














































































































































































 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 

Table 67 RBC calculations for Mirror Dory East. Ctarg and CPUEtarg re­

late to the period 1986-1995, CPUELim is 40% of the target,  and CPUE 
is the average catch rate over the last four years. The RBC calculation 
does not account for predicted discards of predicted State catches. 
Wt_Discard is the weighted average discards from the last four years, as 
with Equ (7). 

Ref_Year 1986-1995 

CE_Targ 1.1087 

CE_Lim 0.4435 

CE_Recent 1.1904 

Wt_Discard 164.966 

Scaling 1.1227 

Last Year’s TAC 718 

Ctarg 414.661 

Figure 45  Mirror Dory. Top left is the total removals with the fine line illustrating the target 
catch. Top right represents the standardized catch rates with the upper fine line representing the 
target catch rate and the lower line the limit catch rate. Thickened lines represents the reference 
period for catches, catch rates, and the recent average catch rate. 
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5.9 Mirror Dory West (DOM – 37264003 – Z. nebulosus) 


Table 68 Mirror Dory data for the TIER 4 calculations. Total is the sum of Discards, State, 
Non Trawl and SEF2 catches. All values in Tonnes. CE is the standardized catch rate for Zones 
40 to 50 in depths 0 – 600m (Haddon, 2012). GeoMean is the geometric mean catch rates. Dis­
cards are estimates from 1998 to present. The ratio of discards to catch over the 1998 – 2006 
period was used to estimate the discards between 1986 and 1997, the proportion of which is the 
PDiscard. 

Year Catch Discards Total State Non-T PDiscard CE GeoMean 

1986 6.601 1.590 8.190 19.4087 2.4486 13.7130 

1987 12.326 2.968 15.294 19.4087 1.6108 16.0832 

1988 17.036 4.103 21.139 19.4087 1.3227 18.4525 

1989 11.499 2.769 14.268 19.4087 1.6770 24.6757 

1990 10.089 2.430 12.518 19.4087 1.1269 21.6631 

1991 19.285 4.644 23.930 19.4087 0.8009 11.7670 

1992 20.142 4.851 24.993 19.4087 0.6650 8.1608 

1993 33.961 8.179 42.139 19.4087 0.7842 10.1017 

1994 21.044 0.000 21.044 1.414 0.000 0.0000 0.6901 9.3264 

1995 47.176 0.000 47.176 3.632 0.000 0.0000 0.8794 9.0896 

1996 142.290 0.000 142.290 7.634 0.000 0.0000 1.2517 13.3473 

1997 186.019 0.000 186.019 7.365 0.000 0.0000 1.2660 12.8686 

1998 147.272 38.546 185.818 9.046 0.000 20.7441 1.2261 12.6121 

1999 81.119 11.038 92.158 7.835 0.000 11.9777 0.8060 8.8763 

2000 29.554 12.642 42.196 1.512 0.000 29.9608 0.4399 4.0569 

2001 138.057 131.418 269.475 4.655 0.043 48.7681 0.7588 7.9361 

2002 301.310 53.568 354.878 11.966 0.016 15.0948 1.1130 11.7181 

2003 204.061 45.236 249.297 18.919 0.000 18.1456 0.9545 11.0165 

2004 221.760 60.150 281.911 37.573 0.178 21.3366 0.9571 10.3786 

2005 126.801 10.069 136.870 14.026 0.002 7.3564 0.7563 8.0456 

2006 88.391 4.840 93.231 15.385 0.010 5.1919 0.6419 8.0395 

2007 81.316 15.629 96.944 6.957 0.015 16.1213 0.5779 6.7120 

2008 72.097 13.939 86.035 3.439 0.000 16.2011 0.6475 7.5767 

2009 149.819 98.605 248.424 9.372 0.000 39.6923 0.9881 9.7010 

2010 200.256 87.250 287.506 3.807 0.012 30.3472 1.1728 11.0745 

2011 177.613 77.384 254.997 1.904 1.092 30.3472 0.8995 8.6510 

2012 80.224 34.953 115.176 1.195 0.003 30.3472 0.5376 6.0700 

Discards make up approximately 19.41 % of the catch over the 1998-2006 period. 
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Table 69 RBC calculations for Mirror Dory. Ctarg and CPUEtarg relate to 

the period 1996-2005, CPUELim is 40% of the target, and CPUE is the 
average catch rate over the last four years. The RBC calculation does not 
account for predicted discards of predicted State catches. Wt_Discard is 
the weighted average discards from the last four years, as with Equ (7). 

Ref_Year 1996-2005 

CE_Targ 0.9529 

CE_Lim 0.3812 

CE_Recent 0.8995 

Wt_Discard 57.484 

Scaling 0.9065 

Last Year’s TAC 718 

Ctarg 194.091 

Figure 46  Mirror Dory. Top left is the total removals with the fine line illustrating the target 
catch. Top right represents the standardized catch rates with the upper fine line representing the 
target catch rate and the lower line the limit catch rate. Thickened lines represents the reference 
period for catches, catch rates, and the recent average catch rate. 
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Table 79 RBC calculations for Silver Warehou. Ctarg  and CPUEtarg relate 

to the period 1986-1995, CPUELim is 40% of the target, and CPUE is the 
average catch rate over the last four years.  The RBC calculation does not 
account for predicted discards of predicted State catches. Wt_Discard is 
the weighted average discards from the last four years, as with Equ (7). 

Ref_Year 1986-1995 

CE_Targ 0.7018 

CE_Lim 0.2807 

CE_Recent 0.5202 

Wt_Discard 192.044 

Scaling 0.5685 

Last Year’s TAC 2566 

Ctarg 1603.141 

Figure 51  Spotted/Silver Warehou. Top left is the total removals with the fine line illustrating 
the target catch. Top right represents the standardized catch rates with the upper fine line repre­
senting the target catch rate and the lower line the limit catch rate. Thickened lines represents 
the reference period for catches, catch rates, and the recent average catch rate. 
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