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In recent years, some Members of the CCSBT have argued that the current Recommendation to
Mitigate the Impact on Ecologically Related Species of Fishing for Southern Bluefin Tuna (ERS
Recommendation) should be modified to be legally binding. The current Recommendation
recommends Members to adhere mitigation measures which have been recently adopted by other



RFMOs including the ICCAT, the IOTC and the WCPFC, each of which has its convention areas
where fishing operation for SBT also take place. The Recommendation itself is not legally binding,
however, each of the CCSBT Member is now also the Member of RFMOs in which their fleets
operate, or, in very limited cases, expresses its position to be bound by decisions of such RFMOs.
Thus, it can be said that all of the CCSBT Members have legal obligation to comply with the
mitigation measures adopted in other RFMOs to which it is member to which the ERS
Recommendation refers. This fact has been discussed repeatedly in CCSBT meetings. In this
regard, Members have provided their clear commitments to comply with these mitigation measures
at the meetings.

Recognizing the importance of bycatch mitigation, Japan has serious concern to modify the
current Recommendation to a resolution from both legal and practical points of view, as we have
reiterated. As all the CCSBT Members are legally bound by mitigation measures of other RFMOs
as stated above, the purpose of the proposed modification of the Recommendation to a resolution
appears nothing more or less than allowing the CCSBT to have an ability to monitor compliance of
Members with these mitigation measures. Conservation societies look also to be interested in the
compliance aspect with regard to the issue.

On this basis, in order to achieve the above mentioned purpose while accommodating our concern, Japan
proposes to revise the relevant part of the CCSBT Minimum Performance Requirement as shown in the
attachment.  Although the Minimum Performance Requirement is non-legally binding, it requires the
Members to:

a) develop, document and implement rules, operating systems, and processes to meet their CCSBT

obligations; and

b) report on the effectiveness of the rules, operating systems, and processes to the Commission

through the Compliance Committee.
In this regard, the document will allow the CCSBT to closely monitor Members’ actions relating to the
ERS Recommendation. In addition, by clearly stating the commitments by Members and specifying the
mitigation measures to which the Members will adhere, the CCSBT will be able to show its willingness
to securely implement seabird mitigation measures to the international community. We hope Members’
positive discussion on and support for this proposal.



[Attachment]
Minimum performance requirements to meet CCSBT Obligation
Compliance Policy Guidance 1
(Revised at the Twenty-Second Annual Meeting: 15 October 2015)

5. Measures Relating to Ecologically Related Species
5.2 Recommendation on Ecologically Related Species (Recommendation)
Title: Recommendation to Mitigate the Impact on Ecologically Related Species of Fishing for Southern Bluefin Tuna
Link: http://www.ccsbt.org/userfiles/file/docs_english/operational_resolutions/Recommendation_ERS.pdf
(Add the direct links of the relevant I0TC and the WCPFC Resolutions and the ICCAT Recommendations on seabirds.)
Note: This recommendation is not legally binding on Members, but Members are expected to comply with this recommendation.
At CCSBT 20, Members provided a commitment to adhere to the ERS rules in IOTC, WCPFC and ICCAT Convention areas of the IOTC, WCPFC and ICCAT in
which their vessels fish for SBT

5.2 Recommendation on Ecologically Related Species

Minimum performance requirements

Although ERS obligations (5.2) are not legally binding, Members are expected to comply with them in accordance with their obligation and
commitment under relevant RFMO’s Convention areas. Hence it is useful to have minimum performance requirements, as set out below.

ensure that all longline vessels use at least two of the three mitigation measures which are 1) night setting with minimum deck lighting, 2)
bird-scaring lines (tori lines) , and 3) Line weighting.
(Specification of the measures should be consistent with those provided by relevant RFMOs.)
ii. when fishing in other areas, consider to implement measures described above, as appropriate, consistent with scientific advice.
b. comply with measures to protect ecologically related species other than sea birds (including sea turtles and sharks) set by the IOTC, the WCPFC
or the ICCAT when fishing in their Convention areas;
c. comply with data requirements adopted by the IOTC, the WCPFC or the ICCAT for incidental catch while fishing in their Convention areas; and
d. report data to:
i. Extended Commission and Ecologically Related Species Working Group and
ii. the IOTC, the WCPFC or the ICCAT where SBT fishing occurs in their Convention areas.
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