vessel ientiiers,

species name, FAO stock and sub area of caplure, flag State, fishing trp dates, including

landing date, being collected. The fact that this information is required to be collected is stated
that has

In addiion 1o the base requirements thal are suppled for all purchases, supply chains are
fuly mapped and declared, including retained catch data quantity, and product form in box,
batch or tank, plus fishing method and gear, Transhipment dates, name of carrer, dates and

[Alinformation requred In best practise s provided by supply chaln i a timely and ransparen
manner that fully conforms to the GDST KDE standard. The whole supply chain is
{ransparent with people and seafood ineractions fuly understood and veriicatin! valdaton

Full chain traceabilty policies and processes should outiine but are not limited to: how risk is
assessed, type of data required, methodology of data collection, frequency of data collection,
audi schedule, and response to gaps in data.

The co-minging of seafood from different sources can pose challenges to achieving ful chain
raceabitty. As such, compar a combination of recognised traceabilty standards
and schemes to inform full chain traceabilty policies and processes. Some examples include
the British Retai Consortium Global Standard (BRCGS) for food safety and the Global
Dialogue on Seafood Traceabilty (GDST) standard

a Third party @
and traceabiity systems are in place and KDESs using the GDST Standard are being
collected

Digial traceabilty system is in piace.
providing traceabilty at wil,

from which it sources according to the findings of the risk
assessments?

entering their supply chains, importantly aiming for as legal origin.

[Where the risk assessment produces a moderate 1o high risk of IUU o information is
missing, the sourcing decision shouid reflect the level of risk.

rom Kilow impact sources and aims to move s sources and buying over time |is
o achieve this. The sourcing policy has been communicated to the company's suppliers.

3312 (Are polcies and processes audied and have the conienls | Management polcies and procedures are broadly covered n Section 1, CP1 changes wil be (62,7, 8.1.1, .1.2- RP B95.01 A seafood sourcing polcy s n place thal makes reference o the company ambion (hal bolh |Poicies and processes are audied annuall 1o ensure thal he assessment of U rsk witin
reviewed on, at a minimum, an annual basis in case reviewed at annual surveilance audis. it and its implementation, wil be reviewed and audied on an annual bas’s. e supply chain's suffcent to manage risk
changes or amendmens are reaired to be made?
3.3.1.3 Are reports produced (at least annually) on the [ The RFVS CP1 section 1 expects that a annual review of their processes are conducted |ANNEX C- RP B95.01 & RP B95.02 As above to not only assess of IUU risk
mplmeiainand morikcin of e pocis and 1o annushy and aport are mala an any o complances ars ented and ited ini o s chan, bt s o assess e Implamaniaion fh vk goon
that are in place to address risks? gains improvement processes
3314 (Are poicies and processes avalable upon requestand |Notan S regroment o Taing vessels However focords of alvessas al mest i NGt an APR roquremers, bl avassol Il moet o The company has a seafood sourcing polcy that s communicated 1o suppliers and avaiable | The company s @ Ty swiors, | Th compary sesioodscurchg poke s rocesses orsasasarent are wek
made avaiable o other aclors in the supply chain within publically standard shal be piaced on the web AENOR APR o customers upon request, with basic processes lo assess supplers. wiha o assess suppl Supply chains. bished, customers know their suppliers’ supply chains, and are aware of the work being
seven days of such a request being made? nderaken i e
3315 (Are pofcies and processes demonsiraled (o have been | Nol an RFVS standard requirement or fshing vessek. 2 RP B95.02 Rdocumen el o polces and rocedes s e sare i e supa s Everce Dot efood S polos and U Tk st e avaiable el o bl supers and st b coryny pcks|Puchasing s 1o, v Jeurerted el eeied o ot ot
communicated throughout the supply chain to, at a minimum, | to ask suppliers and understand the |and shared with direct suppliers and customers can be shown. and procedures are understood Policy supplier management process that is independently assessed and demonstrated to work. In
g ocios and rocedures. and et v & documonted. Crfictons $houk 50 oveid 1 e i sl bl an confmation ot ihey a1 ance 1064 suppirs & . oo, prchasing pelien are dstinted and scnowiedood b ol 30008 an ciors i ne
event that supplers indicate they do ot understand polcies and/or procedures supply chain
3316 s be g is provided. | ANNEX C- RP B95.01 & RP B95.02 s e Tesporablty fan cganizalon o undesand and caorve 1o o egtons [ Sl han s b apped o o sesfoodsources, Wi ke e deafe o (Al scalood supply chains are mapped and the relevant legisiation appicable 1o each of them | Legisation applicable 1o 6ach source of seafood s known and f 17 not fuly implemented,
implementation of al o the required regulatons, conventons [ANNEX D- RP B95.02 in any terrtory in which they operate. The in I, national,regional, applcable (o the [ known. Steps o assess the qually of regulalons in place and level of implementation s in |government advocacy is being Underlaken to address the regulation issues, or steps have
and standards (dependent on the supply chain and market)?| to gain this understanding in relation to the legality of seafood and the work\ng conditions of  |seafood, so that in ﬂme the legality of the seafood harvesting and employment practices being phce‘ with either consideration being given to government advocacy to encourage the gaps |already been agreed to ensure full regulation implementation will occur in a known timescale.
|workers in the seafood supply chain. lemployed can be warrantec in legislation, or implementation to be filed or already happening. Third party certification such |RFVS certification of vessels is widely adopted within the supply chain.
s RFVS s being used to warrant vessel legalty.
332 g
3.3.2.1 Does the organization conduct risk assessments on all of 5.3- RP B95.02 | A comy through risk all of its supply The need for supply. cha\ns to be mapped back to vessel or group of vessels, sn Ihal the IUU | All seafood supply chains have been mapped, risk assessments have been completed for all, [All seafood supply chains have been risk assessed on numerous occasions, all previously
chains. The level of risk i supply ch by identiying s can bo denifd and ek ssssed, s withrisk categorisations made and inthe case of igh isk sources, improvement plans ssessed high isk sources have either been milgaled or are no longer Supplying, leaving
actions or measures such as mandaling flure requirements or engaging in mprovement owirs. T include i which i |sree Goneseraion o vokm o eaioodptchaced o an et s, and minimal medium risk and the majorly of sources being considered ow is
chains can be reduced by ‘de“f"y \g and taking mitigation processes with the supply chain. A company should prioritize its use of each supply chain task should be cump\eted Using the BRC advisory note, the. company has begun to confidence in regulation and of the supply chain, will inform the metrics of the risk
actons or measures. Atntion s drawn to the BRC ecordg o th ngs o e ik assessment. dtsrminewhat ks L indesccepiabewihinsuppy chlns snd s forating a1k assessment, as wellas miigation and improvements stops that can be taken.
[ Advisory Note for the UK Supply Chain on How to Avoid such as the level of jth which 1o assess s supply
(WU Fishery k. vokrme s oposancsof o vy chal o b mempees, v 1o ncas o n e,
individual company
*The ris| for each supply chain,
tand have been appied. For example, fa supply chain is
cientified as higher rsk, L wil require addiional verifcation for the company {0 assure s
integrity
Risk assessments should be reviewed on a regular basis e.g. monthly, annually, biannually
3322 [Does the organization prioritize its use of each supply chain 5.3- RP B95.02 Companies should conduct risk analyses to help minimize and mitigate the risk of IUU fish | The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that the company endeavours to purchase

Improvement pians for all igh risk sources are in place. Government and industry advocacy

[Advocacy activity is well established with high and moderate fisk source issues having been

happening (and which you are folowing and engaging in for high risk
sources, and plans are being developed for low and maderate risk sources whore
improvements need to be made. Where risk assessments have been completed on
numerous occasions o are not yielding . the company
these factors

by

and chain actors, toa
reduction in volume of purchases, or in extreme cases the cessation of buying altogether -
whether individually, or as part of a government led trade sanction.

cont ot yield
hange e campany can show et pumnasmg volumes have been reduced or huymg
susper
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3323

[Does the risk assessment system demonsirate and

any lied, h:
according to the resuls of the risk assessments and
prioriization exercises?

[ANNEX C- RP B95.01 & RP B95.02

policy includes a statement endeavours o purchase
ki d

seafood from low rs}

\mmwemenl plans for all igh risk Sources are in place. Government and industry advocacy.

[Advocacy activity is well established with high and moderale fisk Source issues having been

to move its sources

to achieve this.

has been supplers.

which you are following and engaging in for high risk

sources, and plans are being developed for low and moderale risk sources where

improvements need to be made. Where risk assessments have been completed on
are not yiekding

factors by

numerous occasions . the company

and relevant supply chain actors,
reduction in volume of purchases, or in extreme cases the cessation of buying auagemer -
whether individualy, or as part of a government ed trade sanction.

are
|continued commitment to change. Where improvements plans have been shown to not yield
(change, the company can show that purchasing volumes have been reduced or buying
[suspended.

3324

[Ave risk assessments reviewed on a regular basis (6.9

monthly, annualy, bi-annualy, etc.) depending on the level of|

sk, or if something changes? assessments

should be comploted at a minimum annualy, and then at
‘six-monthly for supply chains identiied as higher risk.

7-RP B95.01
5.3, 5.4- RP B95.02

policy includes a
seafood from low risk/low

endeavours o purchase

mprovement plans foral igh sk souIGes are n e and fsk assossmen undertaken on
asix or dependent

RiK assessments are able 1 show thal over e, and Wi establshed advocacy iy,
sou es

to move its sources

to achieve this. has been

supplers.

risk identified.

advocacy is happening (and which you are folowing and engaging in where pracmau for mgn

risk sources, and plans are being developed for low and moderate risk sources where

improvements need to be made. Where risk assessments have been completed on

numerous occasions o . e compary
these factors

by
chain actors,

reduction in volume of purchases, or in extreme cases the cessation of buying a\mgdhsr -
whether individually, or as part of a government led trade sancton.

ree . giving transiton to low risk
(outcomes through completion of their lmprovemenl plans. or are able to demonstrate
|continued commitment to change. Where improvements plans have been shown o not yield

hange, the company can show purchasing volumes have been reduced or buying
suspended.

3.3.3 Decent working conditions

3.3.3.1 [Has the organization established and uses policies, Clause 2.20 requires Not an APR requirement yet- Next version UNE [ The company recognises and understands the need for decent working conditions, it is  The policies are communicated to second and third tier suppliers with assessments being Company policies are shown to be working properly, with all supply chain actors known and
praciices and confcentil reporing and assurance systems shall be displayed i a crew-accessible ocation on board the vessel 195006 mapping is supply chains o dentiy whera s polies need to apply. an has polies n place [undertaken ithr in-house or throughthrd partes proaciively paricipating in polcy implementation, assessment and remedy. Confidential
at every worker facity in all countries where fisheries hat outine this ambiton and those poicies have been communicated to suppliers one step. in the supply chain and
orocucts are sourced? This shoud alow ai wor down the supply chain demonsirabe steps able o be shown that remedy issues found.
Ihave the abity to roport labour ifringements, u
nditons or associatod urlawl troat
3352 Ts cach of hese systems supporied by a ransparenl |The grievance system for the RFVS s covered i e requiremens of Clauses 2.17 - 220. | Grievance systems- Not an APR requrement R compary shou b e o requestand o T rocesses 1 pace st ary pon dorg e ocesses aro 1 pace T coletGtaand ke o avelob for pcton by e |The buyer o [ buyor rereseraveager s rTIold accoss 0o colablabod [ Indopendertassess e ard oporin of 1 sfoadsupplychlh work plces s kg
rocess available upon request as part of supply chain | These will be audited on an annual basis by a Certification Body. Any non-compliances will be | Collective Bargaining: ANNEX E- UNE 195006 supply chain, which ensure that workers have the abiliy to report labour infringements, unfair buyer or the buyer's . 50 ng condi ‘within the supply chain are able to highlight without risk of sanction, |place, with a system in place that can remedy any issues as they are highlighted.
aucits, and be equaly applcabie for workers with or without |raised inthe auci report. working condtons, unlaw treatment, ofc. e supply chain can bo assessed. \where abour infingements efc. are happening. Further to the reporting mechanism, mitgaling
union representaton? measures are being taken t remecy any issues found.
{his lack of informaton
chokd ek e orpany ecening a e 7o ol ad igeing messures
underta
3333 (e confidentl reporting processes establshed and (Giause 2.19 requres a polcy and procedure shallbe adopled by the sKipperlovner thal shal [Nt an APR requirement yet e company polcies and processes shoud al  minmu estabish Confdental er one supply chains |G and manianed in al supplers wihin the
maintained with associated poli form of bullying or crew member. processes. pla ipply and and work is ongoing in tier two and three suppliers to achieve this. |company’s supply chains and evidence to support this can be provided.
throughout the corporate culture led at senior board level? interrogation highlights that they are not already there.
5534 o aFcomps fom workrsdeal v obfotvely and Ciuss 217 Sies bl Ther halb oecivecrow varce 16 sz procedtes[Notan APR oquromert 1 The company poi Fouid at estabish (Gompaints from workers can be shown and mantained in al suppers wihin the
Conficentily i piac ing processes pia poly and company’supply chains, redress i an angoing practce where required, and evidence to
ading to jcabi o ncucin oo sl clar commisioned interrogation highights that they are not aeacy there. support what action has been taken can be prov
should end the nfrngement, unfai working conditon or  [affected crew member(s)
sociatod unlawful roatmrt and provido retrospociive
financial compensation to the worker and referra tolegal
authortes where indviduals have broken the fa.
Complaints and associated remedies shoud bo
documerntod and avaiablo for oxtornalscrutiny, with
saoquards taken to protect the identy of victims.
3335 15 social responsiily addressed explcily n the poicies | Alcoversd n P Z of e RFVS, Temuneraiion. |6 & ANNEX E- UNE 195006

and processes of the organization, by including as a
minimum?

- freedom of association;

- the right of workers to organize;

-« forced labor
- minimum age of workers;

- discrimination,

g

3.4 Traceability
341

[Are records of traceabiity kept that demonstrate whether or
not a product originates from a source where refabi
evidence of egalty (e.g. registration, icensing, calch
Gocumentation and complance records) is available? I/ /s
ot possibie to trace to the origin of the seafood, this should
trigger an investigation and the completion of steps fo
remedy the situation

[Clause 1.26 requies traceabitty information o be recorded during the trp and avaiable at the
point of anding

3.3,6.1 & ANNEX J3.9- UNE 195006
|ANNEX C- RP B95 01 & 02
ANNEX D- RP B95.02

The Furo of sh.ncllberatonwik FifiWso, Global Food Traceabity Cntorand Wik

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that estabishes the need for iraceabilty of fs

coveloped  premnary i
hitp ontonlpload 2018030 B Taking-the-First-Steps
Towards-Soatoat Troceabity pet

ishwise.orgwp-

This guide links
elements (KDE:

ey data
. industries, etc.
17.05.25 KDEs. iation.

of-Resources Final -1-1.pd

|An example of traceabilty be found in the IS
Traceabilty of finfish products’ (12675:2011):
httos:/hwwwis0.0rq/standard/52084.htr.

on alot or balch basis, (0 ak s controland assessment of food safey,
sustainabilly, labour of U by

erraning et 1 g oy,

[Suppliers are providing lot or batch traceabilty information that alows the sourcing company
to assess and verify the credentials of the seafood itis by

[A fully digiised e-traceabilty system s in place, gving secure, end-lo-end traceabiity of the.
et standard.

shouid be provided n a format that conforms to the GDST KDES. For IUU calch
documentation, the finks and references within this document should be consued.

ina

342 [Does the organization complete data (or data system) [The traceabilly system on the vessel would be verified al each RFVS audit 3:3,6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195008 The company has a seafood sourcing policy that estabishes the need for iraceabilty of s A Tully digiised e-iraceabilly system is in place, giving secure, end-1o-end traceabiily of the.
verifcation exercises to verity the authenticty of data |ANNEX C- RP B95 018 02 seafood products on a ot or batch basis, to aid ts control and assessment of food sa!e‘y, KDEs in a format complant with the GDST standard.
entering the traceabily system? ANNEX D- RP B95.02 sustainabilty, labour by

warranting that it is caughtlegaly.

343 [Does information gathered, stored and processed on v e Vould depend on i supp-chains sourcng o RFVS vessel 1T nt expic (0381 & ANNEX 13- UNE 195008 T compary has 3 ssafood sourcig poly alosabiaes [ needfor aceably of | Toush 3 combinaon o e and spo check aceaby auds. 1 compery o abloTo 3 ly Ggised oaceaiy ySlem & 1 pace, g socre, ond--and acesbity of o
traceabilty enable full chain traceabiity to be assured the RFVS standard how key traceabilly data (see clause 1.26) wil be captured but wil |ANNEX C- RP B95 01 &0: roducts on alot or balch basis, to aid its control and assessment of food safely, | verily the accuracy and authenticity of some, if not allof the data provided by its suppliers, | KDES in a format complant with the GDST standar
ransparenty? ensure itis avallable if the supply requires it ANNEX D- RP B95.02 sustainabilly, labour and 1UUby  [and itis actively exploring how this information can be automaticaly caplured and shared with

warranting that it is caught legaly. ts customers or other stakeholders.

344 [Ave all Uaceabilty systems, and al claims based on them, | Yes - they would be verfied on an annual basis through cerliication and then surveilance 3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 [Traceabiity can be defined as "Ihe syslematic abilly 1o access any or al information relating | policy and process for assessing claims and sourcing credentials is in place or under There s a ocess in place for Third party guidance is | Third party scruliny s employed (o warrant the in-house assessment of clams being made.
subject to external verification mechanisms and regular |audi. |ANNEX C- RP B95 018 02 to a food under consideration, throughout s entire e cycle, by means of recorded Gevelopment. used as the basis for making voluntary claims beyond the legaly required consumer Fultcansparency of seafood sources is being made pubiic to such an extent that routine
independent audis? Tracoabilty data should be accessible ANNEX D- RP B95.02 dntfictons” (WWF wacaabity prcle, 2015) I inporant o et s s iferent information. Such guidance could be in the form of third party jes s and the supply chain owner and the
uring verification checks and aud. o transparency, is shared, with uiilncs, or v pre-compeins cotaboratons, &.9 Susanable Seafood Goaltn, Safood. |supply chan wilngy 6ngages 1 help e vercaton process

at what frequency. Task Force.
The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceabilty (GDST) Standard 1.0 provides guidelines on
enhancing interoperabilty of raceabilty systems to help enable fullchain traceabiity and
or y al i
345 Is traceabilty provided by the vessel or group of vessels | Clause 1.26 stipulates that all RFVS vessels 33,61 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195008 Traceback sxercses cah be Gonducled o s  Vaceably s proviied by (e esselor A poky s 1 place el reqUires on Up and on Gown acasby bul incides  recufamant.SUpply chans are uly mapped, Ueabiy back t suppy vessel o group o vessels

that caught the seafood?

irespective if the unit of certiication is a group of vesses.

|ANNEX C- RP B95 01 & 02
ANNEX D- RP B95.02

roup of vessels that caught the seafood. Companies should aready have a range of
raceabilty processes in place, to which additional aspects relating to 1UU can be added.

| Where barriers exist, for example data loss due to auction sales or lack of transparency from
certain vessels, the risk of IUU products shoud be considered elevated.

itis il supply chains may and companies may want to
ok i e supplrs o mpvove . Some ‘companies may choose, for exampl, to work
[with supplers to develop traceabilty improvement projects or iniiatives with time-bound
lweraies Tharo roInks L pbicly vaiabl aceabily sandards and gideines

PAS 1

ssment

ot . o the
hared resources” section

The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceabilty (GDST) Standard 1.0, provides guidelines on
enhancing interoperabilty of raceabilty systems o help enable fullchain traceabiity, improve.
cta verabity and hitos irac

aterial

that all fish and seafood s traceable back to the source vessel or group of vessels that it
policy may include an ambiton that allKDES whin GDST wil e provided
oy a future date by supplers. Mapping of supply chains is taking place, aong with

(GDST KDES are in use for allsupply chains, and all vessels (including any invoived in
and

(including reasonable
timeframe, taking into e o s ublic holidays,

of vessel ists

elc. GDST KDE:  are available o the buyer. Acton plans
oo caread wih suply chains where roaired uaceammy lnlormamn s misig.Vessel s
include VIS for all v
Vessels lc. s bong colecied, bul may nol aways be presen\

are known, can 4 hours.
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31 General Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR Notes ] Base practice Implementation of PAS PAS Compliant Aspirational practice
346 [Are traceback exercises carried oul at a frequency based [ANNEX D 13 (0 18- RP B95.02 DNA esing of h can b Used o uppart clams of egalty,io 1K assessments. and | The uyor conductsfeguar Uaceback oxercises o ensure atproductpurchased canbe | buyer Condicls rsgulr Uaceback oxe3es o ansure it oroductprchased can be | T1aceabliy s vrfled on anangoig basis Nrough cecions supp chan oo such GOST
on risk assessment and in a timescale that is appropriate for| support traceback exercises 1o seafood origin. Seafish has produce ly of traceback reliably traced back ystems. System operation is checked manually on a regular basis to.
the origin of the seafood? o the uses of DNy that includes a st of cerchon s vavedona ik sssesamon. Takig o scoount publely known Tk Tactors fo |exreiocs  bas6d on ah i dopi sk ssasssment aking lo ccount ks wupmly chain |ansure flloperabity ind complante wih expecied norms
w seafish \gofSeafood 201312.0f chain. information derived from supplier inspections, audits or SAQs.
347 [Does the organization complete randomn traceback [Ves, actualy those exercises have (o be ready in | Random raceback exercises (o verify iraceabilty are typically conducted for food safely | The buyer conducts xercises (o ensure. canbe | The uyer conducts requr raceback exerises o eure atproduct purchased can e | The arign f scaend suplied demonsirated
exercises that are able to verify ful traceabilty from point of less than 6 hours casons. Soma oxampls of foo safty standards {hl toquire i inludo tho BRG.Glabal rofably raced back 1o he source fneryfsing vossol). The foquoncy ofraceback reliably traced I of tr of such g made, Companes | ma\ havo suppers i) BRG
sale to source wihin 48 hours? Standard (BRCGS) for Food Safety, IFS Food Standard 6.1, and GSA Seafood Processing |exercises is based on a risk assessment, taking into account pubicly known risk factors for exercises n an in-depth risk assessment, taking into supp\y chain aGssl
Standards. As such, information relevant o IUU can be collected, e.g. through commercial | each specific supply chain. [formaton desv Fom SUpplt nspectons, a0 or SAGS. his expe jthout this capabitty into their
ransaction process, and stored alongside food safety information. lown supply chain.
1tracoback oxercses comna b conducld o ertan spply chalns o poducts, s shoukd
be taken
their supply chains to " Beto 1o e
esources" secton fo common raceabity guieines and stancards hat can serve as a
basis for traceabilty improvement projects or initatives.
348 (Are sales ransactions between actors i the supply Ghain | The buyer of RFVS cerlfied seafood must have a recognised Chain of Custody certiicate o |ANNEX D 22,23- RP B95.02 [The buyer is able (o correlate physical stock components wih the associated paperwork | Batch and lot number are etaled on purchase docurents and these facitate raceabilty _|Product - through a
d traced by unitor onor through simple accounting tools such as invoice numbers or lot codes. back to source fishery and supply vessels for product at al stages of manufacture, storage camprehenswe enc-o-ond o acoabity 00l
accompanying invoices? To alow effective (racking of or distributon.
[products, allbuyers and sellrs should be able to match
sales transactions betwoen them.
349 Docs e orgarizaton cooperatevih o fevart [This is explcit for many RFVS requirements (.g. calch documentation, crew fists elc). [This is expict for many APR requirements (e.9. calch| he company has an “op: and Compary Rosts s (or demorsirates @ wingness o nos« VeTs) from domestc e company is abl
at conduct [ documentation, crew lists etc). enforcement agencies. ipplying acvooms o lmmwed compiance vsgm mplememawn and encourages its supply chain
reguiatory oversight P verification) by using effective formatonn 2 tmaly manner Ether drecty or v oy associatonsirade bode or (14 he sams.
compiance and enforcement mechanisms? other collaborations, the company demonstrates ts wilingness to provide input to
Hati ficials and support gove
where relevant to ts seafood sourcing
34.10 In order (o ensure consistency in the requests for Clause 1.26 requires the following traceabilty information 1o be captured; 33,6.1 & ANNEX J3.9- UNE 195006 The company seafos sourcig oy bukds o heneed foraceabily by ol e The seafood company s able to demonstrale: In addiion to the best . the seafood buys have ©
information in supply chains, is the folowing information | -vessel identife minimum set of information it expects. of the (home port, name, flag), registration, and where issued, IMO or other UV {-vessel call sign
Colected (via request) and associated with he products? | -species name and stock, supply chain, for the products it buys. The basis of i et dron fom EU [ +GPS coordinates of catch
- vessel identiy (home port, name, flag and callsign) -sea rea code o captre, 1UU/US SIMP and GDST KDES, and this ambiton is communicated within the sourcing poicy |+location of catch [e.g. specifl location of fishery, FAO codes, EEZ's ISO country code, |+quantites (in kg) of catch
registration and, where issued IMO or other UVI number; | -fla or product specifcation to ts seafood suppiers. relevant Regional Fisheries Management Organization (RFMO) -personenterprise with custody and ownership afler landing.
- ocation of catch [e.g. GPS coordinates, specifc location of Jshlng mp dates ocludng landng date), fishing license and valdity
fishery, FAO codes, EEZ's ISO country code, relevar eclared retained catch species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code Not all of this stage,
RegonalFisharies Nansgemont Oraanizaton (RFMOYE | vty and produc Pl hex, batch or tank, fishing method used |should be maintained and available on request.
. fishing icense and valdly; ~fishing method and gear, fishing dates of caplure
: species (FAO ahe 3 code),product d cod o . dates and quanities (in kg) of catch
- fishing method u any transhipment at sea
. ehing dotes of eap\ure vessel name, . the
- quantiies (in kg) of catch, IMO number or other UVI number
- datelarealposition/estimated weight/call sign and
Geclaration of any transhipment at sea. This willinclude the. Not allof stage,
receiving vessel name and where applicable the IMO shouid be maintained and available on request.
[number or other UVI number; and
- person/emerpnse it cuslody and ownershipafer
o e formation
tho product at every stago, bu the
uld be maintained and available on request
3411 s information relating {0 the products maintained in an Not an explcil requirement of the RFVS [ANNEX B- UNE 195006 e FAD echnicalpaprSeaiood \raceamny Tor fisheries compliance: Counlry-level support| The company seafood sourcing o other related policies etall the company ambilon thal | The company sourcing poicies are understood and acknowledged by all aclors in the supply |Product is traced al al stages of manufacture, slorage and distribution, through a
slectroni system? As a i 12 key data shoui be for traceabilty mechanisms specific {0 enable 1 ik assasements lobounderaken - ehain and he company s ableto demansrate tatsomeof th product spectc nformaten tool.
he system, and other documentation such g S) and key data |routinely or not) wil need and that there i
(Goch Cortoats atached tesont record noting coments (<DES) 701 5 ich a1 s pformaton il be provided Secroncaly
their physical location attached. b6d11d1c7c55/
3.5 Information verification and
351 Does the organization work with olher actors in the Supply the  [Thisis not i AENORAPR __[Transparency and Traceabilty can be confused with one another; Transparency refers o polcy thal detals what chain's polcy is understood by al actors In the supply chain and supply chain [ Transparency

chain to agree levels of information required and share i to
ensure alevel of ransparency hats spproprise o enable
reguiatory visibilty across the entire supply chain’

[Whist ful chain transparency would be desirable, his is not @ specific,
being met. This

operation of actors within RFVS supply-chains. The GSA Seafood Processing Standard,
outines specifc requirements around the transfer of KDES.

iow and what information s disclosed (0 certain stakeholders, while Traceabilty refers to
information on a certain product or batch from origin to end-use.

| The *GS1 Foundation for Fish, Seafood and Aquaculture Traceabilty Guideline” provides.
consistent business practices for effectively managing traceabiity and enhancing
transparency across supply chains:

hitos: s org/standa ps:/iwvw,gs
ceabiily/GS1_Foundation for_Fish_Seafood_Aquaculture Traceabily

i
formulated and communicated to each supply Pl

s able to request by reguiators and stakeholders, whist
being routinely audited for compiance in-house.

s its supply ch
t public reporting satisfes regulatory regimes and et berckdoe, b o e
to ask for supply chain information.

Guideline.pdf

352 [Does the organization engage wih other actors in the supply| As above TP & vl specic requrrmenl o AENOR APR I’ ecognied Dl chan Uacesbiy may ol avays b achieved 2 parency polcy staes ‘exist 1o achieving SUpply chain P pai canbe [Allbarriers to supply chain ransparency of existing supply chains have been overcome. ILis
chains to resolve any barriers that prevent this from being is neede d quidelines the seafood ith ts supplers to address them. successes been achieved. a pre-requisite to supply, that fuure supply chains must achieve the same level of
possible? avaiable in the " section of this guide in taking steps transparency prior to supply commencing.

towards ful chain traceabilty.

353 [Wnen assessing the impact on decent wurkmg ‘Gonditions, is | There wil be crew interviews using APSCA registered audiors. VES. [Ace use polcies, praci policy states ‘xist (o achieving supply chain [The company is able (o demonsirate that engagement wih workers who are ikely (© be [Ther s suffcen suppy chaln ransparercy ol Tso desred e seaiood sourcny
engagement with those potentially affected (in this case, 5. 6.4- UNE 195006 surance systems in facilties in the seaf its suppliers (0 address them. _[impacted by the lack is able onditons, is any
workers) undertaken? If any information is unavailable all coun . A compan, inspect at il workers pmenuauy aociod by he ack o docent working condons
uring a traceback exercise then this should be. ouits o st viats 1 check o aspect o decont working condlions
investigated.

354 [Ave all stages in the supply chain avalable for inspections, | For an RFVS certiication claim o be made, Chain of Custody must be able (o be RP B95.02 [All stages in the supply chain should be avaiiable for inspections, audits and/or site visits upon| Tst, 2nd and 3rd party inspection and audiling of al stages i the supply ch iilion | Tst, 2nd and 3rd party wilhin the Supply chain happens | Al supply chains are inspected and audited, with remole technology such as electronic
audis andlor site vists upon request | demonstrated - which would require third-party audits inked through the SPS standard. request. Additionally, DNA testing is an emerging technology applcable in spot checks. within the company's sourcing policy. for all hgh risk sources, with pit electronic monitoring ither in piace or planned, and a plan —[monitoring routinely employed to faciltate random inspections where supply chain concerns

o achieve the same for moderate and low risk supply chains is in place. are raised.

355 ‘expeciations of the The RFVS, That the standard holder is [ YES, bolh RP. T mpany should oxercises s Getalld within_| Traceabilty exercises are able (o be undertaken and completed for all supply chains within | Traceabilty Sytems ros0 Gevepad i niomalon capred 1 el e, Dl 1 s075
organization d ted actors in ponsive 1o information requests. avaiable o actors inthe supply chain withn 48 hcurs e reqvest the company policy. the 48 hour timeframe, taking into account weekend, public and refigious hoiiday restrictions. able al time througt -
supply chain within 48 hours of the request? vaceabity patrms.

356 Is first-, second- and third-parly verification of information |RFVS is a thid-party cerlifcation programme. [Ves, but not for unannounced audits First, second and third-party verification of nformation should be alowed al any point inthe | The company policies estabish i intent (o be able (0 verify information provided (o i by its
allowed at any pointin the supply chain? Access should be. supply cf ipply chain at will, whether using 1st, 2nd or 3rd party audit processes.
granted to those conducting inspections, audits andlor site -Access should be granted to those conducting inspections, audits andlor site visits on
visits on behalfof those n the supply chain to check for behalf of those in the supply chain, to check for aspects of legaliy, traceabilty and decent
aspects of legalty, traceabilty and decent workin |working conditions.
condiione. Random spet checks and anannouncee audis Random spot checks and unannounced audils should be permitied.
should be permited. DNA testing to verify species is an emerging technology used in spot checks

Third-party auditors help to en
necessary business confidentialty

357 s all of the text on the final product labeli ofthe B95.02 [T rodicts shokdbe propery beled il anguage, nd b correct accarang o he | Pales are i plce hal ceal o productbslng 3 packagng s checked o arsire
written in plain according this) source of the product. This includes country of or compiance wih legal requirements and clarity of labeling.
of the product? This inciudes all ciains made about the i go0d practos fo valunory nformaton beyond mandatry legal requrements o be
origin of the product. clear, unambiguous and verifable.

-Attention is drawn to Reguiation (EU) 137912013 as wellas the Sustainable Seafood
Coalion's Code of Conduct on Environmental Claims.

[Section 4. Fisheries and

4.1 fisheries

2.1 In a risk assessment., is seafood assessed as higher risk i a in a risk assessment, seafood should be assessed as higher risk if sourced from a fishery d at a minmu [All source fisheries have been identified, information (o determine the status of the slock has

sourced from a fishery that s either regarded as overfished
or for which there is neither suficient data to ensure itis not
overfished nor a plan in place 10 collect such data?

{that is regarded as overfished, or for which there is neither sufficient data to ensure itis not
overfished, nor a plan in place to collect such data

[ There is no one st that expresses the State of al of the different fisheries, yet various
competent authorities at global and national levels, assess whether fisheries are in an
overfished State.

11 go0d practeforsesfon o b saurced o faherie wih a peer reviewed assessrt

(15Y) S0k stauses can be accessed on REMO webpagus although they may ot be.
current. The s may
[fsheriesfindex_en

cetormine whothe a sowes fahery & overfahod. unregu\atsﬂ or has problems with under-
reporting (high risk) is being colated.

been collected, and a risk assessment has determined the stock status. Fisheries

3 uta are classified as
high risk unless a justification is made to the contrary.

[Alsource fisheries are efher classified as fished al or below MSY o have a credibie fishery
n place thatis

‘water improvemen
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412 Where seafood originates or might originate from a fishery | Taken into account in Section 4 Vessel License (o Operate, and Stated in high level objectives | n/a [When procuring higher risk seafood, e.g. seafood originating from a fishery identified with high are ‘any are highrisk. | Mapping and assessment of all fisheries has been completed, with steps being taken o High risk sources have an agreed improvement plan in place with steps aciively being taken
where RFMOs, intergovernmental organizations, States |of the RFVS "Comply with the regulatory controls of the country or RFMO which controls the levels of isk of IUU fishing, address stocks that are classified as high ris to address the issues highighted. Low and medium risk fisheries have aiso been assessed,
(including EU Member States) and NGOs have identied |fishery, if operaling in fisheries under the jurisdiction of countries where they are not maximum transparency, and the trustworthiness of the supply chain. This includes at with a reg 9 that this risk level is or
high levels of isk of IUU fishing, or if the species is registered;” minimum, completing risk assessments or audits al least once every six months, with steps improved where deficiency is identiied.
assessed to be of higher risk, does the organization taken asures might as Marine
consider this seafood to be higher risk? Stewardship Council (MSC), including the associated Chain of Custody certfication where

applcable, to miligate the higher risk presented by the fishery.
413 \When procuring higher risk seafood, are extra measures | n/a for vessels a (6-monthy reviews of high risk fishery sources is happening, with supply chain feedback of | Proactive engagement of the buyer is ocouring, and tangble improvement and advocacy s | High fisk sources are now medium or low fisk, wih a sourcing policy that prohibis high risk.

taken to ensure ful traceabilty, maximum transparency, and

the trustworthiness of the supply chain, including by as
minimum completing risk assessments or audits at least

ps taken

resuls communicated.

being pracised

seafood being bought without an improvement and advocacy plan aiready estabiished.

4.2 Fisheries access control

Where seafood and marine ingrediens are dentiied as.
originating from a vessel that is flagged to a State, or that
fishes in the territorial or EEZ waters of a coastal State, that
Goes not have a transparent register of authorized vessels,
Goes the organization ensure that there is fullchain
raceabilty and that independent audts are completed at
least every 12 months?

RFVS vessels require a license (o operate, and IMO identiication number il one has been
issued, if not must have a visible vessel identiier

Seafood has o have a transparent register of
authorized vessels, as we explain above

[Where 12 monihly audis are not possiole but obiainable, the company should factor this
information into the risk assessment. Would audits on a less frequent basis elevate the isk to
2 level where sourcing s not responsible?

Itis aiso recognised that conducting audits every 12 months is not always Doss\lﬂe e
case, companies.

etc. amualry o check el fah come o el scurs re bl companies eize pmenha\
risks. Comy iocating the relevant

raneparont it ofvesacls. shoukl conaider whaher the Sateshares vessol iormaton
[with RFMOS and/or the FAO Global Record, in absence of its own transparent register.

[Supply chains are being mapped wilh the desire (o know the flag State of the fishing vessels
supplying. so that a full st of supply vessels can be compied.

[Alfag Siates are known, comprenensive vessel s are avaiab 1o (e sUpply ohain owner,

and vessel registres are sither publc or there is ongoing advocacy for this to happen.

Uitig e mappig axaris forvessl, a sssssmendof e e S conrl b pce
o that control and survellance, as

may
el as their

is understood, or ata

Flag States are known, and al vessels wnmn Ihe T SlalesareColained o oG g

ing and

vessels is routie. with high-risk|
ﬂzg e oniindanl ier sumsc«ea 10.an audit or assessment of vessels, or one is
planned. Action plans to mitgate deficiencies in flag State compiiance and enforcement are in
place, so that they eventualy become assessed as low risk.

422 Where fish products are sourced from high seas fisheries fishing jould atthey are infull | ANNEX AB, I-UNE 195006 The company can use these condilons (0 assess the risk of the fishery. For example, i can_|Source fisheries are known or are being mapped and ‘are known and ther siock status has d ok ‘are oiher low risk, or are from fisheries where fishery improvement
(rom any stock subject 1 the frisciton of an REMO o |complance wih REMO reguiations. THs & aso caplured e RFVS eHg\anly criteria which check RFMOJother status of the fishery = plarned |her stacksareceemed mecum an igh s, improvement s are n place (o adress | prject il are bl o show argtle mprovement over past performarce,are suppYng
other international management arrangement, the. o rerequesiesrequremants for vesaols wafing o parlipte i e program and also international arrangements website and reading their conservation and management are avaiable, engagedin UL~ [concerns. Vessel registers are routinely assessed to ensure that there is no activity from Al suppy vessels ar abl o demonstal hat they are rautnc complying wi of
organization should only source from vessels: remain in the f they do not meet ey b0 measures, as wellas their resolutions and recommendations. oracico and hs has beon communaated o e supl cha. vessels on IUU lsts, the monitoring, compliance and enforcement regimes of the fisheries are et national, regional and international laws that govern where they opera
) operating in isheries governed by RFMOs or other barred fronm applying for the program for a period of 12 months. understood, and improvements are in place to address deficiencies. Tools such as SFP.
international arrangements tha: 1) have Importantly, the company can check if a vessel is on any IUU lists andor s blackisted. If so, Catch Check are being employed,
fishing quotas or other seasonal, temporal or technical calch| the company shoud not source from this vessel
restrictions that are operated in a transparent manner,
meaning that they are publically avaiable for instance on a REMO wabsis often contain st of vessol which haveproviously caried ut 1 fsing
website: These s can e usel
2) apply sanctions or require flag States to apply sanctions chains
to ishing vessels that are sufficient to deter IUU fishing,
meaning that fines are i the order of at least five times the Some examples include:

Value of the catch caught by the vessel during the period ICCAT's IUU vessel list: hitos. catinyenUUisthtm!

1UU activity took place; [EU's IUU vessel ist: hos:lec.europa.eulfisheries/cipfileqal fishinglinfo

3) operate sanctions or require flag States to af TMT's combined IUU vessel list: htos /jwwiw.uu-vessels org/Home/Search

sanctions on fishing vessels for IUU fishing in a transpar

manner, meaning they are published on a publically evetane | The Sustainable Fisheries Partnership (SFP) has developed a tool called "Catch Check",
website: an avaiable from August 2021, that wil provide risk assessment recommendations on a species
b) are operating under the flag of States that comply fully, is.

and ensure that vessels operating under their fiag comply

fully, with all conditions and measures required by the

international rules and/or authority responsible for managing

or setiing the norms of management for the fishery

control and surveillance

4.3.1 General - advisory only
432

4321

Does. Their suppl| o i No. tdossnt (T frst steps of gathering data on source fseries, which s a step foward assessing MICS | polcy & i place hal recogrises e importance of efectively implemenied monforing, _[AT S regmes . They are beig ull TP e
chains related to MCS? When undertaking due diigence on requiremens, has begun. onirol and surveilance (MCS) within fisheries. Allsupply chains are mapped back to the |capture and landing supply chain, and a process for sanction i in place, which means
ppler or product (or when source fishery, the status of each MCS regime has been compled, and a gap analysis has [the lkeiood of being caught undertaking IUU activites outweighs the benefi of carrying ther)
for an existing suppler or product),the organization shoukd been completed or each fishery, with steps being taken 1o advocate for mproved out,
assess and record the folowing factors relating fo flag implementation by government,or complance by the fleet within the supply chain.
Sses, cossal s nc REMOS esponse o MGS of
pplying ves
[4327a | Montorng systems: Does the organization researcn [This i not an expicit requrement of e RFVS (due (0 the range of (ypes and sizes of vessel [3.2, 3.4 & ANNEX B- UNE 195006 [Vessel racking requrements are ncreasingly required by flag and coastal Sates, as wel a5 | The company Nas a 5eafood Sourcing poicy hat aims (o map s SUpply Ghains and Kentiy Which s being used (o capl (5 S 0 ey pkeried et oo Tog St 1S S s Vi S
ether or not ndusiria ishing vessels in the supply chain |that wil be open {0 entering the scheme). However ciause 1.30.1 States If an automatic RFMOs. The most secure form of racking & through VMS, though in most cases i 1 vessl o Grup of vesselsta upples i sl i oy ams e foundaton Taheriss MCS roimes i capurng, s wlls thometho b which s :aplursd Where Als o able publish to
are requred e authories 1o have an nstal vessel fited, t il ull operational informaion i proprietary rather than publc. Some Stales ihe use of AIS, supply chain insight teps to understand VMSIAIS s mandatory, the ing assessmens of y and levels of compiance.
vessel moniloring syslem (VMS) transponder, aulomatic |and be turned on whist al sea.” which is publicly avaiabie but easier for vessels to manipulate. Whether or not vessels are  |use can be taken st et et Where NS e cussions o o hathr 0
ceniication system (AIS) Wansponder or other tracking racked by the States and RFMOS that reguiate ther behaviour, is an important consideration information can be shared with supply chain owners shoud be happening. Where AIS and
chnology onboard? These systems where required should when considering risk VMS i used within the fishery compiiance regime, the conirols are nderstood by the
e continuously transmiting in accordance vih any national scafood buyer and protocols are i place which ensure that when they are not operationa,
rogrammes or requirements and those which have beer 1f vessels are not monitored, this signifcanty ncreases th risk thal hey may be operating he vessels stop fishing and return to port. In addilion, data sharing wih thirc-parties so that
sub-regionally, regionally or gobally agreed among the ilegaly in areas that hey are not authorised 1o be in (whether in EEZs, RFMOS o protected is
States concered. Those responsibl for tracking schemes areas). As part of tisrisk assessment, businesses should also consider what s known supply chain. Where AIS and VMS is not used, then advocacy for ts adoption and use is
hat e to track of about the State that s undertaking the monioring, for example, are they subject to a yellow either happening or being considered
these vessels continuously rom port {0 por. card from the European Union. To nfor this risk assessment,organizations should ask
Companies supplying ther to explain what vessel tracking requirements are in the
Jurisdictons they operate in. These shouid bo easiy evidenced by supplying copies of cense
conditons or other from , seting out
iheir vessel tracking requirements.
WWF and EFCA are provided in
“shared resources”.
(43215 | Logbooks: Does the organization research whether or ol 338 ANNEX B, 13- UNE 195006 Fr States o sl Ul aing Ve, e ot an e ocaton 3 | conary s sl scurch poky rt o s 11 0pplchnsar ey Thecompany s scivly s demonsay v gairg whlbr or 1o NGS sulies v | T cotpey s condct rsserch 1l rossorbly conchides i 1 10 f bgpocks
MCS authorilies require thal vessels demonstate they have Content of thei catch. If competent authoriles are ol requiring this nformaton, it not only [the vessels or group of vessels thal supples This policy forms b00ks as a means of monioring fishing actviies. For implemented element of Logbook
met the requiremens fo recording and timely reporting of suggests that fising is not being reported, but also signiicanty increases th risk that the supply chain insight o o st |2 esiomae nas boe dovoipe o 8 pen 4304 0 o wh s o sorce | [o354 b e Fanros mansgemen erfrcamant o, or rredon naspendant s
vessel positon, cach of target and non-target species. authority is not reguiating access to th fiery, o of vessels to ishery's MCS regime is capturing, as wel as the method by which it is captured. Whers the  [pariies publs the fishing
jata dotormine whether or nol they are operating ilegaly. Logbook requirements should be easily o0 ofiogbooe & merdray. o checks ot e o o deretand whothr i doa | ocvey and ol f complonc, o o concoe iy o & oo by 1 oot
with coastal State or other sub-regional,regional and giobal idenced, by suppying copes ofcense condilons or oter communicatons fom s being completed and is accurate. Where logbooks are not used, then advocacy for their |government depariments to inform thef isheries management regime.
standards for collecton of such daia? setting out their g requiremens acopton and use i either happening or being considered.
(4321 | Atsea nspectons: Does e organization research whether NGT DEFINED oo a3 S SRy pote Tl s o a1 suply choss and Gerey \-sea nspectons are rouline for all of e source fisheries wiin e buye's supply chais.

or not vessels in the supply chain are subject (o a regime of

inspections by MCS authoriies? Vessels should give
information to the relevant coastal State or duly authorized
[RFMO inspecting authority regarding vessel position,
catches, fishing gear, fishing operations and related
acivities. The appropriate authority should be allowed to

necessary to verily compliance with coastal State rules and
reguiations or relevant RFMO conservation and
management measures.

are
complying with fisheries laws and regulations. For example, actual calch can be compared

e o grovp ol vessel rat

Supoly chan are mapped and nowldge o whelher o362 Pspectons re aking oo s
nown Where

s poly foms

atsea , deails are known

[with logbooks to verif , the fishing gear the catch
checked for the presence of endangered species and signs of shark finning. The lack of such|
inspections increases the risk that vessels are operating ilegally. States often pubiicise.
fisheries patrols effect. [
share post-inspection reports when organizations are seeking to verify whether or not they
take plac

pipehipeationty inderstand the
50 of 503 nepoctons wihe the complanco rogim, and nextsaps a0 anPna\e for the
size and scale of the company.

[t ebrb et e coecte, 10 bghmk checks, fishing gear and inspection of

ich, as wel s inspections of the crew and labour conditions onboard. Where at-sea
inspections are not happening, or they do not include any of the above, then advocacy should
be happening or planned to occur.

Evidence of the inspection regime and findings are routinely published by the flag State and
[advocacy to address deficiencies s either roufine or complete
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31 General Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR Notes ] Base practice Implementation of PAS PAS Compliant Aspirational practice
43214 ‘Observers: Doss the organization research and ask for | Observers may be present on RFVS cerified vessels in regions whers there is high IUU isk. 4 -UNE 195006 To date, RFMOSs have relied on human observers (o monior vessels al sea, collecting (The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to map s SUpply chains and identfy | Information on the flag State requirements for onboard observaiion is being collcted for all _|Every fishery employed wilhin the supply chain has an effectvely implemented regime of
evidence that seafood is sourced from fisheries where | Though this is not a requirement of the RFVS programme. o full  |the vessels or group of vessels that supply “This policy forms. is human, electronic or a mix. Data colected from these observations is
observer programmes, whether electronic or human, or observer coverage, whie longl require onl This supply chain insight n or electronic, the prolocols against which the observations are |routinely anonymised and shared publicly, so that seafood buyers are able to proactively
alternative measures have been implemented through iekmalcbserver coverage ncreases th sk of LU fishing going undeleced. However, | human or secironic Ihappening is being determined, and controls or lack of are being understood and risk monitor and verfy for themselves the effectiveness of this element of the MCS, whilst aiso
national, sub-regional and regional observer programs in human observer schemes can be problematic due to the isolation of observers and the assessed. The frequency of observation onboard specific vessels and the wider fleet at large [providing a deterrent to those within the flest that might decide to flout the rules.
which the flag State is a partcipant? Information on observer | potential for corruption or ntimidation. Although the presence of observers reduces IUU risk, in force. Protocols
coverage levels, or alternative measures such as increased this method should only form part of the risk assessment. Information on RFMO schemes. shouid be recorded, the frequency of recording, the steps laken if issues are found, along
inspections where observer schemes are not possible, related to observer coverage are sometimes pubiished on the RFMO websi, but this with who pays and monitors the observers and ensures their findings are understood. Where
should be obtained from an RFMO (where relevant) or information tends to be fmited and inconsistent deciencies ar i, adosacy ispanned orMappening o adress tese ssues and in
coastal State. the place
In order . organizations should orotocae are nplce 1o uaranies et el and condence o carry out he acks wibout
evos ovsarvor rapors verkying vesse alch These ey 4o be ilenced by PO fear of reprisal
copies of coastal or other
authorities, such as regional observer program providers.
s managers, scientsts and sakholdrs recognize tht morechserver coverage s necded
ipply chain, EM) has proven to be a
venice 1o merease averaion. EN ke lochnology (camoras. GPS. ear sansore) ©
increase transparency and accountabilty of fishing activities, by collecling timely and
verifiable catch information.
electronic t
RFMOS and for standards and
[with existing observer programs.
on electronic monitoring
found here: ht trust
43216 |Wnere fish is identiied (o originate from a vessel thal s |IUU risk assessment not expiicily taken info account for the certficaion requirements of the |5.3-RP B95.02 14732 T Getermines i vesseis ol bt 0 an scrver programme, s 1k migation] The comoary operas aseefoodsourch pfey Tt reqiesfegir (e ast annuel) A sk assessment (o determine the risks of not having onboard observations (whether Supply chains
flagged to a State or that fishes in the terrtorial or EEZ RFVS. Burden is on the vessel to demonsirate legal compliance. However applcants will be should be put in place. See 3.4 for details on fullchain traceabilty supply chain traceabilty exercises to be conduct human or electronic) is either in process or completed. In addtion, discussions with the [observation mechanism. Advocacy to the regulatory body is ongoing, encouraging the.
waters of a coastal s+M68tate that does not operate a risk assessed 1o determine if they are high low or medium based on their country/region of supply chain about ow-costs observation may be happening. [adoption of onboard observation.
program, does on the audi. This risk assessment has IUU risk factors incorperated. High risk
that there is full and be subjected to through their certfcate.
re completed at least every 12 months?
4322 (Where it s known thal seafood or marine ingredients are | As above, 5.3-RP B95.02 ns why e g o a [ The compary s seafoad sourcg pahcy That aims to map i supply chains and identity allvessels supplying fsh Known, llvessels o e vessdh arolsied
sourced from vessels flagged o a State that is diferent than iterentnatonalty (sucn 25 acsess o uola o a geine i venture), heuse of fags fom | h vessals or group o vessel s “This polcy forms. is an suchas ‘ot owner t flag dorg n fou
the State of nationality of their beneficial owner, is this. nother . fiags of convenience' are used to avoid more s o ahan neht o the State is present, the reasons for this is being understood. any. Yy ac«wy in the past, or f present, is no longer present
regarded as increasing the risk of supplying ilegal products?| stringent flag b d by the owner's State. As s compied chain owner
are a key means of reducing the risk of a vessel fishing Hlegaﬂy. avoing thom ncreases isk.and supple 1o assess IUU i from them.
In addion, if an owner is based in a different jurisdiction from the flag, it can be more difficult
to apply sanctions i the case of IV fishing or human rights abuses. This reduces the
deterrent effect of sanctions.
433
4331 [Does the organization undertake analysis of s SUDPly 5.3 & ANNEX D- RP B95.02 e legal origin of
chains and implement a system to enable it to dentify the. market control scheme to curb U fishing i the EU 1UU Regulation 1005/2008.
carding status of its supply chains? Under this regulation, non-EU counlries identifed as having inadequate measures in place to
prevent and deter 1UU fishing may be issued with a formal warning, or a yellow card to
improve efforts, or a red card for faiure to curb IUU fishin
A company should implement a system to identify the carding status of ts supply chains by
first accessing IUU Watch, an aggregated source of information for EU carding decisions by
country. For . and their cardi , folow:
4332 [Does the organization require hat vessels in the supply | Vessels registered to States that have been red-carded by the EU woud stil be able 0 apply [3.1, Annex A I, J1 - UNE 195006 [ company should require that vessels it sources from in the supply chain are not flagged or
chain are not flagged to or licensed o fish by States that |to the RFVS, though they would need to provide robust evidence that they are operating licensed to fish by States that have been issued a red card. To determine f the vessel is
have been issued a red card by the EU? legally. The audit wil reflect this increased level of scrutiny through out their certficate and is jged 10 a State that has been issued a red card, a company can request the following
picked up at the countrylregion risk assessment information from their supply chains:
+Request catch certficate information in accordance with the EU 1UU Regulations, including
fishing vessel name, flag State, vessel or IMO number, for example
Review and verify This may
include carried out by
third country authorities
+Reject consignments of seafood products if the vessel is determined to be flagged to a State
that has been issued a red card. See www.iuuwatch.eu for more information.
4333 [Ave purchases made from fishing vessels flagged (o States | Not an explcit requirement in the RFVS Not an requirement in APR [ company should check that the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying them (already notiied
that have not noified a competent authority to the EU under in other questions) are on the list of counlries that have notified the EU (1o be used as a proxy
the EU IUU Regulation? for non-EU countries) of their competent authority and been accepted:
https:lec. europa.euffisheries cfpiilegal_fishingfinfo
4334 Where fish s sourced from vessels flagged (o a Stale given | As above Not an requirement in APR
y the EU or fishing
yellow card by the EU, s the organization abl
demonstrate that there is a system that enables ful chain
traceabilty and that audits are completed at a minimum once |
y 12 months’
4335 i Sourcing from these couniries, does the organizaion | As above Not an requirement in APR Seafood from a counry hat has been g\ven an U yekow card’s sl ety hgher . 25

research the reasons for the yelow card and, where it has
access, record (and, where possible, support) efforts by the |
yellow-carded State 1o address these reasons?

less refiance can

The company a3 Seafoodsurcig ol Tl s (o map & suply chans an ertly
that s

organizations decide to continue «akmq Lupmlios fom e, and relence s paced on
government fisheries management measures to miligate the risk of IUU fishing, then itis
important to understand the reasons for the EU yellow card and the efforts being taken by the
State to address those reasons. The EU publishes Statements when yelow cards are issued
to explain the concerns that led to the cardings. In addition, organizations can contact NGOs
and active in . 1o gain an is being

made.

iis that suppiers in the

the reasons from the yelow card, to ascertain what s being done by the government to
address the situation, and whether or not the supplier is playing  fole in supporting any
reforms. Organizations may also choose to individually or in partnership with their supplers
andor NGO, contact the authorities in the yellow carded country to encourage them to
make relevant reforms, in order to ensure they can continue to supply from the country.

| Through the above, a view can be formed regarding whether o not the yellow carded
country's authorities are engaging proactively to address the issues that ed to the card. This
in turm can inform the organization's view on whether it s advisable to continue to supply from
the country or if new sources need 1o be sought.

The following map, maintained by NGOs, lists current and former cards:
hitp:/jwww iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-carding-decisions/

pplies “This policy for
v suppy cha nsght can b Gotermine of e EU card a1,

[The source country/fishery should be determined for all SKUs and the reasons for ar
current red, yellow or green status of the supply source is understood, o that engagement

ih the third country government and the supply chain can be planned. The reasons for any.
current or previous EU cards are understood, and engagement with the third country
| government is happening, either directly or via the supply chain, so that support is provided to.
address the issues raised. In addition, for countries that are supplying the EU there is an
understanding of their fishery management systems and controls against which an
assessment of the risk of EU sanction can be made.

[Fsurce countiesar geen ofnever carded: v been ssssssad by i EU, ﬂeemed

to meet al conditions,

status. In adtion, there is a mschams"\/vrmocn\ in D\ace hat auuws the Suppters aihin o
supply chain third o

[t o £/ may have belore hey vecorma n e

2.4 Source fi
2.4

hing vessels

Seafood should not be sourced from any vessel(s) that
appear on any recognized blacklit (those estabished by
[RFMOs). Is there a system in piace to verify whether
vessels appear on any of the available blacklists?

Other blackiits exist, but RFMO blackists are the only
ones recommended here.

Requirement of clause 1.28, vessels must have a lcense o operale.

3.1,6.1- UNE 195006

R compary s ol source seafood o vessel et earon recognized Backits
isted,

o

Mapping of supply chains Is underway and a fullIst of al fishing, transhipment and support

vessels s being developed. Whist the sources of supply are being mapped, information about|

begin to be colated

422 Does ‘Source from fishing that Clause 128, vessels must have a icense (o operate. 3.1,6.1- UNE 195006 The FAO Global Record of Fishing Vessels, Refrigerated Cargo Vessels and Supply Vessels. | Mapping of supply chains is underway and a ful ist of al fishing, ranshipment and support
appear on authorized vessel ists where these are avaiable maintains  record of fshing vessel, including the dently, history and authorizations 1o fh |vessels s being developed. Whist the sources of supply are being mappe, nformaton about
for relevant coastal State EEZs and terriorial waters o, and tranship and, n the future, wil also have a record of that vessel. This begin to be colated
where on the high seas, by the relevant RFMO? ool s intended to support risk assessment. Follow this fink for more information or a fst of

vessels: hitp:/iwwiw.fao.orglglobak-recordlen/
|Another useful database for searching if EU vessels fishing in the waters of a non-EU State
State is
Does Tollowing information from supplers 1o inform their due dilgence risk
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31 General Gross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR Notes ] Base practice implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Aspirational practice
4432 [Evidence that all qualifying fishing vessels (under IMO Clause 1.29 States 1.29 The Unique 16.2- UNE 195006 (UVIs) such as. that [Mapping of supply chains is underway and a fulllist of all fishing, transhipment and support | All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are on public vessel registers and the Supply chains are fully transparent, with all supply vessels on public databases, on the global
adopted resolution A1078/(28) and the ltest version of (V1) (@.9. IMO number, vessel reference number). i et 1o dach i, an o movoe roeagnod b e vetsor. ms ears ot vossel(vossls s bing dovelope urichncluds hir}anghan wegh, fin gear ofopraton |Gt Recrd,ang vilhanyrlevant REMO. T vessos tat sl have MO rmbers i ecor,anfagged 1 countres hat utinly pdate e subssin of foration o Gl
(Circular Lelter 1886) i ther supply chain have  uigue e, nership recrds of . usi Pave UV and re on  puicyavlal vess egitrmaiianody _[oace and hose el ol hve boen srovdd ith UV by e g St Vess Record and RFMOS dvessels party certed to
vessel identifier (UV1) issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the: ould including their flag State or RFMO m and checks are undertaken to ensure that all l Landings are made to parties of the PSMA or to
IMO \l:snces and amhunzaﬂnns lranshvmem rswr\s landing requests/reports stc tu improve  [should be assessed to determine whelher thsy ﬂuaify lur an IMO number and steps are are up to dats with no non-compliance. |countries that have a recognised high compliance and well implemented catch controls.
iransparency of the supply chain. Difcuty an MO does |being they ars missing. Ata
ok cores i s of U\ o b stenons 1o by ¥ mmber amges, upplee | imouim PAS 1550 aheukd b e 10 Pt comaemion s it by a0 s of
should request UVI records and if not available, consider that the supply chain is of higher the desire to assess IUU risk
ik
Companies shoukd advocate fo the inclusion of vessels on public registers. This increases
transparency and reduces the risk of IUU seafood entering supply chains.

=D Evidence hal hose nol qualfying for an IMIO number have | Rs above 628 ANNEX F- UNE 195006 o Hios:monur Wapping o o35y chis s ndovay o o G 5o o, Garrmar avdsupport VO s aro e or i g el rd ogboks ard il ey Folowisadvocay o an rterson o s wxsirs WO g schemo ol vesah.
an alternative internationally or nationally recognised UVI. Some ‘countries do not enforce the use of IMO numbers or mey may not ssels is their length and weight, type of fishing gear and hay not qualify MO
Such U\ should remain the same for the entire life of the |vessels below a certain size. Therefore, (UVis) may be r they hay maintained by their |for an IMO number and their UVI is not included on official documents such as \Ogbuuks and |management ﬂocumsmaﬂur\ cross-references and uses the IMO number as a matter of

ol and appear on al rolated erec. Examplos o CarbS Ungus Nmbering Schemes, una RFMO vesser it |1ag St o RFMO whae relovar. Insdon 5 veas detals v capred ey a6 o6 aning rocod e company & bk 1o Gomonsirats ol spply o enocs or e [rosig
documentation incading the caich do i Sea Vesel uozaon Recor,among s, Spplers shoud et hta UV (asessd o delrrin hther ny sl oo NO s a2 r bk . resencs f UVl on e Gocumensard adocats o e o ad s when o
and notjustan IO number, s qualfy for an IMO number. [present
At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be rmrred to in supplier communication so that they are
The UVI should be collected for allvessels n the supply chain, such as when a transhipmont.|aware of the desire o assess IUU risk.
occurs. The Global Dislogue on Seafood Traceabily (GDST) Standard 1.0 ncludes these as
key data elements (KDEs) to collect as part of establishing full chain traceability. The Core
Normative Standards can be accessed here: hitps:/traceability-dialogue.org/core-
ot materals

[4.43.c [Evidence that all fishing vessels in their supply chain have  [Covered in clause 1.28 3.1, 6.1- UNE 195006 Depending on which State a vessel is flagged to, i.e. registered with, certain fishing licences  [Mapping of supply chains is underway and a fulllist of all fishing, transhipment and support | Al vssss\s wnmn the supply chain are known, they are on public vessel registers and the | The supply chains are fully Iranspavem ‘with all supply vessels on public databases, on the
p-to-dato authorizations and fishing icences issued by the ppicable, and are W oxpocidnata - |uesol s bongdevlopod Wit hscurces sy b mapoe q ith any e vessels’regiters are checked to ensure q are avaiable o be
relvant competent authorite. I should be poss bl (o ool be able of such lcences within 14 havea Ul and aona paniy (et losnees and maori e bereso_checkeda v
request thi iformation from the suppliers and receive the days. If is unab . be ovaiabe s rogtor matanad by et 1ag Sate o RFMO. & cences and
information within 14 days considered at higher risk of IUU due to the lack of transparency. referenced. At a minimum PAS 1550 should be referred to in suwher ‘communication so that  |a request being made. If evidence is not able to be provided, an option to suspend buylng ulm\

hey are avare ofthe desire o assess IUU risk. e issue can be addressedis considered.
The Vessels is an FAO iialive thal aims to cenlraise
vessels by pairing IMO numbers and fishing authorizations, among ofher data. As tis
database is developed, it has the potential to be a powerful tool for improving vessel
IXEE) Grecty [Not oxpict, would have o Ravethe |31 & ANNEX A UNE 195006 This ensures Shian e are being colected by seafood supplers 35 p a Supply chai vessel sts, |Fishing vessel lcencing and authorzation Hformaton s contained on the Global Record and
and [vald permissions | leanee 0 operale iz or 1shing Koonoca, e aupert ol . ¥t ooy docs ot ol v gl ot apping oo, wth h i b eorce oo upp vssels. by are being roulnely audted 0 verty valty, and the ey inormatin they coniain®s |pubicly avallabl vessel registers mainained by he flg Stts. Coples of Igences and
ihing icences have been issued and the dates they are i evidence, the isk of U fish entering theirsupply chain vl be higher either avaiabie al Record. Where this autarizaion re el avabi for nspecton by sgply cha aos at il for verfaton
valid for, and make this information available upon request b!mu \mpmlanl SD that their dales ol issue, dates of expiry and cunmhws of authorization information is not available, advocacy is planned or ongoing, encouraging this to happen. purposes wi as to their validity bei
Where possible, this and other documents: be toin supplier
ocessl o dovant supplychanairs an siahocers. The GDST Sarrd .0 an e ey v s of e dcae 1 s 10
mpiar for between
traceabﬂw systems.
=D Evidonce that vessel operalors have obiained and Covered in ciausa 126 or Tofh, [31,6.1- UNE 195006 T ST b rals oo et 1o o calch ol W STl o oo GOl e o 1o sgpy G reuesn a7 orss condio o Supply cham has provided lcense condiions for supplying vessels and these have been i Tehing
documented a fll st of al of the condilons o fihing inclucing authorizations together wi their conditos. If catch oo a specifed tme in the future, or that RFVS. documente comply wit the orRF\ held for all supply
icences and authorizations directly from coastal State * Fishing license from their flag Stale‘ records, there is a risk that they do not. undevsland the laws and Vegu\amns they are meant in place for all supply vessels. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in vessels.
authorities and/or RFMOs: including locations where fishing | e Fishing license from the they are ﬂshwng if lag State; |to complying with, increasing the likelihood of them engaging in IUU. This should be factored  |supplier communication, so that they are aware of the need to comply with licensing
s restricted, gear use, crew requrements, observer « Ship egitraten cerfcal o he Tag State into sk assessments as the vessal i considered at igher isk requirement
requirements and any other condiions ~ ey colicers isoued by et fog State (0.6 MCA certcas).

aast vessls an paries tatown [Nt expi = Not an requrement n APR This reduces the sk of a raudulen Icanse being used, a5  avoids 1 possibiy of Viapping of supply chains s underway and a 1 of all fshing, ranshpment and supporl Tratlssus lcsnces and authorizal har
ihem pay ther cense fees to Siate bank accounts and not obtaining a icense from an unauthorized agency or corrupt offial, vossls s being cevlopc Wit sourcesof supl rebeng mapped,irmaonabou shing cences and authrizaons ar beng clected o each vessel i e suply chiin [submision o he o |
1 agents, and tha they provide documentaton and begin fobe colated and questions about who pays for them and who issues them are being asked to determine [Icences and authorizaions are issued by a government body.
evidence of this to the processor/importer if requested Evidence of paying license fees to a State bank can be in various forms, for example, whether agents and middlemen, rather than direct dealings with government bodies, is

receips or bank Statements. Where vessels of the comparies who own them are unable to happering. The process through which vessel iences and authorizations are ssued for the
supply such nformation the vessal shouid be considered at higher risk of fishing flegaly. area i e vessols conced and uthorised o i Known,andformatn o who s
invonved unauthorise
middlemen inorease the risk o faisifed documents.
= vessels have s For vessols whero AIS/ VIS 7301 States I 52,34 & ANNEX B- UNE 195006 The sk supplers n place on boa T[Nt sey s o e VeSS e st aperi, 1 Sy chacs v s o el kg T sdod s [WIS/ASTs Wit he Supply chai 1o warrant fshing
automatic or i it oy be turned ercontage of vesacls covered,and he percentage of i it atich s montered. I o partl s process omaton s adopton of VMS/ A, In addion o this, the protocols for VMS/ AIS [actvy. Independent veriication of the VMS and AIS datais being undertaken using data
vesseltracking technologies that are continuously engaged. |on whist at sea” posstl. denc o s dta and manorg by a 1 part ot b requstd tate are nreltion o VM an S rora nese . | s know anhe. oling e nd roso are boing as456564 o deerihe wheier | mad pbley avalab. n e event it daa st made bl supply v Sl
while at sea and actively monitored by the coastal or flag -hnologi this 1550 should De referred to in supplier communication so that they |they are sufficient to provide supply chain assurance that fishing activity is being carried out |advocate for an opportunity to secure data relevant to the fish and seafood they buy, so that
State information, ‘ha supp?y chain should be considered a\ hlghsv rsk of IUU fis (shmg are aware of the desire to assess IUU ris| legally and in compliance with licences and authorizations. | verification of vessel activity can be undertaken on a risk assessed basis.

4430 jessels are in inspection e legally inspection regimes. 3, ANNEX |- UNE 195006 [Records of inspection regimes or inspection results can be used here to confirm whether or  |As SMWW chains are being mapped, the desire to be able to review evidence that vessels their the value that vessel F\ag States publicly share me« legal compliance regimes, and which vessels are cooperating
regimes. This includes evidence that the vessel This could also be verified by the auditor rsacmng out to the RFMO for clarification. N part of not these conditions are met. Inspections may include the following: regimes, has and [inspections bring, and that information is ., reviewe r th them Supply chains they are buying|
management RFVS i o nform ocument checks stakehokders wit nflusnce in the supply chai to make hs happen. dealy tho within the suppy chai, o determine the valty e b are able
1) accept and faciltate the prompt and safe at sea boarding |audi scope - Logbook commiricatonncuds dea ofth ypesof evidance hat wd be necessary o prove Where normaton s ot avlb from thr ne flog St of veseel he Suppy chainactes {evience of s when ecured
by relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized * Licence, variations and permits. this, i.e. the information detailed within the guidance notes. and stakeholders to the flag State that
[RFMO inspecting authorit + Fishroom engagement murmamn ‘should be shared with seafood buyers, and ideally Duh\lc'y
2) caoporats with and assistin the inspecton of the vessel - Corticate of Regstry
Conducted pursuant to an authorized at-sea nspectin Fishroom
3) do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with - Assessment of catch
relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO |+ Comparison with logbook
nspeciing authorty inthe performance of thei duties: and - Chack weighing
4) alow the relevant coastal Sate inspectors o uly Working conditons
authorized RFMO inspecting authoriy to communicate i Gear
the authorities of the flag State of the vessel and the relevant | | All gear in use should be inspected for compliance, and appropriate mesh sizes and
Coastal State curing the boarding and inspacton imensions checked, inchucing some gear that s ot n use.

s recogrisstiat it may s it oo b soms counves, Whor i

information cannot be abtained, catch vessels shoud be asked to document i

o o o (e vl ot et o eI Stte docs ot

issue inspecion reports). . ths

vesselsor atch comparies that operate under the same reguitory regie. In eiher case,

|where inspections do not take place or their results are not documented, vessels should be

considered athigher risk. A company can check tha the flag State of he vessel(s) supplying

ihem are on the st of counires that have nolifed the EU (1o be used as a proxy for non-EU

countries) of their competent authority and have been accepted:
https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfp/ilegal_fishing/info

XD Thing vessels enga & heRFVS S Working snvronmen! |5~ UNE 195006 00 Convortan 189 <cs o i cnda s o row workig condions 5 vessdlo[DUITa s supchonaging vrce oot on et e fog St s tfed | 7o fog St s e L0 G108 et and |Fiag Stales have ratfied L0 CTse, avaiabie for
conditions. (Section 2 of the RFVS). |flagged to a country that has signed and implemented ILO C188, risk of crew not having d \mp\smemsd ILO C188 is being collected and the review: are in place for ., and g |eact g through 1st, 2nd or
[Atntion s drawn to ILO Convention C188 which sets is decreased, s are bound by ‘ is requird by the buyer. onditons and employment s provided by 3rd party certication. Whers tis is notfuly n [3rd party auts and
minimum international leves for crew conditons on fishing veriy that vessel conditns and crew coniracts are in ne vih ts provisions. Where fl place, advocacy is pianned or underway o achieve the aim.
vesses. The Convention wil come into force on 16 St hve o adopiod 110 013, rgnzatonscan i st oviorc t condins
November it the Information supplied by the UK to support Ul

prairscampyingwih L0 G133 con e vd o rlrenca for oroansatons 890k 0
compare conditons and contracts to the provisions of ILO C188. See:
[4.4.3) suppliers (e.g. fishing Not. However in the eligibility clause if they have been prosecuted for [Not a requirement, but ANNEX C4- UNE 195006 Organizations should ask suppliers what checks they undertake on Policy that at a specified point in the future, (if  [On request, that they | An independent third party audit shows full compliance with this policy.
and vessel 6 months they cannot apply. If they breach captains they employ. Where it is found that no checks are made on their background, not already happening), the background of captains should be checked before they are rformed such as references from
Captains before they were hired o et s ot o st o PG 6 e VS o oot 13 including previous convictons for IUU fishing or human rights abuses, this significanty [engaged, and those witha history of IUU fishing or human rights abuses convictions shoud | previous employers and searches of complance histories of previous vessels captained.
onths increases the risk of supplying rom those vessels. It can be recommended that supplers ot be present n the company's supply chain or engaged i th future.
undertake these checks going forward to reduce risks associated with the seafood they are
supplying nth fuure. cks on the captans,
ihese can be veried on a sampie basis durmg audt processes.
ZED Evidonce thal captans who have been found gully ofIUU _[Nol an expici requrement, however covered in e elgibiy clauses see above Not defned APR See notes for 4.4.3] abov ot a speciied pont i he folure, (1 _[On request. hey [An ndependent thrd party audt shows ullcomplance wih s poicy,
t ged and that background of captains hafore they are hired, thsy shou\d a\so have a policy semng out that. lmt alsady haWem"ﬁ)v the background of captains should be checked before they are- rformed such as references from
those convicted on a single occasion recaive extra captans with a history of muliple IUU infractions engaged, an ¥ of IUU fishing or human rights abuses convictons should _[previous employers and searches of complance histories of previous vessels captained.
supervision and audit a single IUU infracton may be engaged bul wih sucha pany's supply chainor engaged i the uture
policy increases the risk of seafood supplied by that supplier.
T4 T [Not Towever Sigbity clauses see above. Not defned APR Gaptans before ey [As above s above s above

or other
checks find they have been found responsible for any
revious human rights abuses

are hired, they ot s s polcy seting out that captains found (o have previously
committed a human rights abuse are not engaged. The absence of such a policy increases

[the isk of seafood suppled by that suppier
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31 General Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR Notes (i ) Base practice implementation of PASI PAS Compliant ‘Aspirational practice

[4.4.3.m [Evidence that suppliers are not procured from if checks find |Vessels will be suspended from the RFVS scheme if human rights abuse allegations are Not defined APR See 4.4.4 below Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero tolerance approach to supplying seafood Pa\lcy position is underpinned by Company h: n supply companies,
they have been found responsibie for any previous human  |raised, and certficate withdrawn i alegations are verified to be tru. rom companies convicted of IUU fishing or human rights abuses. h MICS information gathered i supply chain mapping, for previous ‘ave been assessed, and have not been associated with IUU fishing
rights abuses Comvitons g o vasack cwnit by auppers. Woete omplancs Nt of dornpaios o mene g abuscs T & ovwed ecugh e

are not avaiable du o a lack of pubic informaion, s should be documented and advocacy
to relevant States undertaken to publish information relating to compliance.

G4 Where any of T0U Tishing [ previously 63.62.02, 72 RPB95.01 Grganizalions should have a pofcy of nol buying seafood rom a supplying company Tal has |Polcy o supplying sealood |Polcy posiion s underpined [Company iy comparies.,

r illeg: . fish from [will be withdrawn, and they will not ab\s Io rEaDP\y for a minimum period of 12 months. been found to have engaged in human rights abuses or IUU fishing. This information can be  |from companies convicted uﬁ wu fsmng or human rights abuses. through MCS information gamered in supply chain mapping, for previous that they have been assessed, and have not been associated with IUU fishing
those supplers. found through the due diigence process, including nformation requests (o supplers, third convictons relating to vessels owned by suppliers. Where compliance histories of companies [or human rights abuses. This is reviewed through aut.
\Where suppliers are unable to supply one or more of the part s, lrol e, ol sesches i mesings i NGOS st s re not avaiable e o a lack of publc information, this should be documented and advocacy
above areas of evidence, does the organization document relevant to their supply chains. to relevant States undertaken to publish information relating to compliance.
as part of the risk assessment, the decision of whether or information or policies
Inotto supply and what mitigating actons ar o be taken? measures, such as third party audis, internal auds, information requests from NGOS efc.

are sought,

For example:

- ICCAT'S IU vessel fst: i

- EU' IUU vessel st fishinglnfo > Secondary
legisition and offcial documens > IUU vessel st

- TMT's combined IUU vessel st hilos ffwnw - vessels org/Home/Search

445 Does he organization research vessels, companies and 536 ANNEXD- RP B95.02 1d request thal supplers prove Vessels thal supply to_|As part of e supply chain mapping exercise, normalion s being compied thal not only | Informaton on he frst ller owners of fshing vessels & efher fuly avalable and ncluded on | The ullmate benelical owners of shing vessels thal supply al seafood are known, even 1
their from which it is them, including their full names, IMO numbers and beneficial owners. This information can be [includes the vessel name, UV, flag State, fishing gear used and licences, but also the ultimate|the company's vessel list, or mc\m}ed in the Global Record, which when fully populated will  |they are second or third tier owners identified through shell and holding companies. The:

This research shouid include veriying the IO numbers for used to research vessel histories on oniine databases (see APPENDIX). Where a large fleet g owner porator, owner, and IMO number f appicable. Onlne ownership structure of al vessels is inciuded within the lag State pubic vessel regiter and
any now ves: & supply chain of smal-scale vessels are used by supplers, and depending on the levelof risk assessed in  [of the vessel. abeses o by med o ok o ity et packoum of o ek orownersof | andons b . i o o o Sl st o Gl Rovors
ihe supply chain, organizalions may decide (o use a sample-based approach (o veriying fishing bots, so thal inks to IUU or human rights abuse can be identfied
and hstories through

446 Does the organization source seafood where this research No, it doesn't. (above and F90) See 4.4.4 Policy l l to supplying seafood is underpinned by Company h: companies,
inds evidence of vessels, companies or benefcial owners rom companies convicted of IUU fishing or human rights abuses. ivcigh WS nfcrmaton Gahared n supply chain mappig, cludng searches fo pevieus|demansatingtht they have heon asassed, and have not bsn aasociied wi LU fshing
with a istory of engaging in legal activiy? convictions relaing to vessels owned by suppiers. Where compiance histories of comparies |or human righis abuses. This is reviewed through audis.

is not available due to a lack of public information, this should be documented and advocacy
to relevant States undertaken to publish information relating to compliance.
[4.4.7 Is the organization able to provide copies of the ﬁau Stats |ANNEX J9- UNE 195006 Organizations should ask that suppliers maintain evidence of their fishing authorizations Mapping of supply chains is underway, and a ful st of al fishing, transhipment and support [ The company has the abiity to access flag State fishing authorizations, or has them to hand ~ [Flag State fishing authorizations are available for all vessels within its supply chain and these
oo by rvant o o <ot S, o w3 lovart RS case Vessels is being developed. Whist the Sources of supply are being mapped, is complying . the company valdate
eaveiod oy oy i o reovam pocy? vtence smm RFMOS and an ncreasing number of States, these can be verfied begin o be colated conditons. e at wil
be maintained in the supply chain about the use of VNS a Prough checkig orn st o authorisc vessat. n s s ne D Gl Rocord i
a fisheries logbook by the flag State to monitor vessel also be verified.
actiites State id ask that supplers p
Sebinglooreos seueaby = m coastal States. Where the supply chain or cnmpelenl
authoriy being high risk
|them, then they should cons\dev comcmg governments directly to verify the validity uﬁ
authorizations.

4.5

Does the organizaton require thaf

4512 Al ranshipments in Ihel supply chains are recorded, Clause 1.26 requires transhipment dates, name of carrier, dates and catch consignment 3.3, 6.1 & ANNEX J3,9- UNE 195006 Unmonitored area 1UU-caught to[Supply chains are being mapped, including identifying whether transhipment is presentand a | There is an understanding of Iransmpmem ‘within aH and me status of I are recovded 10 b tion of is in place and all
| monitored and covered by an independent observer  details. enter the supply chain. for tivity, each [necessary part of the supply chain. Included within th pping information on transhipment | monitoring in each. Advoc: d RFMOs is ‘within the supply chz they need it.
programme appropriate o the fishery? with difering levels of documentary evidence and observer presence required. The FAO s [are requirements of the flag, coastal and RFMO being colected. ace, wheh clodes the noads fo 100% o5servaton o vonshpment anddata harig

veloon anrent e e, rgnzalons shouk e aare ofer
heir supply chains to use them fo

a\ﬂ cons\slem . unifor
information, a company shoud P
chein, the folowing nformaton:
R por flag, coastal, port State and
RFMO Secretariat
{Rours 100 prcent csorvercoverag (ruran, i contiraton)

procedures among thoriies (other ways to
ensure coveraga?)

4515 3 Tcensed (i Then [Not 33,61 & ANNEX J3,0- UNE 195006 Supply chains are being C a o e Tits and thelrfag State s known or Al G d ully comply wih heir vessel authorizal
he vessel s checked to see i i is on the relevant vessels involved wih i steps are being taken o achieve his.
authorized register for i carrirs?

i51c ol vessel e Vaomertare e ed WS, Vot n sttt 33,61 & ANNEX J3,0- UNE 195006 nformation on whether ATS or VIS 15 Used by vessels ransiipping calch s efher known or_[AIS and VIS 1 Used on bolh vessels ranshipping sealood wilin the supply Ghains, and | Al vessels ivolved in al 5ea ranshipment use AIS and VMS (hat s ransmited contnuously.

IS or other vessel tracking technology operati being colk | where their use is not continuous, it is being actively advocated for. In the event of transmission interruptions, vessels are shown to meet the internationally
|agreed protocols of what to do in such an event.

452 15 allof e nformation regarding any al sea transhipments 6.1 & ANNEX J3.6- UNE 195006 PPy chan’s sites rs o aton et | Transhprmer e suppY chat [ undorstce ar ot s oerbog oinly [ Supl chais The use Known
made avaiable o the end purchaser of the seafood i the 5.3- RP B95.02 oare oo s posant i sy o £ ko e i i passed to consumers or can be upon reque by the end buyer and th required
supply chain (e.g. restaurant, brand)? by their authorization and meels infernationaly agreed prolocols.

453 Does the organization check thal EU 1UU and ofher caich | The RFVS cerlicale hokder would need to deciare f helr vessel has all the necessary 6.1 & ANNEX J3.6- UNE 195006 Rcormpanshou oqust e lowig ot o Lrshrets (R polcy s adopled thal requies ranshipments (o b& mapped i the supply chain and Supply chain mapping s complets for al seafood sources and the need or use of [Allof the GDST KDEs and tems lsted n the implementalon noles are avalable for a supply
ceriiicates about any place are legal at the pioint of anding o leaving the vessel 5.3- RP B95.02 List of vessels involved in ranshipments communicated to suppliers. (ranshipment witin the supply chains has been established. The detas descrioed nthe |chains that employ transhipment withn the.
nave taken place? Al equired documentation an inclucing rans shipment activilies Deas of transhipment e.g. date. area, positon mplementation nofes and GDST are eiher colected and avaiable o the supply chain owner,
uthorizations shoukd be vaidated by appropriate authorites o or are being collected and reviewed.

-Detais of transhipped object, e.g. species, weight, product form
-Whether an observer program i in place {o monitor the transhipments, as wel as number of
inspections and percentage conducted at random
-Independent observer repor
These documrts shukt b colected and scrutnised by mportrsand rocessrs
Iinformation pertaining Y
The GDST Standard 1.0 st key data elemenis that should be collected for any
See Core here: hips /rac orglcore:
46 Landing at port

4.6 General
4617

procedures and

e of scope of e RFVS Vancard, st of
the IUU

es the org: q
controls of the port of landing? This information should then
be used in the risk assessment and due diigence process.
The organization should assess and record whether ports
are in States that are party to, and have implemented, the
[Port State Measures Agreement. Ports with records of non-
compiance should be identiied as higher risk.

622,7-RPB95.01

\What measures can a company take (o obtain landing procedures
port controls? As a first step, a company can show preference for ports in States that are
party to the FAO Port State Measures Agreement (PSMA), as these are associated with a
lower level of isk of being enry points for ilgal catch. A company should ask f the
designated port in the port State is a party o the PSMA. If not a party (o the PSMA, a
company should ask whatis preventing the port State from joining.

A company should ask if records of port entry requests, denials, documentary checks and

inspectons are kep. f 50, additonal questons that a company shouid ask are

Are therecords publc?

+1s there a potocol o noiy foregn port auhoriies of such nformaton?

Is an electronic \lﬂom\aﬂon system used to- culbct store and shave this information?
i s

rocedures and conti i he port o nding?

|A company should also request:
the requirements for vessels, particularly foreign-flagged vessels, in requesting access to

port
the processes by should
into port or be selected for documentary checks and/or inspections
the standards for documentary checks and physical inspections

entry

Supply. underw the ports where fish and seafood is
Landocs whet contiol, cocumenis and systems sach of te poris requies af 8 essel e

lands, and whether the port State is party to the port State measures agreement and the ports|
used to land are designated within i. At a minimum, PAS 1550 shouid be referred to in

[t oflandng used wilin b suppy hain re Known. whore evant o pors a1

tes that are party (o the (PSMA), and
the company’s supphers understand what checks are being carried out on landings. Where.
MA, supplers for them to be

[All ports of landing used are in States which are either members of the PSMA or are deemed
bra xmvd parly to have implemented checks at port that are sufficient to efminate IUU fish.
regime used to check landings are publcised, as is a summary of the

communication so that they are aware of the desire to assess IUU risk.

Gesignated and any deficiencies addressed. The port States should be encouraged to
[publicise what entry checks are being carried out, who they share this ata with, and that the
level of IUU they encounter i routinely reported.

findings. Risk assessments routinely show the ports of landing have a low
Tk of 100 fsh being londed trough iem, and ncepandont i pry nspectins of 1
ports have verified this.

and record whether or not ports in their suppl

chain meet the folowing criteria and include the information as part of their risk assessment

oes
46122

[The port State competent authorites have resources that
use a risk-based targeting approach to control

[ company should ask i there is an IUU-related risk-based procedure for controls o
vessels that request entry into port to land or tranship fish. A company should ask f the risk-
based procedure is documented and f it is made publically avalabl.

Supol cha mapping & indorway o Getermin o of e ports e 51 anc sefood s

. protocols and

landed. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred o in supplier
are aware of the desire to assess 1UU rist

by the thoriies prior

is being

sssessed. the o o b0ch port ol
[andig, e chonke are sk based and acocacy & happening or anned f ess
procedures are not made publicly avaiable to third partes.

Landing procedures at ports are publcly avalable, with summaries of the landing checks and

their findings routinely being published and shared, so that other flag, port and market States

[along with seafood buyers, can assess the risks of buying seafood landed into and through
s,
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“does
organization seek evidence on whether or ot o FetaA
requirements are being implemented by the contracting
party of the PSMA in which the port found in the supply chain|

located? Evidence of non-compliance or lack of evidence
of compiiance should be treated as an increased risk of fish
passing through the port being ilegal

[ company should ask if the port State s party o the PSMA and/or whal is preventing them
rom joining. A company should ask whether the port State has designated ports for access.
o foreignagoed vesos, whathe hey havo boen pubicized (orchack here

conirm|

that it does Tagged vossels mo any pors.
|A company should ask whether requests to enter port and inspection reports include the
information detailed in Annexes A and C of the PSMA. The FAO also has a database of
designated ports: hito:/iwww.fa0.0rg/fshery/port-State.

[ measures/psmaapp/locale=enaction=ary

Risk assessment consideration
-States tha are party to the PSMA are associated with a lower level of risk of being enlry.
points for ilegally-caught fish.

bein 3 have
acknowledged the importance of having ports designaled, and robust and documented
checks being undertaken at each port of landing.

[Suppliers have knowledge of the checks thal are being undertaken a port, as well as the
regime of checks that have been risk assessed to make sure they are sufficient in quantity
and quaity to capture IUU fish if presented for landing. Where the assessment deems checks.
are insuficient, advocacy is required to improve them or for the port o be offcially designated
under the PSMA, and notified through the FAO system.

Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR Notes (i ) Base practice Implementation of PASI PAS Compliant Aspirational practice

46125 |The control systems in the port are appropriate for the [ANNEX C- UNE 195006 [ company shoukd ask i the port s operating under or over s capacily. One way of [Supply chain mapping s underway {0 etermine al of the ports where fish and seafood is | Whist collecting data on the ports of landing and the Gontrols they employ to check for IUU a | The port State foutinely publicises the number of landings hat i receives, the findings of s
volume of cargo and vessels assessing port capacity i to ask what percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish are [landed. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in Supply chain and the ports being used should be instigated, to assess a [inspections, and with whom it transmits and shares its information, o that other flag, port and

subject o documentary checks or physical inspections. are aware of the desire 10 assess IUU risk port's capacity to adequately cope with the volume of inspections required. ket States, as well s seafood buyers, can assess the risks of IUU fish and seafood
passing through is ports.

4612c | There are enough inspectors provided al the porl (0 be able Not Gefined the amount of nspectors in APR [Whie e & 7 slanderd st or Gidelne, a Gelerial can b made By VGG | SuppY chln mapoi © urdervay [odelerine il e ports where fah and seafoode _ [Enaures shnulﬂ be Ghecks are being undertaken at port and
to inspect the volume of cargo and vessels that the port the volume or port's capacity for cargo with the number of inspectors on staff. A company fed. Ata minimum, PAS 1550 shoukd be referred (o in suppler made 1o 1UU checks.

should ask if there is a sufficient number of inspectors for the volume of cargo and vessels.  [are aware of the desire to assess IUU rish ho port check prlovolrogime & Socumenod publicly avaiable, and considered to be
There is no standard measure or guideline, suficiency is determined by the port Sate. When suicict o mpect ancugh ndgs o dtar and ik v any I i nd sfaod
determining suffciency, consideration needs to be given to the monitoring, control and Measures (SMMs) which may
compiance regime found in the source fishery, confidence level that the controls n the fishery rovemore specific mwemen . €.9. 2 percentage of vessels that need 1o be inspected.
are being met, the level of corruption within the port State, and technology employed that These requirements have to be at least met to be considered a suffciet level.

assists in targeting the inspection regime.

(46120 |The port Stale competent authories are able (o [ANNEX C- RP B95.01 [A company can request f landing procedures, standards for documentary checks and Suppy chain mapping & ndervay o deermin alor e pors here h andsedood s | Campanes ave Knovde of o i rocer s for each por o WhKh hkseaood s Lanin proceqrcs have beena55essed and where decnces RGFie, 2 request o
demonstrate that they operate in an effective and |ANNEX J- UNE 195006 ohsiclnspectons an records ar pubic,and ask o aban copes Agondresurce on fed. Ata minimum, PAS 1550 shoukd be referred to in suppler communication, so that they [ianded. port authorites to improveladdress the deficiency has been made, OR all ports in the supply
transparent manner imoort conos and lading procedres thatmay be of e can bo ound are aware of the desire to assess IUU rish chainsharo tht landings procedures publcy,each ports systam has boen rated, and fs

ents-import hown to meet the which include
convokschemen aimed cking i ncludes a 1o f key data dements tht shoid bo publc reporting of landing assessment summaries.
Collected as part of a robust import control scheme. In addtion, whether the Gounlry has
signed to be a member of the Fisheries Transparency Initative may be an indicator of risk.

4612 |Airecords relating the port Stale conlrol are wel-maintained [ANNEX C- RP B95.01 R comaeny s sl Tooorl T por i st dail. JoGTAIEY Ghacks | CUEG Gl AP & Urdarwey 1o de i kel U oty Virw e sssicod s |Ports Tl aars ke L a0 apoclns Vi por el e Stes 8 1 18 Lnnmng reports are sent electronicall (0 flag and port States and there is an estabished
and avaiable upon request to the relevant authorites o |ANNEX J- UNE 195006 inspections are kept. I so, addiional questions that a company should ask are: shoud be referred o in supplier e tak o \gs summarised and routinely publishet
actors requesting information -Are the records public? are aware of the desire to assess IUU risk.

15 there a protocol to notfy foreign port authorites of such information?

15 an electronic information system used to collct, store and share this information?

How can companies and relevant stakeholders oblain copies of this information and landing
procedures and controls at the port of anding?

This information should be avalable and therefore be furnished upon request.

46121 |The port Stale veriies the catch documentation and [ANNEX C- RP B95.01 [A company should ask for cateh for landing fshfroma [Supply ‘e ports where fish and sealood s | Ports routinely process of Undertaken as |Findings 0|
meintains organized documentation and fies records |ANNEX J- UNE 195006 Vessel that can be verified ports s 2 s PAS 1580 e e vt 10 ‘supplier communication, 5o that they |part of inspections (see also above). lag and port States and there is r@;uwzv public reporting of the summarised findings.

y thena be made to both the flag _[are aware of the desire to assess IUU risk.
and port State asking for i to happen.

[46729 | There are no recorded instances of brbery and any [ANNEX C- RP B95.01 [ company shouid ask it any instances of bribery or corruption have been identified or (Commuricaion o e campary' supplers s beer mado. Wi s ht vl aready | Using lomaton fom WS uestomafes and enaufies o ors o brbery bribery and Supply States i publcy avaiable, along with
personnel found guity of this are not permitted to work in the |ANNEX J- UNE 195006 reported, how they were resolved or fthey were made pubic. The briber some point in or not|risk of each port or fiag State country is included within determination of rsk levels for each |commentary on how ths has been integrated into the risk assessment process.
port of each port or flag State country wihin the supply chain should be considered when ere are sy natantes ofbisery 1 coruplon  por aaminsteaton eevant 1o Toherss [suppy chei

assessing this risk. rols

462 Agreement

4621 Does the organization check whether the port(s) at which | PSVIA ratiication wil be taken inlo account i IUU risk assessment (o determine RFVS audl [NOT DEFINED FOR PSVA Check the Pew website for PSVIA stat [ The value of PSMA is recognised by the company within s seafood sourcing polcy or [Aiors oflndig i he suppy chan ar apped [ATports of landing That have ratified and mplemented PSMA, are included
the seafood that they are purchasing is kanded is located in a|requirements. determine whether the ports of landing used within the supply chain are actually included  [specifcation, as is the fact that robust port controls based on PSMA shouid be correctly is desirable, th for this to happen s taking place. | within the ratfication documents, or are in State and regional agreements with measures that
State party to the PSMA? If not, then the ports should b [within the PSM ratification documents. f they are included, then they can be considered at | implemented. are atleast as effective as the PSM hat vessels carrying IUU

e . bt ey are o, an conaidertha o e sl and sk th pct access ports.
State to nclude them. For  visit: pewtrusis
111616
7622 (As part of the risk of the PSVIA woukd ot be taken into account NOT DEFINED FOR PSWA

Information on complance by relevant port States with the PSMA is publoly avalable.

4.63 Vesselin port
Does

rovide all documentation and enquiries rsqum atthe Dnr\
State inspection

r-notieaton f vl and g s b made by vosees o g St o et
recorded. Supph

The need o anding nspectons landing is ‘an important

and of
1UU, either within a company poiicy or the buying specification. This

copy of these records relevant to Where they
vt not avalble hen a me-bound requestfor this formaton shouid be made (o the
supplier and also 1o the flag State of the vessel, asking that this is mandated as a customary
praciice. A company should request inspection reports that include vessel dentiication,
consiructon,regataton docunaréaton. Kensa o feh o ransh cakch and bycakh

automaiic dentiication systems, ishing gear, fish species and quaniles, safefy certications
crew documentation.

of fish and seafood, whether or not
they are landed to States party to PSMA.

fop e bang ker finspecton reparts halncode

checks on vess -catch,

4632 Crew on fishing vessels f sources from are fres o leave | The RFVS requirements would aign wih he requirments of ocal immigraton laws e APR requrements woud algn wih e [A company can ask I crew are granted shore leave access n accordance wih immigration | Supplers have been wrilen (o, advising them thal at a speciied pant of e they wilbe | Porl vists and independent assessments verly (hal crew are aie 10 eave vessels Parts are used thal alow crew the abily (0 leave vesse's when al porl [ acoess hieall,
port when vessels dock‘ as far as is permitted by the requirments of local immigration laws laws of the port State. asked to report on the immigration laws of relevant port States and how they relate to the countries where this is permitted. In countries where this is not permitted, advocacy is religious and recreational services.
immigration laws of the ab\\ﬂy of crew to leave vessels in port. undertaken to address this.
4630 [All crew are verified as. Wessm as per the crew \ls‘ provided Clauss ‘MZ reqmres 5.3 & ANNEX J8-UNE 195006 ins tions have been is no. ‘suppliers requiring that crew are in possession of work contracts | Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew are ly work ts
the port on et copy anal ot b st i e roqurry aupors mckonco o vapping ofov it o scn W o PEVATLD 166 s Cop o |t e vt o conboni irvion by paions Coniracsan ar vl for port mepecions. Wnre por mspecions resdng condetil vt fom ports. Aol o crowarspoidcly nervowod condonil by or
on consace and st socumonts and v o i on auhoriodporaer bosod o arre. reament are a1 oo, ratfiod and efciel nplernents, here canbe ot nepections interviews are not being undertaken, advocacy is undertaken to calfor tis from the relevant [authorie o verf they are operating n decent working condiions. Verlfcation o the above
available for confidential interview if a request is made by the| that will verify this. If these 3 UN agreements are not in force for each of the supply chains.  State. |could also be demonstrated through independent third party audit.
port State authorities (fiag or port States, then advocate for their implementation. A company should ask for crew
documentaton provided by the port Stte inspector.
4630 (T captan & avaiatie al he Not expict heRFVS “ANNEX J-UNE 195006

Pre-lfcalion ofavaland andig & rolne i allports o andng Wi o suppy chan.

contained within me GDST KDES or the specifc buyers reqwremem

‘avaiable for timely sharing with inerested stakenolders, other flag and
or Sates and they coniainaceurato mformaton on al of 1 abutes detied it 16
PAS guidance notes.

4.7 Decent w:
471

rking conditions in the fishing sector

[Does the organization include in s polcies and require from
ts suppliers that al of the major issues that are identified in
ILO Convention C188 are addressed by source fisheries?
These are essential to providing decent work conditions on
board Fshng vessels

[Covered in the requirements of Core Principle 2, Secton 1 requirements.

5.3- UNE 195006

Seo 4431

dsmﬂnslrats et suppors e reiation S L0
Convention

reatment o emonstate that, al miimum, They
Ccmv\y wnh the Imamatmnzl Labcur ‘Organization's C188 Work in Fishing Convention, 2007
L0 c1e8),

5.3, 5.4 & ANNEX J6- UNE 195006

is. Vacsahlhly ansurod Gown 1o vessel level 1o enable
lbusinesses with a turnover of over £36 milion to produce
their annual stavery and human trafficking Statement that
covers what is being done in the supply chain to address the|
ssue.

53,54 & ANNEX J6- UNE 195006
|ANNEX C- RP B95.01

345 An overview of the traceabilty system can be sel out in reporing issued under the
Modern Slavery Act

Has the organization developed and made publc protocols
that guide how and when it il inform statutory agencies of
[human rights infractions identiied during audits, risk
assessments and other internal reviews?

NOT DEFINED

Have industrial ishing vessels had a social and ethical

[The RFVS would cover these requirements.

responsibilty polcy/standard that includes the points in
3337

TO BE INCLUDED IN
NEXT VERSION OF UNE 195006

See 333

made [0 supplers q havea

all vessels in the supply chain. These

etiing out

s the conditions
required in ILO ILO C188.

finewih L0 G185, o wner here s a deparure o hese
s, it clearly d

essment

3d party certfication is in place for ports, vessels and olher places where people are
lemployed within the supply chain, or the flag and port States have ratiied and robustly
implemented PSMA/Cape Town Agreement and ILO C188.

g
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31 General

specifications of the organizations which they supply (see
333)

Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR Notes ] Base practice Implementation of PAS PAS Compliant Aspirational practice
476 Do inspections, audits and checks include, RFVS audits Using APS ed audiors (GRIEVANCE MECHANISMS TO BE INCLUDED IN are hatthis & a made (0 suppliers requiring Ihat crew are made available for confidential | Audis and port visits Wih crew i a neutral and saf [Alvessels are subject (o inspections under 1O cwaa or are subject (o a certification or
in-person interviews with the relevant workers or crew, NEXT VERSION OF UNE 195006 requirement where mss\b\a \mwlarx/prwessms placing reliance on these in their due |interviews by relevant State inpsectors or ofher experls on request. environment, guaranteeing the security and anonymity of periodic trained professionals.
which are conducted in a neutral and safe environment, should seek assurance ng labour and
quaranteeing the security and anonymity of the inspections, audits and checks:
-Theve s ovdonce of a standard operating procedure for inspections that includes worker
intervi
- This soP should be.
approa
-\nspecmvs should dited nUILO approved
labour inspections/interviews worker interactions. Cerlificates of completed training should be
provided to the importerlprocessor
Inspections both on a i in order
o identy potential cases of FL & HT
- Inspection records including number, type and nature of the inspections, shoud be provided
o the importer/processor on a quarterly basis
Inspectors should use an interview questionnaire that s designed to identiy indicators of
[forced labour and human trafficking as defined by the ILO
of completed as
part of baseline measurements.
\inspectoslaudiors ares (o mporters o pocessors condustng unamounced spot checks
of inspectionyinterview procedure
[Section 5. Factories
5.1 Information
511 Is. In supply ch lying RFVS cerliied seafood, processing requirements would be 53-RP NOT
factories in ts supply chains comply with the policies and | covered by the GSA Seafood Processing Standard / or a credible chain of custody standard. |INCLUDED)

e factory for s supply chains? These shoud be
competed at rogular intorvals throughout th yeer: at a rato
oorpriat accedi o rosus fh ris assessmont
and o satisty n rce but at a minimum of
once per year. A versions ratios from production
lne shoud be usad fo make suro that the mass-balance is
accurate

urate cor

512 (Can information be provided (o any other actor i the supply In our case, the raceabilty excercise has o be done | Processors should be able o provide Getals o the folowing
chain on the legaity and traceabilty of a product within a in @ maximum of 6h - RP B95.02 goods recop documenlaton aceabilybatc code
ma of four h ~«raceammy roconds bk o vessal
-product
Eyetoms e o verty Jgalyateveof processing
-mass
oo s ard o corticatos have been poopes
s this information easily accessible and are actors wiling to share this information? An
example of a guideiine on how to increase coherence and interoperabiity of information
systems and therefore help ease data sharing i the GDST Standard 1.0. hitps //raceabily-
dia dst-t
513 15 there a designated person(s) at he factory that s For the vessel this woul be (he responsibiiy of he skipper. [The company has to have a Qualty o Food Safely
responsile for ensuring that information relating o legaily Manager as usual,to provide the information
and raceabiity is compied, stored, reviewed managed and requested in ANNEX D- RP B95.02
avaiable for checks (e.g. audits)?
52 P trol
5.21 15 the production process defined, controlled and /5.3 & ANNEX D- RP B95.02
documented to ensure that the product meets the
roducts that o
the expectations o the end product users?
522 [Are product speciications, batch speciicalions, process 53 & ANNEX C, D- RP B95.02
monitoring, product testing, manufacturing site cleaning, and
other quaity control measures documented?
523 without any knowledge of the vendor shoud 2-RPB95.02
e avoided and therefore not present in supply chains. The
organization should ensure that all subconlractors meet al
ws and are included In traceabilty documentation
524 (Does he organization complete mass balance checks al 53 & ANNEX D- RP B95.02

labour

5.3 Ethics an
531

Does the organization have a polcy that addresses social
and ethical responsibiity (see 3.3.3, a) to g) for what to
include in the policy)?

[Section 1 of the RFVS states the requirements for Management Policies and Procedures for
the vessel (or vessel group management organizaton).

64-UNE
BE INCLUDED IN THE NEXT REVIEW)

poiey s n place Tt i il mapoig of i sefoed suply e and i on
ambiton for social and e affore

Supply chans ey m iers at al level

working wihin it

“unat &y 1 be &ceved wih 161, 1 and 31 party auds boing
Largete t those areas of e Suppl chain ha e 85564566 & b of igh and medium risk

[Does the organization apply this policy not only 1o the.
buidi

that the behaviours outined in the poiicy are expected of all
the actors in its supply chain, from suppiir to vessel
operations?

As above

6.4- UNE 195006
|ANNEX D.2- RP B95.02

Policies that address social and efhical responsibity
along the supply chain. Where this cannot be communicated, (e.g. on some occasions
suppliers do not know who they wil supply from in advance, efforts should be made to
communicate these poicies as soon as the supply chain s estabiished

here shou e  mechariam i lace thataows commuriaton ofthse pocies and
standarc

company § sourcng decison and ol te auppler dtarmine f £ can meet requrements
now and in the futu

[The polcy includes an allowance for new supply chains thal are seasonal or have short lead
times before supply to be mapped as soon as time allows, but that allregular supply chains
are to be mapped at the earliest opportunity.

A systemis established that deals wilh seasonal variance in supply chains by exception,
employs a risk-based approach to assessment to allow supply o occur, but outside of that

'e supply chain is understood and a demonstrable management system for assessment,
mitigation and remediation is happening.

Supply chain is well mapped and the policy has been in place for a sufficiently fong tme that
3rd party audits and certiication of all supply chain options are known and understood,
irrespective of volume and value being sourced,

Does the organization ensure that al any of s factories, a
review of its ethical and labour poicy and systems is
completed at least once per year to ensure that itis
addressing current industry concerns and that t complies
with any changes to the industry and supply chain
requirements?

[ANNEX D.2- RP B95.02

Is there a designated person(s) al each factory (o ensure
that workers are being treated ethically and that labour rights|
are being upheld? Translation services should be provided
for migrant workers to faciltate effective communication

Not defined

reporissues andany casesof abuse anonymously ot

] which
provies ansparen, i and confidental procedures o befolowed n o evert ofa

being puta sk of Any g
reportshou be nvesigated as  prioriy, ina fuly
transparent manner and by inclucin
reprosentat s where this does not apply —
o ioking NGO roprosentatues m the roview process

7O BE INCLUDED IN
NEXT VERSION OF UNE 195006

[Docs e orgarizaton prome abust bour sandads i
respoctiv governmens n h form of gl

rameworks that support "l or migrantlabour -
in their right to organize: o cotecive bargaining'

2.27 The appiicant shall have a policy in piace that respects he rights of every crew member
o be able to have freedom of association and the right to collective bargaining,

5.3 & ANNEX E- UNE 195006

5.4 Product tracking
5.4.1

g
[Where a fish product, unit or balch of fish products,
originates from fisheries,

[Traceabilty requirements for the RFVS are covered in Section 3 Calch Traceabilly

=

s there identification and tracking of products from each
source that enable products at final sale to be traceable to
single source and activity? The fish proc
dentication s uped or associated in ways to
alow verification of legal compliance and of claims related fo
sustainabilty or ishing methods

tor batch

Id be gr

wil be covered in the GSA Seafood Processing
Standard.

5.3 & ANNEX C, D- RP B95.02

Seafish lists UK regulations pertaining (o labeling, markeling and more:
d-labeling:

[Are unique unit identiiers present al each level of the
packaging hierarchy (e.g. from a paliet, a case or a
consumer item)?

[Covered in the GSA Seafood Processing Standard.

[ANNEX C, D22.23- RP B95.02
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Aspirational practice

31 General Cross-over with RFVS Cross-over with APR Notes ] Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant
543 [When a product s combined with other material products, | Covered in the GSA Seafood Processing Standard. [ANNEX C, D25:29- RP B95.02

[processed, reconfigured, or re-packaged, does the new

[roduct have its own unique product identiier?
544 [Covered in the GSA Seafood Processing Standard. ANNEX C, D- RP B95.02

Is the Inkage (audiable function) mainained between tis
[new product and is original inputs to maintain traceabity?
For finked (o th
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Section 3. Management

3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Aspirational practice

3.1.1 Does the organization have systems in place to 0.3]2.12.1 The facility shall prepare and implement |A company should have systems in place to manage critical aspects of legalty, that comply |A company sourcing policy explicitly stating its desire to |A management system is in place that includes processes |Full supply chain transparency is achieved with public
manage critical aspects of legality? These should standard operating procedures, quality with EU IUU ion, relevant policy, and labor ions. These systems  |avoid buying IUU fish - which also makes reference to  |to manage information verification and traceability. Where ~|reporting of policy, practices, supply chains. Full supply
comply with requirements such as the EU IUU , food safety pi should include: the Modern Slavery Act if UK based - or other relevant |practical, a 3rd party audit of management system (e.g. chain reporting traceability using the GDST data
Regulation, relevant policy, standards and labour social accountability procedures, and work +Traceability - third party management system certification such as BRC/IFS will help to statutory due diligence requirements is written and BRC, IFS or GSA) or processing standard are in place, to |requirements.
conventions. These systems should include instructions for all processes and operations having |ensure a management system is in place, as will MSC chain of custody, although these do  |available. The policy includes the desire to engage with |ensure traceability. The company is a member of GDST

forma an effect on product safety, legality and quality. | not specifically cover aspects for IUU the supply chain to transition/improve supply chains that |and is working with suppliers to capture the relevant KDEs.
and transparency. *Processes have been risk assessed and identified as in need of
9.4.1 Products shall be packed in bags, boxes or | +Information verification i The policy is i toall
master cartons, britestack pallets (i.e. +Transparency suppliers, and basic procedures to check product,
canned) that are properly labeled with all supply chain (including EU IUU Regulation catch
information, including allergens, as required by certificates), vessels, and suppliers are legal as far as it
local legislation and legislation of the country is practical to check.
of destination.

312 Do the managers of the organization engage on  |Implementation of GDST standards to 2.5.1 The facility’s senior management shall Company managers should engage on improvement work with other suppliers or actors in  |A list containing all products and stock keeping The company seafood sourcing policy is formally All SKUs have been risk assessed, all high risk
improvement work with other suppliers or actors  |improve traceability requires to engage all |demonstrate their commitment to the the supply chain by: units/SKUs is available within the business, which details |acknowledged by all suppliers. The list of products and | products have been mitigated, so that the majority of
in the supply chain (e.g. audits, reviews, site of the supply chain. Moreover, GDST s and +Conducting audits and reviews basic information of source fishery and supply chain.  |suppliers has been risk assessed and categorised it |sources are low or medium risk. All suppliers are
visits, etc.)? may be used in conjunction with other p of all el ts of the Quality ~Conducting regular site visits, engaging in fishery or aquaculture improvement projects that |Sufficient information is collected to warrant that the high, medium or low risk according to the company policy, [working to achieve sustained low risk categorisation

certifications which may include audits, ~|Management System in order to ensure specifically tackle IUU relevant issues, supporting research, and advocating for legislation  |seafood being purchased is legally caught, and that with high risk products and high risk suppliers having with routine risk assessment and monitoring systems
site visits etc. compliance with the entire scope of the Seafood adoption and effective implementation 'when sold, is labelled accurately. All suppliers have either written and agreed improvement plans, or are established to maintain this.
Processing Standard received copies of company policies and internal risk working to have agreed plans within an agreed timeframe.
are either being considered, are |Audits of high risk supply chains are taking place, ideally
in the process of being developed, or an existing using third parties, or are being arranged.
mechanism is adopted, so that where needed, supply
chain improvements can be identified

313 Where improvement work identifies corrective 2.1.5 The Quality and Food Safety Management | Support in the form of approvaliverbal, finances, time, meetings, etc. should be given to the |As above As above As above
actions that can be completed to satisfy the Systems shall: supplier or supply chain actor in need in need of corrective actions, in order to satisfy the
organization's standards/policies, is support (e.g. 2.1.5.5 Implement action necessary to achieve organization's standards/policies. Evidence of this support should be able to be provided
approvallverbal, finances, time, meetings, etc.) planned results and continual upon request.
given to the supplier or actor? improvement.

3.14 Is all seafood in the supply chain of the of GDST 9.1.1 Facilities that source raw material from A process is in place which is actively trying to achieve |The established policy has been expanded to include all All seafood within the scope of the company's seafood
organization addressed using the same systems |requires the same level of scrutiny for all |both wild-caught and farm-raised sources shall the same level of traceabiliy, based on a risk assessed |sources of seafood whether for direct human buying is either assessed as being low risk, having
and level of scrutiny? Traceability and legality seafood. properly identify, segregate and label products basis, for all sources of seafood that are within the consumption, as a marine ingredient, or other route to been traced back to source, or is within a process, with
should be a minimum requirement for all seafood. from different wild-caught and/or aquaculture scope of the policy. The scope might initially be limited, | market. the aim to be achieved in a time-bound commitment.

sources and shallindicate any relevant so that the process and practices of mapping and supply

certifications. chain interrogation are being established. When defining
the scope of the sourcing policy, consideration of volume
of trade and potential influence on the supply chain
should be made.

3.2 The IlUU

321 Does the organization document which of the GDST implementation would uniquely 9.4.1 Products shall be packed in bags, boxes or  |A company should document which of the seafood products they sell are covered by the EU |A system is established that is gathering data on the All base information is being routinely collected without any [Best practice information is routinely available with
products they sell are covered by the EU IUU label units going to EU and those not. master cartons, britestack pallets (i.e. 1UU Regulation within their buying specifications and their supplier approval lists. These supply chains of the company so that within as shorta |gaps in data, along with additional catch information such |additional information documenting declared retained
Regulation? canned) that are properly labeled with all include: time as possible they know which products fall under the |as bycatch and total catch of vessel during trip, plus list of |catch data quantity and product form per box, batch or

information, including allergens, as required by «Allimports of fresh and frozen, wild marine capture fishery products, both whole and EU IUU Regulation. This will have all legally required all vessels used to supply, vessel identifiers, flag, landing ~ [tank, as well as details on beneficial ownership,
local legislation and legislation of the country |processed information such as: species name, fishing gear/method, [port/s, and details of any transhipment. background of captain, and other elements as explained|
of destination. +Imports into the EU including catches made by non-EU vessels landed directly in an EU sea area of capture, date of catch and landing available in detail elsewhere, providing full supply chain
port, or landed in a third country port and subsequently exported to the EU, whether to them, so that ultimately they can determine which transparency.
processed or not processed regulations apply to the products.
+Imports into the EU including catches made by EU vessels, landed and imported in a third
country and from there imported in the EU, whether processed or not
*Exports from EU, including those with a catch certificate if required by a third country
More information on the EU IUU Regulation can be found at: http://www.iuuwatch.eu/new-
322 Does the organization have management Applying GDST standards takes the EU |2.12.1 The facility shall prepare and implement | A company should have management systems in place that cover the requirements of the | Full supply chain traceability is desired and stated within | Traceability systems capture all steps of people, product | Al products are sourced using an established

systems in place covering the requirements of the
EU IUU Regulation (if sold)?

1UU requirements into account.

standard operating procedures, quality

, food safety pi
social accountability procedures, and work
instructions for all processes and operations having
an effect on product safety,
legality and quality.

EU IUU Regulation if it sells any of the products covered by this Regulation. Management
systems will include traceability system and policy, incoming raw material lot assessment,
and performance reporting which specifically covers IUU related topics such as ports of
landing, timely presentation of catch certificates, cross checking UVis.

a sourcing policy that is communicated to suppliers.
Information on both seafood sources and people
involved within the supply chain should begin to be
collected either by the buyer or its supplier, with a
system being developed to manage and assess the
information being collected.

and process through which the seafood passes or is
handled, as well as collating catch certificates for species
covered by the EU IUU Regulation. Verification of this
information happens routinely via internal or third party
audit, which informs what actions need to be taken to be
able to continue sourcing products of high risk

monitoring system that collects information on the
seafood and people involved in the supply chains, with
data collected in accordance with GDST KDE
principles. All products are classified as low risk for IUU
and labour risks by third parties.

3.3 Policies a

d Processes

3.3.1 General

3.3.1.1

Are documented policies and processes in place
that provide requirements for full chain traceabilty
to be ensured?

9.0 Traceability Management

9.1.2 Proper identification shall be maintained
for each lot, for each wild-caught and farmraised
source, on all documents and at each step of
the process flow from raw material

The PAS 1550 defines full chain traceabilty as the "linkage from the point of capture to the
consumer of one stage of production at a time, from any stage of production to any other
point along the entire supply chain (often through documentation)”. In other words, capturing
product information that tracks it at every stage of the supply chain from vessel to retailer.

Full chain traceability policies and processes should outline but are not limited to: how risk is

, handling,
storage and dispatch. Records shall be
maintained to ensure product identity and
demonstrate that products from wild-caught
and aquaculture sources and those from certified
and non-certified sources are not
mixed.

type of data required, methodology of data collection, frequency of data collection,
audit schedule, and response to gaps in data.

The co-mingling of seafood from different sources can pose challenges to achieving full chain

. As such, may use a of
and schemes to inform full chain traceability policies and processes. Some examples include
the British Retail Consortium Global Standard (BRCGS) for food safety and the Global
Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) standard.

Supply chains are in the process of being mapped with
information of vessel identifiers, species name, FAO
stock and sub area of capture, flag State, fishing trip
dates, including landing date, being collected. The fact
that this information is required to be collected is stated
in a company sourcing policy or specification that has
been communicated to all suppliers.

In addition to the base requirements that are supplied for all
purchases, supply chains are fully mapped and declared,
including retained catch data quantity, and product form in
box, batch or tank, plus fishing method and gear,
Transhipment dates, name of carrier, dates and catch
consignment details are required from suppliers. Third
party certified chain of custody and traceability systems
are in place and KDEs using the GDST Standard are being
collected.

‘Allinformation required in best practise is provided by
supply chain in a timely and transparent manner that
fully conforms to the GDST KDE standard. The whole
supply chain is transparent with people and seafood
ir fully and veri ion/ validation
are to demonstrate [
Digital traceabilty system is in place providing
traceability at will.
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3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Aspirational practice

3312 Are policies and processes audited and have the A seafood sourcing policy is in place that makes Policies and processes are audited annually to ensure that
contents reviewed on, at a minimum, an annual reference to the company ambition that both it, and its the assessment of IUU risk within the supply chain is
basis in case changes or amendments are implementation, will be reviewed and audited on an sufficient to manage risk.
required to be made? annual basis.

3313 Are reports produced (at least annually) on the As above Policies and processes are audited annually to not only
implementation and monitoring of the policies and assess the assessment of IUU risk within the supply

that are in place to address risks? chain, but also to assess the implementation of the risk
mitigation improvement processes.

33.14 Are policies and processes available upon 'The company has a seafood sourcing policy that is The company seafood sourcing policy is communicated to [ The company seafood sourcing policy and its
request and made available to other actors in the communicated to suppliers and available to customers  |and acknowledged by suppliers, with a functioning process for \t are well I
supply chain within seven days of such a request upon request, with basic processes to assess suppliers. |to assess suppliers and their supply chains. customers know their suppliers’ supply chains, and are
being made? aware of the work being undertaken within them.

3315 Are policies and processes demonstrated to have A document setting out policies and procedures should be shared within the supply chain. It |Evidence that seafood sourcing policies and IUU risk  Acknowledgement is received from both suppliers and ing polices and pi are
been communicated throughout the supply chain is good practice to ask suppliers to acknowledge that they have received and are available and shared with ~ |customers that the company policies and procedures are |regularly reviewed and form part of a supplier
to, at a minimum, the stage before and the stage policies and p , and that this is C should be provided in the |direct suppliers and customers can be shown. understood and complied with. Policy and p are process that is
after the processor/importer? event that suppliers indicate they do not understand policies and/or procedures. reviewed on a minimum annual basis and confirmation that |and demonstrated to work. In addition, purchasing

they are understood by suppliers is in place. policies are distributed and acnowledged by all stages
and actors in the supply chain.

3316 Is the organization able to demonstrate Itis the of any ization to and observe the laws and regulations | Supply chain is being mapped for all seafood sources, | All seafood supply chains are mapped and the relevant | Legislation applicable to each source of seafood is
compliance and implementation of all of the in any territory in which they operate. The recommendations in this PAS help an organization |which includes the desire to understand the pertinent legislation applicable to each of them is known. Steps to known and if it is not fully implemented, government
required and to gain this understanding in relation to the legality of seafood and the working conditions of  |local, national, regional, and international legislation assess the quality of regulations in place and level of advocacy is being undertaken to address the regulation
(dependent on the supply chain and market)? workers in the seafood supply chain. applicable to the seafood, so that in time the legality of implementation is in place, with either consideration being |issues, or steps have already been agreed to ensure

the seafood harvesting and employment practices being |given to government advocacy to encourage the gaps in  |full regulation implementation will occur in a known
! can be warranted. legislation, or implementation to be filled or already timescale. RFVS certification of vessels is widely
happening. Third party certification such as RFVS is being |adopted within the supply chain.
used to warrant vessel legality

3.3.2 Due diligence through risk

3.3.2.1 Does the i conduct risk of GDST 9.1.4 The procedures and records shall clearly |A company should complete due diigence through risk assessment on all of its supply The need for supply chains to be mapped back to vessel| All seafood supply chains have been mapped, risk ‘All seafood supply chains have been risk assessed on
on all of the supply chains from which it sources |facilitates risk assessments as it helps to |show controls and traceability at ALL steps: chains. The level of risk in supply chains can be reduced by identifying and taking mitigation |or group of vessels, so that the IUU risk of individual assessments have been completed for all, with risk numerous occasions, all previously assessed high risk
and be able to demonstrate that it does so? The |gather information to determine the level |chain of custody evidence from the outsourced actions or such as ing future i or engaging in improvement supply sources can be identified and then risk categorisations made and in the case of high risk sources, [sources have either been mitigated or are no longer
level of risk in supply chains can be reduced by  |of risk. entity (country of origin, for example), on processes with the supply chain. A company should prioritize its use of each supply chain  |assessed, has been communicated to suppliers. This  |improvement plans agreed. Consideration to volume of  |supplying, leaving minimal medium risk and the majority
identifying and taking mitigation actions or the way to the outsourced entity, during handling,  |according to the findings of the risk assessments. communication should include a timeframe within which |seafood purchased from an individual source, and of sources being considered low risk.
measures. Attention is drawn to the BRC production, labeling or storage at the +Ranking and assigning metrics that will evaluate results against factors such as the level of |this task should be completed. Using the BRC advisory |confidence in regulation and of the supply chain, will inform
Advisory Note for the UK Supply Chain on How to outsourced entity, and during transport away from | risk, volume and importance of the supply chain to the business, is subject to the needs of an|note, the company has begun to determine what risks it [the metrics of the risk assessment, as well as mitigation
Avoid IUU Fishery the outsourced entity. individual company finds acceptable within supply chains and is formulating |and improvements steps that can be taken.

3.6.1 The facility shall have a documented food +The risk assessment system should demonstrate and document that for each supply arisk assessment matrix with which to assess the
fraud vulnerability assessment procedure chain, an assessment and any required actions have been applied. For example, if a supply i ion being collected from its supply chains.
(VACCP Vulnerability Assessment Critical chain is identified as higher risk, it will require additional verification for the company to assure

Control Points) in place to identify potential its integrity

vulnerability and prioritize food fraud mitigation Risk assessments should be reviewed on a regular basis e.g. monthly, annually, biannually

measures.

3322 Does the organization prioritize its use of each Companies should conduct risk analyses to help minimize and mitigate the risk of IUU fish The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that  |Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place.  [Advocacy activity is well established with high and
supply chain from which it sources according to entering their supply chains, importantly aiming for assured traceabilty to legal origin. the company endeavours to purchase seafood from low [Government and industry advocacy is happening (and | moderate risk source issues having been addressed
the findings of the risk assessments? See example risk assessment to determine appropriate action. risk/low impact sources and aims to move its sources |which you are following and engaging in where practical) | through completion of their improvement plans, or are

Where the risk assessment produces a moderate to high risk of IUU or information is and buying over time to achieve this. The sourcing policy |for high risk sources, and plans are being ped for  |able to tr continued i to change.
missing, the sourcing decision should reflect the level of risk. has been communicated to the company’s suppliers. low and moderate risk sources where i need |Where ir plans have been shown to not yield|
to be made. Where risk assessments have been change, the company can show that purchasing
jons or impi plans |volumes have been reduced or buying suspended.
are not yielding the desired change, the company can
demonstrate that these factors influence ongoing buying
decisions by communicating to the governments and
relevant supply chain actors, that continued inaction could
lead to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in extreme
cases the cessation of buying altogether - whether
individually, or as part of a government led trade sanction.
3323 Does the risk assessment system demonstrate The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that | Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place. | Advocacy activity is well established with high and

and document that for each supply chain an

assessment and any required actions have been

applied, that are appropriate according to the

results of the risk assessments and prioritization
?

the company endeavours to purchase seafood from low
risk/low impact sources and aims to move its sources
and buying over time to achieve this. The sourcing policy
has been communicated to the company’s suppliers

Government and industry advocacy is happening (and
which you are following and engaging in where practical)
for high risk sources, and plans are being developed for
low and moderate risk sources where i need

moderate risk source issues having been addressed
through completion of their improvement plans or are
able to demonstrate continued commitment to change.

to be made. Where risk assessments have been

or imp plans
are not yielding the desired change, the company can
demonstrate that these factors influence ongoing buying
decisions by communicating to the governments and
relevant supply chain actors, that continued inaction could
lead to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in extreme
cases the cessation of buying altogether - whether
individually, or as part of a government led trade sanction

Where i plans have been shown to not
yield change, the company can show that purchasing
volumes have been reduced or buying suspended.
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3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Aspirational practice

3324 Are risk assessments reviewed on a regular 3.6.2 The food fraud plan and risk assessment shall The seafood sourcing policy includes a statement that | Improvement plans for all high risk sources are in place Risk assessments are able to show that over time, and
basis (e.g. monthly, annually, bi-annually, etc.) be reviewed, at minimum, annually. the company endeavours to purchase seafood from low |and risk assessments undertaken on a six or 12-month  |with established advocacy activity, high and moderate
depending on the level of risk, or if something risk/low impact sources and aims to move its sources | basis dependent upon the level of risk identified. risk source issues having been addressed, giving
changes? The risk assessments should be and buying over time to achieve this. The sourcing policy | Government and industry advocacy is happening (and transition to low risk outcomes through completion of
completed at a minimum annually, and then at has been communicated to the company’s suppliers which you are following and engaging in where practical)  |their improvement plans, o are able to demonstrate
least six-monthly for supply chains identified as for high risk sources, and plans are being ped for d i to change. Where impi
higher risk. low and moderate risk sources where improvements need |plans have been shown to not yield change, the

to be made. Where risk assessments have been company can show purchasing volumes have been
or imp plans |reduced or buying suspended.

are not yielding the desired change, the company can

demonstrate that these factors influence ongoing buying

decisions by communicating to the governments and

relevant supply chain actors, that continued inaction could

lead to a reduction in volume of purchases, or in extreme

cases the cessation of buying altogether - whether

individually, or as part of a government led trade sanction.

3.3.3 Decent working conditions

3.3.3.1 Has the organization established and uses Implementation of GDST standards 5.8.4 There shall be a written worker grievance ‘The company recognises and understands the need for | The policies are communicated to second and third tier Company policies are shown to be working properly,
policies, practices and confidential reporting and  |allows an organization to gather process, made available to all workers, that decent working conditions, it is mapping its supply suppliers with assessments being undertaken either i~ |with all supply chain actors known and proactively
assurance systems at every worker facility in all |information where such policies along |allows for the anonymous reporting of chains to identify where its policies need to apply, and  |house or through third parties. participating in policy implementation, assessment and
countries where fisheries products are sourced? |their supply chains exist and where gaps |grievances to management without fear of has policies in place that outiine this ambition and those remedy. Confidential reporting mechanisms have been
This should allow all workers to have the abilty to |occur. retaliation. policies have been communicated to suppliers one step made available to all employees within the supply chain
report labour infringements, unfair working down the supply chain. and demonstrable steps able to be shown that remedy
conditions or associated unlawful treatment as issues found.
necessary.

3332 Is each of these systems supported by a 5.8.4 There shall be a written worker grievance  |A company should be able to request and view the processes in place at any point along the |Processes are in place that collect data and make that |The buyer or the buyer's representative agent has Independent assessment and reporting of the seafood
transparent process available upon request as process, made available to all workers, that supply chain, which ensure that workers have the ability to report labour infringements, unfair |data available for inspection by the buyer or the buyer's |uninhibited access to an established system in which supply chain work places is taking place, with a system
part of supply chain audits, and be equally allows for the anonymous reporting of working conditions, unlawful treatment, etc. representative agents, so that decent working conditions |workers within the supply chain are able to highlight without in place that can remedy any issues as they are
applicable for workers with or without union grievances to management without fear of of people within the supply chain can be assessed. risk of sanction, where labour infring etc. are ighlig
representation? retaliation. Where the company is not able to obtain evidence of such processes, this lack of information happening. Further to the reporting mechanism, mitigating

should result in the company receiving a higher risk rating and mitigating measures measures are being taken to remedy any issues found.
undertaken.

3333 Are confidential reporting processes established 5.8.1 Facilities shall respect the rights of The company policies and processes should at a Confidential reporting are and Confidential reporting processes are established and
and maintained with associated policies and workers to associate, organize, and bargain minimum establish the ambition that confidential reporting |maintained in all tier one supply chains and work is ongoing|maintained in all suppliers within the company’s supply
practices embedded throughout the corporate collectively (or refrain from doing so) without the processes should be put in place where supply chain |in tier two and three suppliers to achieve this. chains and evidence to support this can be provided
culture led at senior board level? need of prior authorization from mapping and interrogation highlights that they are not

management. Facilities shall not interfere with, already there.
restrict, or prevent such activities and
shall not discriminate against or retaliate
against workers exercising their right to
ion in with ir {
labor standards.
3334 Are all complaints from workers dealt with The company policies and processes should at a Complaints from workers can be shown to be dealt with | C tial reporting are and
jecti and through ir minimum establish the ambition that ial reporting | objectil and . maintained in all suppliers within the company’ supply
and impartial reviews leading to a remedy where processes should be put in place where supply chain chains, redress is an ongoing practice where required,
applicable? These remedies should end the mapping and interrogation highlights that they are not and evidence to support what action has been taken
infringement, unfair working condition or already there. can be provided.
associated unlawful treatment and provide
retrospective financial compensation to the
worker and referral to legal authorities where
individuals have broken the law. Complaints and
associated remedies should be documented and
available for external scrutiny, with safeguards
taken to protect the identity of victims.
3335 Is social responsibility addressed explicitly in the 5.8 Freedom of Association and Collective

policies and processes of the organization, by
including as a minimum?

« freedom of association;

« the right of workers to organize;

« forced labour;

« minimum age of workers;

« child labour;

+ equal remuneration; and

« discrimination.

Bargaining

5.4 Forced, Bonded, Indentured, Trafficked and
Prison Labor

5.5 Child Labor and Young Workers

5.7 Discrimination, Discipline, Abuse and
Harassment

3.4 Traceability
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3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Aspirational practice

3.4.1 Are records of traceability kept that demonstrate [GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: Vessel data  |9.1.2 Proper identification shall be maintained |The Future of Fish, in collaboration with FishWise, Global Food Traceability Center and The ccmpany has a seafood sourcnng policy that Suppliers are providing lot or batch A fully digitised system is in place, giving
whether or not a product originates from a source |(including vessel registration, for each lot, for each wild-caught and farmraised |WWF, developed a preliminary guide for industry working towards full-chain the need for of its seafood that allows the sourcing company to assess and verify the [secure, end-to-end traceability of the KDESs in a format
where reliable evidence of legality (e.g. transhipment vessel registration), catch  |source, on all documents and at each step of the https://fishwise.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/OSMI-Trace-Collab_Taking-the-First- Sieps' products on a lot or batch basis, to aid its control and credentials of the seafood it is buying. The information compliant with the GDST standard.
registration, licensing, catch documentation and  |data (including catch area, fishery process flow from raw material Towards-Seafood-Traceability.pdf of food safety, ility, labour and supplied should be provided in a format that conforms to
compliance records) is available? /f i is ot improvement project, vessel trip date(s), |receiving, handiing, processing, packaging, storage associated environmental impacts, including avoidance |the GDST KDESs. For IUU catch documentation, the links
possible to trace to the origin of the seafood, this |date(s) of cap(ure gear type, production |and dispatch. Records shall be This guide links to useful r ur including a of key data of IUU by warranting that it is caught legally. and references within this document should be consulted.
should trigger an and the melhod) and licenses maintained to ensure product identity and elements (KDEs) across certification schemes, governmental organizations, industries, et
of steps to remedy the situation. fishing i harvest that products from wild-caught https://fishwise.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/2017.05.25_KDEs-for-Seafood-Compilation-

certification, harvest certification chain of [and aquaculture sources and those from certified |of-Resources Final -1-1.pdf
custody, transhipment authorization, and non-certified sources are not
landing authorization) mixed An example of traceability compliance can be found in the ISO standard document
Implementation of GDST standards 9.3.1 Wild-Caught Raw Material - The facility shall [Traceability of finfish products’ (12875:2011):
enables traceability to the origin of the keep an up-to-date list of all wild-caught raw https://www.iso.org/standard/52084.html
seafood to further verify claims of legality. |material suppliers, including the quantity supplied

by each

9.3.2 Farm-Raised Raw Material- Facilities shall

maintain documented farm data for all farm

deliveries received from all BAP certified and

non-certified farm suppliers to include the

below information

342 Does the organization complete data (or data The "authoritative data source” within the [9.2.3 Where a facility's traceability system consists ‘The company has a seafood sourcing policy that Afully digitised e-traceability system is in place, giving
system) verification exercises to verify the Basic Universal List of KDEs helps to of paper records, separate documents, establishes the need for traceability of its seafood secure, end-to-end traceability of the KDEs in a format
authenticity of data entering the traceability verify data by indicating the source of forms, notebooks and/or files, this information shall products on a lot or batch basis, to aid its control and compliant with the GDST standard.
system? validity of the KDE information. be transferred to a computer database or of food safety, ility, labour and

spreadsheet to allow for transmission and associated environmental impacts, including avoidance
verification of electronic data. of IUU by warranting that it is caught legally.

9.2.4 Where a facility’s traceability system uses an

online system or computer database, the

facity shall keep copies of the documents or

records that were used to transfer the data

to the electronic system in order to allow verification

of the information in the electronic

system.

343 Does information gathered, stored and processed [The GDST enables full chain traceability |9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a The company has a seafood sourcing policy that Through a combination of routine and spot-check A fully digitised e-traceability system is in place, giving
on traceability enable full chain traceability to be  |through unique identification of logistical ~ [system in place that ensures up-to-date, and establishes the need for traceability of its seafood traceability audits, the company is able to verify the secure, end-to-end traceability of the KDEs in a format
assured transparently? units and standardized data formats for ~ |easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm- products on a lot or batch basis, to ald its control and accuracy and authenticity of some, if not all of the data compliant with the GDST standard.

KDEs necessary for seafood traceability |raised raw material suppliers. The of food safety, , labour and provided by its suppliers, and it is actively exploring how
esp for IUU. facility shall maintain documented records and associated environmental impacts, includlng this ir ion can be captured and shared
quantities for all finished product of IUU by warranting that it is caught legally. with its customers or other stakeholders.
production lots to include the below information

344 Are all traceability systems, and all claims based [Implementation of GDST standards Traceability can be defined as "the systematic ability to access any or all information relating |A policy and process for assessing claims and sourcing | There is a formal documented process in place for Third party scrutiny is employed to warrant the in-house|
on them, subject to external verification requires digital storage of traceability data to a food under consideration, throughout its entire life cycle, by means of recorded credentials is in place or under development. assessing claims. Third party guidance is used as the ~ |assessment of claims being made. Full transparency of
mechanisms and regular independent audits? which facilitates accessibility of data for identifications" (WWF traceability principles, 2015). It is important to note that this is different basis for making voluntary claims beyond the legally all seafood sources is being made public to such an
Traceability data should be accessible during verification and audits. to transparency, which focuses on what information is shared, with which stakeholders, and required consumer information. Such guidance could be in |extent that routine verification by independent third
verification checks and audts. at what frequency the form of third party certfication logo/brand guidelines, or [parties is possible at wil, and the supply chain owner

via pl e.g. and the supply chain willingly engages to help the
The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0 provides guidelines on Seafood Coalition, Seafood Task Force verification process.
enhancing interoperability of traceability systems to help enable full chain traceability and
improve data verifiability: https:/traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-1-0-materials/

345 Is traceability provided by the vessel or group of |GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: all vessel 9.3.4 Finished Product - Facilities shall have a Traceback exercises can be conducted to test if traceability is provided by the vessel or A policy is in place that requires one up and one down | Supply chains are fully mapped, traceability back to supply [GDST KDEs are in use for all supply chains, and all

vessels that caught the seafood? data, including for transhipments if system in place that ensures up-to-date, and group of vessels that caught the seafood. Companies should already have a range of traceability but includes a requirement that all fish and vessel or group of vessels (including transhipment vessels (including any involved in transhipment) are
applicable easily it data of all wild: ght and farm- in place, to which additional aspects relating to IUU can be added. seafood is traceable back to the source vessel or group |vessels) is in place and can be demonstrated within a present on government registers and the global record.
Implementation of GDST standards raised raw material suppliers. The Where barriers exist, for example data loss due to auction sales or lack of transparency from|of vessels that it comes from. The policy may include an |reasonable timeframe, taking into account variables such |Beneficial owners are known, and traceability can be
enables traceabilty to the vessel. facility shall maintain documented records and certain vessels, the risk of IUU products should be considered elevated. ambition that all KDEs within GDST will be provided by a |as global time differences, public holidays, weekends etc. |demonstrated on every occasion within 4 hours.
quantities for all finished product future date by suppliers. Mapping of supply chains is  [GDST KDEs are being collected and are available to the
production lots to include the below information: Itis recognised that not all supply chains may be fully traceable, and companies may want to |taking place, along with the creation of vessel lists. buyer. Action plans are agreed with supply chains where
+ Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel work with their suppliers to improve this. Some companies may choose, for example, to work required traceability information is missing. Vessel lists
with suppliers to develop traceability improvement projects or initiatives with time-bound include UVIs for all vessels. Additional data such as ports
deliverables. There are links to publicly available traceability standards and guidelines of landing, beneficial owners of vessels etc. is being
included in the PAS 1550, which can help to fulfil requirements and risk assessment collected, but may not always be present.
and inform an impi project o initiative. More are included in the
“"shared resources" section.
The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0, provides guidelines on
ir P y of ity systems to help enable full chain traceability, improve
dala verifiability and ease data sharing: https://traceability-dialogue.org/core-documents/gdst-
aterials/
346 Are traceback exercises carried out at a 2.10.3 The supplier approval program shall include |DNA testing of fish can be used to support claims of legality, inform risk assessments, and

frequency based on risk assessment and in a
timescale that is appropriate for the origin of the
seafood?

all suppliers described under 2.10.1. The program
shall also include criteria for approval, and the
facility's policy and/or procedure for temporary use
of unapproved suppliers. Examples of criteria for
approval:

+ Suppliers must have traceability systems in
place to allow trace-backs to vessel or
wholesaler for wild-caught or individual farm for
farmed species

support traceback exercises to seafood origin. Seafish has produced a comprehensive
guide on the uses of DNA testing seafood that includes a list of well-established DNA
databases:

The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to
ensure that product purchased can be reliably traced
back to the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The
frequency of traceback exercises is based on a risk

https://www.seafish.org/ iblications/SeafishGuidetoDNAT 201312.pd

taking into account publicly known risk

i

factors for each specific supply chain.

The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to
ensure that product purchased can be reliably traced back
to the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The frequency of
traceback exercises is based on an in-depth risk
assessment, taking into account detailed supply chain
information derived from supplier inspections, audits or
SAQs.

Traceability is verified on an ongoing basis through
electronic supply chain tools such GDST compliant e-
traceability systems. System operation is checked
manually on a regular basis to ensure full operability and|
compliance with expected norms.
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347 Does the organization complete random Not part of the standards themselves, but |A3 3.2 Once the lots are selected by the auditor |Random traceback exercises to verify traceability are typically conducted for food safety The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to The buyer conducts regular traceback exercises to The origin of seafood supplied should be consistently
traceback exercises that are able to verify full this is a function that is assumed through |for tracing, the results for all of them combined reasons. Some examples of food safety standards that require this include the BRC Global ~|ensure that product purchased can be reliably traced ensure that product purchased can be reliably traced back |demonstrated to the seafood company within 48 hours
traceability from point of sale to source within 48 |implementation of GDST. shall be Standard (BRCGS) for Food Safety, IFS Food Standard 6.1, and GSA Seafood Processing |back to the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The to the source fishery/fishing vessel(s). The frequency of [of such a request being made. Companies that have
hours? achieved in no more than one half-day (6 Standards. As such, information relevant to IUU can be collected, e.g. through commercial  |frequency of traceback exercises is based on a risk traceback exercises is based on an in-depth risk suppliers with BRC Global Standard/IFS or a GSSI

hours) transaction process, and stored alongside food safety information. assessment, taking into account publicly known risk assessment, taking into account detailed supply chain recognised chain of custody in place, will be able to
factors for each specific supply chain. information derived from supplier inspections, audits or deliver this expectation whilst those without such
If traceback exercises cannot be conducted for certain supply chains or products, this SAQs. certification will have built this capability into their own
should be taken into i when ing a risk and i supply chain
should consider working with their supply chains to improve traceability. Refer to the "shared
resources" section for common traceability guidelines and standards that can serve as a
basis for traceability improvement projects or initiatives.

348 Are sales transactions between actors in the Implementation of GDST standards 9.1.2 Proper identification shall be maintained The buyer is able to correlate physical stock Batch and lot number are detailed on purchase documents |Product is traced at all stages of manufacture, storage
supply chain accompanied and traced by unitor  |enables to match sales transactions. for each lot, for each wild-caught and farmraised components with the associated paperwork through and these facilitate traceability back to source fishery and |and distribution, through a ive end-to-end e
batch numbers on or accompanying invoices? To |Purchase orders and other information source, on all documents and at each step of the simple accounting tools such as invoice numbers or lot  [supply vessels for product at all stages of manufacture, traceability tool.
allow effective tracking of products, all buyers can be included in EPCIS. Batchllots process flow from raw material receiving, codes. storage or distribution.
and sellers should be able to match sales 'should be able to be traced to handling, processing, packaging, storage and
transactions between them. transactions, but this isn't explicitly dispatch. Records shall be

spoken to in the standard. maintained to ensure product identity and
demonstrate that products from wild-caught
and aquaculture sources and those from certified
and non-certified sources are not mixed.

349 Does the organization cooperate with the relevant 1.0 Regulatory Management 'The company has an "open door and cooperation policy"|Company hosts visits (or demonstrates a wilingness to The company is able to demonstrate that it complies
competent authorities (that conduct active and for domestic government and enforcement agencies. host visits) from domestic government compliance with all government interactions, advocates for
effective regulatory oversight and verification) by ities and to any request by |improved compliance regime implementation and
using effective compliance and enforcement supplying information in a timely manner. Either directly or |encourages its supply chain to do the same.
mechanisms? via industry associations/trade bodies or other

ions, the company its willing
to provide input to consultations, meet with government
officials and support government policy implementation,
where relevant to its seafood sourcing

3.4.10 In order to ensure consistency in the requests for |Implementation of GDST standards See 9.3.4 requirements The company seafood sourcing policy builds on the The seafood company is able to demonstrate: In addition to the best practice information, the seafood
information in supply chains, is the following requires the collection of this information |~ Facility certification number need for traceability by noting the minimum set of -vessel identity (home port, name, flag), registration, and | buyer will also have access to:
information collected (via request) and associated |as defined in the KDE list. All custodian + Supplier name and address including country information it expects to be collected and available to the |where issued, IMO or other UVI number +vessel call sign
with the products? identity data (i.e. product owner and + Species of fish, both scientific name and common next stage of the supply chain, for the products it buys. |+location of catch [e.g. specific location of fishery, FAO +GPS coordinates of catch
« vessel identity (home port, name, flag and call |information provider) which is necessary |or commercial name The basis of the minimum information derives from EU  |codes, EEZ's ISO country code, relevant Regional ~quantities (in kg) of catch
sign), registration and, where issued IMO or other |for the proper documentation of individual |+ Product form at the time of landing including IUU/US SIMP and GDST KDEs, and this ambition is Fisheries Management Organization (RFMO) «person/enterprise with custody and ownership after
UVI number; EPCIS events—is treated separately as [quantity and weight communicated within the sourcing policy or product «fishing license and validity landing.

« location of catch [e.g. GPS coordinates, specific |EPCIS “technical data” + Date harvested/production date (process date or specification to its seafood suppliers. +species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code

location of fishery, FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: all vessel date code) +fishing method used Not all of this information will accompany the product at
country code, relevant Regional Fisheries data, all catch data, all transhipment data, |+ FAO statistical area of harvest +fishing dates of capture every stage, but the information should be maintained
Management Organization (RFMO)]; all landing data, certifications and licenses |+ Country of first landing ~quantities (in kg) of catch and available on request.

« fishing license and validity; (including fishing authorization, harvest |- Country of origin sign and

« species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and |certificaiton, harvest certification chain of |+ Date landed declaration of any transhipment at sea

code; custody, transhipment authorization, + Name of entity to which the fish was first landed or transhipment information will include the receiving vessel

« fishing method used; landing authorization), all traceable object |delivered including: name, telephone, and email name, and where applicable, the IMO number or other UVI

« fishing dates of capture; information. address of contact person number

« quantities (in kg) of catch; + Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel

« date/arealposition/estimated weight/call sign and « Vessel permit or license number Not all of this information will accompany the product at

declaration of any transhipment at sea. This wil « Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name or every stage, but the information should be maintained and

include the receiving vessel name and where registration number) available on request.

applicable the IMO number or other UVI number; « Specific type of fishing gear used for harvesting

and + Evidence of chain of custody from harvest to

« person/enterprise with custody and ownership export to USA, where applicable

after landing. Not all of

this information will accompany the product at

every stage, but the information should be

maintained and available on request.

3411 Is information relating to the products maintained |The GDST Standard 1.0 provides 9.2.3 Where a facility’s traceability system consists | The FAO technical paper “Seafood traceability for fisheries compliance: Country-level The company seafood sourcing or other related policies | The company sourcing policies are understood and Product is traced at all stages of manufacture, storage
in an electronic system? As a minimum the key  |guidance on how to maintain key data of paper records, separate documents, forms, support for catch documentation schemes,” lists recommendations for traceability detail the company ambition that product specific acknowledged by all actors in the supply chain and the and distribution, through a comprehensive end-to-end e-|
data should be held in the system, and other elements (KDEs) digitally and allow notebooks and/or files, this i shall be i based on the ion of different countries’ catch ion schemes i ion (whether to enable IUU risk assessments to |company is able to demonstrate that some of the product  |traceability tool.
documentation such as EU Catch Certificates i P between il to a computer database or spreadsheet [(CDS) and key data elements (KDEs): http:// fa 1s/card/en/c/1701bedc- |be routinely or not) will need to be available |specific information that it requires is being submitted
attached electronically or a record noting their systems. to allow for transmission and verification of eb83-4b0f-97e5-b6d11d1c7¢55/ electronically at some time in the future. electronically and that there is a time-bound commitment
physical location attached. electronic data. by which all of this information will be provided

9.2.4 Where a facility’s traceability system uses an electronically.
online system or computer database, the facility

shall keep copies of the documents or records that

were used to transfer the data to the electronic

system in order to allow verification of the

information in the electronic system.

35 and

351 Does the organization work with other actors in Implementation of GDST standards Transparency and Traceability can be confused with one another; Tr P y refersto  |A s policy that details what information is The transparency policy is understood by all actors in the |Transparency is institutionalised within the company
the supply chain to agree levels of information requires to work with supply chain actors how and what information is disclosed to certain stakeholders, while Traceability refers to needed from the supply chain is formulated and supply chain and supply chain transparency is able to be |and its supply chains to such an extent, that public
required and share it to ensure a level of on a standardised set of information information on a certain product or batch from origin to end-use. communicated to each supply chain actor. demonstrated upon request by regulators and reporting satisfies regulatory regimes and external
transparency that is appropriate to enable shared along the supply chain. stakeholders, whilst being routinely audited for compliance |stakeholders, without the need to ask for supply chain
regulatory visibility across the entire supply The "GS1 Foundation for Fish, Seafood and Aquaculture Traceability Guideline” provides in-house. information.
chain? consistent business practices for i managing ility and i

transparency across supply chains:
https ://www.gs1.org/standards/trs /quidhttps://www.gs 1.org/sites/default/files/docs/tra
ceability/GS1_Foundation_for_Fish_Seafood Aguaculture Traceability Guideline.pdf
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352 Does the organization engage with other actors in |Standardizing file formats and data field Itis recognised that full chain traceabilty may not always be achieved. In such cases, a The transparency policy states that where barriers exist |Proactive engagement with suppliers to overcome All barriers to supply chain transparency of existing
the supply chains to resolve any barriers that reduces barriers to implementing digital programme or process to improve traceabilty is needed. There are resources and guidelines |to achieving supply chain transparency, the seafood |transparency barriers can be demonstrated with supply chains have been overcome. It is a pre-requisite
prevent this from being possible? traceability and the sharing of that available in the "shared resources" section of this guide to assist companies in taking steps |buyer will work collaboratively with its suppliers to successes having already been achieved. to supply, that future supply chains must achieve the

information across the supply chain. towards full chain traceability. address them. same level of transparency prior to supply
commencing.

353 When assessing the impact on decent working 5.0 Social Accountabiity Requirements A company should establish and use policies, practices and confidential reporting and The transparency policy states that where barriers exist | The company is able to demonstrate that engagement with | There is sufficient supply chain transparency that if so

iti is with those potentially 6.0 Employee Health and Safety (EHS) systems, to ensure that decent working conditions protect workers in facilities in  |to achieving supply chain transparency, the seafood workers who are likely to be impacted by the lack of desired, the seafood sourcing company when it is

affected (in this case, workers) undertaken? If all countries where seafood products are sourced. A company should conduct it { buyer will work i with its suppliers to decent working conditions, is able to be made to allintent ~ |assessing decent working conditions, is able to engage
any information is unavailable during a traceback For subcontractors audits and/or site visits to check for aspects of decent working conditions. address them. and purpose at will directly with any workers potentially affected by the lack
exercise then this should be investigated. 2.10.1 The facility shall exercise proper control over of decent working conditions.

any outsourced supplier or service that may

have an impact on food safety, legality, quality,

traceability and social responsibility. There shall be

a policy statement that normally disallows the use of

unapproved outsourced supplier or service

provider.

354 Are all stages in the supply chain available for All stages in the supply chain should be available for inspections, audits and/or site visits 1st, 2nd and 3rd party inspection and auditing of all 1st, 2nd and 3rd party inspection and auditing of all stages |All supply chains are inspected and audited, with remote|
inspections, audits and/or site visits upon upon request. Additionally, DNA testing is an emerging technology applicable in spot checks. |stages in the supply chain is an ambition within the within the supply chain happens for all high risk sources,  |technology such as electronic monitoring routinely
request? company's sourcing policy. with pilot electronic monitoring either in place or planned,  |employed to facilitate random inspections where supply

and a plan to achieve the same for moderate and low risk  |chain concerns are raised.
supply chains is in place.

355 Are the commitments, expectations and 2.2.1 The facility shall have an Quality|The and standards of a company should be documented and A requirement to be able to undertake traceability Traceability exercises are able to be undertaken and Traceability systems are so developed with information

of the ization dt d and Manual which incorporates Food Safety that available to actors in the supply chain within 48 hours of the request. exercises within 48 hours is detailed within the company |completed for all supply chains within the 48 hour captured in real time, that full supply chain traceability is
available to other actors in the supply chain within is readily available to all personnel involved in policy. timeframe, taking into account weekend, public and able to be demonstrated in real time through the
48 hours of the request? quality management. The Quality Manual religious holiday restrictions. employment of e-traceability platforms.
shall include controls that address all requirements
of the SPS Standard, including the
Annexes. Copies may be a printed or electronic
version.

356 Is first-, second- and third-party verification of First, second and third-party verification of information should be allowed at any point in the | The company policies establish its intent to be able to
information allowed at any point in the supply supply chain. verify information provided to it by its supply chain at will,
chain? Access should be granted to those +Access should be granted to those conducting inspections, audits and/or site visits on \whether using 1st, 2nd or 3rd party audit processes.
conducting inspections, audits and/or site visits behalf of those in the supply chain, to check for aspects of legality, traceability and decent
on behalf of those in the supply chain to check for working conditions
aspects of legality, traceability and decent *Random spot checks and unannounced audits should be permitted.
working conditions. Random spot checks and “DNA testing to verify species is an emerging technology used in spot checks
unannounced audits should be permitted. «Third-party auditors help to ensure that i ions are without jeop:

necessary business confidentiality

357 Is all of the text on the final product labelling and _|GDST is B2B only, but can facilitate 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilties shallhave a | Al products should be properly labelled in plain language, and be correct according to the | Policies are in place that detail how product labeling and
packaging written in plain language and correct  |consumer facing information. system in place that ensures up-to-date, and source of the product. This includes country of origin. packaging is checked to ensure compliance with legal
according to the source of the product? This easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm- |+Itis good practice for voluntary information beyond mandatory legal requirements to be requirements and clarity of labelling.
includes all claims made about the origin of the raised raw material suppliers...Accurate labeling: |[clear, unambiguous and verifiable.
|product. for the above and all other required information +Attention is drawn to Regulation (EU) 1379/2013 as well as the Sustainable Seafood

Coalition's Code of Conduct on Environmental Claims.
|Section 4. Fisheries and fishing

4.1 of fisheries

4.1.1 In a risk assessment, is seafood assessed as In arisk assessment, seafood should be assessed as higher risk if sourced from a fishery |Seafood supply chains are being mapped and at a All source fisheries have been identified, information to All source fisheries are either classified as fished at or
higher risk if sourced from a fishery that is either that is regarded as overfished, or for which there is neither sufficient data to ensure itis not ~ [minimum the information with which to determine whether|determine the status of the stock has been collected, and |below MSY or have a credible fishery improvement
regarded as overfished or for which there is. overfished, nor a plan in place to collect such data. a source fishery is overfished, unregulated or has arisk assessment has determined the stock status. process in place that is able to demonstrate on the
neither sufficient data to ensure it is not overfished problems with under-reporting (high risk) is being Fisheries determined to be overfished, data-deficient or water ir
nor a plan in place to collect such data? There is no one list that expresses the State of all of the different fisheries, yet various collated. without a management plan, are classified as high risk

competent authorities at global and national levels, assess whether fisheries are in an unless a justification is made to the contrary.
overfished State.

Itis good practice for seafood to be sourced from fisheries with a peer reviewed assessment

that demonstrates that the fishery is not fished in excess of the maximum sustainable yield

(MSY). Stock statuses can be accessed on RFMO webpages, although they may not be

current. The following map of RFMOs may be useful here: https://ec.europa.eu/oceans-and-

fisheries/index_en
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4.1.2 Where seafood originates or might originate from 2.12.1 The facility shall prepare and implement ‘When procuring higher risk seafood, e.g. seafood originating from a fishery identified with Source fisheries are being mapped and assessed to Mapping and assessment of all fisheries has been High risk sources have an agreed improvement plan in
a fishery where RFMOs, intergovernmental standard operating procedures, quality high levels of risk of IUU fishing, extra measures should be taken to ensure full traceability, ~|determine whether any are high risk. completed, with steps being taken to address stocks that |place with steps actively being taken to address the
organizations, States (including EU Member p , food safety p , and the trustworthiness of the supply chain. This includes at are classified as high risk. issues highlighted. Low and medium risk fisheries have
States) and NGOs have identified high levels of social accountability procedures, and work minimum, completing risk assessments or audits at least once every six months, with steps also been assessed, with a regular review being
risk of IUU fishing, or if the species is assessed to| instructions for all processes and operations having |taken to mitigate risks. Extra measures might include certification verification such as Marine undertaken to ensure that this risk level is being
be of higher risk, does the organization consider an effect on product safety, legality and quality. Stewardship Council (MSC), including the associated Chain of Custody certification where maintained or improved where deficiency is identified.
this seafood to be higher risk? See 9.3.4 requirements applicable, to mitigate the higher risk presented by the fishery.

« Species of fish, both scientific name and common
or commercial name

+ Date harvested/production date (process date or
date code)

* FAO statistical area of harvest

+ Country of first landing

+ Country of origin

« Date landed

+ Name of entity to which the fish was first landed or
delivered including: name, telephone, and email
address of contact person

+ Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel

« Vessel permit or license number

« Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name or
registration number)

413 When procuring higher risk seafood, are extra 6-monthly reviews of high risk fishery sources is Proactive engagement of the buyer is occuring, and High risk sources are now medium or low risk, with a
measures taken to ensure full traceability, happening, with supply chain feedback of results tangible improvement and advocacy is being practised. sourcing policy that prohibits high risk seafood being
maximum transparency, and the trustworthiness communicated. bought without an improvement and advocacy plan
of the supply chain, including by as a minimum already established.
completing risk assessments or audits at least
once every six months with steps taken to
mitigate risks?

4.2 Fisheries access control

4.2.1 Where seafood and marine ings are of GDST Clause 9.3.4 requires the following: Where 12 monthly audits are not possible but obtainable, the company should factor this Supply chains are being mapped with the desire to know |All flag States are known, comprehensive vessel lists are |Flag States are known, and all vessels within the flag
identified as originating from a vessel that is supports this due diligence requirement. It |- Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel information into the risk assessment. Would audits on a less frequent basis elevate the risk |the flag State of the fishing vessels supplying, so thata |available to the supply chain owner, and vessel registries |States are contained on public registries and on the
flagged to a State, or that fishes in the territorial or |ensures full chain traceability and « Vessel permit or license number to a level where sourcing is not responsible? full list of supply vessels can be compiled. are either public or there is ongoing advocacy for this to  [global record. Independent third party certification and
EEZ waters of a coastal State, that does not have |provides information on vessel happen. Utilising the mapping exercise for vessels, an audits of fishing and transhipment vessels is routine.
a transparent register of authorized vessels, does |registration and fishing authorization. Itis also recognised that conducting audits every 12 months is not always possible. In this of the flag State controls in place may be Flag State assessments have been completed, with
the organization ensure that there is full chain case, companies can request that suppliers provide copies of vessel licenses, registrations, undertaken, so that an understanding of the monitoring, high-risk flag States identified and either subjected to an
traceability and that independent audits are etc. annually, to check that fish come from legal sources and help companies realize control and surveillance, as well as their compliance audit or assessment of vessels, or one is planned.
completed at least every 12 months? potential risks. Companies should also consider advocating the relevant State to compile and regime is understood, or at a minimum being explored.  |Action plans to mitigate deficiencies in flag State

publish a transparent list of vessels. It should consider whether the State shares vessel compliance and enforcement are in place, so that they
information with RFMOs and/or the FAO Global Record, in absence of its own transparent eventually become assessed as low risk
register.

4.22 Where fish products are sourced from high seas The company can use these conditions to assess the risk of the fishery. For example, it can |Source fisheries are known or are being mapped and an |All source fisheries are known and their stock status has | All source fisheries are either low risk, or are from

fisheries or from any stock subject to the check whether these conditions are in place by searching the relevant RFMO/other assessment of the sustainability status of the fishery been assessed and classified. Where stocks are deemed |fisheries where fishery improvement projects that are
jurisdiction of an RFMO or other international international arrangements website and reading their conservation and management being exploited is planned to be determined. Where medium and high risk, improvement plans are in place to  |able to show tangible improvements over past
management arrangement, the organization measures, as well as their resolutions and recommendations. vessel lists/registries are available, vessel assessment |address concerns. Vessel registers are routinely performance, are supplying the fish. All supply vessels
should only source from vessels: \work is being planned to ensure none are engaged in assessed to ensure that there is no activity from vessels |are able to demonstrate that they are routinely
a) operating in fisheries governed by RFMOs or Importantly, the company can check if a vessel is on any IUU lists and/or is blacklisted. If so, |IUU practice and this has been communicated to the on IUU lists, the monitoring, and with all relevant national, regional and
other international arrangements that the company should not source from this vessel. supply chain. regimes of the fisheries are understood, and international laws that govern where they operate.
1) have fishing quotas or other seasonal, temporal improvements are in place to address deficiencies. Tools
or technical catch restrictions that are operated in RFMO websites often contain lists of vessels which have previously carried out IUU fishing. such as SFP Catch Check are being employed.
a transparent manner, meaning that they are These lists can be useful to cross-check the vessels used within the company's supply
publically available for instance on a website; chains.

2) apply sanctions or require flag States to apply
sanctions to fishing vessels that are sufficient to Some examples include:
deter IUU fishing, meaning that fines are in the ICCAT's IUU vessel list: https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.htm!
order of at least five times the value of the catch EU's IUU vessel list: https://ec.europa. er fishing/info
caught by the vessel during the period IUU TMT's combined IUU vessel list: https://www.iuu-vessels.org/Home/Search
activity took place;

3) operate sanctions or require flag States to The Sustainable Fisheries Partnership (SFP) has developed a tool called "Catch Check",
apply sanctions on fishing vessels for IUU fishing available from August 2021, that will provide risk assessment recommendations on a species
in a transparent manner, meaning they are basis.
published on a publically available website; and
b) are operating under the flag of States that
comply fully, and ensure that vessels operating
under their flag comply fully, with all conditions and
measures required by the international rules
and/or authority responsible for managing or
setting the norms of management for the fishery

4.3 control and surveillance

4.3.1 General - advisory only

4.3.2 Due diligence
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4321 Does the organization complete due diligence on 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a The first steps of gathering data on source fisheries, A policy is in place that recognises the importance of All MCS regimes are understood, they are being fully
their supply chains related to MCS? When system in place that ensures up-to-date, and which is a step toward MCS X fe 1 monitoring, control and implemented at each stage in the capture and landing
undertaking due diligence on a new supplier or easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm- has begun. surveillance (MCS) within fisheries. All supply chains are  [supply chain, and a process for sanction is in place,
product (or when repeating due diligence for an raised raw material suppliers. mapped back to the source fishery, the status of each which means that the likelihood of being caught
existing supplier or product), the organization + Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel MCS regime has been compiled, and a gap analysis has  |undertaking IUU activities outweighs the benefit of
should assess and record the following factors + Vessel permit or license number been completed for each fishery, with steps being taken to [carrying them out.
relating to flag States, coastal States and RFMOs advocate for improved implementation by government, or
responsible for MCS of a supplying vessel. compliance by the fleet within the supply chain.
4321a Monitoring systems: Does the organization Vessel tracking requirements are increasingly required by flag and coastal States, as well as | The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to | A questionnaire has been developed which is being used  [AIS and VMS are an effectively implemented element of
research whether or not industrial fishing vessels RFMOs. The most secure form of tracking is through VMS, though in most cases this map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group |to capture what data the source fisheries MCS regimes is |the flag State MCS. AIS and VMS is being routinely
in the supply chain are required by flag State information is proprietary rather than public. Some States have also required the use of AIS, [of vessels that supplies it with seafood. This policy forms |capturing, as well as the method by which itis captured.  |shared with independent third parties who are able to
authorities to have an installed vessel monitoring which is publicly available but easier for vessels to manipulate. Whether or not vessels are  |the foundation from which further supply chain insight Where AIS is mandatory, then checks should be made to  |undertake and publish to the government assessments
system (VMS) transponder, automatic tracked by the States and RFMOs that regulate their behaviour, is an important consideration|can be determined and steps to understand VMS/AIS understand whether this data is being broadcast and is of the fishing activity and levels of compliance.
i system (AIS) or other when considering risk use can be taken accurate. Where VMS is mandated, discussions as to
tracking technology onboard? These systems whether this information can be shared with supply chain
'where required should be continuously If vessels are not monitored, this significantly increases the risk that they may be operating owners should be happening. Where AIS and VMS is used
transmitting in accordance with any national illegally in areas that they are not authorised to be in (whether in EEZs, RFMOs or protected within the fishery compliance regime, the controls are
programmes or requirements and those which areas). As part of this risk assessment, businesses should also consider what is known understood by the seafood buyer and protocols are in
have been sub-regionally, regionally or globally about the State that is undertaking the monitoring, for example, are they subject to a 'yellow place which ensure that when they are not operational, the
agreed among the States concerned. Those card' from the European Union. To inform this risk assessment, organizations should ask vessels stop fishing and return to port. In addition, data
responsible for tracking schemes that are companies supplying them to explain what vessel tracking requirements are in the sharing with third-parties so that assessment of vessel
required should be able to track the movements of| jurisdictions they operate in. These should be easily evidenced by supplying copies of activity can be monitored and assessed is being
these vessels continuously from port to port. license conditions or other communications from competent authorities to vessel owners, encouraged along the supply chain. Where AIS and VMS is
setting out their vessel tracking requirements. not used, then advocacy for its adoption and use is either
happening or being considered.
Technical guidance relating to electronic monitoring from WWF and EFCA are provided in
“shared resources”
4321b Logbooks: Does the organization research For States to effectively regulate fishing vessels, they need information on the location and | The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to [ The company is actively and demonstrably investigating | The company has conducted research that reasonably
whether or not MCS authorities require that content of their catch. If competent authorities are not requiring this information, it not only map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group whether or not MCS authorities have effective concludes that the use of logbooks is an effectively
vessels demonstrate they have met the suggests that fishing is not being reported, but also significantly increases the risk that the  |of vessels that supplies it with seafood. This policy forms |implementation of log-books as a means of monitoring implemented element of the flag State MCS. Logbook
requirements for recording and timely reporting of authority is not regulating access to the fishery, or monitoring the activities of vessels to the foundation from which further supply chain insight fishing activities. For example: a questionnaire has been  |data is being routinely used by the fisheries
vessel position, catch of target and non-target determine whether or not they are operating illegally. Logbook requirements should be easily |can be determined and steps to understand logbook use |developed that is being used to capture what data the management enforcement authorities, or shared with
species, fishing effort and other relevant fisheries evidenced, by supplying copies of license conditions or other communications from can be taken. source fishery’s MCS regime is capturing, as well as the  |independent third parties who are able to undertake and
data in accordance with coastal State or other sub- competent authorities to vessel owners, setting out their vessel tracking requirements. method by which it is captured. Where the use of logbooks |publish to the government assessments of the fishing
regional, regional and global standards for is mandatory, then checks should be made to understand |activity and levels of compliance, and the data
collection of such data? whether this data is being completed and is accurate. contained within them is used by the relevant
Where logbooks are not used, then advocacy for their government departments to inform their fisheries
adoption and use is either ing or being consi regime.
4321c At sea inspections: Does the organization At-sea inspections are an important means to determine whether or not vessels are 'The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to | Supply chains are mapped and knowledge of whether at-  [At-sea inspections are routine for all of the source
research whether or not vessels in the supply complying with fisheries laws and regulations. For example, actual catch can be compared  |map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group |sea inspections are taking place is known for all source  |fisheries within the buye'rs supply chains. Evidence of
chain are subject to a regime of inspections by with logbooks to verify the information, the fishing gear can be inspected, and the catch of vessels that supply it with seafood. This policy forms ~|fisheries. Where at-sea are details |the regime and findings are routinely
MCS authorities? Vessels should give information checked for the presence of endangered species and signs of shark finning. The lack of the foundation from which further supply chain insight  |are known about what information is being collected, i.e.  [published by the flag State and advocacy to address
to the relevant coastal State or duly authorized such inspections increases the risk that vessels are operating illegally. States often publicise |can be determined, along with steps to understand the  |logbook checks, fishing gear and inspection of catch, as i is either routine or completed
RFMO inspecting authority regarding vessel fisheries patrols to increase their deterrent effect. Vessel ies can also be req use of at-sea ir within the i regime, |well as inspections of the crew and labour conditions
position, catches, fishing gear, fishing operations to share post-ir ion reports when organizatic are seeking to verify whether or not and next steps as appropriate for the size and scale of |onboard. Where at-sea inspections are not happening, or
and related activities. The appropriate authority they take place. the company. they do not include any of the above, then advocacy
should be allowed to inspect the vessel, its should be happening or planned to occur.
license, gear, equipment, records, facilies, fish
and fish products and any relevant documents
necessary to verify compliance with coastal State
rules and regulations or relevant RFMO
conservation and management measures.
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4.3.2.1.d

Observers: Does the organization research and
ask for evidence that seafood is sourced from
fisheries where observer programmes, whether
electronic or human, or alternative measures
have been implemented through national, sub-
regional and regional observer programs in which
the flag State is a participant? Information on
observer coverage levels, or alternative
measures such as increased inspections where
observer schemes are not possible, should be
obtained from an RFMO (where relevant) or
coastal State.

To date, RFMOs have relied on human observers to monitor vessels at sea, collecting
essential data for effective management. At many RFMOs, purse seine vessels require full
observer coverage, while longline vessels require only 5 percent observer coverage. This
minimal observer coverage increases the risk of IUU fishing going undetected. However,
human observer schemes can be problematic due to the isolation of observers and the
potential for corruption or intimidation. Although the presence of observers reduces IUU risk,
this method should only form part of the risk assessment. Information on RFMO schemes
related to observer coverage are sometimes published on the RFMO website, but this
information tends to be limited and inconsistent.

In order to establish whether or not a coastal State scheme exists, organizations should
request observer reports verifying vessel catch. These may also be evidenced by supplying
copies of coastal State license i or other i from

authorities, such as regional observer program providers.

As managers, scientists and stakeholders recognize that more observer coverage is needed
to ensure a sustainable seafood supply chain, electronic monitoring (EM) has proven to be a
vehicle to increase oversight. EM uses technology (cameras, GPS, gear sensors) to
increase transparency and accountability of fishing activities, by collecting timely and
verifiable catch information.

The organization should advocate for the development of electronic monitoring programs at
RFMOs and for the adoption of standards and the appropriate infrastructure to integrate EM
with existing observer programs.

Additional information on electronic monitoring program design and implementation can be
found here: https://www.pewtrusts d-
briefs/2019/0¢ i ing-a-key-t global-fisheries

w

the foundation from which further supply chain insight

or electronic.

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to
map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group
of vessels that supply it with seafood. This policy forms

can be determined on whether the observation is human

Information on the flag State requirements for onboard
observation is being collected for all source fisheries. As
part of this mapping and data collection process,
information on whether the observation is human or
electronic, the protocols against which the observations
are happening is being determined, and controls or lack of
are being and risk d. The frequency of]|
observation onboard specific vessels and the wider fleet at
large are assessed and compared with the relevant
legislation in force. Protocols that detail what should be
recorded, the frequency of recording, the steps taken if
issues are found, along with who pays and monitors the
observers and ensures their findings are understood.
Where deficiencies are identified, advocacy is planned or
happening to address these issues and in the place of
human observers onboard boats, adequate safeguards
and communication protocols are in place to guarantee
their safety and confidence to carry out their tasks without
fear of reprisal.

Every fishery employed within the supply chain has an
effectively implemented regime of observation that is
human, electronic or a mix. Data collected from these
observations is routinely anonymised and shared
publicly, so that seafood buyers are able to proactively
monitor and verify for themselves the effectiveness of
this element of the MCS, whilst also providing a
deterrent to those within the fleet that might decide to
flout the rules.

4.3.2.1.e

Where fish is identified to originate from a vessel
that is flagged to a State or that fishes in the
territorial or EEZ waters of a coastal s+M68tate
that does not operate a national observer
program, does the organization ensure that there
is full chain traceability and that independent
audits are completed at least every 12 months?

Implementation of GDST standards
supports this due diligence requirement. It
eensures full chain traceability and
provides information on vessel
registration and fishing authorization.

9.3.4 Finished Product — Faciliies shall have a
system in place that ensures up-to-date, and
easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-
raised raw material suppliers.

+ Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel

+ Vessel permit or license number

1f 4.3.2.1.d determines the vessel is not subject to an observer programme, this risk
mitigation should be put in place. See 3.4 for details on full chain traceabilty

The company operates a seafood sourcing policy that
requires regular (at least annual) supply chain
traceabilty exercises to be conducted.

A risk assessment to determine the risks of not having
onboard observations (whether human or electronic) is
either in process or In addition, i

Supply chains with no regulatory sanctioned onboard
observation protocol are employing an observation

with the supply chain about low-costs observation may be

Advocacy to the regulatory body is
ongoing, encouraging the adoption of onboard
observation.

4.3.22

Where it is known that seafood or marine
ingredients are sourced from vessels flagged to a
State that is different than the State of nationality
of their beneficial owner, is this regarded as
increasing the risk of supplying illegal products?

‘Although there are many reasons why a vessel owner of one nationalty may use the flag of @
different nationality (such as access to quota or a genuine joint venture), the use of flags
from another State increases risk. In some cases, ‘flags of convenience' are used to avoid
more stringent flag State controls exercised by the owner's State. As effective flag State
controls are a key means of reducing the risk of a vessel fishing illegally, avoiding them
increases risk. In addition, if an owner is based in a different jurisdiction from the flag, it can
be more difficult to apply sanctions in the case of IUU fishing or human rights abuses. This
reduces the deterrent effect of sanctions.

the foundation from which further supply chain insight
can be determined on the beneficial ownership of

1UU risk from them.

The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to
map its supply chains and identify the vessels or group
of vessels that supply it with seafood. This policy forms

supplying vessels and research/ information is compiled
to enable the supply chain owner and supplier to assess

The beneficial ownership of all vessels supplying fish and
seafood is known, their background is being researched,
and where concerns such as different domicile status of
owner to flag State is present, the reasons for this is being
understood.

The beneficial ownership of all vessels supplying
seafood is known, the vessels are listed along with this
information on the global record and no evidence has
been found that suggests any IUU activity in the past,
or if present, is no longer present

4.3.3 Market c

ontrols

4.3.3.1

Does the organization undertake analysis of its
supply chains and implement a system to enable it
to identify the carding status of its supply chains?

2938 for out: d p
described in 2.9 shall be developed by the
facility and included as part of a signed contract
or service agreement between the facility
and the provider. These specifications shall
include compliance criteria associated with

as

Market controls can help to establish the legal origin of seafood products. An example of a
market control scheme to curb IUU fishing is the EU IUU Regulation 1005/2008.

*Under this regulation, non-EU countries identified as having inadequate measures in place
to prevent and deter IUU fishing may be issued with a formal warning, or a yellow card to
improve efforts, or a red card for failure to curb IUU fishing.

A company should implement a system to identify the carding status of its supply chains by

o

food safety, qualty, legality, and
responsibilty. (See also 2.10 -

first 1UU Watch, an aggregated source of information for EU carding decisions by

country. For more information, including countries and their carding status, follow:

“Supplier Approval and http://www.iuuwatch.eu/
Monitoring”).

4.3.3.2 Does the organization require that vessels in the of GDST 298 for outsourced processes as | A company should require that vessels it sources from in the supply chain are not flagged or
supply chain are not flagged to or licensed to fish |supports this due diligence requirement  |described in 2.9 shall be developed by the licensed to fish by States that have been issued a red card. To determine if the vessel is
by States that have been issued a red card by the |as it provides information on vessel facility and included as part of a signed contract |flagged to a State that has been issued a red card, a company can request the following
EU? registration and fishing authorization. or service agreement between the facility information from their supply chains:

and the provider. These specifications shall *Request catch certificate information in accordance with the EU IUU Regulations, including

include compliance criteria associated with fishing vessel name, flag State, vessel or IMO number, for example

food safety, quality, legality, traceability and social|*Review and verify information on the catch certificate to determine compliance. This may

responsibility. (See also 2.10 — include ing physical i tion reports of seafood products carried out by

“Supplier Approval and Performance third country authorities

Monitoring”). -Reject consignments of seafood products if the vessel is determined to be flagged to a
State that has been issued a red card. See www.iuuwatch.eu for more information.

4333 Are purchases made from fishing vessels flagged ‘A company should check that the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying them (already notified
to States that have not notified a competent in other questions) are on the list of countries that have notified the EU (to be used as a
authority to the EU under the EU IUU Regulation? proxy for non-EU countries) of their competent authority and been accepted:

https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfplilegal_fishing/info

4.3.3.4 Where fish is sourced from vessels flagged toa  |Implementation of GDST standards

State given a yellow card by the EU or fishing in a
coastal State given a yellow card by the EU, is the
organization able to demonstrate that there is a
system that enables full chain traceability and that
audits are completed at a minimum once every 12
months?

supports this due diligence requirement. It
ensures full chain traceability and
provides information on vessel
registration and fishing authorization.
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4335 If sourcing from these countries, does the Seafood from a country that has been given an EU yellow card is at inherently higher risk, as | The company has a seafood sourcing policy that aims to | The source country/fishery should be determined for all All source countries are green or never carded, have

organization research the reasons for the yellow
card and, where it has access, record (and,
where possible, support) efforts by the yellow-
carded State to address these reasons?

less reliance can be placed on efforts by the relevant government to manage fisheries. If

decide to continue taking supplies from them, and reliance is placed on
government fisheries management measures to mitigate the risk of IUU fishing, then it is
important to understand the reasons for the EU yellow card and the efforts being taken by
the State to address those reasons. The EU publishes Statements when yellow cards are
issued to explain the concerns that led to the cardings. In addition, organizations can contact
NGOs and other stakeholders active in those countries, to gain an insight into what progress
is being made.

Ifis also recommended that suppliers in the yellow carded country are contacted to discuss
the reasons from the yellow card, to ascertain what is being done by the government to
address the situation, and whether or not the supplier is playing a role in supporting any
reforms. Organizations may also choose to individually or in partnership with their suppliers
and/or NGOs, contact the authorities in the yellow carded country to encourage them to
make relevant reforms, in order to ensure they can continue to supply from the country.

Through the above, a view can be formed regarding whether or not the yellow carded
country's authorities are engaging proactively to address the issues that led to the card. This
in turn can inform the organization's view on whether it is advisable to continue to supply from|
the country or if new sources need to be sought.

The following map, maintained by NGOs, lists current and former cards:
http:/www.iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-carding-decisions/

map its supply chains and identify the coastal State that
supplies it with seafood. This policy forms the foundation

from which further supply chain insight can be
determined of the EU card status

SKUs and the reasons for any current red, yellow or green
status of the supply source is understood, so that
engagement with the third country government and the
supply chain can be planned. The reasons for any current
or previous EU cards are understood, and engagement
with the third country government is happening, either
directly or via the supply chain, so that support is provided
to address the issues raised. In addition, for countries that
are supplying the EU, there is an understanding of their
fishery management systems and controls against which
an assessment of the risk of EU sanction can be made.

been assessed by the EU, and deemed to meet all of
the necessary conditions to continue with green or
preferred supply country status. In addition, there is a
mechanism/protocol in place that allows the suppliers
within the supply chain to engage with the third country
of source to address any potential concerns that the EU
may have before they become an issue.

4.4 Source fis

hing vessels

Seafood should not be sourced from any
vessel(s) that appear on any recognized blacklist
(those established by RFMOs). Is there a system
in place to verify whether vessels appear on any
of the available blacklists?

Other blacklists exist, but RFMO blacklists are
the only ones recommended here.

9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilties shall have a
system in place that ensures up-to-date, and
easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-
raised raw material suppliers.

* Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel

* Vessel permit or license number

A company should not source seafood from vessels that appear on recognized blacklists
established by RFMOs. To determine whether or not a fishing vessel is listed, follow:
https ://iuu-vessels.org/

Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all

fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being
developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being
mapped, information about fishing licences and
authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
referenced.

442 Does the organization only source from fishing | Implementation of GDST standards, 9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a The FAO Global Record of Fishing Vessels, Refrigerated Cargo Vessels and Supply Mapping of supply chains is underway and a ful list of all
vessels that appear on authorized vessel lists  |supports this due diligence requirement at [system in place that ensures up-to-date, and Vessels, maintains a record of fishing vessels, including their identity, history and fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being
where these are available for relevant coastal it provides information on vessel easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-  |authorizations to fish and tranship and, in the future, will also have a record of non- developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being
State EEZs and territorial waters or, where on the |registration and fishing authorization. raised raw material suppliers. for that vessel. This tool is intended to support risk assessment. Follow this link |mapped, information about fishing licences and
high seas, by the relevant RFMO? + Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel for more information or a list of vessels: http://www.fao.org/global-record/en/ authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
« Vessel permit or license number referenced.
« Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name |Another useful database for searching if EU vessels fishing in the waters of a non-EU State
or registration number) have an agreement with that State is: http://www.whofishesfar.org/
Does the request the following information from suppliers to inform their due diligence risk 2
443a Evidence that all qualifying fishing vessels (under |GDST standards require IMO number for |9.3.4 Finished Product — Faciliies shall have a Unique vessel identifiers (UVIs) such as IMO ship numbers, are an identification number that |Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all | All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are on |Supply chains are fully transparent, with all supply
IMO adopted resolution A.1078(28) and the latest |all qualifying fishing vessels system in place that ensures up-to-date, and is unique to each ship, and is never reassigned to another vessel. This means that vessel |[fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being public vessel registers and the Global Record, along with  |vessels on public databases, on the global record, and
version of Circular Letter 1886) in their supply easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm- |name, ownership, records of non-compliance etc., can be recorded using these numbers.  |developed, which includes their length and weight, fishing|any relevant RFMO. The vessels that qualify have IMO  |flagged to countries that routinely update their
chain have a unique vessel identifier (UVI) issued |GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs (vessel data): |raised raw material suppliers. Once allocated, these numbers should be included on all relevant documentation including gear of operation and whether they have a UVl and are |numbers in place, and those that do not, have been submission of information to Global Record and
by IHSM&T on behalf of the IMO Unique vessel identification (UV1), * Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel licences and izations, i reports, landing ts etc., to improve |on a publicly available vessel register maintained by their [provided with UVIs by their flag State. Vessel ownership is [RFMOs. Beneficial owners are known and vessels are
transhipment UVI (if applicable). « Vessel permit or license number transparency of the supply chain. Difficulty arises where a specific country or RFMO does | flag State or RFMO where relevant. In addition, as known and checks are undertaken to ensure that all third party certified to internationally recognised
« Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name |not enforce the use of UVs or where auctions result in UVI number changes. Suppliers vessel details are being captured they should be licences and authorizations are up to date with no non-  [standards. Landings are made to parties of the PSMA
or registration number) should request UVI records and if not available, consider that the supply chain is of higher to det¢ whether they qualify for an IMO  |compliance. or to countries that have a recognised high compliance
risk. number and steps are being taken to encourage the and well implemented catch controls.
supply chain to obtain them where they are missing. At a
Companies should advocate for the inclusion of vessels on public registers. This increases [minimum PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier
transparency and reduces the risk of IUU seafood entering supply chains. communication so that they are aware of the desire to
assess |UU risk.
4.4.3b Evidence that those not qualifying for an IMO GDST standards require UVI number for (9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a IMO numbers can be searched here: https://imonumbers.ihs.com/ Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all [IMO numbers are in place for all qualifying vessels and Following advocacy for an extension to the existing IMO|
number have an alternative internationally or all qualifying fishing vessels system in place that ensures up-to-date, and Some countries do not enforce the use of IMO numbers or they may not be enforced on fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being logbooks and official fishery management documents and [numbering scheme, all vessels, irrespective of size are
nationally recognised UVI. Such UVIs should easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm- |vessels below a certain size. Therefore, alternative unique vessel identifiers (UVIs) may be ped, which includes their length and weight, type izati have mention of it. Where vessels do not included within the IMO number scheme and all official
remain the same for the entire life of the vessel, |GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: Unique vessel |raised raw material suppliers. required. Examples include CaribShip Unique Numbering Schemes, tuna RFMO vessel lists, |of fishing gear and whether they have a UVI and are on | qualify for an IMO number and their UVI is not included on  |fishery i
be marked on the vessel and appear on all identification (UVI), transhipment UVI (if |+ Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel High Seas Vessel Authorization Record, among others. Suppliers should request that a UVI |a publicly available vessel register maintained by their official documents such as logbooks and landing records  |and uses the IMO number as a matter of routine.
related documentation including the catch applicable). * Vessel permit or license number and not just an IMO number, is included within the catch documentation. flag State or RFMO where relevant. In addition, as the company is able to demonstrate their their supply chain|
documentation « Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name vessel details are captured, they are being assessed to |checks for the presence of UVIs on these documents and
or registration number) The UVI should be collected for all vessels in the supply chain, such as when a transhipment |determine whether they qualify for an IMO number and ~ |advocates for their inclusion and use when not present
occurs. The Global Dialogue on Seafood Traceability (GDST) Standard 1.0 includes these as [steps are being taken to encourage the supply chain to
key data elements (KDEs) to collect as part of establishing full chain traceability. The Core obtain a UVI where vessels do not qualify for an IMO
Normative Standards can be accessed here: https://traceability-dialogue.ora/core- number. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to
documents/gdst-1-0-materials/ in supplier communication so that they are aware of the
desire to assess IUU risk.
443.c Evidence that all fishing vessels in their supply GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs (certifications |9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a Depending on which State a vessel is flagged to, i.e. registered with, certain fishing licences |Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all [All vessels within the supply chain are known, they are on | The supply chains are fully transparent, with all supply

chain have up-to-date authorizations and fishing
licences issued by the relevant competent
authorities. It should be possible to request this
information from the suppliers and receive the
information within 14 days

and licenses): fishing authorization,
harvest certification, harvest certification
chain of custody, transhipment
authorization (if applicable), landing
authorization

system in place that ensures up-to-date, and
easily accessible, data of all wild-caught and farm-
raised raw material suppliers.

* Name of the flag of the harvesting vessel

* Vessel permit or license number

+ Unique vessel identifier (such as vessel name
or registration number)

will be applicable, and are mandatory for the vessel to be able to fish. It is expected that a
supplier would be able to secure details of such licences from the vessel operators within 14
days. If the vessel operator is unable to provide such evidence, the vessel should be
considered at higher risk of IUU due to the lack of transparency.

The Global Record of Vessels is an FAO initiative that aims to centralise information on
vessels by pairing IMO numbers and fishing authorizations, among other data. As this
database is developed, it has the potential to be a powerful tool for improving vessel

p : hitp:/jwww.fao.org/global

fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being
developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being
mapped, information about fishing licences and
authorization details, whether vessels have a UVI and

are on a publicly available vessel register maintained by

their flag State or RFMO, are being collated and cross-

referenced. At a minimum PAS 1550 should be referred

to in supplier communication so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

public vessel registers and the Global Record, along with
any relevant RFMO. The vessels’ registers are checked
to ensure that all licences and authorizations are up to date
with no non-compliance. Where there is no evidence of
licences and authorizations, these should be able to be
provided within 14 days of a request being made. If
evidence is not able to be provided, an option to suspend
buying until the issue can be addressed is considered.

vessels on public databases, on the Global Record, and|
their fishing authorizations, current and historical, are
available to be checked at will.
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44.3.d Evidence that vessel operators obtain This ensures that the vessel operators have used the correct procedures to obtain the Fishing vessel licences and authorizations are being Fishing vessel licences and authorization details are Fishing vessel licencing and authorization information is
confirmation directly from the coastal State and/or authorizations or fishing licences, and supports legality claims. If the company does not collected by seafood suppliers as part of the supply present on supply chain vessel lists, they are being contained on the Global Record and publicly available
RFMO that authorizations and fishing licences obtain this evidence, the risk of IUU fish entering their supply chain will be higher. chain mapping process, with the details being recorded |routinely audited to verify validity, and the key information |vessel registers maintained by the flag State. Copies of
have been issued and the dates they are valid for, onto a supply vessel list. Sample copies of they contain is present on publicly available vessel licences and authorizations are freely available for
and make this information available upon request Where possible, this and other documents that support legality should be digitized and authorizations and licences are either being requested or [registers such as the Global Record. Where this inspection by supply chain actors at will, for verification

accessible to relevant supply chain actors and stakeholders. The GDST Standard 1.0 is an |are recognised as being important, so that their dates of |information is not available, advocacy is planned or purposes with no evidence of concerns as to their
exemplar for how to digitize data to ease data sharing and increase interoperability between |issue, dates of expiry and i izati ing, ing this to happen. validity being present.
ility systems. https: ity -dii 1-0-materials/ be checked. At a minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred
to in supplier communication so that they are aware of
the desire to assess IUU risk.

4436 Evidence that vessel operators have obtained and This should be available upon request from the catch sector, who should hold licenses and | Communication is made to the supply chain requesting | Supply chain has provided license conditions for supplying | Suppliers are able to demonstrate to the company
documented a full list of all of the conditions of authorizations together with their conditions. If catch vessels are not maintaining such that the license conditions for supplying vessels are vessels and these have been p ing the seafood that the fishing vessel owners
fishing licences and authorizations directly from records, there is a risk that they do not understand the laws and regulations they are meant |communicated by a specified time in the future, or that comply with the legal requirements, or RFVS
coastal State authorities and/or RFMOs; including to complying with, increasing the likelihood of them engaging in IUU. This should be factored |RFVS certification is in place for all supply vessels. Ata certification is held for all supply vessels.
locations where fishing is restricted, gear use, in to risk assessments as the vessel is considered at higher risk. minimum, PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier
crew requirements, observer requirements and communication, so that they are aware of the need to
any other conditions comply with licensing requirements.

4.4.3.f Evidence that fishing vessels and the companies This reduces the risk of a fraudulent license being used, as it avoids the possibility of Mapping of supply chains is underway and a full list of all Governments that issue licences and authorizations
that own them pay their license fees to State bank obtaining a license from an unauthorized agency or corrupt official. fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being Fishing licences and authorizations are being collected for |include the information in their submission to the Global
accounts and not to agents, and that they provide developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being each vessel in the supply chain and questions about who  |Record and also publicise the information on their
documentation and evidence of this to the Evidence of paying license fees to a State bank can be in various forms, for example, mapped, information about fishing licences and pays for them and who issues them are being asked to vessel register. All licences and authorizations are
processor/importer if requested receipts or bank Statements. Where vessels or the companies who own them are unable to |authorization details begin to be collated and cross- determine whether agents and middlemen, rather than issued by a government body.

supply such information, the vessel should be considered at higher risk of fishing illegally. direct dealings with government bodies, is happening. The
process through which vessel licences and authorizations
are issued for the area in which the vessel is licenced and
authorised to fish is known, and information on who is
involved in the process is understood, as the presence of
i okers and mi increase the
risk of falsified documents.

4439 Evidence that fishing vessels have a vessel GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs (vessel data): The company should ask suppliers if these systems are in place on board vessels, the Mapping of supply chains to identify the vessels The supply chains are mapped, the vessels supplying fish |VMS/ AIS is being employed in sufficient numbers within
monitoring system (VMS), automatic identification |availability of catch cooridnates, satelite percentage of vessels covered, and the percentage of this data which is monitored. If supplying fish and seafood is happening, and as part of |and seafood are understood, as is the requirement for the |the supply chain to warrant fishing activity. Independent
system (AIS) or other vessel tracking vessel tracking authority. possible, evidence of this data and monitoring by a third party should be requested. this process, information is being collected to understand|adoption of VMS/ AIS. In addition to this, the protocols for  |verification of the VMS and AIS data is being undertaken|
technologies that are continuously engaged while Where vessel tracking technologies are not used or authorities will not release this what the rules of the flag and authorization State are in ~ [VMS/ AIS use is known and the poliing rates and protocols |using data made publicly available. In the event that
at sea and actively monitored by the coastal or information, the supply chain should be considered at higher risk of IUU fishing. relation to the employment of VMS and AIS onboard are being assessed to determine whether they are data is not made public, supply chains should advocate
flag State these vessels. At a minimum PAS 1550 should be sufficient to provide supply chain assurance that fishing for an opportunity to secure data relevant to the fish and|

referred to in supplier communication so that they are |activity is being carried out legally and in compliance with  |seafood they buy, so that verification of vessel activity
aware of the desire to assess 1UU risk. licences and authorizations. can be undertaken on a risk assessed basis.

44.3h Evidence that the vessels are in compliance with Records of inspection regimes or inspection results can be used here to confirm whether or |As supply chains are being mapped, the desire to be All suppliers have confirmed their understanding and Flag States publicly share their legal compliance

inspection regimes. This includes evidence that
the vessel management:

1) accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at sea
boarding by relevant coastal State inspectors or
duly authorized RFMO inspecting authority;

2) cooperate with and assist in the inspection of
the vessel conducted pursuant to an authorized at;
sea inspection;

3) do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere
with relevant coastal State inspectors or duly
authorized RFMO inspecting authority in the
performance of their duties; and

4) allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or
duly authorized RFMO inspecting authority to
communicate with the authorities of the flag State
of the vessel and the relevant coastal State during
the boarding and inspection

not these conditions are met. Inspections may include the following:
Document checks

« Logbook

« Licence, variations and permits

+ Fishroom plan

+ Certificate of Registry

Fishroom

« Assessment of catch

- Comparison with logbook

« Check weighing

Working conditions

Gear

Al gear in use should be inspected for compliance, and appropriate mesh sizes and
dimensions checked, including some gear that is not in use.

Itis recognised that this information may be difficult to obtain in some countries. Where this
information cannot be obtained, catch vessels should be asked to document why the
evidence does not exist (either vessels are not inspected or the inspecting State does not
issue inspection reports). Where possible, this explanation should be compared with other
vessels or catch companies that operate under the same regulatory regime. In either case,
where inspections do not take place or their results are not documented, vessels should be

at higher risk. A company can check that the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying
them are on the list of countries that have notified the EU (to be used as a proxy for non-EU
countries) of their competent authority and have been accepted:
https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfplillegal_fishing/info

able to review evidence that vessels are complying with
any relevant inspection regimes, has been
communicated to the suppliers and stakeholders with
influence in the supply chain to make this happen. Ideally
the communication includes details of the types of
evidence that would be necessary to prove this, i.e. the
information detailed within the guidance notes.

recognition of the value that vessel inspections bring, and
that information is being collected, reviewed and assessed
for vessels within the supply chain, to determine the
validity and engagement with the inspection regimes
Where information is not available from either the flag State
or vessel, the supply chain actors and stakeholders are
advocating to the flag State that legal compliance regimes
and engagement information should be shared with
seafood buyers, and ideally publicly.

regimes, and which vessels are cooperating with them
and which are not. Supply chains can demonstrate that
the vessels they are buying from are cooperating with
the published inspection regime and are able to
demonstrate evidence of this when required.

4.4.3.

Evidence that fishing vessels engage crew in
decent conditions.

Attention is drawn to ILO Convention C188 which
sets minimum international levels for crew
conditions on fishing vessels. The Convention will
come into force on 16 November 2017

GDST standards require information on
the existence of human welfare policies
(KDE) for crews on fishing vessels.

5.0 Social

ILO C €188 sets out minimum standards for crew working conditions. For vessels
flagged to a country that has signed and implemented ILO C188, risk of crew not having
decent working is , as are bound by the convention to
verify that vessel conditions and crew contracts are in line with its provis . Where flag

During the supply chain mapping exercise, information
on whether the flag State has ratified and

The flag State has ratified ILO C188, employment

ILO C188 is being collected and the review of

States have not adopted ILO C188, organizations can still request evidence that conditions
and contracts are at the same standard. Information supplied by the UK to support UK
operators complying with ILO C188 can be used as a reference for organizations seeking to
compare conditions and contracts to the provisions of ILO C188. See:
hitps://www.gov.uk/goven k-in-fishing:

contracts and evidence of decent working
conditions is required by the buyer

stating the and working conditions
are in place for all vessel crew, and independent evidence
of working conditions and employment is provided by 3rd
party certification. Where this is not fully in place,
advocacy is planned or underway to achieve the aim.

Flag States have ratified and implemented ILO C188,
employment contracts are available for each crew
member, and decent working conditions have been
confirmed through 1st, 2nd or 3rd party audits and
certification such as the responsible fishing vessel
scheme.
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3.1 General Cross-over with GDST Cross-over with SPSv5 Implementation Notes (for areas where industry feedback requested further detail) Base practice Implementation of PAS/ PAS Compliant Aspirational practice

443 Evidence that suppliers (e.g. fishing vessel Organizations should ask suppliers what checks they undertake on the background of Policy is to vessel that |On request, vessel owners/managers are able to An independent third party audit shows full compliance
companies) have checked the references and captains they employ. Where it is found that no checks are made on their background, at a specified point in the future, (if not already demonstrate that they are in compliance with the policy,  |with this policy.
background of vessel captains before they were including previous convictions for IUU fishing or human rights abuses, this the of captains should be providing evidence of background checks performed such
hired increases the risk of supplying from those vessels. It can be recommended that suppliers  [checked before they are engaged, and those with a as references from previous employers and searches of

undertake these checks going forward to reduce risks associated with the seafood they are |history of IUU fishing or human rights abuses compliance histories of previous vessels captained
supplying in the future. Where a supplier undertakes checks on the background of captains, |convictions should not be present in the company’s
these can be verified on a sample basis during audit processes. supply chain or engaged in the future.

443Kk Evidence that captains who have been found See notes for 4. bove. Where suppliers have a process in place to check the Policy is o vessel that |On request, vessel owners/managers are able to ‘An independent third party audit shows full compliance
guilty of IUU fishing on more than one occasion background of captains before they are hired, they should also have a policy setting out that |at a specified point in the future, (if not already demonstrate that they are in compliance with the policy,  |with this policy.
are not engaged and that those convicted on a captains with a history of multiple IUU infractions are not engaged, and those with a history of |happening), the background of captains should be providing evidence of background checks performed such
single occasion receive extra supervision and a single IUU infraction may be engaged but with extra supervision. The absence of such a checked before they are engaged, and those with a as references from previous employers and searches of
audit policy increases the risk of seafood supplied by that supplier. history of IUU fishing or human rights abuses compliance histories of previous vessels captained.

convictions should not be present in the company’s
supply chain or engaged in the future.

4431 Evidence that captains or other persons are not Where suppliers have a process in place to check the background of captains before they  |As above As above As above
engaged if checks find they have been found are hired, they should also have a policy setting out that captains found to have previously
responsible for any previous human rights abuses committed a human rights abuse are not engaged. The absence of such a policy increases

the risk of seafood supplied by that supplier

443m Evidence that suppliers are not procured from if See 4.4.4 below Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero Policy position is underpinned by internal due diigence | Company has documented evidence of due diligence
checks find they have been found responsible for tolerance approach to supplying seafood from processes, using information obtained through MCS checks on supply companies, demonstrating that they
any previous human rights abuses companies convicted of IUU fishing or human rights information gathered in supply chain mapping, including have been assessed, and have not been associated

abuses. searches for previous convictions relating to vessels with IUU fishing or human rights abuses. This is
owned by suppliers. Where compliance histories of reviewed through audits.
are not available due to a lack of public
information, this should be documented and advocacy to
relevant States undertaken to publish information relating
to compliance.

444 Where any of the above checks find evidence of Organizations should have a policy of not buying seafood from a supplying company that has | Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero Policy position is underpinned by internal due diigence | Company has documented evidence of due diligence
1UU fishing or illegal working conditions, fish been found to have engaged in human rights abuses or 1UU fishing. This information can be |tolerance approach to supplying seafood from processes, using information obtained through MCS checks on supply companies, demonstrating that they
should not be sourced from those suppliers. found through the due diligence process, including information requests to suppliers, third  |companies convicted of IUU fishing or human rights information gathered in supply chain mapping, including  |have been assessed, and have not been associated
\Where suppliers are unable to supply one or more party audits, internal audits, internet searches and meetings with NGOs active in countries  |abuses. searches for previous convictions relating to vessels with IUU fishing or human rights abuses. This is
of the above areas of evidence, does the relevant to their supply chains. The due diligence process should also document where owned by suppliers. Where compliance histories of reviewed through audits.
organization document as part of the risk information or policies recommended above are not available and set out what mitigating companies are not available due to a lack of public
assessment, the decision of whether or not to measures, such as third party audits, internal audits, information requests from NGOs etc. information, this should be documented and advocacy to
supply and what mitigating actions are to be are sought. relevant States undertaken to publish information relating
taken? to compliance.

For example:

- ICCAT's IUU vessel list: https:/www iccat.int/en/UUlist html

- EU's IUU vessel list: https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfp/ilegal fishing/info > Secondary
legislation and official documents > IUU vessel list

- TMT's combined IUU vessel list: htps://www.iuu-vessels.org/Home/Search

445 Does the organization research vessels, Implementation of GDST standards Organizations should request that suppliers provide a complete list of vessels that supply to |As part of the supply chain mapping exercise, Information on the first tier owners of fishing vessels is The ultimate beneficial owners of fishing vessels that
companies and their beneficial owners from which |supports this due diligence requirement at them, including their full names, IMO numbers and beneficial owners. This information can be |information is being compiled that not only includes the |either fully available and included on the company’s vessel [supply all seafood are known, even if they are second
itis sourcing seafood? This research should it provides information on IMO numbers used to research vessel histories on online databases (see APPENDIX). Where a large fleet |vessel name, UVI, flag State, fishing gear used and list, or included in the Global Record, which when fully or third tier owners identified through shell and holding
include verifying the IMO numbers for any new |for all qualifying fishing vessels. of small-scale vessels are used by suppliers, and depending on the level of risk assessed in |licences, but also the ultimate beneficial owner of the will provide details of operator, owner, beneficial ies. The ip structure of all vessels is
vessels entering a supply chain the supply chain, organizations may decide to use a sample-based approach to verifying  |fishing vessel which might not be just the immediate owner and IMO number if applicable. Online databases are [included within the flag State public vessel register and

vessel identities and histories through online databases. registered owner of the vessel. being used to check the history and background of the first| where mandated by it, also within the flag State
tier owners of fishing boats, so that links to IUU or human [submission to the Global Record.
rights abuse can be identified.

446 Does the organization source seafood where this See 4.4.4 Policy communicated to suppliers explaining a zero Policy position is underpinned by internal due diigence | Company has documented evidence of due diigence
research finds evidence of vessels, companies or tolerance approach to supplying seafood from processes, using information obtained through MCS checks on supply companies, demonstrating that they
beneficial owners with a history of engaging in companies convicted of IUU fishing or human rights information gathered in supply chain mapping, including  |have been assessed, and have not been associated
illegal activity? abuses. searches for previous convictions relating to vessels with 1UU fishing or human rights abuses. This is

owned by suppliers. Where compliance histories of reviewed through audits.
companies is not available due to a lack of public

information, this should be documented and advocacy to

relevant States undertaken to publish information relating

to compliance.

4.4.7 Is the organization able to provide copies of the GDST standards require the fishing Organizations should ask that suppliers maintain evidence of their fishing authorizations Mapping of supply chains is underway, and a full list of all| The company has the ability to access flag State fishing Flag State fishing authorizations are available for all
flag State fishing authorizations granted to fishing |authorization number. This information issued by relevant flag and coastal States, as well as relevant RFMOs. In the case of fishing, transhipment and support vessels is being authorizations, or has them to hand so that it can assess |vessels within its supply chain and these authorizations
vessels when/if requested by any actor or should enable the organization to have RFMOs and an increasing number of States, these can be verified by the organization developed. Whilst the sources of supply are being whether the fishing vessel/company is complying with the |are held electronically, which enables the company to
relevant party? Evidence should be maintained in |access to the documents or to request through checking online lists of authorised vessels. In the future, the FAO Global Record will |mapped, information about fishing licence and authorization conditions. interrogate and validate them at will.
the supply chain about the use of VMS and a them. also be a resource where this information can be verified. Where these are not shared by authorization details begin to be collated and cross-
fisheries logbook by the flag State to monitor States online, on a sample basis, organizations should ask that suppliers provide evidence, |referenced.
vessel activities including licenses issued by flag and coastal States. Where the supply chain or competent

authority are assessed as being high risk but organizations wish to continue to supply from
them, then they should consider contacting governments directly to verify the validity of
authorizations.

4.5 T

Does the require that?
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451.a All transhipments in their supply chains are The GDST standards require collection of Unmonitored at-sea transhipments are a potential avenue for IUU-caught seafood products |Supply chains are being mapped, including identifying There is an understanding of transhipment within all source |All transhipment events are recorded, 100%
recorded, monitored and covered by an transhipment information (date, location, to enter the supply chain. There are currently different protocols for transhipment activity, ~ |whether is present and a n ary part of [fisheries and the status of monitoring, control and observation of transhipment is in place and all
independent observer programme appropriate to |vessel name, UVI) which provide the each with differing levels of documentary evidence and observer presence required. The  |the supply chain. Included within the mapping information [enforcement in each. Advocacy to governments and authorities within the supply chain have access to
the fishery? basis to investigate all due diligence FAO is developing transhipment best practises, and organizations should be aware of their |on transhipment are requirements of the flag, coastal RFMOs is taking place, which includes the needs for transhipment data as they need it.

requirements listed in chapter 4.5. P! , adopt them when and their supply chains to use them to [and RFMO being collected 100% observation of transhipment and data sharing.
aid consistent implementation. To ensure better reporting and more complete, uniform
information, a company should request from relevant authorities throughout their supply
chain, the following information:
+Require all transhipment events be reported to the relevant flag, coastal, port State and
RFMO Secretariat
“Require 100 percent observer coverage (human, electronic or combination)
+Require transhipment data-sharing procedures among relevant authorities (other ways to
ensure coverage?)

45.1b If a transhipment is licensed (and therefore Supply chains are being mapped to determine whether  |Transhipment vessels are present on authorized vessel | All transhipment vessels are known and fully comply
permitted) then the vessel is checked to see if it is transhipment is happening and the vessels involved with |lists and their flag State is known or steps are being taken |with their vessel authorizations.
on the relevant authorized register for fish it. to achieve this.
carriers?

45.1.¢c Both vessels in the transhipment have Information on whether AIS or VMS is used by vessels |AIS and VMS is used on both vessels transhipping All vessels involved in at sea transhipment use AIS and
uninterrupted VMS, AIS or other vessel tracking transhipping catch is either known or being collated. seafood within the supply chains, and where their use is VMS that is transmitted continuously. In the event of
technology operating? not continuous, it is being actively advocated for. transmission interruptions, vessels are shown to meet

the internationally agreed protocols of what to do in
such an event.

452 Is all of the information regarding any at sea The GDST standards require collection of Communication to the supply chain is present which Transhipment in the supply chain is understood and Supply chains are transparent enough that information
transhipments made available to the end transhipment information (date, location, clearly states there is an ambition that where information is either being routinely passed to consumers |on the use of transhipment is known by the end buyer
purchaser of the seafood in the supply chain (e.g. |vessel name, UVI) which enables transhipment is present in the supply chain, that it is or can be upon request. and they have confidence that transhipment is being
restaurant, brand)? i haring to the end-pi known and documented. carried out as required by their authorization and meets

internationally agreed protocols.

453 Does the organization check that EU IUU and | GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs: all 9.4.1 Products shall be packed in bags, boxes or _|A company should request the following information on transhipments: A policy is adopted that requires transhipments to be | Supply chain mapping is complete for all seafood sources |All of the GDST KDEs and items listed in the
other catch certificates provide information about | transhipment vessel data (including master cartons, britestack pallets (i.e. «List of vessels involved in transhipments mapped in the supply chain and communicated to and the need or use of transhipment within the supply implementation notes are available for all supply chains
any transhipments that have taken place? All transhipment vessel name, UVI, canned) that are properly labeled with all +Details of transhipment e.g. date, area, position suppliers chains has been established. The details described in the  |that employ transhipment within them.
required documentation and authorizations should |regsitration, flag, transhipment location,  [information, including allergens, as required by +Authorization of transhipment implementation notes and GDST are either collected and
be validated by appropriate authorities dates of transhipment). local legislation and legislation of the country of |+Details of transhipped object, e.g. species, weight, product form available to the supply chain owner, or are being collected

destination. “Whether an observer program s in place to monitor the transhipments, as well as number and reviewed.
of inspections and percentage conducted at random
+Independent observer report
These documents should be collected and scrutinised by importers and processors.
Information pertaining to transhipments is contained on section 6 of EU catch certificates.
The GDST Standard 1.0 lists key data elements that should be collected for any
transhipments. See Core Normative here: https:/1 -dialogue.org/core-
documents/gdst materials/

4.6 Landing at port

4.6.1 General

4.6.1.1 Does the organization request the landing The GDST standards require information |9.3.4 Finished Product — Facilities shall have a What measures can a company take to obtain landing procedures and determine the level of (Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the | All ports of landing used within the supply chain are known, | All ports of landing used are in States which are either
procedures and controls of the port of landing?  |on landing location and landing date which |system in place that ensures up-to-date, and port controls? As a first step, a company can show preference for ports in States thatare  |ports where fish and seafood is landed, what controls, |where relevant the ports are located within States that are |members of the PSMA or are deemed by a third party to
This information should then be used in the risk | provide the basis to igate alldue  |easily ible, data of all wild-caught and farm-  [party to the FAO Port State Measures Agreement (PSMA), as these are associated witha  |documents and systems each of the ports requires of a |party to the Agreement on Port State Measures (PSMA), | have implemented checks at port that are sufficient to
assessment and due diligence process. The diligence requirements listed in chapter  |raised raw material suppliers. The lower level of risk of being entry points for illegal catch. A company should ask if the vessel when it lands, and whether the port State is party |and the company's suppliers understand what checks are |eliminate IUU fish being landed. The regime used to
organization should assess and record whether  |4.6.1. facility shall maintain documented records and designated port in the port State is a party to the PSMA. If not a party to the PSMA, a to the port State measures agreement and the ports being carried out on landings. Where ports are not check landings are publicised, as is a summary of the
ports are in States that are party to, and have quantities for all finished product company should ask what is preventing the port State from joining. used to land are designated within it. At a minimum, PAS |designated within the PSMA, suppliers should advocate for |checks and their findings. Risk assessments routinely
implemented, the Port State Measures production lots to include the below information, as 1550 should be referred to in supplier communication so |them to be desi and any defi i . show the ports of landing have a low risk of IUU fish
Agreement. Ports with records of non-compliance applicable: A company should ask if records of port entry requests, denials, documentary checks and |that they are aware of the desire to assess IUU risk. | The port States should be encouraged to publicise what  |being landed through them, and independent third party
should be identified as higher risk. « Country of first landing inspections are kept. If so, additional questions that a company should ask are: entry checks are being carried out, who they share this  |inspections of the ports have verified this.

+ Name of entity to which the fish was first +Are the records public? data with, and that the level of IUU they encounter is.
landed or delivered including: name, «Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of such information? routinely reported.
telephone, and email address of contact +Is an electronic information system used to collect, store and share this information?
person +How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain copies of this information and landing
« Evidence of chain of custody from harvest to |procedures and controls at the port of landing?
export to USA, where applicable
A company should also request:
+the requirements for vessels, particularly foreign-flagged vessels, in requesting access to
port
the processes by which authorities determine which vessels should be granted/denied
entry into port or be selected for documentary checks and/or inspections
“the standards for documentary checks and physical inspections
Does the assess and record whether or not ports in their supply chain meet the following criteria and include the information as part of their risk
46122 The port State competent authorities have A company should ask if there is an IUU-related risk-based procedure for controls on Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the | Ports of landing are being and i Landing at ports are publicly available, with

resources that use a risk-based targeting
approach to control

vessels that request entry into port to land or tranship fish. A company should ask if the risk-
based procedure is documented and if it is made publically available.

ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum,
PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier
communication, so that they are aware of the desire to
assess IUU risk.

the procedures, protocols and checks that are undertaken
by the port authorities prior to and during landing, is being
collected and assessed. Information on the landing
procedures is known for each port of landing, the checks
are risk based, and advocacy is happening or planned if
these procedures are not made publicly available to third
parties

summaries of the landing checks and their findings
routinely being published and shared, so that other flag,
port and market States along with seafood buyers, can
assess the risks of buying seafood landed into and
through these ports.
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46.1.2b The control systems in the port are appropriate A company should ask if the port is operating under or over its capacity. One way of Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the | Whilst collecting data on the ports of landing and the The port State routinely publicises the number of

for the volume of cargo and vessels

assessing port capacity s to ask what percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish are
subject to documentary checks or physical inspections.

ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum,
PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier
communication, so that they are aware of the desire to
assess IUU risk.

controls they employ to check for IUU, a dialogue within
the supply chain and the ports being used should be
instigated, to assess a port's capacity to adequately cope
with the volume of inspections required.

landings that it receives, the findings of its inspections,
and with whom it transmits and shares its information,
s that other flag, port and market States, as well as
seafood buyers, can assess the risks of IUU fish and
seafood passing through its ports.

461.2c There are enough inspectors provided at the port While there is no standard measure or guideline, a determination can be made by weighing | Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the | Enquiries should be being made to determine what checks
to be able to inspect the volume of cargo and the volume or port's capacity for cargo with the number of inspectors on staff. A company ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum,  |are being undertaken at port and consideration given to
vessels that the port handles should ask if there is a sufficient number of inspectors for the volume of cargo and vessels. |PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier assess whether there is sufficient diligence being made to

There is no standard measure or guideline, sufficiency is determined by the port State. When |communication, so that they are aware of the desire to  [IUU checks. The port check protocol regime is
determining sufficiency, consideration needs to be given to the monitoring, control and assess 1UU risk documented, publicly available, and considered to be
compliance regime found in the source fishery, confidence level that the controls in the sufficient to inspect enough landings to deter and pick up
fishery are being met, the level of corruption within the port State, and technology employed any 1UU fish and seafood. Consideration given to RFMO
that assists in targeting the inspection regime. Conservation Management Measures (SMMs) which may
have more specific requirements, e.g. a percentage of
vessels that need to be inspected. These requirements
have to be at least met to be considered a sufficient level.

4.6.1.2d The port State competent authorities are able to A company can request if landing pi 3 for y checks and Supply chain mapping is underway to det all of the | Ce ies have of all landing pr for |Landing have been assessed and where
demonstrate that they operate in an effective and physical inspections and records are public, and ask to obtain copies. A good resource on  |ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum,  |each port into which their seafood is landed. deficiencies highlighted, a request to the port authorities
transparent manner import controls and landing procedures that may be of use can be found here: PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier to improve/address the deficiency has been made, OR

https://eu.oceana.org/en/publications/reports/comparative-study-key-data-elements-import- tion, so that they are aware of the desire to all ports in the supply chain share their landings

control-schemes-aimed-tackling. It includes a list of key data elements that should be assess IUU risk. procedures publicly, each port’s system has been

collected as part of a robust import control scheme. In addition, whether the country has rated, and its implementation assessed and shown to

signed to be a member of the Fisheries Transparency Initiative may be an indicator of risk. meet the FAO PSM requirements, which include public
reporting of landing assessment summaries.

4612e All records relating the port State control are wel- ‘A company should ask if records of port entry requests, denials, documentary checks and | Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the | Ports routinely share the data of their landing inspections | Landing reports are sent electronically to flag and port
maintained and available upon request to the inspections are kept. If so, additional questions that a company should ask are: ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum, | with port and flag States so that the necessary information |States and there is an established public reporting of all
relevant authorities or actors requesting +Are the records public? PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier is available to them to take action on IUU where landing findings summarised and routinely published.
information «Is there a protocol to notify foreign port authorities of such information? communication, so that they are aware of the desire to  |necessary.

+Is an electronic information system used to collect, store and share this information? assess |UU risk.
+How can companies and relevant stakeholders obtain copies of this information and landing

procedures and controls at the port of landing?

This information should be available and therefore be furnished upon request.

46121 The port State verifies the catch documentation A company should ask for catch for landing or of fish froma | Supply chain mapping is underway to determine all of the | Ports routinely share data on their verification process of | Findings summarising the results of catch
and maintains organized documentation and files/ vessel that can be verified through transhipment reports. Where these documents are not ports where fish and seafood is landed. At a minimum,  [catch documentation undertaken as part of i { i ion are sent to flag
records currently shared with purchasing companies, then a request should be made to both the flag [PAS 1550 should be referred to in supplier (see also above) and port States and there is regular public reporting of

and port State asking for it to happen. communication, so that they are aware of the desire to the summarised findings.
assess IUU risk.

46129 There are no recorded instances of bribery and A company should ask if any instances of bribery or corruption have been identified or Communication to the company’s suppliers has been Using information from MCS questionnaires and enquiries | Information on bribery and corruption relating to supply
any personnel found guilty of this are not reported, how they were resolved or if they were made public. The bribery and corruption  [made, which says that if not already happening, at some |to ports, the bribery and corruption risk of each port or flag | States is publicly available, along with commentary on
permitted to work in the port risk of each port or flag State country within the supply chain should be considered when point in the future enquiries should be made to determine |State country is included within determination of risk levels |how this has been integrated into the risk assessment

assessing this risk. whether or not there are any instances of bribery or for each supply chain process.
corruption in port administration relevant to fisheries
controls.

4.6.2 Port State

4.6.2.1 Does the organization check whether the port(s) |The GDST standards require information |9.3.4 Finished Product Check the Pew website for PSMA status and also check the accession documentation to The value of PSMA is recognised by the company within |All ports of landing within the supply chain are mapped, the [All ports of landing are in countries that have ratified and
at which the seafood that they are purchasing is  |on landing location which provides the + Country of first landing whether the ports of landing used within the supply chain are actually included its seafood sourcing policy or specification, as is the fact |landing controls are understood, and where PSM implemented PSMA, are included within the ratification
landed is located in a State party to the PSMA? If |basis to investigate the due diligence within the PSM ratification documents. If they are included, then they can be considered at that robust port controls based on PSMA should be ratification is desirable, then advocacy for this to happen is [documents, or are in State and regional agreements
not, then the ports should be considered to be requirements listed in chapter 4.6.2. lower risk, but if they are not included, then consider them at higher risk and ask the port correctly implemented. taking place. with measures that are at least as effective as the
higher risk in the due diligence process. State to include them. For more information about PSMA, visit: pewtrusts.org/psma or PSMA in ensuring that vessels carrying IUU product

http://www.fao.org/port-State-measures/resour 1111616/ cannot access ports.

4622 'As part of the risk assessment process, does the ‘A company should ask if the port State is party to the PSMA and/or what is preventing them | Evidence of checks at port is being requested from Suppliers have knowledge of the checks that are being _|Information on compliance by relevant port States with

organization seek evidence on whether or not the
PSMA requirements are being implemented by the
contracting party of the PSMA in which the port
found in the supply chain is located? Fvidence of
non-compliance or lack of evidence of
compliance should be treated as an increased
risk of fish passing through the port being illegal

from joining. A company should ask whether the port State has designated ports for access
by foreign-flagged vessels, whether they have been publicized (or check here:

suppliers, and the suppliers have acknowledged the
importance of having ports designated, and robust and

http://www.fao.oraffishery/port-State-measures on=ary) and

checks being undertaken at each port of

confirm that it does not allow foreign-flagged vessels into any non-designated ports.

A company should ask whether requests to enter port and inspection reports include the
information detailed in Annexes A and C of the PSMA. The FAO also has a database of
ports: http://www.fao.org/fishery/port-State-

measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=qr

Risk assessment consideration:
-States that are party to the PSMA are associated with a lower level of risk of being entry
points for illegally-caught fish.

landing.

undertaken at port, as well as the regime of checks that
have been risk assessed to make sure they are sufficient
in quantity and quality to capture IUU fish f presented for
landing. Where the assessment deems checks are
insufficient, advocacy is required to improve them or for
the port to be officially designated under the PSMA, and
notified through the FAO system.

the PSMA s publicly available.

4.6.3 Vessel in port

Does the

require that?

4.6.3.a

Crew on fishing vessels it sources from are free
to leave port when vessels dock, as far as is
permitted by the immigration laws of the port State

5.0 Social Accountability Requirements

with i

A company can ask if crew are granted shore leave access in
laws of the port State.

liers have been written to, advising them that at a
specified point of time they will be asked to report on the
immigration laws of relevant port States and how they
relate to the ability of crew to leave vessels in port.

Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew
are able to leave vessels in countries where this is
permitted. In countries where this is not permitted,
advocacy is undertaken to address this.

Ports are used that allow crew the ability to leave
vessels when at port to access health, religious and
recreational services.
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4.6.3.b All crew are verified as present as per the crew In some countries, port in/port out inspections have been put in place to ensure there is no  |A policy is communicated to suppliers requiring that crew |Port visits and independent assessments verify that crew |All crew are verifiably in possession of work documents
list provided to the port State inspector, are in ilicit incidence or swapping of crew whilst at sea. When the PSMA/ILO 188 and Cape Town |are in possession of work contracts and are available for|are in possession of work contracts and are available for |and are checked on departure and arrival from ports. A
possession of their own work contracts and Agreement are all in force, ratified and effectively implemented, there can be joint interview by insp port inspections. Where port inspections including sample of crew are periodically interviewed
identification documents and are available for that will verify this. If these 3 UN agreements are not in force for each of the supply chains confidential interviews are not being undertaken, advocacy |confidentially by port authorities to verify they are
confidential interview if a request is made by the flag or port States, then advocate for their implementation. A company should ask for crew is undertaken to call for this from the relevant State. P in decent working diti Verification of
port State authorities documentation provided by the port State inspector. the above could also be demonstrated through
independent third party audit.
4.6.3.c The captain is available at the port inspection and Pre-notification of arrival and landing should be made by vessels or flag States so that The need for landing i and pre-notifi of steps are being taken to achieve visibility of | Pre-notification of arrival and landing is routine at all

is able to provide all documentation and enquiries
required at the port State inspection

can be and outcome recorded. Suppliers should request a
copy of these records relevant to their purchase from the vessel owner/supplier. Where they
are not available, then a time-bound request for this information should be made to the
supplier and also to the flag State of the vessel, asking that this is mandated as a customary
practice. A company should request inspection reports that include vessel identification,
construction, registration documentation, license to fish or tranship, catch and bycatch

p and reports, vessel monitoring systems, and/or
automatic identification systems, fishing gear, fish species and quantities, safety certifications
and crew documentation.

landing is recognised as an important step to address
1UU, either within a company policy or the buying

This ition has been
to seafood suppliers of fish and seafood, whether or not
they are landed to States party to PSMA.

inspection reports that include checks on vessel ID,

by-catch, and other
criteria contained within the GDST KDEs or the specific
buyers requirements.

ports of landing within the supply chain, and these
records are available for timely sharing with interested
stakeholders, other flag and port States and they
contain accurate information on all of the attributes
detailed within the PAS guidance notes.

4.7 Decent wi

rking conditions in the fishing sector

4.7.1

Does the organization include in its policies and
require from its suppliers that all of the major
issues that are identified in ILO Convention C188
are addressed by source fisheries? These are
essential to providing decent work conditions on
board fishing vessels

See 4.4.3.

Wherever possible and relevant, does the
organization demonstrate that it supports the
ratification of the ILO Convention C188?

Is traceability ensured down to vessel level to
enable businesses with a turnover of over £36
million to produce their annual slavery and human
trafficking Statement that covers what is being
done in the supply chain to address the issue.

Traceability down to the vessel is enabled
through implementation of GDST
standards

2.10.3 Suppliers must have traceabily systems in
place to allow trace-backs to vessel or

wholesaler for wild-caught...

See 3.4.5. An overview of the traceability system can be set out in reporting issued under the
Modern Slavery Act

Has the organization developed and made public
protocols that guide how and when it will inform
statutory agencies of human rights infractions
identified during audits, risk assessments and
other internal reviews?

The GDST standards request the name
of internationally recognized Human
Welfare standards to which policy on a
vesselltrip claims conformity.

5.4 Forced, Bonded, Indentured, Trafficked and

Prison Labor

Have industrial fishing vessels had a social and
ethical responsibility policy/standard that includes
the points in 3.3.3?

See 3.3.3

Communication made to suppliers setting out the
requirement for vessels to have a policy/standard setting’
'out working conditions. Reference should be made to the
conditions required in ILO ILO C188.

Vessel obtained and for all
vessels in the supply chain. These require conditions in
line with ILO C188, or where there is a departure from
these requirements, it is clearly documented and
incorporated into the risk assessment.

3rd party certification is in place for ports, vessels and
other places where people are employed within the
supply chain, or the flag and port States have ratified
and robustly implemented PSMA/Cape Town
Agreement and ILO C188.

Do inspections, audits and checks include, where
possible, in-person interviews with the relevant
workers or crew, which are conducted in a neutral
and safe environment, guaranteeing the security
and anonymity of the interviewees?

Vessel inspections and audits are a developing area, so the PAS indicates that this is a
requirement where possible. Importers/processors placing reliance on these in their due
diligence systems should seek assurance of the following labour and interview standards for
inspections, audits and checks:
“There is evidence of a standard operating procedure for inspections that includes worker
interviews
~This SOP should be in
approach
+Inspectors should receive accredited or government/ILO approved training in conducting
labour inspections/interviews/worker interactions. Certificates of completed training should be
provided to the importer/processor

ions should be both on a

with ir and follow a victim centred

basis in order

but also

to identify potential cases of FL & HT
+Inspection records including number, type and nature of the inspections, should be
provided to the importer/processor on a quarterly basis

+Inspectors should use an interview questionnaire that is designed to identify indicators of
forced labour and human trafficking as defined by the ILO

«Importers/processors should be provided with examples of completed questionnaires as
part of baseline measurements

“Inspectors/auditors agree to importers or processors conducting unannounced spot
checks of inspection/interview procedures

Communication made to suppliers requiring that crew
are made available for confidential interviews by relevant
State inpsectors or other experts on request.

Audits and port visits include confidential interviews with
crew in a neutral and safe environment, guaranteeing the
security and anonymity of the interviewees.

All vessels are subject to inspections under ILO C188
or are subject to a certification or standard that includes
periodic crew interviews by trained professionals.

|Section 5. Factories
51 i

511

Is the organization able to demonstrate that
processing factories in its supply chains comply
with the policies and specifications of the
organizations which they supply (see 3.3.3).

2.2.3 The Quality Manual shall clearly define all of
the quality attributes for all raw material

received, and finished products produced, that shall
be monitored and controlled to ensure conformance
to legal requirements and customer and facility

specifications.
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512

Can information be provided to any other actor in
the supply chain on the legality and traceability of
a product within a maximum of four hours?

GDST standards require the digitisation of|
traceability information which enables
rapid sharing of traceabilty information.

A3 3.2 Once the lots are selected by the auditor for
tracing, the results for all of them combined shall be
achieved in no more than one half-day (6 hours)

Processors should be able to provide details on the following:

~goods receipt documentation traceabilty/batch code

«traceability records back to vessel

+product specs

+systems in place to verify legality at level of processing

+mass balance reconciliation, i.e. where the original catch outlined in the catch certificate has
been split up and catch certificates have been photocopied

Is this information easily accessible and are actors wiling to share this information? An
example of a guideline on how to increase coherence and interoperabilty of information
systems and
dialogue.or

513

Is there a designated person(s) at the factory that
is responsible for ensuring that information relating
to legality and traceability is compiled, stored,
reviewed managed and available for checks (e.g.
audits)?

2.4.3 The facility shall clearly identify the Staff
Member accountable for the maintenance of
the

Quality Management System and for the
company meeting and adhering to all of the

ql of the Seafood ing Standard.

5.2 Process Control

521 Is the production process defined, controlled and 2.12.1 The facility shall prepare and implement
documented to ensure that the product meets the standard operating procedures, quality
specifications and produces products that are , food safety p!

liant with the of the end product social accountability procedures, and

users? 'work instructions for all processes and
operations having an effect on product safety,
legality and quality.
4.1.1 The facility shall document and implement
appropriate Product Release Procedures that
identify processes and testing procedures that shall
be performed. These Procedures shall identify the
responsible person or persons authorized to
release product and include food safety, quality
and legal specifications that shall be verified as
having been met prior to release.

522 Are product specifications, batch specifications,  [Batch lots and the association of 3.1.1 All elements of the facility's Food Safety
process monitoring, product testing, ingredients in processing are handled in  |Management System (e.g. the HACCP, GMP,
manufacturing site cleaning, and other quality the traceabilty data. These pedigree files [Hygiene, SSOP, Food Defense Plan, and other
control measures documented? can be linked to other production data related plans) shall be documented, implemented,

maintained and continually improved.

523 Spot purchases without any knowledge of the Widespread adoption of GDST standards |2.10.2 The facility shall have a supplier approval
vendor should be avoided and therefore not can facilitate the universal request for program which includes a list of approved
present in supply chains. The organization should |pedigree files such as in the case of spot |suppliers and service providers as described in 2.9
ensure that all subcontractors meet all laws and |transactions. above. This list shall be kept up-todate and
are included in traceability documentation reviewed, at a minimum, annually.

524 Does the organization complete mass balance GDST standards were developed to allow [9.6 Mass Balance
checks at their factory for its supply chains? for mass balance checks.

These should be completed at regular intervals
throughout the year; at a rate appropriate
according to the results of the risk assessment
and to satisfy internal due diligence but at a
minimum of once per year. Accurate conversions
ratios from production line should be used to
make sure that the mass-balance is accurate
5.3 Ethics and labour
53.1 Does the organization have a policy that GDST standards require information on  |5.1.1 Facilities shall operate in compliance with this A policy is in place that requires the full mapping of the | Supply chains are fully mapped and suppliers at all levels

addresses social and ethical responsibility (see
3.3.3, a) to g) for what to include in the policy)?

the existence of human welfare policies
for staff in processing facilties. The
GDST standards also request the name
of internationally recognized Human
Welfare standards to which the policy
claims conformity.

standard and all local, national, and international
conventions, rules and regulations, whichever
provides the highest protection to the worker. The
facility shall have in place policies and
procedures

pertaining to, but not limited to: worker health and
safety and compliance with requirements regarding
wages, benefits, hours, hiring practices, minimum
age, status of workers, and good employee
relations that provide the highest protection to the
workers.

seafood supply chain and includes an ambition for social
and ethical responsibility and working conditions to be
afforded to everyone working within it.

have communicated their understanding of what is trying to

be achieved with 1st, 2nd and 3rd party audits being
targeted to those areas of the supply chain that are
assessed to be of high and medium risk.
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532 Does the organization apply this policy not only to 2.9.1 The facility shall exercise proper control Policies that address social and ethical responsibility should be communicated to all actors [ The policy includes an allowance for new supply chains |A system is established that deals with seasonal variance |Supply chain is well mapped and the policy has been in
the buildings and operations that it owns but also over any entity that is used to outsource any along the supply chain. Where this cannot be communicated, (e.g. on some occasions that are seasonal or have short lead times before supply |in supply chains by exception, employs a risk-based place for a sufficiently long time that 3rd party audits
communicate that the behaviours outlined in the processes that may have an impact on food safety, |suppliers do not know who they will supply from in advance, efforts should be made to to be mapped as soon as time allows, but that all regular |approach to assessment to allow supply to occur, but and certification of all supply chain options are known
policy are expected of all the actors in its supply legality, quality, traceability and social communicate these policies as soon as the supply chain is established. supply chains are to be mapped at the earliest outside of that the supply chain is understood and a and understood, irrespective of volume and value being
chain, from supplier to vessel operations? responsibility. opportunity. system for sourced.
There should be a mechanism in place that allows communication of these policies and and ion is
standards to the potential suppliers of seafood from new sources. This can help inform a
company's sourcing decision and it helps the supplier determine if it can meet requirements.
now and in the future.
533 Does the organization ensure that at any of its 5.1.1 Facilities shall operate in compliance with this
factories, a review of its ethical and labour policy standard and all local, national, and international
and systems is completed at least once per year ions, rules and i i
to ensure that it is addressing current industry provides the highest protection to the worker...
concerns and that it complies with any changes to
the industry and supply chain requirements?
534 Is there a designated person(s) at each factory to 2.4.3 The facility shall clearly identify the Staff
ensure that workers are being treated ethically Member accountable for the maintenance of
and that labour rights are being upheld? the
Translation services should be provided for Quality Management System and for the
migrant workers to facilitate effective company meeting and adhering to all of the
communication qui of the Seafood ing Standard
535 Are grievance mechanisms in place that allow 5.4.5 Information regarding hotlines, competent
workers to report issues and any cases of abuse authorities, and other resources for victims of
anonymously without being put at risk of negative labor rights abuse must be on display to workers in
repercussions? Any grievance report should be the facility.
investigated as a priority, in a fully transparent 5.7.6 The facility must have in place an established
manner and by including the relevant union complaints and remediation system to handle
representatives — or in cases where this does not cases and ions of sexual
apply — by involving NGO representatives in the bullying or discriminatory practices. This must, at a
review process minimum, include a confidential reporting
mechanism, information on any hotlines or other
outside support services available and the
possibility of calling in independent
assessment/arbitration.
536 Does the organization promote robust labour 5.8.1 Facilities shall respect the rights of
wi pecti in the workers to associate, organize, and bargain
form of legislative frameworks that support collectively (or refrain from doing so) without the
'workers — local or migrant labour — in their right to need of prior authorization from management.
organize and collective bargaining? Facilities shall not interfere with, restrict, or prevent
such activities and
shall not discriminate against or retaliate against
workers exercising their right to representation in
accordance with international labor standards.
5.8.2 Where the right to freedom of association and
collective bargaining is prohibited or restricted
under local law, the facility shall not prevent
alternative means to facilitate worker
representation and negotiation. (For example,
the election of one or more employees by the
workers to represent them to management).
|54 Product tracking and i
5.4.1 Where a fish product, unit, or batch of fish Implementation of standards requires 9.1.1 Facilities that source raw material from both | Seafish lists UK regulations pertaining to labelling, marketing and more:
products, originates from multiple source fishing ~ |unique unit identifiers. wild-caught and farm-raised sources shall https:/www.seafish.org/trade-and-requlation/seafood-traceability-and-labeling-
activities or fisheries, is there identification and properly identify, segregate and label products |requlations/fish-traceabilty-requirements/
tracking of products from each source that enable from different wild-caught and/or aquaculture
products at final sale to be traceable to a single sources and shall indicate any relevant
source and activity? The fish product or batch certifications.
identification should be grouped or associated in 9.1.2 Proper identification shall be maintained
ways to allow verification of legal compliance and for each lot, for each wild-caught and
of claims related to sustainability or fishing farmraised source, on all documents and at each
methods step of the process flow from raw material
receiving, handling, processing, packaging, storage
and dispatch. Records shall be
maintained to ensure product identity and
demonstrate that products from wild-caught and
aquaculture sources and those from certified and
non-certified sources are not mixed
542 Are unique unit identifiers present at each level of of enables 9.2.1 The facility shall develop, maintain and
the packaging hierarchy (e.g. from a pallet, a case traceability back to a single source. document appropriate traceability procedures
or a consumer item)? GDST standards allow for aggregation ~ |and
and deaggregation based on parent/child [systems to include identification of batches of
identifiers. raw material, ingredients, in-process products,
GDST Standard 1.0 KDEs rework, ing, i
object information): Item/SKU/UPC/GTIN, |additives, and final product throughout the
linking KDE (batch, lot, or serial number). |production process and any out-sourced product,
ingredient or service.
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543 When a product is combined with other material/  |Implementation of standards allows 9.5.2 The facility shall maintain documented records
products, processed, reconfigured, or re- unique unit identifiers for aggregated or  |for all production lots that records the below
packaged, does the new product have its own |transformed seafood. Critical tracking  |information, as applicable, for each BAP star
unique product identifier? events resulting in irreversable change to |category (1, 2, 3, and 4-star) and for wild-caught
the product, including comingling are core |species the facilty is eligible to produce:
to the GDST standards. * Lot number
+ Storage location
« Shipping — company, method, date
« Unique shipping identifiers — container or seal
number, bill of lading
544

Is the linkage (auditable function)

of maintains

9.3.4 Finished Product - Facilities shall have a

between this new product and ts original inputs to
maintain traceability? For example, a label, linked
to the lot identification of the traceable input item,
remains on the packaging until that entire
traceable unit has reached the final point of sale

the linkage between inputs and outputs.

system in place that ensures up-to-date, and easily

data of all wild- ght and fz d
raw material suppliers. The facility shall maintain
records and ities for all

finished product production lots to include the

below information, as applicable
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Section
3.3.1.1

No.

PAS 1550 Implementation Guide
Question
3.4.1

Risk assessment checklist

traceability claims?

svessel registration
svessel license
scatch documentation
scompliance records
3.4.4

3.4.5

What policies and processes are in place that provide requirements for full chain traceability to be ensured?
independent audits?

Can traceback exercises be conducted from end point (i.e. retailer) to start point (i.e. vessel), to support full chain
Do you have the following records to support that a product originates from a legal source:

3.4.8

What other records or documents do you keep that support claims of legality of a source?
ones”?
4

How frequently are traceability systems, and all claims based on them, subject to external verification and
3.4.10

How is traceability data made accessible during verification checks and audits e.g. use of an electronic system?

How is traceability provided to the vessel or group of vessels (e.g. catch certificate) that caught the seafood?
bound deliverables?

What processes, e.g. traceback exercises, are used to demonstrate traceability to a vessel or group of vessels?
Where are unit or batch numbers captured?

Have you adopted any traceability standards, e.g. ISO 12875, as part of traceability compliance, and if so which

Are you able to match sales transactions with buyers or sellers?

«fishing license and validity

If you have undertaken a traceability improvement project or initiative, can you please provide details of this i.e. time-
Regional Fisheries Management Organization (RFMO))
+fishing method used

Are sales transactions accompanied and traced by unit or batch numbers on, or accompanying invoices?
3.4.11

svessel identity (home port, name, flag and call sign), registration, and where issued, IMO or other UVI number
*species (FAO alpha 3 code), product name and code
«fishing dates of capture

squantities (in kg) of catch

Which of the following data is available for collection upon request and associated with products?

+location of catch (e.g. GPS coordinates, specific location of fishery, FAO codes, EEZ’s ISO country code, relevant

receiving vessel name and where applicable, the IMO number or other UVI number
sperson/enterprise with custody and ownership after landing.

«date/area/position/estimated weight/call sign and declaration of any transhipment at sea. This will include the
What other information is associated with products?
location attached?

What key data relating to products (refer to question X) at a minimum, are maintained in an electronic system?

Is other documentation such as EU Catch Certificates attached electronically, or is a record noting their physical
) 3\
»
CHARITABLE TRUSTS
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Risk assessment checklist

Section No. Question
3.5.3
Can you assess the impact of decent working conditions through a verifiable traceback exercise across your supply
chains within 48 hours from the time the request is made? A traceback exercise involves gathering information or
documenting events from the point of origin or source. If any information is unavailable during a traceback exercise, a
further multi-part question should be asked, such as:
Can you access information or furnish evidence related to freedom of association, right of workers to organize,
8 forced labour, minimum age of workers, child labour, equal remuneration or discrimination?
3.5.4
As a company, are you able to conduct inspections, audits and/or site visits to check for aspects of legality,
traceability and decent working conditions?
How often do you conduct site visits?
What information are you able to obtain from the site visits to help verify legality of seafood products and decent
9 working conditions from the point of origin?
3.5.6
As a company, can you obtain third-party verification of information at any point in the supply chain?
Do you have designated access to conduct inspections, audits and/or site visits on behalf of those in the supply
chain?
Can you conduct random spot checks, and are you permitted to conduct unannounced audits?
10
3.5.7 Are all products properly and visibly labelled and written in plain language, including correct source of the product and
country of origin? If so, please supply examples of labelling where relevant, for all seafood supplied in this contract.
See link for information on labelling as a resource:
11 https://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2014/december/tradoc _152941.pdf
4321a What requirements are in place for vessels to have Vessel Monitoring Systems (VMS)?
What requirements are in place for vessels to operate Automatic Identification Systems (AIS)?
12 Are there any other vessel tracking requirements in place for vessels?
4.3.21b
What requirements are in place to provide data on vessel position, catch of target and non-target species and fishing
effort to the following:
the vessel's flag State?
the vessel's coastal State (if applicable)?
the Regional Fisheries Management Organization where the vessel fishes (if applicable)
13 What other data requirements are in place of fishing activity by vessels that supply seafood in this contract?
4.321.¢ At what frequency are vessels in the supply chain subject to at-sea vessel inspections by the coastal State, by
parties to RFMOs in the high sea?
14 Can you share any post-inspection reports?
43.21d
What requirements are in place by the flag State, coastal State or RFMO for human observers to be on the
vessel(s)?
15 What electronic monitoring measures are in place on the vessel and what authorities have access to these records?
4.3.2.2 What is the flag State of the vessel(s) supplying seafood under this contract?
16 What is the nationality of the vessel(s)' beneficial owner?
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Risk assessment checklist

Section

No.

Question

4.3.3.1

17

What flag States, coastal States and processing States have responsibility for seafood caught in this supply chain?

Are any of the above States subject to an EU yellow card or red card? See: http://www.iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-
carding-decisions/

4.41

18

As a company, can you confirm that none of the vessels in this supply chain appears on a regional IUU black list.
See: https://iuu-vessels.org/

4.43.a

19

Do all qualifying fishing vessels have a unique vessel identifier (UVI) issued by IHSM&T on behalf of the IMO?
Where is this information captured, e.g. catch certificate, registration?

Can this information be made available upon request?

443b

20

Do those fishing vessels not qualifying for an IMO number have an alternative internationally or nationally recognised
unique vessel identifier (UVI)?

If so, what alternative UVI is used and can this information be made available upon request?

What assurance or evidence exists to support that UVIs remain the same for the entire life of the vessel?

4.43.c

21

Do all fishing vessels in your supply chain have up-to-date authorizations and fishing licences issued by the relevant
competent authorities?

How often are authorizations and fishing licenses reviewed/renewed?

If requested, could this information be provided within 14 days?

443d

22

Do vessel operators obtain confirmation directly from the coastal State and/or RFMO that authorizations and fishing
licences have been issued and the dates they are valid for?

Is there evidence to support this and can this information be made available upon request?

4.43.e

23

Have vessel operators obtained and documented a full list of all of the conditions of fishing licences and
authorizations directly from coastal State authorities and/or RFMOs, including locations where fishing is restricted,
gear use, crew requirements, observer requirements and any other conditions?

Is there evidence to support this and can this information be made available upon request?

4.43f

24

Who do fishing vessels and the companies that own them pay their license fees to?

Do they provide documentation and evidence of this to the processor/importer if requested?

4434

25

Do all fishing vessels have a vessel monitoring system (VMS), automatic identification system (AIS) or other vessel
tracking technologies?

If not, what percentage of vessels have these systems and what percentage of this data is monitored?

Are these systems and technologies continuously engaged while at sea and actively monitored by the coastal or flag
State?

Can this information be made available upon request?
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Risk assessment checklist

Section

No.

Question

4.4.3.h

26

What evidence is available to support that vessels are in compliance with inspection regimes?

Is there evidence to support that the vessel management:

*Accept and facilitate the prompt and safe at sea boarding by relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorised
RFMO inspecting authority

scooperate with and assist in the inspection of the vessel conducted pursuant to an authorized at-sea inspection
+do not obstruct, intimidate or otherwise interfere with relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO
inspecting authority in the performance of their duties

«allow the relevant coastal State inspectors or duly authorized RFMO inspecting authority to communicate with the
authorities of the flag State of the vessel and the relevant coastal State during the boarding and inspection?

Where this information or evidence is not available, can you document why it does not exist, e.g. vessels are not
inspected, inspecting State does not issue inspection reports?

4.4.3.

27

What minimum standards are required for worker contracts and vessel conditions for vessels supplying seafood
under this contract?

What labour inspections do vessels supplying seafood under this contract face by government authorities?

4.43]

28

What checks are undertaken on the professional background of captains employed?

443Kk

29

Are captains hired if they have been found to have been guilty of IUU infractions?

Are any additional corporate risk mitigation measures put in place if such captains are hired?

4.43.

30

Are captains hired if they have been found to have a history of human rights abuses?

4.4.3.m

31

What measures are put in place to make sure that seafood is not purchased from suppliers that have been found to
have been associated with human rights abuses?

4.4.5

32

Provide a complete list of all vessels used to supply seafood under this contract, including full names, IMO numbers
and the beneficial owner of the vessel.

4.4.7

33

Please provide copies of flag State authorizations for supplying fishing vessels.

451.a

34

What practices are in place to ensure transhipments in their supply chain are recorded, monitored and covered by
independent observer programs appropriate to the fishery?

451b

35

Are all transhipments at sea relating to supply authorized?

451.c

36

Do both vessels involved in the landing and transhipping of fish operate VMS/AIS or vessel tracking technology?

46.1.1

37

What landing procedures are in place to determine the level of port controls?

46.1.2.a

38

What are the procedures for controls on vessels that request entry into port to land or tranship fish?
Are the procedures documented?
Are the procedures publicly available?

If not, why are the procedures not documented and available?
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Risk assessment checklist

Section No. Question
4.6.1.2.b What percentage of vessels that land or tranship fish are subject to documentary checks or physical inspections in
port?
How are selections made for which vessels to check/inspect?
How were the vessels your company sources from selected for documentary checks/ inspections?
Which of the following are covered by checks and inspections?
svessel identification, construction and registration documentation
slicense and authorizations to fish or tranship
scatch and bycatch documentation
sprocessing and transhipment reports
*VMS/AIS systems in use
+type of fishing gear used
type and volume of fish species
screw documentation
39
4.6.1.2.c 40 How many inspectors are available to inspect the volume of cargo and vessels that the port handles?
4.6.1.2d Are landing procedures, standards for documentary checks and inspection reports publicly available upon request
41 from the port State through the supply chain?
4.6.1.2.e Are all records relating to the port State control available to the relevant authorities and supply chain actors upon
42 request within a given timeframe?
4.6.1.2f 43 Is catch documentation available and verified and reported by the port State authorities ?
4.6.1.2.9 Is there evidence of any recorded instances of bribery through enquiry or public documents including press?
44 Is there evidence of any personnel found guilty of bribery through public documents including press?
4.6.2.1 Is the port State a party to the FAO Port State Measures Agreement (PSMA)?
45
4.6.2.2 Does the port State have designated ports for access by foreign-flagged vessels?
46 Are your ports of landing included in the list of PSMA designated ports?
4.6.3.a Are crew granted shore leave access in accordance with laws of the port State?
47 How is this verified?
4.6.3.b Are all crew verified as per the crew list provided to the port State inspector?
48 Do you verify if crew are in possession of their work contracts?
4.6.3.c Is the captain of the vessel able to provide all documentation requested by port State inspectors?
49 How would a company obtain this information?
4.7.5 Please supply the policies and procedures relating to the treatment of crew members on fishing vessels supply
50 seafood to this contract.
4.7.6 Please set out in detail what measures are in place to interview crew from vessels supplying seafood to this contract,
to determine whether or not crew have experienced human rights abuses, violations of labour laws or any other legal
51 violations.
5.1.1 Please set out what reporting mechanisms are in place for workers in factories processing seafood for this contract
to report labour infringements, unfair working conditions or associated unlawful treatment. Have any specifications or
52 codes of practice been agreed to cover these areas, and if yes, please share these.

7
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PAS 1550 Implementation Guide

Risk assessment checklist

Section No. Question
512 What information can be provided to any other actor in the supply chain to support the legality and traceability of a
product, e.g., goods receipt, batch code, traceability records back to vessel?
53 Can this information be provided within a maximum of four hours?
5.1.3 Is there a designated person(s) at the factory responsible for ensuring that information relating to legality and
54 traceability is compiled, stored, reviewed managed and available for checks (e.g. audits)?
5.4.1 Are there any fish products, units, or batches that originate from multiple source fishing activities or fisheries?
How are these products traced, e.g. electronic traceability system, from a single source and activity, e.g. vessel, to
final sale?
55 Is this information subject to external verification or regular independent audits?
54.2 Are unique unit identifiers present and consistent at each level of the packaging hierarchy, e.g. from a pallet, a case
or a consumer item?
56 How are these unique unit identifiers documented and tracked, e.g. electronic traceability system?
54.3 When a product is combined with other material/ products, processed, reconfigured or re-packaged, does the new
product have its own unique product identifier?
57 How are these unique product identifiers documented and tracked, e.g. electronic traceability system?
544 Is the linkage maintained between a new product at final point of sale (refer to 5.4.3) and its original inputs, e.g. lot
identification of original input?
How is this linkage documented to maintain traceability?
58 Is this documentation available for external verification or independent audit?
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Topic
(traceability,
IUU, human
rights) Title Authors Link
Traceability GDST 1.0 Standards and Materials GDST https://traceability-dialogue.org/gdst-1-0-materials/
Standards and Guidelines for Interoperable https://traceability-dialogue.org/wp-
Seafood Traceability Systems — Core Normative content/uploads/2020/03/2020.03.11_GDST1.0CoreNormative
Traceability Standards (Version 1.0) GDST StandardsfinalMAR13.pdf
Future of Fish, in collaboration https://fishwise.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/OSMI-Trace-
Taking the first steps towards full-chain seafood with FishWise, Global Food Collab_Taking-the-First-Steps-Towards-Seafood-
Traceability traceability: A preliminary guide for industry Traceability Center, and WWF Traceability.pdf
https://www.worldwildlife.org/publications/traceability-
Traceability Traceability Principles for Wild-Caught Fish Products |WWF principles-for-wild-caught-fish-products
1SO 12875:2011: Traceability of finfish products —
Specification on the information to be recorded in
Traceability captured finfish distribution chains I1SO https://www.iso.org/standard/52084 .html
https://www.seafish.org/media/publications/SeafishGuidetoDN
Traceability The SeaFish Guide to DNA Testing of Seafood SeaFish ATestingofSeafood_201312.pdf
Seafood traceability for fisheries compliance: Country-| http://www .fao.org/publications/card/en/c/1701be4c-eb83-4b0
Traceability level support for catch documentation schemes FAO 97e5-b6d11d1c7c55/
https://www.gs1.org/standards/traceability/quideline/gs1-
GS1 Foundation for Fish, Seafood and Aquaculture foundation-fish-seafood-and-aquaculture-traceability-
Traceability Traceability Implementation GS1 implementation
IUU IUU vessel list ICCAT https://www.iccat.int/en/IUUlist.html
IUU The EU rules to combat illegal fishing (IUU) European Commission https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfp/illegal_fishing/info
IUU Combined IUU Vessel List T™MT https://lwww.iuu-vessels.org/Home/Search
The Global Record of Fishing Vessels, Refrigerated
Traceability Transport Vessels and Supply Vessels FAO http://www.fao.org/global-record/information-system/en/
Traceability IMO GISIS: Ship and Company Particulars IMO https://gisis.imo.org/Public/SHIPS/Default.aspx
Traceability Fish traceability requirements SeaFish, UK government https://www .seafish.org/article/fish-traceability-requirements
Information on at-sea inspections by the Marine
Management Organisation and Royal Navy in UK https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/s
IUU waters UK Government ystem/uploads/attachment data/file/314557/code-sea.pdf
Remote Electronic Monitoring: Why camera https://iwww .wwf.org.uk/sites/default/files/2017-
technology is a cost-effective and robust solution to 10/Remote%20Electronic%20Monitoring%20in%20UK%20Fis
[[V]] improving UK fisheries management WWF heries%20Management WWF.pdf
An Advisory Note For The UK Supply Chain on how https://ejfoundation.org/resources/downloads/EJF-Advisory-
IUU to avoid IUU fishery products BRC, EJF, WWF Note-low-res-final.pdf
Advancing Traceability In The Seafood Industry
Traceability Assessing Challenges and Opportunities FishWise seafood |ndustry assessing-challenges-and-opportunities/
Three Treaties to End lllegal Fishing (status of https://Iwww.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/data-
ratification PSMA/ c188/ CTA) Pew visualizations/2018/three-treaties-to-end-illegal-fishing
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/fact-
sheets/2019/08/how-to-end-illegal-fishing-the-role-of-the-flag-
How to end illegal fishing: The role of the flag state Pew state
Equasis Shipping Information Equasis http://lwww.equasis.org/EquasisWeb/public/HomePage
IMO Database ISSF https://iss-foundation.org/pvr/public-imo.php?what=fullscreen
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/fact-
IMO Explained Pew sheets/2017/05/the-imo-number-explained
UVI Database (Tuna vessels) ISSF https://iss-foundation.org/pvr/public-uvi.php?what=fullscreen
https://iss-foundation.org/download-monitor-demo/download-
RFMO Best Practice Performance ISSF info/rfmo-best-practice-performance
Transhipment: Strengthening Tuna RFMO
Transhipment Regulations ISSF https://iss-foundation.org/pvr/public-uvi.php?what=fullscreen
Transshipment
Transshipment Reform Pew Reform Needed To Ensure Legal. Verifiable Transfer of Catch
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/fact-
Transshipment Best Practices Pew sheets/2017/11/best-practices-for-transshipment

Consolidated List of Authorised Tuna Vessels (CLAV)

Tuna.org

http://clav.iotc.org/browser/search/es/#quick

CCAMLR Vessel register

CCAMLR

https://www.ccamlr.org/en/compliance/list-vessel-
authorisations

GFCM Vessel Register

FAO

http://www.fao.org/gfcm/data/en/

NAFO Vessel Register

NAFO

https://www.nafo.int/Fisheries/Monitoring-Control-and-
Surveillance/Vessel-Registry

NEAFC Vessel Register

NEAFC

https://lwww.neafc.org/neafc-vessel-register

Traceability/IUU

NPFC Vessel Register

NPFC

https://www.npfc.int/compliance/vessels

CCSBT Vessel Register

CCSBT

https://www.ccsbt.org/en/content/ccsbt-record-authorised-
vessels

IATTC Vessel Register

IATTC

https://Iwww.iattc.ora//VesselReqgister/VesselList.aspx?List=Re
gVessels&l ang=ENG
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Topic
(traceability,
IUU, human
rights) Title Authors Link
ICCAT Vessel Register ICCAT https://www.iccat.int/en/VesselsRecord.asp
I0TC Vessel Register I0TC https://www.iotc.org/vessels
Traceability/lUU |SEAFO Vessel Register SEAFO http://lwww.seafo.org/Management/Authorized-Vessel-List
Traceability/lUU |SIOFA Vessel Register SIOFA https://www.apsoi.org/mcs/authorised-vessels
Traceability/lUU |SPRFMO Vessel Register SPRFMO https://www.sprfmo.org/Web/Vessels/VesselSearchView.aspx
WCPFC Vessel Register WCPFC https://www.wcpfc.int/record-fishing-vessel-database

World Shipping Register : Determine insurance

World Shipping Register

https://world-ships.com/

Magnus-Stevens Act: List of IUU Identified Nations

NOAA

https://www fisheries.noaa.gov/foreign/international-affairs/

IOTC Designated Ports

I0TC

https://lwwwiotc.org/sites/default/files/documents/compliance/D
esignated Ports_20190726 xIs

ICCAT Designated Ports

ICCAT

https://www.iccat.int/en/Ports.asp

SEAFO Designated Ports

SEAFO

http://lwww.seafo.org/Management/Authorized-Ports

SIOFA Designated Ports

SIOFA

https://www.apsoi.org/mcs/designated-ports

SPRFMO Designated Ports

SPRFMO

https://www.sprfmo.int/measures/points-of-contact/

WCPFC Designated Ports

WCPFC

https://www.wcpfc.int/folder/designated-ports

CCSBT Designated Ports

CCSBT

https://www.ccsbt.org/en/content/ccsbt-register-designated-
ports-and-contacts

GFCM Designated Ports

GFCM

http://www .fao.org/gfcm/data/ports

NAFO Designated Ports

NAFO

https://www.nafo.int/Portals/0/PDFs/fc/PSC-
forms/All_Portinfo.pdf

NEAFC Designated Ports

NEAFC

https:/lec.europa.euffisheries/cfp/control/designated ports_en

FAO PSMA Designated Ports

FAO

http://www fao.org/fishery/port-state-
measures/psmaapp/?locale=en&action=qry

GSSI Recognised Schemes

GSSI

http://www.ourgssi.org/benchmarking/recognized-schemes/

All

Technical guidelines and specifications for the
implementation of Remote Electronic Monitoring
(REM) in EU fisheries

European Fisheries Control
Agency (EFCA)

https://lwww.efca.europa.eu/en/content/technical-guidelines-
and-specifications-implementation-remote-electronic-
monitoring-rem-eu

All

Electronic monitoring in fisheries management

WWF

http://assets.wwf.org.uk/downloads/fisheriesmanagement 2 _.
pdf

All

Electronic monitoring: A tool for global fisheries

Pew

Electronic
Monitoring: A Key Tool for Global Fisheries

1UU

High Seas Boarding & Inspection

WCPFC

https://Iwww.wcpfc.int/high-seas-boarding-inspection

1UU

How to end illegal fishing

Pew

https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-
briefs/2017/12/how-to-end-illegal-fishing

PSMA

The PSMA from intention to implementation

Pew

https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-
briefs/2018/04/the-port-state-measures-agreement-from-
intention-to-implementation

PSMA

PSMA questionnaire for seafood buyers

Pew

https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/fact-
sheets/2020/02/port-state-measures-agreement-what-

questions-should-seafood-buyers-ask-authorities-and-
suppliers

PSMA

PSMA: Why seafood buyers should help

Pew

https://iwww.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/fact-

sheets/2017/11/port-state-measures-agreement-why-seafood-
buyers-should-help

Vessel
Monitoring
Systems (VMS)

Tracking fishing vessels around the globe

Pew

https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-
briefs/2017/04/tracking-fishing-vessels-around-the-globe

1UU

Crew safety

Pew

https://Iwww.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/data-
visualizations/2017/how-illegal-fishing-threatens-the-safety-of-
crews

1UU

News updates on IUU fishing and resources on the
EU's IUU policies

EU IUU NGO Coalition

http://www.iuuwatch.eu/

1UU

Map of current and past EU cards

EU IUU NGO Coalition

http://www.iuuwatch.eu/map-of-eu-carding-decisions/

1UU

Database of authorisations for EU vessels to fish in
third countries

EU IUU NGO Coalition

http://lwww.whofishesfar.org/

Advocacy

Essential criteria for improving transparency and
achieving good governance in fisheries

EU IUU NGO Coalition

http://www.iuuwatch.eu/wp-
content/uploads/2019/10/Transparency-good-governance-
criteria_ EU-IUU-Coalition.pdf

IUU and human

https://ejfoundation.org/news?filter=oceans

https://ejfoundation.org/reports?campaign=oceans&language=

rights EJF news releases on Oceans issues EJF

IUU and human

rights EJF briefings and reports on oceans issues EJF
10 transparency principles (to inform government

Advocacy advocacy) EJF

https://ejfoundation.org/news-media/ejfs-ten-principles-for-
global-transparency-in-the-fishing-industry-launched

Traceability/IUU

European Fleet Register

European Commission

https://lwebgate.ec.europa.eu/fleet-europal/search_en

Traceability/IUU

List of authorisations under SMEFF

European Commission

https://ec.europa.euffisheries/cfp/international_en
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(traceability,
IUU, human
rights) Title Authors Link
Vessels licensed to fish under CTMFM
Traceability/IlUU |(Argentina/Uruguay) CTMFM http://ctmfm.org/buguesAutorizados/
https://www.amsa.gov.au/vessels-operators/ship-
Traceability/lUU |Australian shipping registers AMSA registration/list-registered-ships
Traceability/IlUU |Bolivian shipping register RIBB https://www.ribb.gob.bo/index.php?id=212&lang=sp
Traceability/IlUU |Belize's list of licensed vessels BHSFU https://www.bhsfu.gov.bz/vessels/list-of-authorized-vessels/

Traceability/IUU

Canadian vessel register

Transport Canada

https://wwwapps.tc.gc.ca/Saf-Sec-Sur/4/vrgs-srib/eng/vessel-
registrations

http://www.sernapesca.cl/tramites-formularios/registro-de-
naves-en-licencias-transables-de-pesca-Itp-o-permisos

https://rimf2 ffa.int/public/goodstanding

http://mta.gov.ge/index.php?m=98&parent_id=56&Ing=eng

Traceability/IUU |Chile's list of licensed vessels SERNAPESCA

Traceability/IUU |FFA's list of licences FFA

Traceability/I[UU |Georgian flag certificate verification system MTA

Traceability/lUU |Guinea's list of licensed/sanctioned vessels MPAEM eurst#ild-2

http://peches.gov.gn/index.php/pecheadmin/indicpeche/indicat

Traceability/IUU

Honduran shipping register

Direccién G. de la Marina
Mercante

http://marinamercante.gob.hn/?lang=en

http://lwww fiskistofa.is/english/quotas-and-catches/induvidual-
vessels/?skipnr=&timabil=1920&fyrirspurn=UmSkip&landhelgi

Traceability/IUU |Faroes' list of licensed vessels Fiskistofa =i

Traceability/lUU |Liberia's list of licensed vessels NAFAA https://nafaa.gov.lrindex.php/vessel-reqgistry/vessel-listing
https://www.gov.mv/en/organisations/ministry-of-fisheries-

Traceability/lUU |Maldives' list of licensed vessels MOFMRA marine-resources-and-agriculture

Traceability/IUU

Norwegian shipping register

Norwegian Maritime Authority

https://www.sdir.no/en/shipsearch/

Traceability/IlUU

Panama's list of licensed vessels (international)

ARAP

https://arap.gob.pallistado-embarcaciones-apoyo-y-captura/

Traceability/IUU

Philippines’ list of licensed vessels

BFAR

https://www.bfar.da.gov.ph/BFAR_EU?id=237#post

Traceability/IUU

Sierra Leone's list of licensed vessels

MFMR

https://mww.mfmr.gov.sl/publications/

Traceability/IUU

SriLanka's list of high seas licensed vessels

Dept. of Fisheries and Aquatic
Res.

https://Iwww fisheriesdept.gov.lk/web/index.php?option=com_c
ontent&view=article&id=97&ltemid=253&lang=en

Traceability/IUU |Somalia's list of licensed vessels MFMR https:/mfmr.gov.so/en/licenses/

Traceability/IlUU | Taiwan's lists of RFMO authorised vessels FA https://www .fa.gov.tw/en/Record_of Vessellindex.aspx
Traceability/lUU |Taiwan's list of 'flag of convenience' vessels FA https://www fa.gov.tw/cht/FOC/

IUU Taiwan's list of sanctions FA https://www.fa.gov.tw/cht/PolicylUU/index.aspx

https://e-
justice.europa.eu/content business_registers_in_member_sta
tes-106-en.do?clang=en

https://opencorporates.com

All Business registers in EU Member States European Commission
All Database of companies OpenCorporates

DG SANTE's list of third countries authorised
Traceability establishments European Commission

https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/sancoltraces/output/non_eu_lists
PerCountry_en.htm

Traceability/IUU

Achieving transparency and combating IUU fishing in
RFMOs

EU IUU NGO Coalition

http://www.iuuwatch.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/REMO-
report EN_May-2019_FINAL .pdf

Traceability/IUU

A comparative study of key data elements in import
control schemes aimed at tackling illegal, unreported
and unregulated fishing in the top three seafood
markets: the European Union, the United States and
Japan

EU IUU NGO Coalition

http://www.iuuwatch.eu/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/CDS-
Study-WEB.pdf

http://www.seafoodassurances.org/ProgramStandards

https://iss-foundation.org/new-issf-report-benchmarks-tuna-
rfmo-performance-against-the-u-n-fao-agreement-on-port-
state-measures-psma/

https://iss-foundation.org/what-we-do/influence/rfmo-best-
practices-snapshots/download-info/rfmo-best-practices-

snapshot-2020-observer-requirements/

https://www.humanrightsatsea.org/2020/10/05/2020-flag-states]
and-human-rights-report-published/

Traceability GSA Seafood Processing Standard GSA

PSMA RFMO PSMA Benchmark ISSF

IUU Observer Requirements Best Practice ISSF

Flag State

Performance Flag States and Human Rights Reports HRAS

1UU IUU Fishing Index Global Initiative

https://globalinitiative .net/analysis/iuu-fishing-index/

Human rights

Global Slavery Index

Walk Free Foundation

https://www.globalslaveryindex.org/

Human rights

Seafood Slavery Risk Tool

MBA & SFP

https:/libertyshared.org/ssrt-beta

Human rights

Seafood Task Force Vessel Auditable Standard

Seafood Task Force

https://Iwww.seafoodtaskforce.global/wp-
content/uploads/2019/01/STF_Code-of-Conduct-and-Vessel-

Auditable-Standards-V.2_20181212.pdf
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