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Purpose

HHY

To develop a Terms of Reference for the Performance Review of the CCSBT to be conducted
during 2021.
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Background
o)

The CCSBT’s first Performance Review was conducted in 2008. This involved a self-
assessment of the CCSBT’s performance by the Performance Review Working Group
(PRWG) which was made up of representatives from the Extended Commission. The PRWG
used the criteria agreed at Kobe 1? for reviewing the performance of regional fisheries
management organisations. The CCSBT also selected an independent expert (United States
Ambassador David Balton) to review the PRWG’s self-assessment and other information
relevant to the performance of the Commission.
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The second Performance Review of the CCSBT was an independent review undertaken by
Dr. Serge Garcia, Chair of the IUCN Fisheries Expert Group, and Ms. Holly Koehler, Vice
President for Policy and Outreach at the International Seafood Sustainability Foundation
(ISSF). This review also used the Performance Review criteria from Kobe 1, assessed the
progress made by the CCSBT since the first assessment, and assessed the CCSBT’s
performance against the best available international standards.
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The third Performance Review was scheduled, in the CCSBT’s Strategic Plan, to be
conducted during 2019. However, CCSBT 25 agreed that the third Performance Review of
the CCSBT should be postponed until 2021. The Extended Commission (EC) noted that in
2021, the new Management Procedure will be in place with the new management objectives,
an up-to-date stock assessment will have been conducted (in 2020), and that the outcomes
will be available from the 2019 UNFSA Informal Consultations? focusing on Performance
Reviews of RFMOs.
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A summary of the key points relating to the Performance Reviews of RFMOs from the
Chairperson of the 2019 UNFSA Informal Consultations from the DRAFT report of these
consultations® is provided at Attachment A. Some of these points are relevant to the planning
for the 2021 Performance Review.

2019 4F UNFSA JEARMEREER 3D, BRICEXDRFMO X7 4 —< 2 A « L
Ea—|ZBTA2EERFA L FOBMBEZRRAIR LT, ZRHEDORA  FO—E
I3, 2021 EED AT F—w U A - LE 2 —OFEIC L EET 2 b0 TH D,

Terms of Reference for the 2021 Performance Review
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In developing the Terms of Reference for the 2021 Performance Review, decisions need to be
made in relation to the:
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1. Composition and selection of the Performance Review Panel;
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2. Criteria for evaluating the CCSBT’s performance;
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2 Fourteenth round of Informal Consultations of States Parties to the Agreement for the Implementation of the Provisions of
the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982 relating to the Conservation and Management of
Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks. A b7 KU > ZS3EE KL OV B BIEE A E IR ORT &
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3 The final report from these consultations was not available at the time of finalising this paper. AX3C# % Ffé{b L 7= FER T
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3. Resources available to the Panel;
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4. Report of the Performance Review; and
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5. Process for consideration and follow-up of Performance Review recommendations.
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1. Composition and selection of the Performance Review Panel
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The criteria for the Independent Review Panel for the CCSBT’s 2014 Performance Review
did not require any of the Panel to have experience of the CCSBT or knowledge of the SBT
fishery. In fact, it required that individuals “Should not be a national of the Member or have been
a permanent resident or have worked for the parties since 31/12/2003 [the last 10 years] except where
Parties reach a consensus to chose the qualified individuals” which largely precludes experience
and knowledge of the CCSBT. A lack of CCSBT experience and knowledge on the
Performance Review Panel makes it difficult for the Panel to provide the most relevant and
practical recommendations in the CCSBT context.
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Most recent Performance Reviews of other RFMOs that the Secretariat has examined*
includes RFMO Members on the review panel. This provides the Panel with the necessary
experience and knowledge of the RFMO as well as giving the RFMO greater ownership of
the outcomes of the Performance Review. Furthermore, one of the key points from the
Chair’s draft summary of the 2019 UNFSA Informal Consultations stated that:
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4 The latest Performance Reviews of CCAMLR, IATTC, ICCAT, IOTC, NPAFC, NAFO, SPRFMO and WCPFC were
examined by the Secretariat. All review panels, except IATTC, include some Member experts. IATTC’s Panel was quite
different as it used an independent contractor selected through a competitive process. %15 fajl&. CCAMLR, IATTC,
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“In the selection of review panels, consideration should be given to including experts
from both within and outside the organization, representing developed States and
developing States, including SIDS, and different areas of expertise (e.g. fisheries
science, fisheries management and law). Financial and practical considerations,
including in relation to allowing panel members to attend meetings of the RFMO where
practical, should also be considered. ”
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Taking these matters into account, it is proposed that the Performance Review Panel contain
4-6 individuals, comprising 2-4 Member experts and 2 independent experts. The Member
experts should have extensive experience with the CCSBT and, as a group, the Panel should
have expertise in fisheries management, fisheries science, compliance and legal governance at
the international level.
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A draft, of the composition and operation of the CCSBT’s third Performance Review Panel,
including the above proposal, is provided at Attachment B. It is also proposed that one of
the independent experts would Chair the Panel and that the independence criteria for the
independent experts on the Panel be similar to the criteria agreed at CCSBT 23 for the
independent Chairs of CCSBT subsidiary bodies. It is envisaged that the Secretariat would
provide support to the Panel and that there would be one or two physical meetings of the
Panel. An approximate cost for the Performance Review of AU $125,000 has been included
in the indicative budget for 2021.
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The proposed selection process for the Panel is also included in Attachment B. It is
suggested that the Member experts be elected at CCSBT 27 (October 2020) and that the
Secretariat commence the selection process for the independent experts during July 2020 to
enable sufficient time to complete the process prior to CCSBT 27.
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The EC is invited to consider the composition, selection and operation of the Performance
Review Panel.
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2. Criteria for evaluating the CCSBT’s performance
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In developing the terms of reference for a Performance Review, the Chair’s draft summary of
the 2019 UNFSA Informal Consultations noted that both the commonalities among different
RFMOs and the differences among them®, should be taken into account. It was also noted that
the need for RFMOs to integrate the impacts of external factors, including cross-cutting issues
and new and emerging issues, into their working processes through performance reviews
should also be considered.
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The first two Performance Reviews of the CCSBT, examined the CCSBT’s performance
against the agreed criteria from Kobe 1. To maintain a common approach between RFMOs it
would seem reasonable to continue to use the Kobe criteria and to update these criteria to
reflect changes that were made to the criteria for the 2016 Performance Review of ICCAT.
However, the CCSBT differs from many RFMOs in that it does not have a Convention Area,
it manages a single species, it seeks to manage the resource through a TAC and allocation of
the TAC rather than through management of fishing capacity, and there are only two
developing States in its Membership (which are amongst the more developed of States
classified as being developing). Consequently, some of the Kobe criteria, particularly those
relating to management of fishing capacity and capacity development for developing States,
may be of a lower priority or less relevance to the CCSBT than for other RFMOs.
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5 Including with regard to their different organisational structures, specific regional needs and geo-political environment. #H
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A modification of the Kobe Performance Review criteria is provided at Attachment C. The
modified criteria include the additional criteria from ICCAT’s 2016 Performance Review
(shown as tracked changes) and highlights some criteria that may be of lower priority for the
CCSBT.
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The EC is invited to consider whether it wishes to use the Kobe criteria for the Performance

Review, and if so, whether to include the additional criteria from ICCAT, whether there are

any criteria of a lower priority that should be removed, and whether there are any additional

criteria that the CCSBT’s performance should be evaluated against.

ECiEX, "7 F—~ LA LEa2—|ZKobeZ TFAT VT 2HT LI & 2Hie/nE
I, FTMHTIGEIXICCAT DBMT TAT VT &0 5 E 5, BIEEN
WD THIBRET RE 7 T4 T VT RBHDHMNE DD, LONCCSBT DRT —~ o A%
FHI T REZBEMR 7 FA T VT RBDLINE DD OWTHET D L2 HEiEINT

WD,

Additional criteria could include the CCSBT’s performance in implementing relevant
recommendations from previous reviews taking into account the initial comments on those
recommendation provided by the EC and its subsidiary bodies. The recommendations of the
previous Performance Review, together with comments provided on these recommendations
by the EC and its subsidiary bodies are provided in Attachment D for reference.
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3. Resources available to the Panel
NRVBFIHEERR Y VY — A&

It is suggested that the following resources be provided to the Performance Review Panel:
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e The Report of the Performance Review Working Group (2008)
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e The Report of the Independent Expert (David Balton) on the Performance Review

(2008)
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e The Performance of the CCSBT 2009-2013: Independent Review.
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o All other publicly available CCSBT meeting reports, documents and data requested by

the Panel; and
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https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/ccsbt.org/files/userfiles/file/docs_english/meetings/meeting_reports/ccsbt_15/report_of_PRWG.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/ccsbt.org/files/userfiles/file/docs_japanese/meetings/meeting_reports/ccsbt_15/jp_report_of_PRWG.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/ccsbt.org/files/userfiles/file/docs_english/meetings/meeting_reports/ccsbt_15/PerformanceReview_IndependentExpertsReport.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/ccsbt.org/files/userfiles/file/docs_english/meetings/meeting_reports/ccsbt_15/PerformanceReview_IndependentExpertsReport.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/ccsbt.org/files/userfiles/file/docs_japanese/meetings/meeting_reports/ccsbt_15/jp_PerformanceReview_IndependentExpertsReport.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/ccsbt.org/files/userfiles/file/docs_japanese/meetings/meeting_reports/ccsbt_15/jp_PerformanceReview_IndependentExpertsReport.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/ccsbt.org/files/userfiles/file/docs_english/operational_resolutions/2014_Independent_Performance_Review.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/ccsbt.org/files/userfiles/file/docs_japanese/operational_resolutions/jp_2014_Independent_Performance_Review.pdf

e Access® to Secretariat staff, independent Chairs (including Compliance Committee,
Extended Scientific Committee and Ecologically Related Species Working Group)
and Members to respond to questions from the Panel.
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Furthermore, the Chair’s draft summary of the 2019 UNFSA Informal Consultations noted
that:
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e “The success of performance review processes, and their follow-up, ultimately

depends on the level of support and commitment of member States ”; and
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e “Performance reviews may benefit from the participation of a wide range of relevant
stakeholders, including States, intergovernmental organisations, non-governmental
organisations, and academia in the performance review process. Input should also be
sought from the secretariat of the relevant RFMO, where appropriate .
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Consequently, it is important that CCSBT Members be fully committed to supporting the
Performance Review. The EC may also wish to consider whether to involve stakeholders in
the Performance Review and how this might be achieved. Options for involving stakeholders
could include:
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¢ Inviting submissions from stakeholders in relation to the agreed criteria for evaluating
the CCSBT’s performance;
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e Developing a questionnaire to seek responses from stakeholders in key areas;
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¢ Inviting key stakeholders to make a presentation to a meeting of the Performance
Review Panel; and/or

6 By email, telephone, and direct person to person contact where this is practical and cost effective. B A —/L, &Eih. £
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e Inclusion of one or two stakeholder experts in the Performance Review Panel.
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The EC is invited to consider the resources to be provided to the Performance Review Panel,
including the involvement of stakeholders in the Performance Review.
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4. Report of the Performance Review
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The Chair’s draft summary of the 2019 UNFSA Informal Consultations noted that: “The
recommendations emanating from performance reviews should be prepared in such a manner
as to facilitate their implementation, for example, by indicating priorities, timelines and
projected costs, to the extent possible”, and that “The performance review process, outcomes
and follow-up should be transparent, including by making all relevant performance review
reports publicly available.”
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The Secretariat recommends that the final report of the Performance Review Panel should be
a concise, well-structured and easy to read document that:
FHERIL. N7+ =R LE a2 — SR XD EEREFICONT, LINEW
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e Describes the process and steps taken to conduct the review (e.g. documents
examined, individuals that were consulted etc.);
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e Presents the outcomes of the review;
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e Provides recommendations from the Panel for the CCSBT on how to improve its
performance with respect to the review criteria; and
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e Prioritises the recommendations from the perspective of the Panel.
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It is further recommended that the Chair of the Performance Review Panel present its report
to the annual meeting of the CCSBT in October 2021 and respond to questions from Members
concerning the report. The report should be published on the public area of the CCSBT’s
website and the joint tuna RFMO website (www.tuna-org.orq) after the annual meeting.
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The EC is invited to consider the nature of the report to be produced by the Performance
Review Panel.
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5. Process for consideration and follow-up of Performance Review recommendations
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The Chair’s draft summary of the 2019 UNFSA Informal Consultations stated that “There
should be a process in place for the timely consideration, implementation and follow-up of
performance review recommendations, for example, through the introduction of a standing
agenda item on performance reviews. It is important that all recommendations emanating
from performance reviews be considered by the appropriate RFMO/A body, with a view to
determining their acceptability and ensuring their implementation.”. This is a particularly
important point for proper evaluation and implementation of the recommendations from the
Performance Review. One possible process and timeline is as follows:
2019 £ UNFSA Ak DRy~ UV —Rix, W77 —v2 X - LE =2 —#)7F
DBHFHIRIRF], EWR N7 412 —T > TIZ00 Tty PIRIINT 4 —v 2R - L
E'z —(ZBT S HR#GHHA #1650 C, CAzEMTI/E00717E
REHFTERETHSE, NT4—v2 R« LE 22— 585752 TDEIEIZO
T, BFEZRITANSNDE 50D E & 6 I12FDE ZHEIRT S BLRD
5, )72 REMOIA BEENIZ L V7 S S Z EPEZETHS] L LTWDH, ZTDZ
Clx, N7 F—~v A - LE 2 —EEEZ UL OMEAT 2 L CRICEE R
AR THD, BRELD TR EARPRT V2 — O TO LB Th D,

e October 2021: The Performance Review outcome is presented to the EC and discussed
by the EC. The EC then provides direction to its subsidiary bodies in relation to
evaluating aspects of the Performance Review recommendations that are relevant to
them. The EC should also decide whether there are any urgent recommendations that

should be implemented prior to completing an Implementation Plan for the
recommendations of the Performance Review.

2021410 H : ECICKI LT/ T —~ 2 A « LE 2 —DfEENEH &, EC
NINERETT 5, £0 ETECIE, SMBIEREICR L, 22 nIcBE 4%
NI =< A LE2—#|EOKMEIC OV CRHMEIT 2 X 5 fErnziT o,
FIZECIE, NI —v R - LE a—#EOFE B OERZ R 7231253
TREBEAWNLRENEDH D0 E DD OWNWTHIETTRETH 5,


http://www.tuna-org.org/
http://www.tuna-org.org/

e September 2022: The ESC considers the Performance Review recommendations
relevant to it and prepares advice to the EC.

20229 H : ESC I, ESCICB#ET 57 4 —~v L A « L E 2 —FI& IO
THET L. ECITHT 283 2 ET 2,

e October 2022: The CC considers the Performance Review recommendations relevant
to it and prepares advice to the EC.

2022410 H : CCiX, CCITE# T H /T r—~v 2 A « LE2—#1EICDONT
FaEt L. ECIZHT 2B E 2 1ERT %,

e October 2022: The EC considers the advice from the ESC and CC and also discusses

any EC specific recommendations. The EC should then provide direction to the
Strategy and Fisheries Management Working Group (SFMWG) for preparing an
implementation plan for the Performance Review recommendations’.
20224-10 H : EC X, ESC K UNCC b OB a7 5 & & Hiz, EC 3%t
JET REEEFEICONWTHRET 5, £O L TECIE, Bl - EEHIEEXTS
(SFMWG) ZxtL, "7 4 —~v X « LE 2a—fiEOEEH ' 2R/ET D
LORETHORETH D,

e February/March 20238 The ERSWG considers the Performance Review
recommendations relevant to it and prepare advice for the SFMWG,;

2023 - 2/13 4 8 : ERSWG I%, ERSWG ICEE T 5 /87 4 —v A« L E a2 —
B ;ou\ﬂ@m‘ L. SEMWG (x4 285 Z1ERT 5.

e Approximately June/July 2023: The SFMWG consider the advice from all the
subsidiary bodies together with the directions from the EC and develop an
implementation plan for the Performance Review recommendations.

2023 4F 6/7 AH : SFMWG i%, EC 7»b D& i E 2 TRAiBEE» 5 DB
EICOVWTHEIL, N7 x—< A« LEa—@/IEFDOFEMGHEZRET 5,

e October 2023: The EC consider and adopt an Implementation Plan for the
Performance Review recommendations.
20234£ 10 H : ECIE, X7 34—~ A « L B a2 —@#iEDOEMEEEIZ OV T
L. ZNEEIRT D,

e Future annual meetings: A standing item would be placed on the agenda for following
up on progress made against the Implementation Plan. This would be similar to the

past standing item on annual meeting agendas regarding progress with implementing
the Action Plan of the CCSBT Strategic Plan.

FEROER G - REOMEIC, EhFHEOEPRIRILO 7 + v =7 » 7 %17
D IO DA E 25k D, ZAUE, CCSBT BRBSGEHHIIZ I 1T DATEhF 0D F
JARDUC B DR 2B OFBGEREER CHU LI b L7 D,

Once agreed, this process (particularly the cost of the SFMWG meeting) should be included
in the budget.

ZOTREARGEESNESGAIE. I (B2 SFMWG S8 08 ) = TR
IRt ET & TH D,

" This could involve updating the CCSBT’s Strategic Plan or preparing a stand-alone Implementation Plan. Z#1D 5iE & L
Tid, CCSBTHMEEIEIDT » 77— b MUFIHER TORMEEIEORENE 2 D,

8 This date assumes that the two-year cycle for holding ERSWG meetings continues and that the advice from ERSWG 13
“that February/March was the best time of year to hold an ERSWG meeting” is followed. Z @ 2%, 2 FEHTD
ERSWG & ABREMN ki S5 2 &0 KOVERSWG 131255 140 5 5 ERSWG A OB b i L 7= K
X283/ 3ATHD)] LOPELAHRL LI bDTH D,



The EC is invited to consider the process for consideration and follow-up of Performance
Review recommendations.

EClEZ, "7 4 —~ A LEa2a—#IEORFLAARN 70 —7T v 7O7 1t A 220
THRFTD L oFEINTWD,

Prepared by the Secretariat
B RERSCE
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Key points relating to the performance reviews of regional fisheries management
organizations and arrangements raised during the fourteenth round of Informal
Consultations, summarized by the Chairperson

On the basis of the presentations and discussions at the fourteenth round of Informal
Consultations of States Parties to the Agreement, the Chairperson would like to draw
attention to the following key points that, in his personal view, emerged from the
Consultations. It is noted that since these key points were not discussed at the Consultations,
they remain under the sole responsibility of the Chairperson.

e The Agreement assigns a fundamental role to RFMO/As in the conservation and
management of straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish stocks as a primary
vehicle for cooperation amongst States in this regard. Thus, the full and effective
implementation of the provisions of the Agreement depends on the effectiveness of
RFMO/A performance in fulfilling the functions set out in the Agreement.

e Over the past fifteen years, performance reviews of RFMO/As have proven to be an
effective tool for strengthening the performance of RFMO/As, bringing them closer to
the standards set out in the Agreement. However, regular performance reviews remain
critical and have a continuing benefit, particularly since many covered fish stocks
remain overexploited and their sustainability still needs to improve substantially in
order to meet the goals set forth in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development.

e Performance reviews are also an important tool for the implementation of the
recommendations of the Review Conference, the resolutions of the General Assembly
and other relevant commitments set forth in international instruments.

e RFMO/As should be encouraged to continue to undertake periodic performance
reviews, with a view to continuing to improve their ability to effectively conserve and
manage fish stocks in accordance with the Convention, the Agreement and related
instruments.

e The success of performance review processes, and their follow-up, ultimately depends
on the level of support and commitment of member States of RFMO/As.

e Performance reviews should be undertaken in a timeframe that would ensure priority
IS given to the consideration of recommendations, bearing in mind the overall
workload and workflow of the RFMO/A in question. The interval between
performance reviews should be set so as to maximize their impact and effectiveness.
For example, the time between reviews could be adjusted on the basis of the scope of
performance reviews, whereby a longer interval would be expected between general
reviews and a shorter interval between more focused or thematic performance
reviews.
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Consideration should also be given to financing the costs of the performance review,
including the possibility of setting aside annual contributions for that purpose in the
RFMO/A regular budget rather than requesting a special assessment.

In developing the terms of reference for an RFMO/A performance review, both the
commonalities among different RFMO/As, including with regard to their role and
functions under the Convention and the Agreement and related instruments, their
processes and the challenges they face, and the differences among them, including
with regard to their different organizational structures, specific regional needs and
geo-political environment should be taken into account. The need for RFMO/As to
integrate the impacts of external factors, including cross-cutting issues and new and
emerging issues, into their working processes through performance reviews should
also be considered.

Performance reviews may benefit from the participation of a wide-range of relevant
stakeholders, including States, intergovernmental organizations, non-governmental
organizations, and academia in the performance review process. Input should also be
sought from the secretariat of the relevant RFMO/A, where appropriate.

In the selection of review panels, consideration should be given to including experts
from both within and outside the organization, representing developed States and
developing States, including SIDS, and different areas of expertise (e.g. fisheries
science, fisheries management and law). Financial and practical considerations,
including in relation to allowing panel members to attend meetings of the RFMO
where practical, should also be considered.

The recommendations emanating from performance reviews should be prepared in
such a manner as to facilitate their implementation, for example, by indicating
priorities, timelines and projected costs, to the extent possible.

There should be a process in place for the timely consideration, implementation and
follow-up of performance review recommendations, for example, through the
introduction of a standing agenda item on performance reviews. It is important that all
recommendations emanating from performance reviews be considered by the
appropriate RFMO/A body, with a view to determining their acceptability and
ensuring their implementation.

The performance review process, outcomes and follow-up should be transparent,
including by making all relevant performance review reports publicly available.

The Review Conference on the Agreement, the General Assembly and other relevant
intergovernmental processes can play an important role in performance reviews as a
source of global standards and criteria for performance reviews, as well as other
guidance, as appropriate. Consideration should be given on how to reinvigorate the
Kobe process as a forum for the exchange of information, best practices and lessons
learned in relation to performance review processes.

The need for States to cooperate in order to enhance the ability of developing States,
in particular the least-developed among them and SIDS, to conserve and manage
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straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish stocks and to develop their own
fisheries for such stocks, to enable their participation in high seas fisheries for such
stocks and to facilitate their participation in sub-regional and RFMO/As, must be
considered and addressed, including through the Assistance Fund under Part V11 of
the Agreement. It is crucial that this important funding mechanism, which is an
essential part of the Agreement itself and which could significantly enhance the
ability of developing States to exercise their rights and fulfil their obligations under

the Agreement, be revitalized and maintained through adequate and sustainable
funding.
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Composition, Operation and Selection Process for the Performance Review Panel
NRIF—< VA LE2—R)VOERKR., EARERE vk X

Composition of the Performance Review Panel
NRIF—< R+ LE 22— SR VDOER

The independent performance review panel will be comprised of between four and six people as
described below:

MNLNT = A« LE 2=/ LT, LTOREICLD 4400 64 THEKEIND B
DET D,

Between two and four experts from different Members of the Extended Commission (EC).
The Member experts should have extensive experience with the CCSBT and, as a group, the
Panel should have expertise in fisheries management, fisheries science, compliance and
legal governance at the international level.

WRZEES (EC) OEALD AU N—HED 24000 44 DHEMZE, A" —)hi
DEMZHIL CCSBTIZBIT 2 BB RRREzAT2EH L L. £l 3T T N —T 4
R U CEBOKAEDIZEER, BERY, BT A OENEHICE T 252 A4
LHRETH D,

Two independent external internationally recognised experts with expertise, as a group, in
the best practices for international fisheries management (including compliance) and
fisheries science. The external experts shall not be officers or officials of the CCSBT or of a

CCSBT Member government at the time of appointment nor throughout the term of the
contract to conduct the performance review.

2 4 O EFRAZERIN SNV ELFIZ Tdh o T, 7 A—7 2k e LT, [EEER
TR EE R GESFE T D) MOYRERRICEET AR R - 77T 4 AZHONTOD
HMEHETAHZ L, SMNBEMZFILZ, N7+ —~< X« LE 2 —DEEITHNDHE
FIDOEE S OTHIM S A8 LT, CCSBT XiX CCSBT A L "—DEF DA B XLk
BTHo TR B0,

Chair and operation of the Performance Review Panel
NRIF—<U R+ LE2—RRXAVDEERVEHA

The Chair of the Performance Review Panel will be chosen by the EC from one of the
independent external experts. The Chair will present the report of the Performance Review
Panel to the annual meeting of the CCSBT.

NI F =< A« LEa— RV OERIL, MNIMTEMZ NS 144 % EC 2N
T2, iBREIT, CCSBTHEREAITH L, T F—~v A« LEa—SpL#fEE
DREZEIT D,

It is envisaged that there will be one or two physical meetings of the Panel as determined by
the Panel.

NIV L DIREEIEE 2. W SR VEE % LIRS 2 BB T 5 2 & 2348
EIND,

The Panel will determine its own mode of operation for conducting the performance review
and for preparing its report.

NRRIE, RT A=< A« L E 2 —OFEfE R OHEZEDVERIZ 205 LD
HGFEIZOWTH BIRET D,

The Secretariat will provide support to the panel by answering queries and providing

background material requested by the Panel and assisting in the organisation of Panel
meetings. The Executive Secretary will attend meeting(s) of the Panel if requested by the
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Chair of the Panel.

FHRT. SR DB 22T TEMA~DRIE KO RGO E1T O & &
HIZ, NNV EEOWMBEL IR T L LITED, /\Xﬂ/@*fﬁ' FEAT O, FHR
Rl m"HVEENEH LIEHEIZIE, ARV EBICBINT 5,

If agreed by the EC, in order to save costs, all work of the review panel will be conducted in

English. However, the Secretariat will translate the final report into both official languages
of the CCSBT.

EC A LIcia. BAOHKDIZHIC L E 2 — SR £ 52 TOIEEITHGE
THEMSND, LLRB6, FERIE, i HE &% CCSBT O i HaH#aR
ERCE

Funding

&

The participation and attendance of meetings by CCSBT Member experts will be funded by
the relevant Member.

CCSBT A v N—HEHDOHFEMFIZ L 2B MEOESHE IO N TIE, BiEd 5 2 v
N=DREEEHHT 5,

Consultancy fees, travel and associated costs of the two independent experts will be funded
by the CCSBT.

2 4 DMSTRPZEIC D a P vz o MB i OB HIC > W T,
CCSBT &4 &l 4 %,

Hire of any necessary meeting venue(s), equipment and catering will be funded by the
CCSBT.

VBT R, SRR A OV — 2 U U 7 RIZ oW TIL, CCSBT 2N 4 % il
Hd 5,

Selection Process
BH ok X

The process for selecting the panel for the performance review panel is outlined below:
WNRT7 =<V AR+ LE2a— "R LAOBHT o ZOMBEIILUTO LB Th D,

Experts from Members of the Extended Commission will be nominated and elected at the
annual meeting prior to commencement of the Performance Review (i.e. CCSBT 27).

ERFEEBDZA U= OHEMFIX, KT r—~ A LEa—ORMGIOERS

R (T7295 CCSBT 27) I[ZR W THEE KRNI NS,

The two independent external experts will be selected intersessionally, preferably prior to

CCSBT 27. This will involve:

24 OWNIANH R ZIX, RSB (CCSBT 27 LV RIAEE L) IS

e ZOTEVRAZIFUTNEGEEND,

o Members providing a list of potential independent external experts, together with
background information on those candidates, to the Secretariat;

AN G HREBRPIHR L, WAL REPIHE OmE ) A b &2, fiE O %
L & BITRET D,

o The Secretariat circulating the lists of candidates, together with the background
information on those candidates, to all Members;

FHRET. BETOA A= L, BfE ) A 2o RGHE & bIChE
ERAP
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o Members ranking candidates as well as their preference for the Chair of the Panel and
advise the Secretariat; and

AU N—X, FEHFORAMTZ1TO & & IR VER & L TOBRME Z AT
J L. FHERICK L CEHRT S,

o The Secretariat contacting the suitable candidates in order of rankings and engaging two
candidates to conduct the review.

FH T, AT OIEMIC L0 G A I EfE L, L Ea—2 T 5 24
DIl LS 2,
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Agreed Criteria from Kobe 1 for Reviewing the Performance of
Regional Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMOs)

Ml R (RFMO) O 74 —<wr R« LE2—ICELT

Kobe 1 B8EELIZZ2F9A4T VT

(relevant criteria from the 2016 Performance Review of ICCAT have been added as tracked
changes and criteria that may be of a lower priority to the CCSBT have been highlighted in yellow)
(CCAT D 2016 FNT 4 —~v2 X « L E2—D#E 2 Z 47V 7 &l 270 LIEIEICL D
BT 5 EE SIS, CCSBT TN EEZ bIS 2 T4 7Y 7 & HE THLE)

Area

pan g

General
Criteria
—HxE 7 74
77T

Detailed Criteria
MR AT T

1. Conservation
and
management

IR OVE P

Status of living
marine
resources
&R
DEPIRAE

o Status of major fish stocks under the purview of the RFMO in relation to
maximum sustainable yield or other relevant biological standards.
He KFFfoe AL pE B X3 OB 2 AR B EICEY L T RFMO 23T
HY D FEECEE RO B PUIRE

e Trends in the status of those stocks.
I HEROERIRED S R

o Status of species that belong to the same ecosystems as, or are associated with
or dependent upon, the major target stocks (hereinafter “non-target species”).
FERAGER & F—DAERRROBET L, SUIBES 2 KA L T
WHTE (LU TIEXIZRE) Lo, ) OEJIKEE

e Trends in the status of those species.
IO OMOERIRED F LR

Data collection
and sharing

T — 2 IEK
[0)5:=E)

o Extent to which the RFMO has agreed formats, specifications and timeframes
for data submission, taking into account UNFSA Annex I.
UNFSAKtEE | 2 E 2 o7 — 2R IHICET 2 74—~ v b, K
O AT Y 2— /2T %5 RFMO O&E OFEE

o Extent to which RFMO members and cooperating non-members, individually
or through the RFMO, collect and share complete and accurate fisheries data
concerning target stocks and non-target species and other relevant data in a
timely manner.
RFMO @ A w3 — R O FTH3E MR E 23 il % |2 XX RFMO % 3@ U
T, G K ORI BRI BT D 52 D BRI T — X
J O OMBIES 27— & 2 BRI R OHEA L TV DR

o Extent to which fishing data and fishing vessel data are gathered by the
RFMO and shared among members and other RFMOs.
T — 2 KON T — 2 X RFMO 12 X » TEEfF S, BV A L 3—
M OMLd RFMO & ORI CTHA SN TV HFRE

e Extent to which the RFMO is addressing any gaps in the collection and
sharing of data as required.
RFMO 78, 72T —Z OIE R OILEFITD 0D F ¥ v FITHt s LT
WD FREE

e Extent to which capacity building initiatives are put in place to improve data
collection in developing economies.
IR EEICBT T —ZINELWET L ODF ¥ /T ¢
7 4 7 OHHH O E i OFLEE

%
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Area General Detailed Criteria

5y BF Criteria MR TATIT
— kB 7 A
TIT
Quality and e _Extent to which the RFMO receives and/or produces the best scientific advice
provision of relevant to the fish stocks and other living marine resources under its
scientific advice purview, as well as to the effects of fishing on the marine environment.
Berih s o RFMO 73, P& ¥ 2 i EGIR K OF O OMEFEAWEIR, W ONZE
B Kk Ot BRIFIZBT 2 E DI T 2 R BORFIIE 2 A O XX

TERL L TV DL

e Extent to which the structure, processes, procedures, and expertise of the
Scientific Committee and of the RFMQ Secretariat meet the needs and
resources of the RFMO as well as the highly demanding data and technical
requirements of the most recent modelling platforms.
BIPEESOME, Fat X, P& LOHEMPE, RO RFMO FH5 5
25 RFMO OB N Y — AW NHRFDET VI T T v b7 %
—AIZBW TR BRI D T — X MO B 2372 L TV 5 F2
B

Participation

e Extent to which RFMO Members and cooperating non-members participate

and capacity actively in the provision of the scientific advice.
building REMO A > N— RO DEYIENEE A o x—3 . BB S O3t f
ZIMBOF v WIS LT 5 P
”/?745 e Extent to which capacity building initiatives are put in place to facilitate the
VT 4T effective participation of developing economies in Scientific Committee
activities.
BFZE B OIEIICRER EESNRICSINT 52 & 2 RiET 57
DDOX YNV T 4« EAT 4 VT OBMPFEITESN TV HEE
Long-term e Extent to which RFMO adopts and regularly reviews a long-term strateqy for
planning and the Scientific Committee to implement.
research REMO 28, B5#Z&E B e FEhiid 5 R 2 kg 2 SR % OVE IR L
EHIRY 7R G Ea— LTV AR
KOTHA e Extent to which the research coordinated or undertaken directly by RFMO is

aligned with the needs of the Commission to fulfil its mandate.
RFMO |Z L Y B2 3T S DD, EES OIS 2 T
L2 DMEEICAE L VD EE
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Area General Detailed Criteria
5787 Criteria HMRITATIT
—RH 7 7 A
77
Adoption of o Extent to which the RFMO has adopted conservation and management

conservation
and
management
measures
PRATE PR
DEAR

measures for both target stocks and non-target species that ensures the long-
term sustainability of such stocks and species and are based on the best
scientific evidence available.
RFMO 73, &EIRO R 2B e rlRetE 2 MR+ 272, 72 AFrlhE
728 B OFPFRIREILIC EEDW T, S R AL ORI RFEO W I3 5
PRAFE B E 2 BRI L TS FRE

e Extent to which the RFMO has applied the precautionary approach as set
forth in UNFSA Atrticle 6 and the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries
Article 7.5, including the application of precautionary reference points.
RFMO 73, UNFSA %5 6 R OEAEH 2 IRED =D DITEIRFIE 7 5%
DBIZED LN TN T e —F (FHY 77 L ARA v M
Ete) WAL TWAHRRE

o Extent to which the RFMO has adopted and is implementing effective

rebuilding plans for depleted or overfished stocks.

RFMO 73, #te L7z, TiRIEEIRAEIC H 2 BIRICBE 4 2 A 2072

AEFEZ AR L, FEfi L TV D FREE

a RDENO Nh

o Extent to which the RFMO has taken due account of the need to conserve
marine biological diversity and minimize harmful impacts of fisheries on
living marine resources and marine ecosystems.

RFMO 73, B EAEMSHNE 2 BT 2 L BEMEZEZRE L TRV | EE
W IR M O AERERIC BT IR EDO A F R B O R/MEIZEY fLA
TV HIRE

o Extent to which the RFMO has adopted measures to minimize pollution,

waste, discards, catch by lost or abandoned gear, catch of non-target species,
both fish and non-fish species, and impacts on associated or dependent
species, in particular endangered species, through measures including, to the
extent practicable, the development and use of selective, environmentally safe
and cost-effective fishing gear and techniques.
RFMO 7%, FIREZRBR Y OBIRKY, N 2OBREEAICE 2N 2>BE RO
WRE K OB OB R OE R 28 U T, 5%, RE, &I, KX
TR R K D, AR ORUS ORI T OISR ORE, &
OB SUIPEETE (RIS fa i) ~DRE L R/ MET 5720 D
HEEZBIR L QLR

Capacity
management
ey T EpAK=giil

o Extent to which the RFMO has identified fishing capacity levels
commensurate with long-term sustainability and optimum utilization of
relevant fisheries.

RFMO 75, BEMEEESE O £ IAY 22 Ffee vl REME M O i A IZ A - 7T
WERE ) DIKMEZ FFE L TV SRR

o Extent to which the RFMO has taken actions to prevent or eliminate excess
fishing capacity and effort.

RFMO 75, 1@l 72 i Re /) o ONBIESS ) 2 Wi 1k SUIPERR T2 7= 01z &
o TATRI DR

Compatibility of
management
measures
EELHNE O
A

e Extent to which measures have been adopted as reflected in UNFSA Atrticle
7

UNFSA % 7 %% FZI L 7= 4508 O$RAR O
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Area General Detailed Criteria
5787 Criteria HMRITATIT
—RH 7 7 A
77
Fishing e Extent to which the RFMO agrees on the allocation of allowable catch or

allocations and
opportunities

levels of fishing effort, including taking into account requests for
participation from new members or participants as reflected in UNFSA

TIEEY )Y Article 11.

MRS RFMO 73, UNFSAZE 11 & M L7z, HFiizie A L= INE I
XA T 2 EFEOBEEZ ST, g RTRERE OBy IXRES )
EOKEIZAERE L TWDHIREE

Reporting e Analysis of RFMO reporting requirements to improve efficiency, avoid

Requirements redundancy and reduce unnecessary burden to CPCs.

A FEMEOSGE, BEEHOPERE X CPC I3 D AR A 2 HIRT 5 72

O D REFMO 55 ZA4: D fig kT

2. Compliance
and
enforcement
ST N O T

Flag State duties

e Extent to which RFMO members are fulfilling their duties as flag States

EE D 55 under the treaty establishing the RFMO, pursuant to measures adopted by the
RFMO, and under other international instruments, including, inter alia, the
1982 Law of the Sea Convention, the UNFSA and the 1993 FAO Compliance
Agreement, as applicable.
RFMO A v /3—[E7, RFMO &%\ 3 2 HED T, RFMO (2 X v 4R
SNTHEBICHES T, LOYRFMO KOV OO [EBEIFH A (FFlZ
1982 MR [EHfFFIE S, UNFSA KU 1993 4 FAO T ih i % & de)
DT, LEIZSCTHEEE L TOREZER L T DHRE
Port State e Extent to which the RFMO has adopted measures relating to the exercise of
measures the rights and duties of its members as port States, as reflected in UNFSA
FHEE O FH Article 23 and the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries Article 8.3.
RFMO 75, UNFSA 5 23 S K VAT & 2 IR EATENRIEIEE 8 SR 3THD &
B, FHEELE L TO A AN—EOHEFRFEOITHEICB D RE 25
RLUTW DR
e Extent to which RFMO has adopted Port State Measures pursuant to the FAO
Agreement on Port State Measures to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate Illegal,
Unreported and Unregulated Fishing.
RFMO 75, ek, MRS, MERGIREADIIE L, #ik L, R OB
% 1280 FAQ Zi v [ B 1 (1€ o THMEERTE 2R IR L TV HFE
JE
o Extent to which these measures are effectively implemented.
IO OIEP DRI T STV DR
Monitoring, o Extent to which the RFMO has adopted integrated MCS measures (e.g.,
control and required use of VMS, observers, catch documentation and trade tracking
surveillance schemes, restrictions on transshipment, boarding and inspection schemes).
(MCS) RFMO 73, #&H) MCS #ii#E (B 21X VMS, # 7 — — JfsGEH
B, K| ROMSEEA F— AOMMEM, SROSIR, TARERF— L)
Ot Y EEAR LT DR
(MCS) e Extent to which these measures are effectively implemented.
IO OREPNEBNT TN STV DA
Follow-up on e Extent to which the RFMO, its members and cooperating non-members
infringements follow up on infringements to management measures.
X DB RFMO & Z D A 3= ROV HRIFEMBEE2S & B E 25 538K
= ZBBRHA L TV DR
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Area General Detailed Criteria
58 Criteria HMRITATIT
—RH 7 7 A
77
Cooperative o Extent to which the RFMO has established adequate cooperative mechanisms
mechanisms to to both monitor compliance and detect and deter non-compliance (e.g.,
detect and deter compliance committees, vessel lists, sharing of information about non-
non-compliance compliance).
ST A s RFMO 28, BSFZ BT 2 & & bio, BT 2R L OIET 5729
KOS5 OGN eI A J1 = X b (Bl 2T E TR S, Minseek. FEMsTIZB
72O DT A TOEMILA) 2L L TV DO
7 =R A e Extent to which these mechanisms are being effectively utilized.
INHDAN = AL RANTFIH SN TV DR
Market-related e Extent to which the RFMO has adopted measures relating to the exercise of
measures the rights and duties of its members as market States.
1735 B L RFMO 73, A U N—[EOHHEE L TOMEFIFE O T IZB 2 f &
ZEAR L TV D REEE
o Extent to which these market-related measures are effectively implemented.
b OEBEEHTE S ZIRANC I SN TV DR
Reporting o Analysis of REMO reporting requirements to improve efficiency, avoid
Requirements redundancy and reduce unnecessary burden to Members.
WEEE R OYGE, BEHEOPERME O CPC T 2 AR A AT 572
D O REMO 55 B D fi bt
3. Decision- Decision- o Extent to which RFMO has transparent and consistent decision-making
making and making procedures that facilitate the adoption of conservation and management
dispute Bk E measures in a timely and effective manner.
settlement RFEMO 73, @ IR DR RIS R AFE BT E O SRIR 2225 K 5 /e
BERER TS B>~ EHEO B % EEIEFHE 2 RA LTV DR
B FRER e Extent to which these procedures are effectively implemented in REMO.
REMO IZEWVTZ 9 L Fhe 0N RBNC FEfi STV SRR
Dispute o Extent to which the RFMO has established adequate mechanisms for
settlement resolving disputes.
Aoy SRR RFMO 258 Gk D7D DGl g A T3 = AL 2 fgsr L TV SRR
4. International | Transparency ¢ Extent to which the RFMO is operating in a transparent manner, as reflected
cooperation ZEHIME in UNFSA Atrticle 12 and the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries

ez

Article 7.1.9.
RFMO 75, UNFSA % 12 S Rk ONEAE S L I ED 1= O DATENE S 7 4%
LEOID ERY , BWAME b - TEE SN TV D REE

e Extent to which RFMO decisions, meeting reports, scientific advice upon
which decisions are made, and other relevant materials are made publicly
available in a timely fashion.

RFMO DR E, SAMEE, BERIVEDEE & 722 2 B2 E K OZ
DMEES 2 ERINEI X A 2 T TRARSNTWDLFEE

Confidentiality

e Extent to which RFMO has set security and confidentiality standards and

P i

rules for sharing sensitive scientific and operational/compliance data.
RFEMO 728, #% CH 2R AR OSEA | 85F LT — X oI
TR ENDE OB REFEER L — LV EZED TV HRERE

Relationship to
cooperating
non-members
WIS 1))
[ & DR

e Extent to which the RFMO facilitates cooperation between members and non-
members, including through the adoption and implementation of procedures
for granting cooperating status.

RFMO 73, A N—LdEX =L OO (W7 - o5
B9 2 Pt & OBIREEAZ®E U a2 ETe) ZRELTND
REEE

Relationship to
non-cooperating
non-members

e R YALOE I
WE & DRt

o Extent of fishing activity by vessels of non-members that are not cooperating
with the RFMO, as well as measures to deter such activities.

REMO (21 DI THRWFE A X — DRI X B i 3EnGE), SWONTZ D
L 72758 & BHIE 9 2 72 D O E O E
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Area General Detailed Criteria
5 BF Criteria HMR s TATIT

—iB 7 7 A

vab A

Cooperation e Extent to which the RFMO cooperates with other RFMOs, including through

with other the network of Regional Fishery Body Secretariats, as well as with other

RFMOs relevant international organizations.

> RFMO @ | RFMO 73, fio> RFMO (Mt 3B Rk v h U — 27 & U7l

oW N EETe) WO Z OMBLE T 2 FE R & #7 L TV D FREE

Participation e Extent to which RFMO members and cooperating non-members participate

and capacity actively and meaningfully in the work of the Commission and its subsidiary

building bodies.

MK OF v REMO D A L 3— KON IFEMBRE Y, B S K OFEES O/

INTT 4 - B B DEEICTEMAI D DO BRI TSI L TV LA

NT AT e Extent to which capacity building initiatives and institutional arrangements
are in place to facilitate the effective participation of developing economies in
the work of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies, including in positions
of leadership.
FZEEKOEE SRR O IEE~DFESR FE O RS Mm (U
—H =L L CONBEET) 2RETLIEHOXX VT 4 - AT
A 7 OB K OSHAR Y 72 Bk oD 208 FE i S A1 TV HFEEE

Special e Extent to which the RFMO recognizes the special needs of developing States

requirements of and pursues forms of cooperation with developing States, including with

developing respect to fishing allocations or opportunities, taking into account UNFSA

States Articles 24 and 25, and the Code of Conduct of Responsible Fisheries Article

i EENC 5.

B3 2 i) 7 RFMO 73, UNFSA % 24 5 K OVEE 25 5, R OVETH HIREDITEIH

GEYiS FUE S RA M E 2. BER LEORI =— X230 L. B LE

EOWIBR (RS BUIRERREZET) OFREZBERLTY
LR

e Extent to which RFMO members, individually or through the RFMO, provide

relevant assistance to developing States, as reflected in UNFSA Article 26.
UNFSA % 26 D & 50, RFMO A 28— HBIZ, &5V
RFMO % i U CH ik EEICEHES 2B 2124 L T o2

5. Comparison

Best practices

e To the extent possible, evaluate the extent to which RFMO’s performance is

with other
RFMOs

1P REMO &

DI

RARNT T
T 4R

comparable to other tuna RFMOs in relation to the adoption and
implementation of conservation and management measures for target and
non-target species, status of the resources under its purview, scientific
processes and procedures, and adoption and implementation of MCS
measures and compliance review procedures.

AIREZR PR Y . et G K ONFERT R AEIZ B 2 PR AT B E OB L OVEE
JidRPL, FOMED T THY vV —20RHE8, B 7 1+ A R O T
&, KO MCS #iE & ESPIRI O L B = — Ffie & OFIR L O FE Jiatk i
IZ2W T, i RFMO % kil L T RFMO D /87—~ L ADFEE %
B9~ %

o |dentification of areas/best practices that would allow RFMO to enhance its

performance.
REMO N ZED /T =< Ak TE L0 /XA NTF7 7T 4 R
DFFE

e Extent to which RFMO implemented the Kobe Ill recommendations and

comparison to the degree of implementation in other tuna RFMOs.
RFMO 7 Kobe 1 #1454 )i L CTWARRE . K OMio £ < A% RFMO
D ENi DFRJE & D ik
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Area General Detailed Criteria
5 BF Criteria HMRITATIT
—i&E 7 7 A
vab A
56. Financial Auvailability of | e Extent to which financial and other resources are made available to achieve
and resources for the aims of the RFMO and to implement the RFMO’s decisions.
administrative | RFMO activities | RFMO & B %k L, & U RFMO ORIE % FAT3 5 7= DML &
issues RFMO D75 E) CEDMD Y Y —ZBFIA AT & 72> TV B IR
B NEE | oD v
LORE — ZOF| A
RetE
Efficiency and e Extent to which the RFMO is efficiently and effectively managing its human
cost- and financial resources, including those of the Secretariat, to support
effectiveness Commission objectives and ensure continuity of operations, including
ThERNE e OV through establishment of clear and transparent office policies, structures, roles
%t 2h 5 and responsibilities, and lines of authority; effective internal and external

communication; and other aspects of office planning and operations.

RFMO 28, ZEL2DOHAZ Y A— b L, MOSEHOKE (RN

FEAREBHOTE, G, RER OB, KR UOEGERFOMESL, %)

BB 7R N KR O ER & D =2

Ra=f—var, KOEEHOHERY

EEIZEAT 5 2 OfMOME 2 ETe) AT

OO, FHREGD

ANB R OB U Y — 2 2 BRI DR REZE B L TSR
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Recommendations from the 2008 and 2014 Performance Reviews of the CCSBT
2008 FEE KRN 2014 FED CCSBT R T7 —~< VR « L E a2 —IZ X 5815

Key: SA-2008 CCSBT’s 2008 self-assessment of performance; PR-2008 CCSBT’s 2008 Independent Review of Performance (undertaken by Ambassador Balton); PR-2014 2014
Independent Review of CCSBT Performance.

B&EE : SA-2008 : CCSBT @ 2008 £/ 7  —~ A H 2.2 i, PR-2008 : CCSBT ® 2008 4EMS7 /R T 4 —~< L A « L E a— (R b XRfEI2 LD Efi) | PR-2014 :
2014 42D CCSBT D /X7 4 —< L AW AMIL L E 2 —

Source of 2008 Performance review 2014 Performance review recommendations Initial comments from the Extended Commission
recommendation | recommendations 04FENRTF—< R LE a—FE and its subsidiary bodies following the 2014
5ok 2008 ENRN T F—<w L R+ L'E 2 performance review!

2014 FENRT g —<L AR« LE 2a—#D
EARZEESROYEREZEESHBISEEIC X
LHEIDI AL |

—Eh

Conservation and management fR{ER OVEHE

EEEMBIROBIRE

Status of living marine resources

SA-2008-1

Support best endeavours of the ESC
to recreate historical catch and catch
per unit of effort series for the fishery
but give maximum priority to
accurate reporting and validation of
future catch and effort.

ESC Oix#EDS &KL, @k
OYfE R L LSS ) T 0 iR A
Y =R EAER LIS R EED8,
A% O & K O S EO S &
RO EZ @b D 2 & Z Ffl it
£ %,

PR-2014-1: The original recommendation remains valid and
efforts should continue in the same direction.

PR-2014-1: AV UL OEIEIFBEL A THY . F LT
FPETEDE B S d & Th D,

PR-2014-2: The compliance with and efficiency of the Data
Verification procedures should be regularly checked.
PR-2014-2: 7 — & #ill 7 10 & 2 DRSF K O BPE 1T 12
RSN HNETH D,

ESC:

Done. These are ongoing processes of the
Commission.

. ZERTBO TR O m
2B,

! These are initial comments from the Extended Commission and its subsidiary bodies on some of the recommendations. Acronyms are as follows: Extended Commission (EC),
Compliance Committee (CC), Extended Scientific Committee (ESC) and Ecologically Related Species Working Group (ERSWG). Comments from Secretariat paper CCSBT -
CC/1410/05 are indicated with “CCSec”. Comments from this paper are included where the paper indicated that no new action items are required by the Compliance Committee in
response to the performance review recommendation. These comments are included here because the Compliance Committee did not consider these specific recommendations in its
report(s). Z DM TIE, —HOENVEIZH T HIEREES K OIEREZESHIMERE NG OLYIDOa A FERLTWD, BFEIZLLTO LBV THDH  IEREES

H=

(EC) . BFZHE (CO) | IRBFZAS (ESC) KUOVEREFHIBEHEREXE S (ERSWG) . Fi5R3C#E CCSBT-CC/1410/05 12817 A FHE = A v M&
[CCSec] L KF LTz, N7 A= L A LEa2—EEIINZRDICH > TETFEERICLD2HTRITEHEENRLE TR WAL, ATEICLDa2 A baEdEL

TWb, ZThbDa Ay ML, BFEESNEOREEDO P TIIEEN2BEZRTFT L T o727l

> = =
—

WZEDTbDTH D,
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PR-2008-1 Develop stock assessment PR-2014-3: The CCSBT ESC should undertake from time to ESC: Low priority. Largely captured by the MP
methodologies that are robust to past | time (e.g. every 5-6 years) an assessment of the robustness of approach.
underreporting. the assessments, e.g. through retrospective analysis, comparing B K, MP7 7 —FIlck K
WO/ NRE I LT bl | past forecasts with subsequent realizations. I T N — T T
GRS 5, PR-2014-3: CCSBT ® ESC i, Ffx (Bl X 5—64 =
L) L BIAITREO T EEOBRDEELZ LT H L R
BARY T 4 7o @ U T, il OmE I BT 5 FE
fifi 2 i 9~ & TH D,
PR-2008-2 Take a precautionary approach to PR-2014-4: The recommendation, in its present form might be | ESC: Done. Assuming ongoing MP / meta rule
management and lower the TAC as considered as fulfilled as long as the MP / Metarule “tandem” application.
the uncertainty increases. function properly (See PR-2008-3 on SBT stock rebuilding B S ORTEIZ DWW T EC O HERGFH
TR T Fa—F A L, A | strategy). <.
FEHNEE S TBASICIE TAC 2 | PR-2014-4:BIEDEREDEE X, MP [ A X )L— /L DY)
RS2, 72 NHE ] HRETH o Tz SN2 bDEEZDBND
(SBT D& A IZBE 9~ % PR-2008-3 2 2 | S 7z
W)
ESC: Low priority. Existing robustness tests

PR-2014-5: In the future, the CCSBT could undertake to test
the robustness of the MP to climate change. It should also take
every opportunity to give priority to stock rebuilding above
increasing catch, when exceptional positive recruitment spikes
occur above the variations against which the MP has been
tested.

PR-2014-5:F K112, CCSBT IXXUEZEEN A5 MP D
REEPERABR 2 Fh LTI E D0 £72. MP TREBRAAT
ST = — g UL BB B> 7255
B, ZOTNTOESITBOTHREREORENE Y &R
FEICEBEIAN 2B R&ETh D,

broadly cover this as well.
SRR AR, BEAF ORE f R A
FAZDOWVWTHIREAS HAA—=LTWND,




BIFE D

PR-2008-3: Determine management objectives PR-2014-6: Every effort should be made to enhance (speed-up) | ESC: EC responsibility for first part of
and rebuild strategy consistent with the rebuilding trajectory in line with the precautionary approach recommendation.
UNFSA requirements to guide future | to fisheries (cf. PR-2008-2). Special efforts should be made to B ORITERIZ DUV CIE EC D& EHEFH
scientific assessments. Set TACs ata | identify additional measures (e.g. protected areas) to support <h D,
level that will allow the stock to spawning and recruitment and improve resilience to fishing and
rebuild. climate change. ESC:  Low priority. Efforts already being made
FEROBIFRHIOEE & 72 D PR-2014-6:7f2EIZxt 3 2 PRI T 70 —F T4t > T, &R within constraints of existing operating
UNFSA OEEICEE LIZEHE | OFEfuEzHiE (gl 5725720000558 )% environment.
BRI 2 R ET 2, BIRO |79 XETHD (PR-2008-2 %) , FEINBIAKOINA L e R, BEfFOEAREEICE TS
BREZMETLYVVZTACEZRE | YAR— M5 L &b, MEXROKBEZEN S 2 EE HFI DO TREZE N ThI T\ 5,
T2, NEBHET D70 OBIEE (B2 IXREX) Z5ES

LI, Fpl7e B 1179 R&EThH %,

SA-2008-2 Make the maximum effort to PR-2014-7: The CCSBT could consider the feasibility of a ESC: Low priority.
implement the items which have been | collaborative programme (between RFMOs and institutions i
identified and prioritised by the competent in biodiversity conservation) to assess ex ante the
Extended Scientific Committee in the | likely impacts of climate change on the tuna ecosystems, the ERSWG: The ERSWG supported this

CCSBTs Scientific Research
Program (Attachment 9 of the SC12
Report)
TERBI2EB SR L, EIE
N ZoUF 7= CCSBT Bl a4 &1 i
(SC12 HEFERIMK 9) & FEITT
L1 KBEOE T D,

SBT, the ERS, their productivity, distribution and resilience.
The outcome of this work would indicate which ocean
parameters could be usefully monitored to better inform the
Meta Rule of the MP Process.

PR-2014-7: CCSBT |%, ¥ 7 vzl &< AfE%R, SBT,
ERS. = DAFENE, A K ONEIE HIZBET 2 R EEB O
BA BRI 27200 (AREARREZFET D
RFMO & OV seiBERIC I8 ) Wi~ v 77 Lo%E
BUABEMEICOWTHREICTE L 5, ZOEEORREIX. MP
TREADAZNL— KL TEY BIEREZRMLT S
TOICE=F VU TTHIEREREEZONDWEN
TA—=B HRET HAREMEDR B D,

recommendation noting that the ecosystem
approach is growing in importance and
requires collaboration. This
recommendation has been added to the
ERSWG’s workplan.

ERSWG /%, A£BRT Vv —F OEH
HEREEY OOHY, Flo 2K
HIEEENLETHDLZ LITHEL
DO, UEKEVE A SR LT, MkEE
I3 ERSWG fESRTHIZIBIN S L7,
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SA-2008-3 Assess and monitor, directly or with PR-2014-8: The CCSBT should specify the mitigation ERSWG: The ERSWG strongly supported this
other RFMOs, the risks and impacts strategies for each ERS, area and fishery with their objectives recommendation and viewed it as a high
on ERS and adopt a mitigation (short and long-term), management and enforcement measures, priority. Links were noted between this
strategy. and performance assessment. Considering the amount of work recommendation and recommendations 25
EHEXIIfo RFMO & & i this represents, each strategy should also specify the order of and 32. The work could be conducted in
ERS ffi iz 5 U 27 b B[y | priority given by the CCSBT to the different ERS, areas and collaboration with other tuna RFMOs.

+ IR OE =S Y v /%475 | fisheries, and it should record its rationale for these decisions. ERSWG 1%, Y5290 < X5

LLbic. MRS ARG 5, | PR-2014-8: CCSBT (%, ERS fl, MHIUR DNAET &2, &L bl ERIBEMANENLDTH S
(R R ORI Z2) BEE, EHER OO REE., & ET D RMRE R LTz, SiEhE L aE
ONRT g —~ o ZAOFHM & A A T2 1RSSR RS 2 BUE 4 25 KOV 32 L OB EMESAEE S
NEThHD, o, ZNICHETLIERRZHEE A, £ 7o WHIE¥IIMho F < A RFMO &
Wi E72, Hr % ERS ffl, ¥l I3 4 5 CCSBT OWEIC L0 ERT L ENEZ LN
L LTOBEIEMZHKICT DL & bIT, 2L DRE %,
BT DRI OV T HFLET RE TH D,

SA-2008-4 To base decisions on periodic full PR-2014-9: It can be considered that the recommendation is
assessments of the SBT stock and being implemented and has been integrated in the CCSBT best
establishing a rebuild strategy. practice. No more recommendation needed.

BEREDN—2% SBTERY | BFIFE/MS LTI Y, CCSBT DA T 77 1 AT
FERNOEMILERFI L T | MESN TV DL AT LN TE S, BIMBYRE
AR OFENL & T D, HIEIRETH D,
Data collection and sharing 5 — & IV K 4t 4
SA-2008-5 Develop a strategy to collect and PR-2014-10: Based on the above the original SA ERSWG: The ERSWG supported the original

share data between CCSBT Members
and

RFMOs.

CCSBT A »/3— K TF RFMO [ T
DT — 2 WNE K OIH D7D DE;
W2 RET D,

recommendation might be considered as completed. However
the PR suggests maintaining it as a leading title under which for
more specific recommendations might be nested as need arise,
e.g. regarding the SBT catches in recreational and artisanal
fisheries.

PR-2014-10: FFC& s E 2 X, AU 0 SA I
FETLlebDEEZOND, LLRNL, PRI, iz
RIEE S NS BRI ZE B 5 SBT i B~ D %tis
L, RBEISNDIVLENRD D EE b D LV BRr B8NS
DFT, ZhERHLE LUTHRRFL TN ZEE2RET
Do

recommendation noting that limited data
sharing in this context reduces the working
group’s effectiveness. The ERSWG does
not consider the original recommendation
to be complete.

ERSWG /%, Z 9 L7=UIRCORER
127 — 2 AT = O 2R 2 KR
EHECLEIRELSD, AU T
DE)E AR LTz, ERSWG (X, AV
IV OBENER I NI L ITE X T
VR 7‘0@ (AN
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SA-2008-6 Clear standards are to be set on the PR-2014-11: More efforts need to be made to resolve the data ESC: Access to data sets and operational data
type of data and level of detail to be confidentiality (regarding observers and operational fishery would appreciably enhance the work of the
provided by Members [and data) in order to improve the resolution and accuracy of the ESC, recognising nevertheless that
cooperating non-members], in order assessments and precision of the scientific advice. commercial confidentiality concerns would
to ensure the science process has the | PR-2014-11: BB S 1238 1T 5 5 2 ONF0I oD figd5 B 1 need to be addressed by the Extended
information it requires. WEREMEAWET A0, (7T — G O Commission.
BT B2 ACBWTRERT | 55— 21204 2) F— % OBEREM 2 RRT 5 S 574 P53 L OBEEZ D3 2 TRIT OV TR
WEMRTE DL, A= (| 2 aR0Elch s, REEBRDPLT HBEN DD Z LI
KO IHIFEERE) 23 2dt3 % B Loob, T—F Y RO
T —Z OFEMPHSEIC OV TR F—H~DT 7k A%, ESC DIE¥E%E
IREEERRETH L, MIRVRET LI D EEZ LD,

ERSWG: The ERSWG supported this
recommendation and noted that it would
be very beneficial.

ERSWG (24 &S 23R 5L &b
2, FEFICHRZLOTHDL Z LI/
BEL7,

SA-2008-7 All members and cooperating non- PR-2014-12: The initial recommendation, as formulated, seems

members fulfil the UNFSA / Kobe
requirements regarding collection and
sharing of data (e.g.: Scientific data;
Observers’ data; ERS data; Catch
documentation; Listing of vessels and
farms; Transhipment; Data gap-
filling; and data confidentiality (SA-
2008). See also SA-2008-10.
FTRTD A 3= O IR
BED, 7—% BITRFENT
—4 ., AT —="—F—%  ERS
T4 WEGER. finfin kOB 2R
B0V A Mb, #5#l, T —F DX
¥ v 7 OME. KOT — 2 O
PE (SA-2008) ) DINE KR OHA
(289" % UNFSA “Kobe 4 % i
7292 &, SA-2008-10 H, &M x4
AN

to have accomplished its role and could be considered as
completed and replaced, in the future by more specific ones.
PR-2014-12 : HH)OEVEIZE OEFIRER SN TV D X
ITHY, BITLILbD LR

FTENTE D, £o. FERIITIT L VMRS DICE
MO bDEEZBND,




BIFE D

SA-2008-8 Commercial confidentiality should no | PR-2014-13: As long as the confidentiality problem will hamper | ESC: EC to address.
longer limit the access to data within | the quality of the scientific assessment efforts CCSBT should EC XL NEHIHTH 5,
the CCSBT. Members should make continue to improve the accessibility of “confidential” data for
every effort to ensure that domestic this purpose, with appropriate safeguards. A time limit should ERSWG: The ERSWG supported the first sentence
constraints on data provision will not | be adopted in the data confidentiality rules, putting most if not of this recommendation, in the context that
undermine the conservation and all data in the public domain after a given period of time the data needs to be used in a collaborative
management efforts by CCSBT. sufficient to reduce sufficiently or eliminate any risk from its approach, but had reservations about
Members and Cooperating Non- broader use. making data public after a set period of
Members fully comply with the PR-2014-13: #&# M O REN B FRY 725 55 ) DB % [ E time.
confidentiality agreements and LTWAFRY . CCSBT i, @EEIR THHTFEL & Hlc, = ERSWG (X, T—XFW a7 7' m
provisions within the CCSBT. DEMDIZDD T T4 ~DT 7 & A% T —FCHEASNDLERDD DD,
T, CCSBTNTIL FAXED | 2wt it ~x Th B, 7—% ORI — IR DT — 2 ARICONTIEH
WL VO BATT =S DT 2 | gz iepif 0) 3y MBSRGBRS <& Th 85 L OXIRT, L& ORI
EAPFRSNDSE TR, |y sy oy ira PRI S ) R 2 % -H R TSN TR LT,
T O RBNCBIT SENORED | 5 gt 2 olct-Hnmm ek, o0
CCSBT DIRAFEIRENERRD |y o k| Fe s OREIE— = U 7 I BH SN D
RNE S A= TREERL RETHD,
T L, A= RO ARIIE
MEDY, CCSBT WO MIREE
WhE KR OBE Z B RITETT 5 2
&

SAWG-2010 Range of recommendations on data PR-2014-14: It is recommended that the SAWG ESC: Ongoing.

(Scientific collection and sharing. recommendations be carefully examined and integrated in the fikfer

Advice Working | & —# V4 Kk O A 2B A hE)A | data collection and sharing agenda.

Group (of Kobe | 704 PR-2014-14: SAWG #i5 2 HE KA L, 7 —ZINEKX D | ERSWG: The ERSWG found it difficult to respond

) HHEIEOPICHEAST D L H#BET 5, to this as it did not have the suite of

( (Kobe 11 SAWG recommendations before it.
D) FHEERBE ERSWG (%, &b % b SAWG it A 7K
(= SHIES) MLTELT, YBEICEADI L

TREECH -T2,
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Quality and provision of scientific advice FZHBIE DB Kk O

SA-2008-9

Achieve a better balance between the
scientific efforts dedicated to SBT on
the one hand and ERS on the other.

SBTIZRA SN DB T &
ERS IZPHT 2R 7285 h ORIT
FVRBWART U REEBT D,

PR-2014-15: The above recommendation is important and is
probably a long-term one with implications for research but also
for management. However, because of the subjectivity of the
concept of balance and its potential financial implications, it
should be used as a “chapeau’ and be complemented by more
specific ones, related to specific species/areas requiring more
attention.

PR-2014-15: FREOEIFITEE LR DO TH Y | JHELIT T
REBRELREMICODE o TRELSEETLHHLOTH
Do LINLZNRH, NTF LRI bartvr hoE#E
PR O TR A 5 2 D RetEnb. Thia TH
DI ELTHWSZ EE L, KVEEZHL D NERED
i,/ WU BT 5 £ 0 BRI B SIS L > THiZTES LD
RETH D,

ESC:

ERSWG:

Ongoing. Support noted through progress
of the ERSWG.

MR, ERSWG IZ3BT D4 U
THAR— MR E I,

The ERSWG supported this
recommendation and noted that it was
fundamental to moving towards and
ecosystem approach. It was also noted that
this type of balance is relevant to observer
programs and the time observers spend on
ERS activities. The working group noted
that it has been valuable having an
independent chair and that aligning closely
to the ESC model (such as having
independent experts) may help to progress
work more rapidly. The ERSWG noted
the value of having independent experts at
the SMMTG meeting.

ERSWG (T4 #%#h 2 hid oL &b
2. TODRERERT T e —F DN
TV TEDDFEARTHDL Z LITHE L
oo £700 THLTEANTURT, AT
P N —F il & A7 —/3— 7% ERS B
EIRENZ ORI B BIE L TV D
ZENE SN, EERRIT. ML
HBEENTREIENER ThHoT D
&, ESCET /L& OBE /I EHE (ST
HHZE AL TDH I L%) PMEEDOMER
EROL =R VELZLITHEL
72 ERSWG (X, SMMTG &4 23 laT
B 2Tz 2 & O Ic & L
77
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SA-2008-10 The current structure of the Extended | PR-2014-16: No additional recommendation is needed
Scientific Committee, especially, the | regarding the continuing role of the ESC Independent Chair and
independent chairs and advisory Panel
panel, should be maintained. ESC AR R M OV L DEEI ORI LT, By
WARBFZESOBIEOHIE, F | 28)5IALETH S,
(MNTER R &R SR L B RS
52 &,
SA-2008-11 In light of the requirement to focus PR-2014-17: Assess the eventual gaps in scientific skills and ESC: Ongoing. High priority in the case of the
on future information with which to proceed to fill them through recruitment (including of new/ Independent Panel.
assess the stock status of SBT, the complementary profiles in the Independent Panel) and capacity e, JRNTELFAZZICEE LTI
number and skill sets of independent | building in partner countries. Ji=
experts required in support of the PR-2014-17: 8 5FHI A X /VICEHT 2 EEE LO X v v 72 5f
scientific process should be reviewed. | ffi-4-% & & &1z, - S SRICBET 587272 % | ERSWG: This recommendation was supported by

SBT OEFARIL & T T 5 72012
FERDOIERIZHE R Y THMLEN
bHZ EEEEZ, BE7akvR
Y iR— NI D7D OMNTHFIHE
DN O EE RETRETh
25

SRR TR Ty A NEET) KOV— R —EHDOF v 3
VT A BT T EEB Uy TR AT
60

the ERSWG. The ERSWG noted the ideas
on capacity building developed at the
SMMTG and ERSWG and that these are
likely to come to fruition through the
Birdlife International component of the
ABNJ Tuna Project.

WA 1T ERSWG 12 L » T &
77 ERSWG IX. SMMTG Kt

ERSWG IZBWTRE I N X v /3
T tw74/7 BT 2T7A4TT
WCHEETHELEBIZ, ABNDESAY
oYVl MZBIFANN—=KIFTA47 - A
vAE—FT g OB ELSEE LT
INEERETXDREMENRD D,
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SA-2008-12 The need for a management PR-2014-18: The original recommendation should be
procedure for the fishery in the short | considered as superseded. No new recommendation needed as
term should be reconsidered in light the MP is now integrated in the assessment and advisory tool
of the alternative approach of box of the Commission and its performance will be regularly
periodic stock assessments using the | assessed.
agreed operating model. PR-2014-18 : AV CF DI EBI LI b D EE 2D
RORAIC RIS AL | & ThH D, B, MPITERGHEL OEBROBE Y —
THLLENIBERTZOVTH, | LRy 7 ADFITHA SN TRY , 20T F—~v A
BEINLANVL =T 427 - F | [ TEFRNIGHE STV S 720, B ErETH
TV o 7 N B 7 | 5,
L REBEOT e —F
bEROTHBETRETHD,
Kobe I11-1: Contribute to a Joint Technical WG PR-2014-19: The CCSBT should continue to contribute to tuna | ESC: Ongoing.
Management on MSE to facilitate the RFMOs effort to develop MSE capacity and implementation. fikfer
Strategy implementation the PA (Kobe Il p.4 | Asthe Joint WG now exists, more specific recommendations
Evaluation and Annex 3 8 1.3) might be more useful in the future.
(MSE) PA D FENizAEET 572, &EL | PR-2014-19: CCSBT X, MSE fg /) D% & i 72 D
B BB S Al BEIKGEAN (MSE) 2B 7 5 &M | £ <A RFMO OE /1 ~OFERZ kT <X Th b, Bl
(MSE) WG IZEMKT 5,  (Kobe lll p4 | 7FEA TR WG MF/E L TV 528, FRERMICIE L v BiRM 72
and Annex 3 § 1.3) BERNLIVAERTHS I,
SAWG-2010 - Regular large scale tagging PR-2014-20: Large scale tagging programmes do not seem to ESC: Low priority. Focus is on gene tagging for

programs (including archival tagging)
to estimate natural mortality growth
and movement patterns as well as
tuna behavior and vulnerability.

- BARFE T K OER K OVl ~ 2
— AN~ 7 1 D178 K OWESS
PEEHEET D72 DD ER 72 RKHL
FEERRE ] (T — A NV E T %
“ie)

be undertaken anymore which means that the recommendation
above is not fulfilled. 1t should be maintained or formally
rejected by the ESC with an explicit rationale.

PR-2014-20: BIAE, KRR G 1330 S TV 7R &
HITHY, ZoZ X, EROBEILR STy
ZLEEBWL WD, ESCIZLY ., HIRERRILE - T
INDBHERF S LB, UIARICTEETRETH D,

absolute estimates of recruitment.
B K, AT, IMAE DY
7o HEEEIZ B 2 B 5 TSR AORIC &
é o
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SAWG-2010 - The study of spatial aspects of stock | PR-2014-21: Efforts to gain information on the spatial structure | ESC: Low priority for additional work but some
assessment to substantiate spatial and movements of the SBT stock and the fleets exploiting it work already occurring.
management measures. should be continued as they are of paramount importance for BN 7 VBT A E IRV |
- ZERYE R A HEET A 7% | management and conservation. DD, —EOVESLITEF T BIAE K4 T
DGR O ZE R AIE B+ % | PR-2014-21: BHE K ORFIC BT DIk EEFRE L LT, 3.
Wi SBT I U8 2 2 I3 2% AT o0 Ze RV il OV 12
BT oM E/L-0DE MRS & TH D,
PR-2014-22: A spatial, ecosystem-based framework could be
developed as a strategic layer of assessment, added to the
presently more tactical framework (imposed by the knowledge ESC: Low priority unless new evidence
available as well as the need to deliver an undifferentiated TAC indicating stock structure becomes
estimate), to be used every 5-10 years, perhaps in connection available.
(not in synchrony) with the MP 6-yearly performance BIRRER 2 R B 7 Z AR ML R AT RE
assessment, for obtaining a more realistic foresight. IR SRR Y | B FE I,
PR-2014-22: £V BIER R P 215572012, BUEDMT
By et A (R ATRE Z2 0 A NZ 22 S TunZe
TAC OHEEE A E S BN GRS AL TWD B D) 12N
AT, 50T E, GGEICE>TUEIMP D 6T L /3
7 —~ v AFH & G T LTS D AR O Rk L
A —& U TOZER), ERRRAN— 2O FAFE T
ERL
SAWG-2010 - The use of high-resolution spatial PR-2014-23: The recommendation is apparently being ESC: Low priority for future work.

ecosystem models to better integrate
biological features of tuna stocks and
their environment.

- Agree on a list of minimum
standards for stock assessment

-~ 7 aEROEY IR R O
REZ IV ERSHAT D005
fiR A% B D ZE R A RER T T L OF|
H

- BRI 2 B 2 R R E D
A MZEETD

implemented across various activities. It should probably be
maintained until a formal document is agreed and published on
minimal stock assessment standards.

PR-2014-23: Z O 1%, FRx RIEENZ D7z > THEI L
TWDH &9 ThD, BIFRFHEORALFELEIZ BT 5 AKX
ENGEINAKRIND ETOMIZZVTHERF S NS~
TTHAI,

FERDIEZIZ BT D B EEITAR N,
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SAWG-2010 - Develop research capacity in PR-2014-24: This subject is important for the future of the ESC: Ongoing. High priority.
developing Members’ countries CCSBT decision making progress and legitimacy and should be HEh, B L 5
SRBEBREEOAVA—FHIIRBITS elevated to a continuing recommendation. The direct role of
SHATRE 7 0D B % CCSBT might be limited (by its funding and own capacity to ERSWG: The ERSWG supports capacity building as
train) but it could help identify needs, promote assistance and an important endeavour. The CCSBT
monitor capacity-building activities directly related to the should seek to fund such work from both
fulfilment of its mandate. its own resources and external sources
PR-2014-24: Z D7 —~1%, f#KD CCSBT DESIREIC wherever possible. It was noted that ACAP
DD EB R NESPEICB W CTEE RO THY | ki had a secondments grant program
HENS & SNH~E Th b, CCSBT D/ atEl (7 specifically aimed at capacity building.
SETE R ORI (T 5 HE) XVERMTH 75, LBk BRSWG I, X ¥/ o7 A ErT A
D, RO L ORI O EREEET 5 % v T MREIABTHD Z & EIFL
KT 4« EAT 4 T OTE=RY) T BT 5 L 7. CCSBT (%, A[HERPRRVD ., HHD
ETx LS, VY —=ARONEEOWHEND 5
L7 2 E Ut 2 PR %
RETHD, ACAP NFFIZF v /v T
4 BT T RAME LIt v
KAV N TT0 Ty T LET
STWVWD I ENREEINL,
Bycatch policy No specific recommendations PR-2014-25: It is recommended to bring together all the ERSWG: The ERSWG strongly supported this

and management
strategy
TRIEBOR K OVE
PHER I

FrBe D& 72 L

elements presently related to ERS to elaborate a proper policy
and management strategy for ERS, adopting clear objectives as
well as reference values or trends, limits and targets, against
which performance could be assessed. Better use of observers
would improve the efficiency of the policy.

PR-2014-25: ERS (2B 2 H/ED T X TOHEFRIZ DN T,
FHl S DN T ok —v AR DR BAE, WTNC
U777 Ly ZAOHEAEIE P Lo Ry R OB FEE % £
R U, ERS (ZBI9 % )72 BOR M OV BEERING 2 K UL 3
LT LEBET D,

recommendation and regarded it as high
priority, noting that this has links to
recommendation 8. Harmonisation with
other tuna RFMOs should be considered.
ERSWG (%, Y%t 250 < Sk 2
LBz, YIS ENE 8 LR
HZEICHE LS, T EELRER
WL O LR L, oE <A
RFMO & O RT SN D & TH
Do
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Adoption of conservation and management measures

REFEEEREOHR

SA-2008-13 The CCSBT should continue to make | PR-2014-26: As a consequence, the recommendation above, in
conservation and management its present form, could be considered as being implemented
measures which are consistent with correctly. As it seems to have been incorporated in the ordinary
scientific advice from the Extended practice of the EC, it might be eliminated from the list and
Scientific Committee. replaced, as appropriate with more specific ones in the future.
CCSBT 1%, IEKBIEZEBADOR | PR-2014-26 : it oL, FERMICHMRDE CTIEL <
FHIBE L — B L REEHEE | EiishThwbdbo B2 6k 5, EC DEFEESOT
AT NE TdH D, WEENA LI bDEEBEZLND T LD,

FHIZIE, ZoEiEZ D X R BHEIBRL, X0 BEREZ
BIEICLVEXEXLZEDWEYITHA I,
SA-2008-14 The CCSBT should satisfy the PR-2014-27: This recommendation refers to an international

UNFSA standards.
CCSBT I%. UNFSA @& 27
TRETHS,

legal obligation. It could be maintained but cannot be usefully
assessed unless it is made more specific (see next
recommendation). New recommendations could, for example,
call for explicit implementation of instruments that further the
implementation of UNCLOS and UNFSA such as International
Guidelines and Action Plans for management of fishing
capacity, control of IUU, management of sharks, etc... or the
CBD and WSSD requirements for Marine Protected Areas (e.g.
to protect SBT spawners and juveniles or ERS) and other
international agreements. It could also call for binding measures
for CCSBT ERS conservation and management.
PR-2014-27 : Z Ofh&Ix, EEE EOFRBICE L Tk~
EbDTHD, ZOBEITMHRSNGEL LD TH D0,
&0 B S NRT T AERNSEHET 5 2 LiFTE 20
RkoEEESRENT) | B2, EEEEHERE
VU OFEL, Y AHOEBECT 2 EERN T A R T A
RATENFEE & VYo 72 UNCLOS X° UNFSA, X3 IR
FEDC (1 213 SBT Bl X it 31T ERS D) 1ZBIT
% CBD MO WSSD D ZA: Ko U DAl D [E BRI 72 i E D
DR DN & o Te FBOWRE R A M ONT 5 Z &
EFICEECTE X9, F£72, CCSBT @ ERS fRIFEHLIC
B4 DIERHIR N Db HIEZFFONTH 2 &b TE X
Do
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SA-2008-15 The parties to the Convention could PR-2014-28: The CCSBT should formally consider the need to
review the Convention and modernise | align its Convention to the UNFSA principles and standards. A
it to UNFSA standards. gap analysis could be an easy first step based on which a
SRAIFEARIENL, S E RE L, decision to proceed with a formal revision or through Strategic
UNFSA %2 H 49 k5 z@% | and management planning could be explicitly made.
TRETHD, PR-2014-28 : CCSBT %, [FIZeKI% UNFSA Ol K& UV

HEILAEDED L HWET S Z & DRBEHIZONTARIC
BT RETh D, ARICFHNUELZED DD, D
N TR M OVE BRI 0D B 22 SR E A0l U CHED T <
DWEREST DITHIZ0 . F v v TP iy laed
WERAID AT v T ThHEEZEZBND,

SA-2008-16 The CCSBT should develop a PR-2014-29: The CCSBT should pursue the effort of coherent
Strategic Plan plus a Management planning. As conservation and management are the core of the
Plan to implement minimum CCSBT mandate and the Strategic Plan provides a
standards for the fishery (SA-2008). comprehensive framework for fulfilling that mandate, it could
CCSBT 1%, FRED = DK be suggested to attach to the recently adopted Strategic Plan (as
HUE A E W4 5 7= D OIS S E & | an annex) a management Plan, going into more implementation
VA H A B ET_RETh D details._This could help avoid duplication and integrate better

(SA-2008) the policy, the strategy and the management plan.

The management procedure and metarule processes are part of
the Management Plan.
PR-2014-29 : CCSBT i, WIfFZRFHEIC 20555 ))& iB3K
TRETHDH, RIFEEEN CCSBT DHERED 2T TH Y |
I F I 232 DHMERE A 72 772 D DA SERI e Mk 4 T
52 Lmb BTSSRI, (ke L
T) R0 FEMAR N T B A A A TR B 2 IR T 5 2
LERET D, ZHUTKY ., BOR, BRg & OVE PREHE O
EHEABETHEEHIC, IVERVWHEAZXLZEHTE
ko, BHEAKRAZL—L - Fut AT, B
D—ETH D,

SA-2008-17 Consider moving to alternative PR-2014-30: The present practice fulfills the recommendation.

allocation principles of the TAC
rather than set tonnages.

N HERE LS Ofh o JFRANC FES
< ERIERY EOWRE T IEE R
Do

As long as members and candidate members find the present
approach convenient, there is no reason to change it.
PR-2014-30 : HAEDEH TEE 27 L TnD, AN
— R OA NN BATOFEZ BRI R b DL LTHE
ATWBHRYIE, ThzZE T HEHER,




BIFE D

Kobe-1:
Ecologically
related species
Az RE 21 B AR

Strengthen conservation and
management measures to minimize
harmful impacts of SBT fisheries on
non-target populations and their
ecosystems and ensure long-term
sustainability, using the best
scientific evidence available. In
particular:

Increase attention on sharks, seabirds,

turtles and mammals (K111.5.b.f),
minimizing the impact of fishing
(KI.1.10; KI.1.11). Assess and
manage sharks (KI.1.11; KII.1f;
KII1.5.b.d). Require the use of on-
board observers to collect discards
data (KI1I1.5.b.2);

SBT & (361 2 FEXI Gl K OV
RO ER B2 /M T 5
7o D DIRAFE BRFS 8 2 i b3 25 &
LBz, AFRER R B OFFEH)
TR EL D = R I 22 Fifee v REVE
ZHERT D, FFIZ,

YA, W, MRS OV
EFLIE (KHL5.L.f) (2235
DEBEOENMUICET 2R &
W5 (KLL10, KLL1L) , % A%
AEME L, EET S (KLLL1L,
KIIL.1f, KIIl5.b.d)

BT — 2 ZIWNET 2 12D D Fefi
F TP —N"—DIEHERD 5
(KIll5.b.a)

PR-2014-31: There is obviously a trade-off in the use of the
observers’ time which affects the precision of the data (and
ensuing assessments) of SBT and ERS respectively. Although
the detailed data collected eventually by observers is not known,
a minimal assessment of the state of the ERS (or contribution to
such assessment in a collaborative framework) will probably
require more ERS data to be collected. The use of video
cameras might be a useful assistance to the observer.
PR-2014-31: SBT X (*ERS ZNEN DT —% (DT
(e < B DIEREMEIZ BT D A T — N — DIEERF
MOFMMPIZIZA S NL— A7 ORRER 5, A7
P N—IT K o THRABNUUE S LD FEM 7R T — Z IR
H1Cdh 2 A%, ERS DIRREIZ D 0B I/ NROFEAT  (OLid s
P ZIT D 2 5 LIgHli~DOERL) 121X, B%
B ERST =N b o LIESNINER DD, ET A
AAZTORMIE, AT F—"—DIEITHEEZ DN
Do

ESC:

ERSWG:

Refer to ERS
ERSWG IZ£+3E,

The ERSWG noted that the workload of
observers is an issue, but is one of the
cheapest options when considering
alternatives to reducing uncertainty in risk
assessments. This recommendation should
not be limited to video cameras. The use of
e-monitoring and e-reporting can also be
useful in reducing the workload of
observers.

ERSWG (%, A7 H— —DfEEEN
METIEH D08, U RGOS
PR 572D DR & & 275
Gy IR OERABRD NS WA
arO—oOCThHI LICEELT,
YHENIEIIETA DA ZIZRESND
RETIRW, BETE=FIJ T LKW
BPHREOIEH S 72, A7 =2
—DFEEEDORBIZEREE Z BN
s
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Kobe-1:
Ecologically
related species
Az RE 21 B AR

Ensure that [management] measures
reflect international agreements, tools
and guidelines to reduce bycatch,
including the relevant provisions of
the FAO Code of Conduct, the
IPOAs for Seabirds and Sharks and
the FAO guidelines on sea turtles.
(BCWG 2010).

FAO DATENEIRE, R L O
ABEHIZBET 2 IPOA K OiFESEIC
B9 2% FAO 1A R T A 2Bl
T LHE Z B TIREHIR DT DD
EEHE, V=NV RO HA RTA
CERMT S UEH] HEE R
T %, (BCWG2010)

PR-2014-32: The CCSBT relies on its members to comply with
non-CCSBT institutions requirements and the degree of control
or verification by CCSBT of the effectiveness is not clear and
possibly insufficient. Formally adopting the relevant FAO
IPOAs, adapting them to regional plans of Action (RPOAs), and
instituting an implementation framework would be an efficient
way to align CCSBT management practices with the
international standards while strengthening the purely voluntary
FAO instruments.

PR-2014-32: CCSBT %, CCSBT LISt D#RH D Fiff: D3k ~F
IZOWVWTIEA VAR LTRY, BHOEAWT
CCSBT IZ L 2 AMEDMERIZ, BIfETIEARL, £2k%
5 <+ TiEevy, B9 5 FAO IPOA 2RI 5 A7
PR

R HIBATENENE (RPOA) ~D Zb DM, M U%Ek
PEA A DR EIL, BRICRT V& U —72 FAO D TR L L
HIZIRIE STV [EFRAY 2 Bl CCSBT O FFE %
BESELTODOMRRTELEZ BND,

ERSWG: The ERSWG supported this

recommendation and noted that the FAO
IPOAs are useful resources that provides
guidance in a number of areas and the
FAO best practice guidelines provides a
useful framework. It was also noted that
this recommendation is linked to
recommendations 8 and 25, and that this
recommendation should be considered in
the context of the limited resources of
Members.

ERSWG I%, Mgz Fw 7oL &
Hiz, L OHFHIZEBIT it 24t
T5HDELTFAO @ IPOA ITA 472
YUY —ZAThbbHZ &, £72FAO XA
NFTZIT 4 ATA RTA FTERR
M AEZRETH2LDOTHDL Z LITH
Bl £72. YZBEIsE 8 LW
5B L TWD L, RS
LA U R—DRERNR) Y —A L)
XROFTHRFI SN RETHLHZ &
PDEEINT,
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Kobe-1:
Ecologically
related species
Az RE 21 B AR

Adopt the following principles
reflecting best practice: bycatch
avoidance and mitigation measures
should be: (1) binding, (2) clear and
direct, (3) measureable, (4) science-
based, (5) ecosystem-based, (6)
ecologically efficient (reduces the
mortality of bycatch), (7) practical
and safe, (8) economically efficient,
(9) holistic, (10) collaboratively
developed with industry and
stakeholders, and (11) fully
implemented.
RANT T T 4 A% KM LT2LL
TORANZERIRT D - (RIEREE &
OFEFHEE XL T 27z S 22
X2 5720 - () IERRE SR S
52k (2 WO R
HWThshrZ L&, ) EREIAET
bHHrZl, @)HFIESZ
&L (B) EEBREN—RICELS Z
&L (6) ARRFHICIIRTH D
& (R ZHIT S 2
L) L () EENNOLETHD
Z &, (8) RIFMIZEIRTH D
ZE. )R ThDdZ L (10)
R OBHRE I L » TR
KESNEZHLOTHDHZ &, (10)
FERICEMIND Z &

(BCWG, 2010 45)

PR-2014-33: The real extent of the problem (if any) in relation

of turtles and mammals should be transparently assessed by the
ERSWG. The overall policy in relation to ERS, summarized in

the Strategic Plan, provides the higher level frame for the ERS

part of a future management plan.

PR-2014-33: #JH K ONEEE I FLEIC B9 2 R O EEE O
E (b LdbiuE) 1L, ERSIC XV EH 2 TRkl S iz

FUE e b7, BREGHE CER SN TS EBD | ERS
(2R84 2 BB ZRBORIE, FRROE BLETE O ERS BEEHS
SOV TEY B LULTORSAZ IR L TS,

PR-2014-34: As mentioned in the PR-2008, the most effective
way to reduce collateral impacts on ERS is through binding
measures implemented by members and cooperating non-
members and the duty to do so is established through the
commitments made by governments in other fora to use the
CCSBT and other RFMOs for just such purposes. The
commitments are referred to also in the Kobe criteria a, h, and i.
PR-2014-34: PR-2008 T X 5T 5 K 912, ERS ~D
R AR D 72O R b AR AL, A N
— KON IR ENC XD ENHIR O H o /iE & L
TEATHZETHY, CCSBT LUMBLD RFMO #Z 5 L
THBDTZDIZMN D XD T +— T LTI T L BUF
DRIRZBL TEDRITT 2RGEMLT DL TH
5, £, ZORKIZKobe 7 74TV T DahiThHa
KIS

Do

ERSWG: The ERSWG noted that the ERS part of a

management plan should cover all ERS,
including turtles and mammals, and the
relative priority of species groups should
be assigned in the future.

ERSWG (%, EELGF#E D 5 & ERS B
o XA OV A S A
TDOERS ZHN—FT5HXETHY, *
TEAT RIS FERE 2 & ORI 22 (B2
NERLZEI D HTHRETHDHZ LI
B,

ERSWG: The ERSWG commented that any progress

in this direction needs to be resolved at the
Extended Commission level.

ERSWG IZ, Z 9 L= FmETownmn
LWL, IERER S LV TORE
IRPMETHALEAA LT,
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PR-2008-4

Apply the precautionary approach as
set forth in UNFSA Article 6 and the
Code of Conduct for Responsible
Fisheries Article 7.5, including the
application of precautionary
reference points (PR-2008; Kobe I, §
I.1.4 and 1.10).

TR Y 77 LA e RA B
D& E D, UNFSAH 6 &
OETH HIEDOITENHIFIL 7.5
FOTNT 7 a—F AT
%, (PR-2008; Kobel, §1.1.4 &%
Ot 1.10)

PR-2014-35: This generic recommendation has very long-term

implementation implications and could be considered as being

implemented continuously as long as a precautionary MP is

used together with the metarule. If formally adopted as a

Principle (possibly inserted in a revised Convention), it would

not need to be carried forward as a recommendation.

PR-2014-35 : Z O LGy 20 &0 13 IR 8 12 R HARY 72 520 1

MDD HEOTHY . I MP 23

AZ =L EBITHWHLIRTWSIRY 1%, AkkeAYIZE

EENTWHEHLDELTEXDZ

ENTE LY, ARXUZFHIE L TINAERIREND5GE
(BZ 5 < FMIBERFIZIEA) (1

I, Tzl e LTRBEL T BETR VY,

Kobe-2: the
ecosystem
approach
ARERT 7o —
91

Apply the Ecosystem Approach to
Fisheries (EAF) to manage bycatch
of target and non-target species
(Kobe I, §81.4, 8.1.10);

G K Ot G e D TR 18 4 i L
THO, BEICKHTHERRT
Tun—FZEHAT 5 (Kobel, §
1.4, §.1.10)

PR-2014-36: Consider the present elements of the CCSBT
fishery policy and management framework which belong to an
EAF. Identify possible gaps, discuss them, and move to fill
them. Assess explicitly the compliance with the agreed EAF
framework.

PR-2014-36 : CCSBT Djfa L EUR M OVE BROPHH A D BIAT
DHEFZDOTTEAFIZET S D

DIZOWTHRFT D, B/ XYy v 7E2HEL, Zh
WZ2OW T L. S E ks 5

72OIATENT 5, B SN2 EAF OFSHLA OESFIR I %
SN AN i s
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Kobe-3:
rebuilding plans
FREEE ]

Adopt and implement effective
rebuilding plans for depleted or
overfished stocks (Kobe | § 1.4);
e & 2 W IiTiERIREIRREIC & 5
=/RNIE SIORASEER < S TR PTG
[0S/ T aps)

(Kobe | § 1.4)

PR.2014-35: As it stands the original recommendation is
largely completed with the adoption of a Management
procedure and a Strategic Plan. However, the effectiveness of
the rebuilding strategy and plans needs to be regularly checked
for performance.

PR-2014-35 : Bk, VU LD E I3 #7208 OV
W& EFE OERIRIC L VIFIFZET L

TV, LU 5, HERIE & OFHE OF 8,
FONRT p—= L AL TEMY

MICHERR SNDVEN B D,
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Capacity management JfERE /1S H

PR-2008-5

The CCSBT should at very least
implement the recommendations set
forth in the FAO International Plan of
Action on the management of fishing
capacity.

CCSBT (3472 < & &, FAO D
R OIS 5 EEATENE
2T B AL TW D NS & ST
RETH D,

PR-2014-37: As a minimum, the CCSBT should continue to
monitor the list of vessels (authorized and 1UU) and develop
indices of capacity (e.g. number of vessels as corrected by size,
tonnage and technology) to ascertain that capacity is adjusted to
the stock’s biological productivity (and hence to the TAC).
PR-2014-37 : ffiKfR, CCSBT (A Y A b (FFrlfifin &
CIUU) DF=2Y 7 ks 5L &bz, BIROA
WERAEEME (RN IS < TAC) oxt L CifiEsE
NBFEENTND Z L ZEFITT D72 O fERE /)4
B B2 A X, bR O &0 AHIE S e
) 2T ~ETHD,

PR-2014-38: If the stock builds up, the TAC will increase and
higher capacity will be needed to take it. As CCSBT plans to
assess the MSY (or MEY) replacement yield, it should
simultaneously project the capacity it will need, compare it to
the present one and act accordingly.

PR-2014-38 : &R EIE L-H5A, TACIXHEML, i
BURIET A DI L0 EWIRERE N NET /D,
CCSBT (X MSY (Xix MEY) RAF/ERE & DAt 4 1 L
TWDH A, BUEDIER ) K OITE A Ltk T 5
TEICED, BELRDBIERICHOWT S R ICHEE
TRETH D,

PR-2014-39: A longer-term proposition might be to seek
agreement of other tuna RFMOs for a coordinated regional
management of tuna fleets capacity to connect to the Global
Register of ATVs.

PR-2014-39 : EHIRYZGRE L LT, ATV Ot FUEREkIC
HE L7oE < AURMEIERE T O iRy - MU E B oD 72
DHOMDE A RFMO & D E DRI E 2 HiLD,
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Compatibility of management measures

EHEREOMEE M

SA-2008-18

The CCSBT’s arrangements in
relation to catch limits and national
allocations are compatible between
high seas and in areas under national
jurisdiction. The CCSBT should
continue to ensure that measures are
compatible.

CCSBT il PR & [E]5IH 4 12
DUNTIE, AR O [E D E
BE KD THEMER H D,
CCSBT i%, A& bHFE DI M
hER L TV EDR B D,

PR-2014-40. Because of the central importance of spawning
and recruitment for stock rebuilding, additional efforts should
be made to develop, in Indonesian waters, spatio-temporal
restrictions, equitable and compatible with the rest of the
management strategy.

PR-2014-40: E IR IITEII L OIMAP KRG EETH 5
L A2 FRUTHHRIZIH N T, £ O OE B
W & NSO AR 2R IR ZE R B 2 SR E T D 720 D &
LIRDGZNNIREINDHRETH D,

ESC:

Low priority. Refer to comments in 2014-
6.

EEIERE K, 2014-6 FFIZRIT D a A v
k&2

Fishing allocations and opportunities

BEEY R RS

SA-2008-19

The CCSBT should improve its
accountability for decision making
and move towards separating the
TAC decision from allocation
decisions... the CCSBT should
consider moving to national
allocations based on alternative
principles, rather than set tonnages.
CCSBT |%., HAEREDF 7
Zh EEH, TAC OWE & [E5IE
Y OIRIE Z Sy BES 2 T ANS [ 23 9
REXTHbDH, CCSBT i, hr#
B E LIS O SR C R H Y B A
T D LRI REThD,

PR-2014-41: This recommendation has been completed and the
required separation between the TAC determination and the
national allocations is now institutionalized and part of the
normal practice of the CCSBT.

PR-2014-41 : Z O ITEMR S L TEHY . TAC IRIE &
By B DSy BEIXHIE L S 41, CCSBT IZ351) 2 il 355
D—E &> T5D,
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Compliance and enforcement 85T} OVE#E

Flag State duties HEEDHH

SA-2008-20 All members and cooperating non-
members should continue to take all
necessary actions to ensure
compliance with conservation and
management measures adopted by the
CCSBT. There is now an urgent need
for CCSBT to finalise longer term
MCS arrangements centred on
harmonised arrangements under a
CDS.
FTRTD A 23— O IR
BENT5I &HiE . CCSBT 25ER4R
U 7o R A7 B B 0D 10T 2 e R
L&D MERTNTOITE 2
HRXETH D,

Stk1%, SfnS 7 CDS % Huly
& L7 R HIRY 72 MCS Bk 2 iz
THZENBETHD,

PR-2014-42: The CCSBT should continue to ensure
compliance by all possible means, including through continued,
and full implementation of the enhanced

Compliance Committee process, QAR program and compliance
action plans and policies. Any additional recommendations on
compliance that stem from these new processes should be
specific and lead to action by the CCSBT in accordance with
the rules and procedures of the Compliance Committee and
related Compliance Action Plan and tools. No additional
recommendations are necessary.

PR-2014-42 : CCSBT i, #{b S/ TRZER T nE
A, QAR 71 7T A ONESTATEN FH ] M OVBUR Offkfe Y
MOERRFEREZTL, BAHBLITXTOFEL LT
BSFOfEREMGTREThH D, FicermANGE
CIoBSEIC B3 2V a7k 28I 28 s & . PR RS
D Fige & BRI M OB~ 2 3 SFAT BN F T OV F B2 TR -
T CCSBTIZk» TRMKEESHL, D OTENIBINLDRE
Tho, BIMRENEIIRETH D,

CCSec:

No specific additions have been made for
this item as it is addressed by the overall
revised CAP? (2015-2017).

AR DWW CILBUE CAP (2015—
2017 4F) (2 X0 RIS ST
DI, KB OB ZAT > TWHRuy,

2 Compliance Action Plan 4571 TEh 31
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Port State measures ZFEEEHE

SA-2008-21

Bearing in mind the need to avoid
duplication of effort, the [outcome of
the] FAO Technical Consultation on
Port State Measures that was held in
Rome on 23-27 June 2008, provides
the Commission with some guidance
on a preferred model when
considering implementation of any
CCSBT Port State measure. That new
agreement may not enter into force
for several years. In the meantime,
the CCSBT should move to adopt a
broader set of Port State Measures
designed to prevent the landing and
transshipment of illegal, unreported
and unregulated SBT catches —
including by vessels on the CCSBT
authorized vessel list.
FHEREICOW X, BH0E
BT 5 2 & A2 EBEIZBW T,
200846 H 23 H)»H 27T HETH
—~ ChHlfE =7z “FAO FikE
HEICRET 2 i H#E" 2613,
FHREHBEOET LIZOWNT, W
SONDOIEEEZR LTI, DX
RITT IR ED T S D £ TIT
ITES PN THA D, £D
fil, CCSBT |&. CCSBT #f Al U
Z b Lol b &, EE, Bk
. MR 0O SBT g DK
FEERE A LT D 72D 0 —EiE
JRUNFF BEEFS E 2 BRAR S 2 Tl
) NETHD,

PR-20014-41: The CCSBT should accelerate its progress in
developing a Resolution on Port State Measures consistent with
the 2009 FAO Port States Agreement.

PR-20014-41: CCSBT (%, 2009 4E D FAO ¥k [ #5 & o i
(AL FHEEREICET 2 IREORE T 1 A2l
HILT & Th D,

CCSec:

This is specified to occur in 2015 and 2016
in the revised CAP.
ARHEHIZOWTIE, BUE CAP 2B
T 2015 4 K O 2016 R FE N T1E & 72
S TW5D,
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Monitoring, control and surveillance (MCS)

SA-2008-22

As the CCSBT does not have its
Convention area and SBT migrates
into the other tuna RFMOs’ areas of
jurisdiction, the CCSBT should
cooperate with the other tuna RFMOs
to optimise harmonisation; improve
global effectiveness; and avoid
duplication of work. The CCSBT
should prioritise the development of
MCS in the context of a compliance
plan.

CCSBT i%. &Kz A L Th
59, £/ SBT (3fthod £ < AH
RFMO D& EEKIRIZ [RIE 5 7=
., CCSBT 1%, fhod> RFMO & D
FmA @ L, Ze— Vil
DIVEZ RO MEEOEM 28T 5
£ 9. o FE AR RFMO L
JJF_&Thd, CCSBT L, #
SFEtEIO—BR & LT, MCS ®B
HEBITRETHD,

PR-2014-43: Considering that both technology and sister
RFMOs programmes keep evolving, the CCSBT should
continue to improve its MCS measures and scheme, and take
additional steps to harmonize its MCS measures with other
RFMOs. Details on areas to harmonize further are examined
below.

PR-2014-43 : 7} OMililk RFMO D 7' 11 7' A3 & 12
FELFT TS Z & alE 2 X, CCSBTIX, £D

MCS B &K A F— L DeE Lk 5 & &bz, o
RFMO & MCSHEZFHESEIT-ODILRDIAT v
ERSATW RETH D, ILRIFAMEX D& 558
DFEAMT TICEH L=,

CCSec:

the revised CAP for 2015-2017 has been
amended to add some additional text
regarding harmonising with other RFMOs’
systems and processes.

2015—2017 F=-OE CAP 1%, LD
RFMO D A7 L g Nt R L DOFH
FUZEET DWW D0 OBINSCE 200
Z B TIEEI N,
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SA-2008-23

Acknowledging the 2007 Kobe
commitment to consistent ROP
standards, the CCSBT should align
its observer program with those of
other RFMOs which also have an
observer program such as CCAMLR
and the IOTC.

2007 - Kobe =& T, ROP fL#E
~DAI Y AV IREBELNTE
v . CCSBT X CCAMLR < 10TC
Lol TTIIA T ——Gt
B3 % D> RFMO IZAE LT=
AT AR E A TR & T
HD,

PR-2014-44: The CCSBT should accelerate its efforts to
strengthen its Scientific Observer Standards and ensure they are
harmonized with those of neighboring RFMOs with respect to
ERS observer data.

PR-2014-44: CCSBT (X, RIZBXORFA T —/—5f
B AR T 5 & & BT, ERSATF—n—F =%
B L Cfiiod RFMO Ol & OFFFN & fefr 3 572D D% )
EMELSELRETH D,

The CCSBT should also give serious consideration to the
development of a ROP, perhaps through forging a relationship
with the WCPFC to allow for mutual recognition or cross
endorsement of observers, as the WCPFC and IATTC have
done.

F7-. CCSBT (L. WCPFC & IATTC 3T> T\ 5 K9
(2. WCPFC & O] THA 7 ¥ — 3 — OFHAFFA] I3 AA
WEAHE L T HBROMEE L@ L 57 & LT, ROP DR
ExBRICHRE T~ & ThH D,

ESC:

ERSWG:

CCSec:

ESC:

CCSec:

Done. New observer standards endorsed by the
ESC.

e T e Bilzie A7 — "—H§i ESCIZ K-
THR I NI,

The ERSWG strongly supported this
recommendation and considered it as high priority.
The January 2015 meeting of the joint tuna RFMO
bycatch technical working group for harmonisation
of longline bycatch data collected by tuna RFMOs
was recognised in this context.

ERSWG (T4 & 2 < XFd o & L bic
BRI S Wb D& R LTc, £<AH
RFMO (T & » TIE SN D 1T A MR T — ~
DOFFNCEET 2 F < A¥H RFMO & RIRH#E i
EEE=IEZ 5 LI2UIROFTERAT S T,
Not added to the revised CAP because work is
already in progress on this item within the ERSWG
community. A joint tRFMO technical bycatch
working group meeting on longline observer
bycatch data is scheduled for January 2015. The
results of this meeting are expected to be
considered at ERSWG 11 in March 2015.
REFIEN D) D AFEITBEIZ ERSWG 2R = =
T AICBNWTEMF TH D720, dE CAP I
TEM LTV, R 7 — N — R
T— 2T % E < A8 RFMO & RIREHA
FEH S/ 201544 1 BICBETETH
Do G ORI, 20154 3 H D ERSWG
1LIZBWTHRETT 2 Z e BEIND,

Serious consideration has already been given to an
ROP by the CC/EC. This is referred to CC/EC.
ROP |ZBd L ClE, CC/ECIZ & » CREIZEANC
BEtEN TS, AREEIZOWTIE CCECIT
fI7ET %,

Not added to revised CAP (2015-2017) due to the
difficulty Members have had on agreeing to a
ROP. However, Members should discuss whether
they wish to reconsider this issue as suggested by
the recommendation.

A N—I3 ROP DEEICET 2 Z & DIXEEE
TholoZ &b, SUE CAP (2015—2017)
WIHEM L TRy, L Laens, A
PREVEICEVIBEIN-FEEHTHLDT, A
UAR—XZ ORI OWTEBRRET 50 E 9
NERFTRETH D,
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PR-2008-6

A VMS that is not centralised has
limited effectiveness and CCAMLR
has adopted a centralised VMS (SA-
2008). Although most CCSBT
members require their vessels to use
satellite-based vessel monitoring
systems (VMS) and despite the
adoption in 2006 of a CCSBT
resolution committing members and
cooperating non-members to adopt an
integrated VMS system, the CCSBT
still does not have such a system in
place. The Commission should
institute one promptly.

FEP L E TRV VMS DA%
PEIXREN 2D TH Y |
CCAMLR [ b S 7z VMS %
IR LT D (SA-2008) , K-
D CCSBT A /=A%, H[EM
(ZxF LR HL D S TR L & 2
7T L(VMS)DIEM 2 % #551F . £
72 2006 412, A v N— KM
ROFEINEE EIIHEA ) VMS O£
ZRIRT DIRE AR L2 b2
BT RKIZZE DOFIEE IR L
TV, ZERITEBITHAH
BRVMS ZRET RETH D,

PR-2014-45: The CCSBT should trigger paragraph 5 of its
2008 CCSBT Resolution and goal 8.3 of its Compliance Action
Plan, and review and revise the Resolution to include specific
baseline operational VMS standards for SBT vessels regardless
of their area of operation, such as reporting frequencies,
recipients and use of VMS data (such as by the CCSBT
Secretariat, SC/ESC, and ERSWG and Compliance Committees
(other than summary reports currently required under the 2008
Resolution).
PR-2014-45 : CCSBT (X, [REZE s 2008 FEDORGHED /N7
7775, KONESFATENGE D 2 —/ L 8.3 ZhpB) S5~
X ThY, HEEEICBED ST SBT Mfpc#EM S d
VMS B HED BARIN 72— 1 0 (@SS, VMS
T — 2 DOZFHLD ( (2008 FERFED FIZHIERD Hiv
TV AR E TlXZe ) CCSBT #4555, SC/ESC,
ERSWG FOEFEERFIZL D) HVESE) 2805 K
WCikigx Ll ba—L, WETRXETH D,

For instance, CCSBT members and CNMs could agree that their
SBT vessels operating in other RFMO Convention Areas would
transmit the VMS reports sent under those VMS programs to
the CCSBT Secretariat.

Bl 21X CCSBT A ¥ "— KON HHIFE MR IEIT, o
RFMO F97K I CHiZE S 2 %4 [E o SBT

fsfii2s, 2 H O VMS Fu 27T AD T T VMS @ik
CCSBT FHJmICEETH I LICHET LD kﬂf%i
95

CC:

CCSec:

Agreed to review the CCSBT’s 2006 and
2008 VMS Resolutions in its Compliance
Action Plan for 2018-2020.

2018—2020 4F D ESFATEN G O H T,
CCSBT ™ 2006 4 Tf 2008 4D VMS
WHEDO L E2—%21TH) ZENEEIN
7=

Not added to revised CAP (2015-2017).
The main RFMO of relevance (I0TC) with
respect to the quantity of SBT caught, does
not have VMS transmissions sent to the
Secretariat.

tE CAP (2015—2017) (ZidBANE
TRV, (S5 SBT OFEDH
ToF/2E#E RFMO (I0TC) Tl
FHRITERFEND VMSIFA LT
AN
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Transhipment at No specific recommendations PR-2014-46: The CCSBT should accelerate its progress in CCSec: This is specified to occur in 2015 in the
sea KB DBV EIL 20, reviewing its Transshipment Program for tuna longline vessels revised CAP (2015-2017).
VESIEN (T2 in conjunction with the development of a Port State measures AREIE T, & CAP (2015—2017) (T
resolution that is consistent with the 2009 FAO Port States BT, 2015 FICE T EL 72> T
Agreement. %,
PR-2014-46 : CCSBT %, 2009 4 FAO %k E & I &
ICEB L HEEREREORE LI T, £<AIEL
TR B D EisHGTE O L B = — O 2 il L &
HRETH D,
The CCSBT should also be prepared to develop rules to govern | CCSec:  Not included in CAP (2015-2017) as there
at sea transshipment involving purse seine vessels that are is no transhipment at sea from purse seine
consistent with those adopted by the WCPFC, if at-sea vessels. This will be revised according to
transhipment activities involving such vessels begin to be the recommendation if considered likely to
utilized in the future. occur in the future.
F7-. CCSBT I, & L bfFRAIC F & MBI e Lk = E MR 5 O BRI 20O
TEENCBI G LA B AlREMER & 5 72 B IX. & i % T. CAP (2015—2017) IZIF@mENT
GievE Finf 2 E Y 5 70Ol EZ, WCPFCIZ X - T VRV, ZAEERIICE Z 015 &
BIRSN TV D EHNC b BB LT THRIET 2 % 217 Ik S AL, RS ICIE> Tl
5x D, EsnsZ e bns,
High seas No specific recommendations PR-2014-47: CCSBT should therefore develop as a matter of CC: Did not reach consensus on including an
boarding and BB DS 7 L priority procedures for high seas boarding and inspection of action item in the 2018-2020 Compliance
inspection SBT vessels. Action Plan.
INENT R A PR-2014-47 : CCSBT %, SBT #MiAD A AR (2 B3 ARHIH % 2018— 2020 4F O BSFATE) R

% Ffoe & ZBESEINERL D i O
ELTRETRETH D,

EOITENFHEETAHZ EZiZar v
P RIZZE Lo T,
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Follow-up on infringements &K D;BEMHE

SA-2008-24

The CCSBT should, as a minimum,
establish agreed rules on the
treatment of overcatch (requirement
of payback). Ideally, the CCSBT
should establish a range of penalties
in relation to all conservation
measures.

CCSBT i, &K TH., HFEfaE
OHFNZETHEE SN —v
BT RETHD (MHFEOHE

) . FRAEAYIZIE. CCSBT i,

T RTORFHEEICOWNT, —
OERIZFHET RETH D,

PR-2014-48: The CCSBT has taken steps since 2008 to
considerably strengthen its compliance assessment processes
and tools, including a framework for applying a range of
penalties for instances of Member and CNM non-compliance
with CCSBT measures. CCSBT should continue to refine these
tools and ensue they are transparently and fairly implemented
when necessary to ensure legitimacy and integrity in its system,
thereby creating an incentive for compliance among members
and CNMs.

PR-2014-48: CCSBT (. 2008 4=LLKE, [AlZ& B4 OE5F D
7 1 R OVFBE (A 28— OV CNM o CCSBT ##
& OIESFIZBE T DR ST VT ¢ D F O R A
) A RIEICHET A DDRT v FEFKTX T
%, CCSBTIX, TNHLOFEEZWLBELEITD L DI,
IO BREBRANOANIEICEmS L, LEIZEE TV AT
ADESLHER TR EHRTHI LK, ZOREER
ELTA U= NCNM [ TESFDA > T 703l
HENod KO HRTRETH D,

CC:

The meeting recommended that the
Corrective Actions Policy be revised to
specify that a public record of breaches of
national allocations of the global TAC be
developed and maintained. This record
would include the corrective actions that
were taken in relation to these breaches.
A/, RO TAC OEBIA &
(2R 23U B 2 A BHRE Sk A R
KOMaRT 5 2 &Mt T o< ZIE
HEBRZWET D 2 L2 8E L,
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Cooperative mechanisms to detect and deter non-compliance

SA-2008-25

- All Members and Cooperating Non-
Members should submit their
national reports to the CCSBT.

- The CCSBT allocate sufficient time
to the CC and the Extended
Commission to allow them to
complete both routine and
development work each year.

- FRTD R ™= KO FE
SNEEEIL, CCSBT (Z[E B 5=
iR TRETH 5,

- CCSBT 1%, CC KMEKRZERS
INENEIEDIER & BHRIEEL
WEITAD XD T eiFiE 5 2
TN,

PR-2014-49: The CCSBT has taken steps since 2008 to
considerably strengthen its compliance assessment processes
and tools, including reworking its Compliance Committee terms
of reference, giving the Committee adequate time to meet, and
adopting an IUU Vessel List measure. Members and CNMs are
cooperating with the process, providing their national reports on
time and submitting themselves to a multilateral review of their
compliance in the Compliance Committee. The CCSBT should
continue implement these tools fully and ensure non-
compliance is transparently and fairly assessed, thereby creating
an incentive for compliance among members and CNMs. The
CCSBT should also consider mandating that a member who is
being considered for a sanction under its policies may not
participate in the decision-making on that issue.

PR-2014-49 : CCSBT (X, 2008 F-LAKE, [FlZ: B DAl ~
nE AR OFB 2 RIECHEIET 270D AT v 7 (5T
ZESOMNFEFHOWIE, ZESNERET D DITHEIER
P OY IUU difin U 2 M EORIRTE) ZfA T T
Do A U= O IFENER EIX, IR E Tl ER#
HEZRETLZ L. NOETERERIIRT S REORE
SFICO B2 AL Ea—IlsMT 52 itk &
SR ERZH LTS, CCSBT 1, T bDFBED
SERFEM AT D & L bic, FESFREHNOAIEIS
A S, ZORER E LT RA U — RO SRR [E
ICBWCGESFIZET 21 vy T o TRAIKEIND &
ORI RETHDH, F7-CCSBT X, MEBLDOBURD
T CTORBEDPBE ST TN D A /3= YRR B+
HEEREICBMTE VWL IICT 2B 2 Mmitd <&
Th o,
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Market-related measures

SA-2008-26

- The CCSBT should thus continue to
move forward smartly toward the
adoption and implementation of a full
Catch documentation system (CDS).
- The CCSBT should implement a
CDS as matter of urgency.

- Pending implementation of a CDS,
all members and cooperating non-
members should be required to
implement the TIS.

- The CCSBT should monitor all
market and port states and encourage
compliance with CCSBT monitoring
and trade measures.

- CCSBT /&, Fea7pifafE e
FE (CDS) DR & FE il sz
BATTRETH D,

- CCSBT 1%, BEFELE LT
CDS # %4 ~& Th %, CDS
B FEHT 5 £ TOMB, TTo
A 3= KO RN
TIS Ziflkfi 3 2 D %o

- CCSBT i&, T _XToOfiHHEA
WEA E=%Y 27 L. CCSBT
DE=ZY 7 O GHE DS
SFEETRETH D,

PR-2014-50: The initial recommendations are already fairly
well implemented. CCSBT should explore all available options
for tracking the trade of SBT between those States that are not
members or CNMs, and continue to engage in outreach (both
from the Secretariat and individually as CCSBT members or
CNMs, such as through diplomatic channels and in bilateral
contacts) to those non-member nations to encourage their
participation in and implementation of the CCSBT CDS.
PR-2014-50 : 4 ¢ D@ EIIREICERICF S LTV D,
CCSBT i%, CCSBT @ A > /N—=X X CNM & 72 > T
[E DD SBT DHE 5 2 1B 5 72O D& 5w % F| i vl fe
AT arERRKTLELBIT, TROEDIEA L N—
ENZ%} LT CCSBT @ CDS ~D &N M N fiE 2 L h 4 5
72O (FHFHHH KO CCSBT A 73— iE CNM 7>
5., S — MR ER ezl U7e) @& 27 2 fikfe
TRETH D,

CCSec:

These recommendations are already
covered in the existing CAP (2015-2017).
B OENEIE, BEfFO CAP (2015—
2017) (2L VBRI A= T WD,




Decision-making, transparency and dispute settlement FERE., FH#: K O SRR

Decision-making and transparency & By E K& O M

SA-2008-27

Consensus decision making does
mean that some decision making is
delayed but the Commission could
also consider that some day to day
operational decision making could be
devolved to the Chair or the
Executive Secretary (by unanimous
decision of the Commission).
AU R D EERE,
A X o CURREITERIEN A T
LI LEEWT L. ZERT
(ZE2OER—BOREIC X
V) RENREFRORN %
HRNIFFRRICEET L L
EREtT AL TE D,

PR-2014-51: As changing the CCSBT decision-making model
(from unanimous to majority decision-making) would require
amending the Convention, no specific recommendations are
offered. However, should the CCSBT decide to embark on a
process to evaluate and modify its Convention provisions — as
several other RFMOs have done in the last decade (e.g., see
NAFO, NEAFC, ICCAT and IATTC) and which is noted in the
CCSBT Strategic Plan- there are a number of alternative models
for decision-making (currently employed by other RFMOs)
from which it could choose.

PR-2014-51 : CCSBT D EEREFXE (a—EHAn
HEERFTRICT) AR HITIEFHIGLERLETH DT
D, FBOEIE I T o TRV, LrL7es b, CCSBT
X, RAOBUEZTHE LK ET 572007 mk AZFEY
HITREEZ T NETH D, —HBOMMO RFMO 131 2 10 4F
FHZSRIBUEZ1T> TR D (Bl 21X NAFO, NEAFC,
ICCAT KWV IATTC #Z M) | CCSBT BT T 6 5 M
SNTW5, RENRESRESA (fio RFMO THE
BHENTWD D) & LTI ELERKITZES

Do
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SA-2008-28

- As [the rules and procedures on
observers] are not in keeping with the
spirit of current international fisheries
governance frameworks, the CCSBT
should consider modernizing Rule 3
of its rules of procedure.

- The CCSBT and its members
should improve openness by better
publication of the rules for observers.
One possible option would be to put
the information about the current
arrangements to accept observers on
the CCSBT website.

- (AT R—ICET D T
) BITEOEERH 23D TN
F o A DOHHA DRI > TE
59, CCSBT i%. FhesiHlDH
HI 3 oir bz et <&
Thd,

- CCSBT LN ZED A 23—,
T W — =Tk B HLR % JE N
L., &A= r72bnizt 5
RXThbH, —ODHEEERT T
gL LT, CCSBT 7 =7HA
M AT P —_R— D i AT
FTABEOT LU AL N aE#H
THZENETOLND,

PR-2014-52: The present policy and regulations of CCSBT
regarding observers are now in line with international standards
and the initial recommendations can be considered as fulfilled
and dropped.

PR-2014-52 : &4 7Y — =B 4 5 H(ED CCSBT D
BOR KL OHIHNE, EREEECEELEbD Lo Tk
D, HHOBEITTERS L, BIENDELTILNTE
L2bDEEZLND,
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Decision-making and dispute settlement & B E & U SRR

Kobe-4: dispute Establish adequate mechanisms for

settlement dispute settlement.
o R PR D T2 DY 2 A T =X
NEFRNT D,

PR-2014-53: It is recommended that the CCSBT seriously
consider developing an alternative approach to dispute
settlement/conflict resolution to avoid the potential for future
stalemates that could significantly compromise the conservation
and management of the SBT resource. As noted by the PR-
2008, the additional dispute settlement rules provided by the
UNFSA could usefully be used as now all CNMs and members
of the Extended Commission, except Taiwan, are party to the
UNFSA.

PR-2014-53 : CCSBT %, SBT &R D RA7E B 2 FH Y FLHE
B S D KD Rk OBEIREZ BT D72, #5 ik
e/ SENLIFR 22 AT O T2 8D ORAFHY IR FE D FIE 2 HRIIZ
BEtd 5 Lo EiE 3 %5, PR-2008 CHEf S /- L oz, Bl
fE. TXTD CNM M OERZE R D A 3 — (BB %R
<) 23 UNFSA OfiifI[E & 78> TV Z L 2vh . UNFSA
BRI S AV IBINBY 7oy SRR L — NV MESEO ThH A
Do

International cooperation [EEEH 5

Relationship to cooperating non-members (CNMs) #RIFEMEE (CNM) & DRAFR

Kobe-5: Extent to which the RFMO facilitates
Cooperating non- | cooperation between members and
members non-members, including through the

% H 3N E | adoption and implementation of
procedures for granting cooperating
status.

RFMO 3, W AT — X A% 5
2.5 T = ORI L% 5
T, AU NN—ROFEMBEE O
1% EORRFEMREL TV D0,

PR-2014-54: CCSBT has given particular attention to the
subject of non-members with a view to facilitate their
participation in the governance process. No particular
recommendation is therefore needed except to continue paying
attention to the issue and pursue its efforts towards the
remaining non-members and potential newcomers in the fishery.
PR-2014-54 : CCSBT %, FEA /X—EIZDOWT, AT
VAT R ZA~DOBINEARMET LB TR DR A 44
STETCWD, ZO7®, ZORMEIZx L THEREZLW,
felF. IR N = RO T R EEIC R T 255 1 %
BATT D2 LaRE. FEROBEILR,

CCSec:

No specific additions have been made for
this item as it is addressed by the overall
CAP (2015-2017)

ARHFIH|IZ OV T CAP (2015—2017)
WD BRI SN TV DT,
ARFHIZP ) H R OBRIT R SN T
|AYAY N,
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Relationship to non-cooperating non-members

FEHARFEMEEE & DB

Kobe-6: Non-
cooperating non-
members

R YALNE DLz

Members and cooperating non-
members of CCSBT should share
information about non-cooperating
non-members’ vessels fishing on
SBT and take appropriate measures
to deter the activities of such vessels.
CCSBT d A v /3— KO 113
INEEENE, FEH RN IE o
SBT il 2 @A LA 15
L& BT, ) LIofaolnE) %2
Bilkd 2 72 OO 24 E 2 & 5
RETH D,

PR-2014-55. CCSBT has given particular attention also to the
subject of non-cooperating non-members with a view to deter
the activities of their vessels. CCSBT should continue its efforts
to improve collaboration with all the actors in the fishery to
continue to strengthen its efforts in combating 1UU fishing
activities and ensure the effective implementation of its
measures and programs. In addition, the development of port
State measures in line with the FAQO Port States Agreement (as
is discussed in section 4.2.2) could greatly assist in this area.
PR-2014-55 : CCSBT (&, i HHIFEMMEEIZ >\ T, Z
AU O O E O OTES) % B 13 2 8L CREB DIE R 2 $A
S TCETW5%, CCSBT IE. IUU JfZE L Dk NZBIT 555
NEEE L, EERBZESOBELNT 77T LAOTR
72 FEh 2 MR Uit T TV 728D R T o ERIRE
LD NBMREWET DF N &l L T X&ETH
Do EHIZ, (BZvara22itBVWTEkLizEtE
V) FAO FEEHEHEICEE L FBEREOREIX
KB BWTRERIT ERDTES D,

CCSec:

No specific additions have been made for
this item as it is addressed by the overall
CAP (2015-2017).

AHEIH|IZ OV TIEL CAP (2015—2017)
IZE D BRI RHE SN TV DT,
AR DB OBEREIT R ST
vy foﬁ A
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Cooperation with other RFMOs 1> RFMO & D7)

SA-2008-29
PR-2008

- There are significant opportunities
for the CCSBT to work more closely
with and to harmonise measures with
other RFMOs, especially with the
other tuna- RFMOs, and this should
be a priority area for the CCSBT.
- The CCSBT should add combating
IUU fishing activities to the list of
crosscutting issues affecting all tuna
RFMOs, as well as monitoring and
regulating transshipment, particularly
given CCSBT’s geographical overlap
with the Indian Ocean Tuna
Commission and the Western and
Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission.
—CCSBTmeQDRFMO\f%%:i
A RFMO & X0 BIBITIEE
ATV %%%ﬁﬁéﬁfw<%
FRFZLAFEL, 2O LT

cwa@%%iﬁkﬁé&%f
H %,

- SA-2008 D& 1E, LAF D PR-
2008 725 D K Y BARA 22 I &
D ST\ b, CCSBT x4
NTOFE < AH RFMO (8
LD 1ok LTIV fEENS
i)

WXL 2B EZ Nz 5 XETh
D, F£7ZCCSBT A » RHEZES
AEEE SR OHFIEE R, E <
A ¥ B4 (WCPFC) & HiFiAY | &
BT L aMBE L, OB
K OHHNIZOWTHIREICEZ D 5
RETHA9,

PR-2014-56: Given the reliance of the CCSBT, in many ways, on
cooperative relationships with other RFMOs for “harmonizing”
with (and using directly) a number of those neighbouring RFMOs’
measures, the work called for by the Kobe process and its 2010
workshops is particularly relevant. The CCSBT should look
seriously for opportunities to re-invigorate discussions among its
neighbouring RFMOs to work more closely to implement the Kobe
recommendations. Key areas of collaboration include: more
systematic exchange of data and information (interoperable
databases); additional harmonization of measures; conducting more
joint scientific workshops; increasing coordination of compliance
work, particularly to combat IUU fishing and conserve and manage
ERS; large-scale tagging programmes; ecosystem approach
implementation; large scale ecosystem-based modelling;
Management Strategy Evaluation; harmonisation of MCS systems;
common formats for assessing compliance (with data reporting;
infringements, etc.); capacity-building (e.g. training courses); and
development of common positions at IUCN, CITES, CBD, and the
UNGA.

PR-2014-56 : BIi#E 925 RFMO OZHO#EE & o FHfl) (&
OEEEFAA) 1B 2o RFMO & Ofk % 22 i /1 BfRICE
7% CCSBT ~DfE it Z Hiifg & LT, Kobe 7wt 2 %
D 2010 FEEITIVTREUNT b AV ERED RFIZBEE L T
%, CCSBT I, Kobe &t dFEffiicliid < & v BBIc/EE
179729, BET 5 RFMO & OO & b3 5
BEAEANCE B HREThD, FERBIPIHIILLTO
LBV THD 7 =7 LOHEHRO X0 (KRE e 5cH (FHAE
RARRZR T — 2 RX—=2A) ; SR EOHWM ; 645
BRBEY—7 v a vy 7O ; EEEER (FrC IUU
BIE~DOFHLL N ERS DIRIFEH) D) D5l 5 KB
WA ERERT T — T OEA ; KHE A ERER AN
—ADET VT EHERIGEHE ; MCS & 27 A DT ;
EPRULOFHE (7 — 2 W&, BXE) (BT E T 4 —
o b XX RUT 4 BT oY BT —

A) 5 IUCN, CITES, CBD &k UPUNGA IZEIT HILED R Y
3 /@ﬁﬁio

ESC:

ERSWG:

CCSec:

Ongoing. High priority on a case by case
basis (e.g. exchanging data for estimates of
unaccounted mortality).

figEh, r— 2 = (IR
B CEOHEEMICET 57 — 2 &
B X VERE &

The ERSWG strongly supports this
recommendation and notes that this sort of
cooperation is essential to undertaking
broader scale assessments.

ERSWG 1T 4% & 20 < k595 &
EHIT, O LTk v RE#Z
L2 F 35 L CTRAMICEE 2
DThHDHZ LIZTHBELT,

The harmonisation and capacity building
components of this with highlighted text
are already covered in the revised CAP
(2015-2017), so no additional changes
were required to address those.
AREHOFAFI KL NF v /3> T 4 - BV
T4 BT ONE BRI 1T
ik CAP (2015—2017) LV BEICH
N=ZNTWDHTEH, T HITxLT
LT OB 7R ERIIAETH 5,
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Special requirements of developing States Z&ER_EEICB$ 2 852 B4

SA-2008-30 No change [in the CCSBT policy
regarding developing Members and
CNMs] is necessary.

(EE ED A 23— N CNM
(X %) AR~ GTRN,

PR-2014-57: As is noted it is Strategic Plan, the CCSBT should
develop a more comprehensive strategy for addressing the
capacity building needs, particularly with regard to compliance

with CCSBT obligations, programs, and implementing the CDS,

of developing State members/CNMs. One model to consider is
that of the IOTC, which conducts compliance “missions” in
country to assist developing State members in identifying areas
of deficiency and in developing an action plan to improve.
PR-2014-57 : HEBEGETIEI CHIEHNTWDH LB |
CCSBT 1%, FJEifk LD A 83— CNM I FE 72 (FFlT
CCSBT OFEE D M~F, FHE, CDS DFEMEIZET 5) F ¥
RNUT A BT 4 7T D70 K0 el
Wl & S ET RE Th D, RAMCET 2 —>0EF L
E. AR LTV B0 B ORE & U T 72 AT
DREIZHOWTRIBR LAV A—% T DD DEN
DEESF [Ty vay] &L TS I0TC TH S,

CC:

Agreed to include targeted analysis of
capacity building needs and Compliance
“missions” to assist developing State
Members in its Compliance Action Plan
for 2018-2020.
2018—2020 4 D NFATENFHE D H1T
FXNUT A BT T DN
(2% 2 =20y Moy HT RO R L
EThOA L AN—2IET DHIODE
SFIIvvar) EEOLIENAE
i,
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Financial and administrative issues Bk OSEEICEET5HIE

Availability of resources for RFMO activities

RFMO DOIEENCES 3 2 F A FTeE 2 B IR

SA-2008-31

The CCSBT should consider
establishing a position at the
Secretariat to: (i) provide policy and
management advice; (ii) take a more
proactive role in seeking
advice/positions of members; and
(iii) enhance implementation of the
Strategic Plan.

CCSBT (&, FHMICLLFIZBET
HARANERNT DT & ERETT
REXThD (i) BOR K OVEHIZH
T FAA R g9 50 (i)
AUR—=OE /I ERDITY
7o o T &0 B 22 58 2 K7
I (i) BRI 0> FEHE A i kT
Do

PR-2014-58: This recommendation has been fully
implemented.
PR-2014-58 : Z OENIEIXFERICFEm SN TV D,
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Financial
resources

W BRI

No specific recommendations
FrBe D& 72 L

PR-2014-59: This, together with the fact that there do not seem
to be any indication of under-delivery, would indicate that
resources allocated by Members to the Commission are more
than sufficient to cover planned activities. The resulting
systematic carry-over is probably an illustration of the
Secretariat’s concern with financial efficiency. However,
systematic carry-over is usually not considered good budgetary
practice as, in principle, unless all funding requests were
accepted during the budgeting process, the savings indicate that
activities that were not funded for lack of funds could have been
undertaken and suffered unnecessarily from the decision.
Uncertainties are always an issue but if they always result in
carry-over they may indicate there may be room for improved
planning (with better risk assessment). A more professional
advice should be given by the Auditor.

PR-2014-59 : 24U, HILL T THD Z L 2T b DI
fAIH7RNENHIBEEL EHIT, AU N=DLEERICH
o SNTERILEE SN IEB E I N—F 5 DI+ T
b2 LAaRELTND, A RAYZRBHIIE Ly il L
. BE S MBI RZDRIEITD D D HFE 7 O & D E
Bl THD, LN, BANE LW LI, @,
FTRTOPREEBZELEN THRIEE Y 0 2 2B TR
Anbil=gaakE . FRABIZ RO PRBIT & TR
T, @R, TPEARWEDICTREERE S LR
TGN EERIFATTERITT TH Y . RUERIEIC
KW\ LTI e/ oloZ ERFRBT 5D, RHEFMEITH
(CHEIC/2 5 b D TH D705, FHRANTH ITH L 23T
LEFTHE, FUE (KVBWY X Z7FHINIZEY) FHE
ZUGET DR D D FTREME A R LTV D 00 b FiL7R
W, BEBEANL LY T oy a ARBIENR IR
HRXETHD,

EC:

The FAC also considered the Performance
Review Panel’s comments regarding
regular budget under-spending, but no
changes were recommended in this regard
F£72 FAC &, HANLE LW PR O
LICBET 57—~ A LEa—
RO AL MIZOWT HRF L7
D AT DA L D DAL
EINholz,

Funding of the
aerial survey
fiize B A AL
X5 PHRE

No specific recommendations
FrBe D& 72 L

The PR-2014 does not have the elements needed to propose any
recommendation on this subject.

The PR-2014 (X, ZOHHAICEL T LhOENE 2R %
TOTDITHERERZH L TR,
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Efficiency and cost-effectiveness Zh=R &k OVE % &

SA-2008-32

The Secretariat should continue to
run the CCSBT efficiently and
effectively.

FHE L, CCSBT Oh=RAYHD
BRI EE ki & ThH
Do

PR-2014-60: Considering the values generated and the costs
supported one might suspect that real “efficiency” might be
made more by accelerating stock rebuilding than reducing
administrative and research costs. As a consequence,
considering that the CCSBT deals with one single species and
few markets. It might be in a better position than other tuna
RFMOs to consider undertaking at least a preliminary economic
analysis of implications of its rebuilding strategy (taking into
account, first, only market values) in order to shed some light
on the economic implications of the parameters presently used
for the Management Procedure and the planned rebuilding
trajectory (still undefined).

PR-2014-60 : EAH SN 2 i OZFF sz =2 A b &
AT, Eo 3] ik, #EE KOHFHE= X OH|
&Y b ERFROIMNEIC L > TEESN DD TIER
WINEBZDENVL BN, R CCSBT IX
H—F L D OTHEH-> Tnd 2 & 2 HE 2 i,
FEAFRCBIEAN LN TWDNT A —=F KOG Lo
HAEE (FEERINTORY) OB B
T2V OOBLEEZ Y R 72D D RZE B2 O
W (EFIEHSMED A2 BES D) ORBIIINDT
i F 7R S0 AT LS B R FRH V) e = & 2 Wit 2 123,
flttd> RFMO LV & BWASEIGIZH D EE X LD A
20N,
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Overall CCSBT performance review process

CCSBT R 74—<v R+ LEa—T kR RADLEB

FAOQO review of
performance
reviews in
RFMOs

FAO /N7 ¢ —=~
VA LE a—
RFMO i1 5
L a—

1. Performance Review Panels: Use a
common approach and criteria but
maintain flexibility.

NI f—w2 A+ LE 2 — 3R
WEDOFER RN T4 T VT &0
DO b RN AMERFT D

2. Budget: Provide a reasonable and
appropriate budget for the PR.

TH : PRICx L CHERAOHE B 72
FTRAEZRMET D

3. Cooperation: If needed call for
cooperation with other RFMOs to
enhance the PR.

W PREZGRILT D720, BB
Al RFMO (21 /1 2 MO T 5
4. Role of the Secretariat: Play a
proactive role, as a resource and a
participant in the PR.

FHROEE  PRIZET DIEHRIFE KL
OB & U TR e 58 2 Rz
‘j‘

5. Role of Members: Should be
encouraged to provide views/ comments
on the PR.

A R—DE  PRICEY B RLfiE/
A NERET S XSRS
VR B

6. Role of other stakeholders: Should be
encouraged to provide views/comments
on the PR.

Z O OBIRE ORE : PRIZEAT S
Rfg/ X s 5 X9 B
SNDMERDH D

7. Methodology: Provide maximum
opportunity for communication among
the panel members, by one or more
meetings and or through other means.
FiE . —BILL EOSE RO/ XX
ZOMDOFEEZBL T, "RV A Y
2N — ] 0 R & e KBRIC T D1
DEEMHT D

PR-2014-61: Based on the above elements of evidence, it
appears that the CCSBT has satisfactorily fulfilled the criteria
established for the RFMOs Performance Review process.
PR-2014-61 : iRk OFEHLO B % B E 2 4uiE. CCSBT
23, RFEMO /N7 4 —< A - L E

a—7 e XA LTRY.INETY 74T VT &+55H
ELTWDLZEIIHENTH D,

PR-2014-62: If not available yet, It would be useful and in line
with best administration practices, to keep a formal record of all
recommendations with related metadata (date, subject,
achievements, current status, etc.). It is therefore recommended
to keep such a formal central repository of the recommendations
emanating from the EC and ESC, and also from working groups
or other processes.

PR-2014-62 : E7ZAIHFTRE AW A, BT 5 A 47
—& (AfF, EE. R BUHEORNE) L& bizT
TOEVE DRGSR ERTT DI EITABTHY . £
K EOEEERTHAH, ZDb, EC KWESC, kO
VEEIE XIFZ DD F it 2054 U= B EIT ) 5
THLEARDOEY R TV LRV MY MRS S L
RIS D,

PR-2014-63: The fact that the Strategic Plan is structured along
the main Kobe Criteria mean that sooner rather than later, the
Performance Review could become an integral part of the
Strategic Plan implementation and the Recommendation
Repository an important part of the implementation dashboard.
PR-2014-63 : HEM& T3 3272 Kobe 7 7 A 7 U 7Tk -
TR LR > TV L FEHRIT, F<ICTH, N7 +—v
A e L E o — RIS E T O & AR RSy Ao L 7R 515
5l RUEELRY R REMS v 2 R— RO
BRE LRV LEEEW®RT D,
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