Table A.1 Crime scripts 
	
	Preparation
	Pre-activity
	Activity
	Post activity

	Case 1: Alphin Brothers (Cast: Lead offenders (LO), multiple legitimate actors)

	Act 
	-Company employee (buyer/salesman) identifies customers in Louisiana with a demand for ‘US wild-caught shrimp’ with agreement of company leadership. 
	-Farmed, imported shrimp from countries including Mexico, Venezuela and Ecuador were purchased. 
-Employees at the LO’s processing facility were directed to process, repackage and falsely label this imported shrimp as domestic wild-caught product with brand name ‘Uncle Jock’. 
	-25,000llbs of imported farm-raised shrimp was sold as wild-caught domestic product in interstate commerce to retailers and wholesalers in Louisiana.
	-Transportation to retailers and wholesalers in Louisiana was arranged by the LO. 

	Conditions 
	-LO had a market (wholesalers and retailers) for foreign and domestic wild-caught shrimp commodities.
- Demand for local seafood has risen over the past 15 years. Customers perceive it to be healthier and higher in quality. These credence attributes allow processors and distributors to charge a premium. 
	-Federal regulations (COOL) require seafood retailers to provide customers with notice of country of origin and method of production. 
-Employees would not report and were incentivised, intimidated, or indifferent.
	-LO confident that retailers and wholesalers would not be able to tell the difference visually and risk of sampling low. 
-Product already processed at sale. 
-No request for traceability more than one step back.  
	-Consumers unable to distinguish the difference between farm-raised imported shrimp and wild-caught domestic shrimp. 

	Case 2: Anchor Frozen Foods & Advanced Frozen Foods (Cast: Lead offenders, multiple legitimate actors) 

	Act 
	-LO identifies potential markets for octopus and sources a supply of giant squid from Peru. 
	-LO imported containers of frozen giant squid from Peru.
-Payments for squid sent by wire transfer. 
-The squid was transported to a cold storage facility pending its sale. 
-Package labels were ordered for the imported squid that falsely identified the product as octopus. 
-The squid was repackaged using this labelling for sale as octopus. 
	-Offenders used electronic wire transfers, faxes, telephone & e-mail to market the squid as octopus, facilitate transactions and send invoices to 17 supermarkets that had agreed to purchase the squid.
-Payment was received via checks sent in US mail.  
-When Texan customer requested proof that the product was octopus, LO created fraudulent invoice in response. 
	-Delivery was arranged to supermarkets via a transportation company and delivery confirmed by -e-mail by LO. 
-Products sold to consumers 

	Conditions 
	-LO’s already owned Anchor Frozen Foods and Advanced Frozen foods which provided seafood processing and distribution capabilities.
-Lo aware that octopus generally retails 3-4 times the value of squid. 
	-Squid remains cheaper than octopus.   
-LO’s had cold storage facility available.  
-Product was processed into slices and tentacles. Squid and octopus are visually similar when processed.
-Giant squid can be labelled as squid or calamari but not octopus.
	-LO confident that grocery stores could not distinguish between octopus and squid and risk of sampling low. 
-Assumption that customer would not further verify invoice. 
	-LO confident consumers would not be able to distinguish difference between giant squid and octopus when processed. 

	Case 3: Asia Foods Distributor Inc. (Lead offenders, support offenders) 

	Act 
	- LO maintain existing relationships for sourcing and marketing siluriformes from Asia to the US.
	-Fraudulent documentation was created to disguise siluriformes at import. They were not listed on the shipping documentation and disguised as other fish by fraudulent labelling in the shipping documentation and exterior packaging (for example Rohu, a type of carp not subject to the Federal Meat Inspection Act). 
	-Siluriformes were imported from Myanmar and Bangladesh 
-A lettering system was used on the packaging to indicate which type of banned catfish was inside for use with foreign trading companies and domestic retail customers.
	-The siluriformes were sold to US domestic retailers. 
-The lettering system was used to invoice US retail customers. 

	Conditions 
	- Company had an existing distribution business importing siluriformes from Asia to the US.
- Siluriformes faced higher barriers to entry in the US in 2017 and were not permitted for import from Bangladesh and Myanmar.
-Offenders were aware that other companies had continued to import illegally after the ban without being caught. 
	-AFD had an existing trading relationship with distributors in Myanmar & Bangladesh willing to export siluriformes to the US.
	-LO perceived that species of fish inside the packaging and listed on the documentation would not be checked and compared by border control 
	-Consumers unaware that these products were illegally imported. 

	Case 4: Bob Gosman Co (Cast: Lead offenders, support offenders)

	Act 
	-LO secured a relationship with supporting offender (fishing captain that engaged in IUU fishing.) 
-LO had ownership interest in a fish dealership and identified this as an outlet for the IUU fish.  
	-LO secured agreement to land and transport IIU catch from fishing captain to fish dealer.   
-Fishing captain landed illegal fluke and bass at LO’s facility in Montauk. 
-LO trucks would transport fish to a fish dealer in the New Fulton Fish market 
	-LO would collect a commission for each carton of fish delivered to fish dealer. 
-Fishing captain, LO and fish dealer colluded to enter false amounts and species of fish on records submitted to NOAA. 
-After fish dealer ceased operations, fishing captain sold IUU catch directly to LO. 
	-IUU fluke and bass sold by fish dealer to consumers.  
-IUU fluke and bass sold through LO’s existing retail business directly to consumers. 
 

	Conditions 
	-LO owned a wholesale and retail seafood business. 
-It had a dock, cold storage and packing infrastructure and a dealer permit to account for fish directly purchased from commercial fishing vessels. 
	-LO had landing and transport facilities where fish could be unloaded. 
-Fishing captain was a licensed vessel operator so risk of suspicion low. 
	-LO had knowledge of creating dealer reports to file with NOOA.
-LO and fishing captain colluded to send false VTR information and dealer records to NOAA so discrepancies would not be flagged. 
	-Once IUU catch has entered the legitimate supply chain, difficult to distinguish from legitimate catch. 

	Case 5: Captain Neill’s Seafood Inc (Cast: Lead offender (LO), multiple legitimate actors)

	Act 
	-LO identified opportunity to substitute domestic crab for plentiful and cheap supply of foreign crab from South America & Asia.
	-LO purchased jumbo crab meat from South America & Asia. 
-LO directed employees to repack foreign crab meat into containers labelled ‘Product of USA’ when they did not have enough supply of fresh, or frozen domestically harvested blue crab. 
	-The crab was sold primarily to wholesale membership clubs, but also some retailers as US harvested jumbo blue crab. 
	-$4,082.841 mislabelled crab was sold through retailers and wholesale clubs 

	Conditions 
	-LO was already established for purchasing, processing, packaging, transporting and selling seafood, including blue crab. 
-LO had a 30-year reputation already established for seafood sales and trusted customers connected through wholesale membership clubs
-LO already imported foreign crab meat. 
-Decline in blue crab harvests, causing price spikes and decreased profit.
	-LO did not process sufficient blue crab to fulfil customer demand. 
-Asian crabmeat was cheaper than domestic blue crab, particularly as it was purchased already processed as crab meat, so the labour of picking was reduced.
-Employees would not report and were incentivised, intimidated, or indifferent.
	-LO confident that grocery store could not distinguish between foreign and domestic crab and risk of sampling low. 
-Product already processed at sale. 
-No request for traceability more than one step back.  
	-Customers and consumers unable to distinguish the difference between processed foreign or domestic crab.  

	Case 6: Casey’s Seafood (Cast: Lead offender (LO), multiple legitimate actors) 

	Act 
	-LO was aware of strong local demand for domestic blue crab and identified a network of suppliers for foreign crabmeat from Asia and Central America, including a supply of ‘distressed crab’ (product that had been returned, recalled, or approaching best-before dates)
 
	-LO purchased distressed foreign crab.
-Distressed crab was ‘reconditioned’ at LO’s facility (re-pasteurised, repackaged as ‘product of USA’).
-To imply freshness, LO directed company employees to add an expiration date to the containers. 
-LO also purchased foreign crabmeat to fulfil orders when domestic supply was short and relabelled as ‘product of USA’. 
	-The distressed and mislabelled foreign crab meat was sold as ‘product of the USA’ and transported to grocery stores, seafood stores & restaurants. 
	-$4.3 million (183 tons) mislabelled crab meat was sold in US stores.
 -Invoices were sent to customers describing the product as ‘fresh’ domestic blue crab. 

	Conditions 
	-Decline in blue crab harvests, causing price spikes and decreased profit.
-LO already established as a processor and distributor of US blue crab. 
-Trusted relationships with customers and suppliers of foreign and domestic crab
-LO had processing facilities and branded packaging and containers. 
	 -LO had plentiful supply of distressed crab meat from Asian suppliers and grocery customer returns. 
-Asian crabmeat was cheaper than domestic blue crab, particularly as it was purchased already processed, so the labour of picking was reduced.
-Employees would not report and were incentivised, intimidated, or indifferent.
	-LO confident that grocery stores could not distinguish between foreign and domestic crab and risk of sampling low. 
-Product was already processed at sale, so morphological features removed.
-No request for traceability more than one step back.  
	-Consumers unable to distinguish between foreign crabmeat and domestic crab meat. 

	Case 7: Elite Sky International (Cast: Lead offender (LO), legitimate actor

	Act
	-LO identified spiny lobster suppliers from Nicaragua and Belize
-LO acquired inventory of various species of shark fin from licensed fisherman in Florida. 
	-Employees were directed to pack products ready for export. 
-Bills of landing and export records were prepared stating, ‘live Florida Spiny lobsters, product of USA, but shipments contained domestic product comingled with foreign product. 
-Products transported to airports for export. 
	-Shipments were exported and sold to customers in China. 
--Also exported were the shark fins but falsely labelled as spiny lobster or frozen fish in the airway bills, invoices and declarations.
	No further upstream information. 

	Conditions 
	-LO already owned wholesale business exporting live spiny lobster and various species of shark fins to markets in China.  
- LO held wholesale saltwater products licenses allowing it to sell and purchase domestically caught spiny lobster. 
-LO unable to satisfy Chinese demand for domestic spiny lobster. 
	-Transport route established for legitimate products used to facilitate illegitimate shipments. Product was packaged and transported to airports to be loaded as air freight.
LO’s customs brokers prepared necessary airway bills, labels, invoices and documents.
	-Chinese customers would not distinguish between US domestic spiny lobster and foreign spiny lobster. 
-Low expectation that shark fins would be identified in consignment by border control. 
	

	Case 8: Garcia Shrimp Co. LLC (Cast: Lead offender (Lo), legitimate actors

	Act 
	-LO identifies a supply of Mexican shrimp from two Mexican businessmen and confirms a demand for US shrimp from one of his legitimate wholesalers. 
	-Mexican businessmen sold the shrimp to LO. 
-Labels indicating that shrimp originated from Mexico were removed. 
-Shrimp was transported to LO’s local facility, unloaded, re-weighed on company’s scale and rewrapped.
-LO applied tags to show the weight and falsely declared to be caught by a Texas licensed shrimper. Two false unloading tickets and bills of landing were created. 
	-13,000lbs of Mexican shrimp was sold as US domestic to wholesale customer in the US. 
	-Shrimp is transported to wholesaler split into two shipments, travelling by interstate commerce.

	 Conditions 
	-LO already buys shrimp from US vessels and has a legitimate wholesaler willing to buy domestic shrimp.  
-Demand for US domestic shrimp is high and more expensive than imported foreign shrimp.
-35,000 lbs. of foreign shrimp are available locally without a market.
	-LO had a local facility to dock, weigh, load and refrigerate shrimp.
-LO were familiar with the process of creating shrimp landing documentation, containing information such as vessel name, license number, vessel captain, pallet number & pallet weight. 
-LO already had paperwork to create unloading tickets as part of services they offered to boats unloading at their dock. 
	-The landing documentation should have been signed by the captain of the vessel, perception that this would not be checked.
	-LO perceives that the probability of visual inspection will not identify fraud and the risk of sampling is low.

	Case 9: Michael Redhead Associates (Cast: Lead offender (LO), 2 x legitimate actors)

	Act 
	 -LO identified Chinese & Japanese seabasses that were cheaper than seabass. 
-Relationship established with processor supplying to retailer to provide a product, business development and sales service.  
	-LO made enquiries about using Chinese sea bass, this was questioned by the processor.
-LO contacted Trading Standards who confirmed Japanese and Chinese sea bass were not permitted and Japanese sea bass was classed as perch. 
	-LO altered an e-mail from Trading Standards that appeared to convey their approval that Japanese seabass could be sold as seabass. 
-LO forwarded this e-mail from an unnamed employee to the processor and retail customer so they would approve deal.  
	-Processor supplied product to Iceland to be sold under the retailer’s brand name. £1.1 million of mislabelled fish were sold at retailer throughout the UK. LO was paid a commission on each pack sold, a monthly retainer and expenses.

	Conditions 
	-LO aware of market from large retailer for seabass. 
-Seabass prices had increased in 2011 and retail product was too expensive for retailer.
-Japanese Perch visually similar and commands a lower price. 
	-LO perceives that the enquiry to Trading Standards will not be followed up/ flagged. 
	-The unnamed employee would allow the e-mail to be sent from their account and not disclose the offence or was not aware that the information was fraudulent.  
-LO perceives that processor and retailer would not check the legislation for themselves and permit the mislabelling to go ahead.
	-Consumers unable to distinguish between seabass and Japanese perch. 

	Case 10: Sea-Pac (Cast: Lead offender (LO), multiple legitimate actors) 

	Act 
	-LO identified possible means to bypass export regulations and gain access to lucrative Russian market for salmon co-products (heads, backbones and bellies) by using labelling from Shetland Products and Fraserburgh Freezing and Cold Storage were approved for exporting to Russia, Lithuania & Estonia.
	-LO purchased salmon consignments
Salmon was transported to Cleethorpes to be sent abroad. 
-LO created and sent fraudulent labels with the identification marks of Shetland Products and Fraserburgh Freezing and Cold Storage Ltd to Cleethorpes.
-LO instructed employee to remove the original labels, applied the false labels and prepare false health and pre-export certificates for the consignments. 
	-288 tonnes of salmon co-products were transported and exported to Russia.  
-LO received £210,250 profit. 
	No further upstream information was found on the destination of these products. 

	Conditions 
	-Russia had standards for exporting than other countries. 
-LO was aware of legitimate seafood companies approved for exporting and how to imitate their labelling. 
	- Shetland Products and Fraserburgh Freezing and Cold Storage would not discover their identity had been stolen. 
	-Russian importers would not notice that health and pre-export certification was fraudulent.  
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