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BEST PRACTICE MEASURES 

ACAP recommends that the most effective way to reduce seabird bycatch in pelagic longline 

fisheries is to use the following three best practice measures simultaneously: branch line 

weighting, night setting and bird scaring lines. Alternatively, the use of an assessed hook-

shielding device or underwater bait setting device is recommended. A hook-shielding device 

encases the point and barb of baited hooks until a prescribed depth or immersion time has 

been reached, and an underwater bait setting device deploys encapsulated baited hooks at 

the stern of the vessel releasing the baited hooks at a pre-determined depth. These devices 

are designed to release baited hooks at a depth beyond the diving range of most seabirds to 

avoid or minimise the risk of seabirds gaining access to the hook and becoming hooked during 

line setting. 

The simultaneous use of the three ACAP recommended mitigation measures optimise seabird 

bycatch reduction in longline fisheries. All three recommended measures are demonstrated to 

be effective; however, each have limitations when used alone. There is a period of time when 

hooks are accessible to birds even when branch lines are weighted. Night setting used alone 

is less effective at reducing seabird bycatch for nocturnally active birds and during bright moon 

light conditions. Bird scaring lines used alone can rarely protect baited hooks beyond the aerial 

extent of the line. Consequently, the simultaneous use of the three ACAP recommended 

seabird bycatch mitigation measures compensate for these limitations. 

 

1. Branch line weighting 

Branch lines should be weighted to sink the baited hooks rapidly out of the diving range of 

feeding seabirds. Studies have demonstrated that branch line weighting where there is more 

mass closer to the hooks, sink most rapidly and consistently; thereby, dramatically reducing 

seabird attacks on baits and most likely reducing mortalities. Studies of a range of weighting 

regimes have shown no negative effect on target catch rates; however, reduced catch rates 

have been reported for albacore tuna, with lighter weights placed close to the hook showing 

smaller effects Continued refinement of branch line weighting configurations (mass, number 

and position of weights and materials) with regard to effectively reducing seabird bycatch and 

safety concerns through controlled research and application in fisheries, is encouraged.  
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Increased weighting will shorten but not eliminate the distance behind the vessel in which birds 

can be caught. Branch line weighting has been shown to improve the effectiveness of other 

mitigation methods such as night setting and bird scaring lines, in reducing seabird bycatch. 

Priority should be accorded to branch line weighting, providing certain pre-conditions can be 

met, among other things: (a) weighting regime adequately specified; (b) safety issues 

adequately addressed; and (c) issues concerning application to artisanal fisheries being 

considered.  

Best practice branch line weighting should achieve a sink rate of 0.5 m/s to 5 m depth. The 

following configurations have been demonstrated, under controlled conditions and with metal 

materials, to meet this standard: 

(a) 40 g or greater attached within 0.5 m of the hook; or  

(b) 60 g or greater attached within 1 m of the hook; or  

(c) 80 g or greater attached within 2 m of the hook.  

When weighting is attached to, or integrated into the hook, a minimum of total weight of 50 g 

is sufficient to achieve a sink rate of 0.5 m/s to 5 m depth. Branch line weighting is integral to 

the fishing gear and, compared to bird scaring lines and night setting, has the advantage of 

being more consistently implemented, hence facilitating compliance and port monitoring. It is 

recommended to avoid the use of lead when the lead may be ingested (e.g. attached to or 

integrated into the hook). The use of lighting devices or other fishing accessories as weights 

is not recommended unless they achieve the sink rate criterion. 

 

2. Night setting  

Setting longlines at night (defined as the time between the end of nautical twilight and before 

nautical dawn as set out in the Nautical Almanac tables for relevant latitude, local time and 

date) is highly effective at reducing incidental mortality of seabirds because the majority of 

vulnerable seabirds are inactive at night. However, night setting is not as effective for 

crepuscular/ nocturnal foragers (e.g. White-chinned Petrels Procellaria aequinoctialis). The 

effectiveness of this measure may be reduced during bright moonlight and when using intense 

deck lights, and is less practical in high latitudes during summer, when the time between 

nautical dusk and dawn is limited.  

Night setting is recognised as consistently defined, widely reflected in conservation and 

management measures and has benefit as a primary mitigation measure, as it has the 

potential for compliance monitoring through VMS and other tools. 

 

3. Bird scaring lines (BSLs) 

Properly designed and deployed bird scaring lines (BSLs) deter birds from sinking baits, 

dramatically reducing seabird attacks and related mortalities. A bird scaring line runs from a 

high point at the stern to a device or mechanism that creates drag at its terminus. Brightly 

coloured streamers hanging from the aerial extent of the line scare birds from flying to and 

under the line, preventing them from reaching the baited hooks.  
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BSLs should be the lightest practical strong fine line. Lines should be attached to the vessel 

with a barrel swivel to minimise rotation of the line from torque created as it is dragged behind 

the vessel. Long streamers should be attached with a swivel to prevent them from rolling up 

onto the BSL. Towed objects should be attached at the terminus of the BSL to increase drag. 

BSLs are at risk of tangling with float lines leading to lost bird scaring lines, interruptions in 

vessel operations and in some cases lost fishing gear. Alternatives, such as adding short 

streamers to the in-water portion of the line, can enhance drag while minimising tangles with 

float lines. Weak links (breakaways) should be incorporated into the in-water portion of the 

line for safety reasons and to minimize operational problems associated with lines becoming 

tangled. 

It is recommended to use a weak link to allow the BSL to break-away from the vessel in the 

event of a tangle with the main line, and, a secondary attachment between the bird scaring 

line and the vessel to allow the tangled BSL to be subsequently attached to mainline and 

recovered during the haul. 

Sufficient drag must be created to maximise aerial extent and maintain the line directly behind 

the vessel during crosswinds. To avoid tangling, this is best achieved using a long in-water 

section of rope or monofilament. 

Given operational differences in pelagic longline fisheries due to vessel size and gear type, 

bird scaring lines specifications have been divided into recommendations for vessels greater 

than 35 metres and those less than 35 metres in length. 

 
3. a) Recommendations for vessels ≥35 m total length 

Simultaneous use of two BSLs, one on each side of the sinking longline, provides maximum 

protection from bird attacks under different wind conditions. The setup for BSLs should be as 

follows:  

▪ BSLs should be deployed to maximise the aerial extent, which is a function of vessel 

speed, height of the attachment point to the vessel, drag, and weight of bird scaring 

line materials. 

▪ To achieve a minimum recommended aerial extent of 100 m, BSLs should be attached 

to the vessel such that they are suspended from a point a minimum of 8 m above the 

water at the stern. 

▪ BSLs should contain a mix of brightly coloured long and short streamers placed at 

intervals of no more than 5 m. Long streamers should be attached to the line with 

swivels to prevent streamers from wrapping around the line. All long streamers should 

reach the sea-surface in calm conditions. 

▪ Baited hooks should be deployed within the area bounded by the two BSLs. If using 

bait-casting machines, they should be adjusted so as to land baited hooks within the 

area bounded by the BSLs.  

If large vessels use only one BSL, it should be deployed windward of the sinking baits. If baited 

hooks are set outboard of the wake, the BSL attachment point to the vessel should be 

positioned several metres outboard of the side of the vessel that baits are deployed.  
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3. b) Recommendations for vessels <35 m total length 

Two designs have been shown to be effective:  

1. a design with a mix of long and short streamers, that includes long streamers placed 

at 5 m intervals over at least the first 55 m of the BSL. Streamers may be modified over 

the first 15 m to avoid tangling, and  

2. a design that does not include long streamers. Short streamers (no less than 1 m in 
length) should be placed at 1 m intervals along the length of the aerial extent.  

In all cases, streamers should be brightly coloured. To achieve a minimum recommended 

aerial extent of 75 m, BSLs should be attached to the vessel such that they are suspended 

from a point a minimum of 6 m above the water at the stern. 

 

4. Hook-shielding devices 

Hook-shielding devices encase the point and barb of baited hooks to prevent seabird attacks 

during line setting until a prescribed depth is reached (a minimum of 10 metres), or until after 

a minimum period of immersion has occurred (a minimum of 10 minutes) that ensures that 

baited hooks are released beyond the foraging depth of most seabirds. The following 

performance requirements are used by ACAP to assess the efficacy of hook-shielding devices 

in reducing seabird bycatch: 

(a) the device shields the hook until a prescribed depth of 10 m or immersion time of 10 
minutes is reached; 

(b) the device meets current recommended minimum standards for branch line weighting 
described in Section 1; and 

(c) experimental research has been undertaken to allow assessment of the effectiveness, 

efficiency and practicality of the technology against the ACAP best practice seabird 

bycatch mitigation criteria developed for assessing and recommending best practice 

advice on seabird bycatch mitigation measures. 

Devices assessed as having met the performance requirements listed above will be 

considered best practice. At this time, the following devices have been assessed as meeting 

these performance requirements and are therefore considered to represent best practice: 

1. ‘Hookpod-LED’ – 68 g minimum weight that is positioned at the hook, encapsulating 

the barb and point of the hook during setting, and remains attached until it reaches 10 

m in depth, when the hook is released. 

2. ‘Hookpod-mini’ – 48 g minimum weight that is positioned at the hook, encapsulating 

the barb and point of the hook during setting, and remains attached until it reaches 10 

m in depth, when the hook is released. 

3. ‘Smart Tuna Hook’ – 40 g minimum weight that is positioned at the hook, 

encapsulating the barb and point of the hook during setting, and remains attached for 

a minimum period of 10 minutes after setting, when the hook is released. Not 

commercially available as of May 2026. 

The assessment of these devices as best practice is conditional on continuing to meet the 

above performance requirements. 
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5. Underwater Bait Setting devices 

Underwater Bait Setting devices deploy baited hooks at a pre-determined depth immediately 

at the stern of the vessel. Underwater Bait Setting devices deploy baited hooks individually 

underwater down a track fitted to the fishing vessel’s transom enclosed in a capsule or similar 

device to eliminate any visual stimulus for seabirds following the vessel. The capsule is pulled 

quickly underwater to a predetermined target depth that can be adjusted in response to the 

dive capabilities of seabirds attending the vessel during line setting to prevent interactions. 

The following performance requirements are used by ACAP to assess the efficacy of 

underwater bait setting devices in reducing seabird bycatch: 

(a) the device deploys encapsulated hooks in a vertical manner at the stern of the vessel 

until a minimum prescribed depth of 5 m is reached; 

(b) branch lines meet current recommended minimum standards for branch line weighting 

described in Section 1; and 

(c) experimental research has been undertaken to allow assessment of the effectiveness, 

efficiency and practicality of the technology against the ACAP best practice seabird 

bycatch mitigation criteria developed for assessing and recommending best practice 

advice on seabird bycatch mitigation measures.  

Devices assessed as having met the performance requirements listed above will be 

considered best practice. At this time, the following device has been assessed as meeting 

these performance requirements and is therefore considered to represent best practice:  

1. 'Underwater Bait Setter (Skadia Technologies)' – a computer operated and 

hydraulically powered machine that deploys baited hooks individually underwater in a 

capsule, and where recommended minimum standards for branch line weighting are 

met. The capsule is pulled down a removable track fitted to the vessel’s transom and 

then catapulted to a target depth. The capsule descends along the track at 6 m.sec-1 

and thereafter at ≥3 m.sec-1.  

The assessment of an Underwater Bait Setting device as best practice is conditional on the 

device continuing to meet the above performance requirements. 

 

6. Time-Area fishery closures 

The temporary closure of important seabird foraging areas (e.g. areas adjacent to important 

seabird colonies during the breeding season or highly productive waters when large numbers 

of aggressively feeding seabirds are present) to fishing will eliminate incidental mortality of 

seabirds in that area. 

 

ACAP’s Review of Seabird Bycatch Mitigation Measures for Pelagic Longline Fisheries 

provides further information on all of these methods, as well as other considerations. 

 

 

https://acap.aq/resources/bycatch-mitigation/mitigation-advice/5295-acap-pelagic-ll-mitigation-review/file
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MITIGATION MEASURES THAT ARE NOT RECOMMENDED 

ACAP considers that the following measures lack scientific substantiation as technologies or 

procedures for reducing the impact of pelagic longlines on seabirds. 

Line shooters: No evidence of effectiveness in pelagic longline fisheries.  

Olfactory deterrents: No evidence of effectiveness in pelagic longline fisheries.  

Blue dyed bait: No evidence of effectiveness in pelagic longline fisheries. Insufficiently 

researched. 

Bait thaw status: No evidence that the thaw status of baits has any effect on the sink rate of 

baited hooks set on weighted lines.  

Laser technology: There is currently no evidence of effectiveness, and serious concerns 

remain regarding the potential impacts on the health of individual birds. 

  


