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REPORT ON THE EXAMINATION OF SUSPECTED DYNAMITE
FISH { Monotaxzis grandocuilis) FROM ALEIPATA

Atonio Mulipola
(Fisheries Officer)
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REPORT ON THE EX&MINATION OF SUSPECTED DYNAMITE FISH
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Figh Lype satnpled, Largs-eyed bream { Aomolads gramdociis, Mu-

g_.} ! .tf il""‘4

Humbset of fish sampled: One gutted fish used to examined external and
mternal inpiriss sustamned by ﬁc-;h,

Reported f1shing method: Not mentioned
The f1zh examined showed a fairly good condition, thus indicated that it was
caughit on the same day and not more than few hours when the sample was

uph#ld for exarnination.

EXTERNAL EXAMNINATIORN.
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Close sxanunalion of the ungutted fish showsd the following {satures:

3

-, e
MUY e MYk
PO e 4 3573 313

 (10%)

\_n

sye beginning to cloud At edge:
2. Body colour: slightly dull colour { grey) with skin glosg, a little dull,
% Gl colour Darker red and a itlle slimy.

4. Flest: bexbur«: Flesh {1110 and a iittle less elastic (spring back whsen pressed
DUT 0T a8 JUICKIY )

5. Flech datage and scales: Some scales were missing of fish examined and
this could be f w handling. A test was carried out to determined the
condition of scale resistance o an apply force. The biunt side of the knife
was B3ed L dest a ¢ the f1shh The result showed that scales were sasily
removed with lesser force applied, thus indicated that the fich have suffered
Irom an extremely strong {orce\blow. |



faatnination was algo leched at any visible scale damage behind the
cperculium which is the major indicative sign of fish caught by gillnet.
Howsver, thers was nio vigible scale damage therefore, indicatzd the fish wes
oot killed by gillnet,

The fish was ala-' exaraingd for vigible spear mark, however there was
nottung vi1sibis, thersfore spsar fishing 1s ruled out as the possible catching
me-rnod.

& olosetr examinatizn of the mouth showed no ook marks around the
premaxitlary and maxiliary area on the upper jaw and the lower jaw, hence
the hook and line is also ruled out as a possible catching method.

6. The backhbons column has been tested by holding the fish by 1ts tail end,
hence showad it sustain the fish weight at approximately 45 degrees angle.

IHTERBAL EZAMNIHATION

A sharp pointsd knife and forceps were used to cut through the anal pore to
e}:pose ige-stl re region and completely remaoving one bzde section of fish
tlesh by cuting Irom the operculum opening alonq the backbone to the tail
ofud.

L Dugestive /it contenfs.  All digestive ofgans were intacied The [ish
ghamined has 2 l,‘u.iv’,cf': svwimbladder maybe inflicted by ths dissecling

e ulpraentc.

2 Backhone /Yertenrate area: The vackbone of the fish examine were
unbroken/not tractured.

ONCLUSIOR

From closer external and intsrnal éxaminations, it is therefore conclude that
the {ish sampled was not caught from spear, gillnet or line and hiook but
raayhes resulted from other means which can inflicted less external body
damages such as ‘ava nivkini’, ‘bleach’ or 'dynamite’ {if positioned further
away rom the centér of the blast). However, it was sclentifically proved that
fich at a distance of few hundred meters from the center of the blast can be
kiiled by the impact of the underwater travel sound.



Intacted digestive organs, and unbroken backbone column suggested that
the sampled {tsh was not caught by dynamite fishing methodas suspected.
However, the {ish sampled | belleved, can be killed by two suspected ways;
poigon (ava niukiniibleach) and dynamite ( if positioned further from the
center of the blast).
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