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Members’ Comments in Relation to a Regional Observer Program 

地域オブザーバー計画に対するメンバーからのコメント 
 
Background 
背景 

The Seventh meeting of the Compliance Committee (CC) agreed that the Executive Secretary 
would consult with Members on their objectives and requirements in relation to a Regional 
Observer Program (ROP), analyse the requirements and report back to the Compliance Committee 
in 2013 with options on how to move forward. 

第 7 回遵守委員会会合（CC）において、事務局長は、メンバーが考える地域オブザーバ

ー計画（ROP）の目的及び要件について彼らと相談し、その要件について分析し、そして

2013 年の遵守委員会において、これを報告するとともに今後の進め方のオプションを示

すことが合意されている。   
 
The Secretariat distributed Circular #2013/011 on 1 March 2013 in order to obtain Members’ initial 
views in relation to a ROP.  Members were asked to provide their views on: 
事務局は、まずはメンバーの ROP に対する意見を聞くために 2013 年 3 月 1 日付けで回章

#2013/011 を配布した。メンバーは、以下の事項に対する意見が求められた。 
• What (if any) are the primary objectives or requirements they considered important for a 

CCSBT ROP.   
メンバーが重要であると考える CCSBT ROP の主要な目的又は要件は何か？（もしあ

れば） 
• The need for a fully independent centrally run ROP, versus enhancement and more rigorous 

application of the CCSBT’s Scientific Observer Program Standards (SOPS), versus retaining 
the status quo.   
完全に独立した中央管理型 ROP が必要か、それとも CCSBT 科学オブザーバー規範

（SOPS）の強化及びより厳格な適用か、さもなければ現状維持か。 
• The following four specific items: 

以下に掲げる具体的な 4 項目。 
o  Should the required observer coverage level be better defined and is a 10% coverage 

sufficient? 
必要とされるオブザーバーカバー率は、より適切に定義付けされるべきか。そし

て 10%のオブザーバーカバー率は十分なものであるか。 
o  Should the specified observer coverage level be a target level or a binding measure? 

具体的なオブザーバーカバー率の水準は、目標値とすべきか、又は拘束力を持つ

措置とすべきか。 
o  Should the minimum data fields for observer reporting be revised? 



オブザーバー報告書に関する最低限必要となるデータ範囲は、修正されるべきか。 
o  Should SOP data be provided to the Secretariat for the purpose of making it available for 

CCSBT science and compliance purposes in accordance with CCSBT’s Rules and 
procedures for the protection, access to and dissemination of data compiled by the 
CCSBT?  And whether fine-scale or aggregated data should be provided. 
SOP データは、CCSBT の科学及び遵守目的のために利用できるよう「CCSBT に
よって収集されたデータの保護、アクセス及び伝達に関する手続規則」に従って

事務局に提供されるべきか。また、ファインスケールデータ又は集計データのど

ちらが提供されるべきか。 
 
Overview of Members’ Comments and Possible Options 
メンバーからのコメントの要約と考えられるオプション 

Members’ responses to these questions are provided at Attachment A.  A range of views were 
expressed by the different Members and the views were not always compatible.  A brief summary 
of some of the main views is provided below together with some potential compromise options for 
consideration. 

これらの質問に対するメンバーからの応答は、別添 A のとおり。各メンバーからは、広

範な意見が表明されており、これらの意見は必ずしも両立するものではない。主要な意見

の一部を簡単な要約として下記に記載するとともに、検討用にいくつかの妥協案を提示し

た。 

 

• Primary objectives for a CCSBT ROP 

CCSBT ROPの主要目的 
A common view from all Members that commented on this question was that one of the primary 
objectives for a CCSBT ROP is improved data for stock assessment purposes.  Two main areas of 
improvements were noted, these being verification of data and improved quality and availability of data.  
Two Members also mentioned that an objective was to collect improved information on interactions 
with Ecologically Related Species (ERS) or to collect information that was not otherwise available.  
Three Members indicated that the observer program has an important role for compliance. 
この質問に回答したメンバー全てに共通する意見は、CCSBT ROP の主要目的の 1 つは、資源

評価目的のためのデータ改善であるというものであった。2 つの主要な改善分野が言及されて

いる。すなわち、データが検証されることとデータの質と利用可能性の改善である。また、2
メンバーは、生態学的関連種（ERS）との相互作用に関して収集される情報が改善されること、

又は入手できない情報を集めることが目的であるとも述べている。3 メンバーは、オブザーバ

ー計画には遵守上の重要な役割があることを示唆している。 



Option: Define the overall objectives of a CCSBT ROP as being:- 
オプション：以下の事項を行うために、CCSBT ROP の全般的な目的を定める。 

 To improve the verification, quality and availability of data and information collected and 
used: 
収集及び利用されるデータ・情報の検証、質及び利用可能性を改善する 
o as input to stock assessments1 for Southern Bluefin Tuna (SBT); 

みなみまぐろ（SBT）の資源評価 1へのインプットデータとして 
o for the assessment of the impact of fishing for SBT on ERS; and 

SBT 漁業の ERS への影響の評価のために 
 To collect and provide information for verifying compliance with relevant CCSBT conservation 
and management measures. 
関連する CCSBT 保存管理措置の遵守状況を検証するための情報を収集及び提供する 

• Centrally run ROP versus enhanced SOPS versus status quo 

「中央管理型ROP」VS「SOPの強化」VS「現状維持」 
Most Members that commented on this question preferred an enhanced SOPS to a fully centralised, 
independent ROP.  This was mainly for financial reasons. 
この質問に意見を表明した多くのメンバーが、完全中央管理型独立 ROP よりも SOPS の強化

を希望している。これは主として、財政的な理由によるものである。 
Option: Enhance the CCSBT SOPS to meet the CCSBT’s needs and only allow observer programs 
that comply with the SOPS to be counted towards Members’ CCSBT observer coverage levels. 
オプション：CCSBT の必要性を満たすような形で CCSBT SOP を強化し、SOP に適合した
オブザーバー計画のみをメンバーの CCSBT オブザーバーカバー率と見なす。 
 
Note: Considerable discussion (possibly a working group) may be required to determine and agree 
on how the SOPS would be enhanced.  This would include incorporating decisions in relation to the 
items below. 
注：SOP の強化方法について決定及び合意するためには、十分な議論（おそらく何らかの

作業部会おいて）が必要となるかもしれない。これには、下記に関連する決定が含まれる

こととなろう。 

• Definition of the Coverage level 

カーバー率レベルの定義 
There seemed to be general support for better defining the required level of observer coverage.  One 
Member considered that the definition should be based only on targeted fishing effort. 
オブザーバーカバー率の必要なレベルに関してより適切な定義付けを行うことに全般的な支

持があったと考えられる。1 メンバーは、当該定義付けは（SBT を）対象とする漁獲努力量の

みに基づいて行うべきと考えている。 
The current SOPS covers the fishing activity of CCSBT Members and CNMs wherever southern bluefin 
tuna are targeted or are a significant bycatch.  The current SOPS also has an observer coverage of 10% 
for catch and effort as a target level.  The SOPS further defines this level of coverage as being relative 
to actual fishing operations, which, if randomly distributed, should result in about 10% of the catch. 
現行の SOP は、CCSBT のメンバー及び CNM の操業活動でミナミマグロを主対象とする漁業

及びミナミマグロの混獲が多い漁業を対象としている。また、現行の SOP のカバー率は、漁

獲量及び努力量の 10% を目標水準として定めている。SOP は、さらに、このカバー率のレベ

ルは、実際の操業に相応するものであることも定めており、すなわち、ランダムな分布を仮

定した場合、漁獲量の約 10%のカバー率を得るようにすべきである。 

                                                 
1 Including the CCSBT’s Operating Model and Management Procedure. 
 CCSBT のオペレーティングモデル及び管理方式を含む。 



Option:  Members analyse their observer data in order to develop a recommendation for a suitable 
definition of observer coverage that can be used by all Members and CNMs.  The definition 
should provide an equivalent level of SBT coverage to that intended by the current SOPS.  
Therefore, depending on the measurement unit being recommended (e.g. fishing days, hooks, SBT 
catch2 etc.), the percentage level in the new definition might be higher or lower than the current 
10%.  Recommendations should clearly define the “fishery” to which the coverage level applies3.  
Members’ recommendations and analyses should be submitted to the Extended Scientific 
Committee (ESC), ERSWG and/or CC as appropriate.  These meetings should recommend a 
single definition to the Extended Commission. 
オプション：メンバーは、全てのメンバー及び CNM が利用可能なオブザーバーカバー率
の適切な定義についての勧告を行うべく、自身のオブザーバーデータを分析する。この定
義は、現行の SOP が意図している SBT カバー率と同等の水準を示す必要がある。したが
って、新たな定義に基づくカバー率の水準は、勧告される測定単位（例えば、操業日数、
針数、漁獲量 2など）に応じて、現行の 10%よりも高くなったり、低くなったりするかも
しれない。勧告においては、カバー率の対象となる「漁業」について明確に定義する必要
がある 3。メンバーからの勧告及び分析は、必要に応じて、拡大科学委員会（ESC）、
ERSWG 及び/又は CC に提出されるべきである。これらの会合は、拡大委員会に対して、1
つの定義を勧告するべきである。 

• The level of Observer Coverage 

オブザーバーカバー率の水準 
A wide range of views were expressed on the required observer coverage level, including 5% and 10% 
for SBT assessment purposes.  Some Members commented that higher coverage is desirable for ERS 
purposes and some Members noted that the appropriate coverage level is a scientific question.  
However, from the comments received, there seems little likelihood that consensus will be achieved in 
the near future to change the coverage level from its current 10%.   
必要となるオブザーバーカバー率の水準に関しては、SBT の資源評価の目的のための 5%及び

10%を含め、広範な意見が表明されている。一部のメンバーは、ERS 目的のためには、より

高いカバー率が望ましいとコメントしており、また一部のメンバーは、適切なカバー率の水

準は、科学上の問題であると言及している。しかしながら、提出された意見を見ると、現行

の 10%のカバー率水準を変更することについて、近い将来に意見の一致をみる可能性はほと

んどないと思われる。 
Option: For the immediate future, retain the 10% coverage level requirement4 and:- 
オプション：当面は、10%のカバー率の水準要件 4を維持する。そして、 

                                                 
2 For clarity and consistency in application, any definitions involving SBT catch should clearly specify what is meant by “catch”.  
For example, it could be “retained SBT”, or “all SBT, including those retained and those discarded after being brought on board”. 
 適用の際の明確さ及び整合性のためには、SBT 漁獲を含む全ての定義について、「漁獲」とは何を意味するのかについ

て明確に特定するべきである。例えば、それは、「保持した SBT」であるのかもしれないし、「保持したものと甲板上

に取り上げた後に投棄したものを含む全ての SBT」なのかもしれない。 
 
3 For example, fishing in specified statistical areas in specified months, or “fishing wherever SBT were targeted”, or “fishing 
wherever SBT were targeted or caught” (which is the definition used by the ERSWG for reporting purposes), or “fishing wherever, 
SBT were targeted or were a significant bycatch” (which is the the coverage specified in the current SOPS).  In the last case, it would 
be necessary to also define what a “significant bycatch” is.  
例えば、特定の月の特定の統計海区なのか、「SBT を対象とする漁業」なのか、「SBT を対象とするか又は漁獲した漁

業」（これは ERSWG が報告目的のために利用しているもの）なのか、「SBT を対象としているか又は混獲が多い漁

業」（これは現行の SOP において規定されている対象範囲）なのか。最後の例示の場合には、「混獲が多い」とはどの

ようなことを指すのかについても定義する必要があるだろう。 
 
4 The 10% coverage level specified here is based on the current SOPS definition of the coverage level.  If a new definition of the 
coverage level is agreed, then the percentage coverage specified here should be changed to be consistent with the new definition. 
ここで規定される 10%のカバー率レベルは、現行の SOP におけるカバー率水準に基づくものである。仮に新しいカバー

率水準の新しい定義が合意されれば、ここの規定されたカバー率のパーセンテージは、新しい定義に合わせて変更され

るべきである。 



 Agree on a set of achievable interim targets for Indonesia while it is establishing its 
observer program; and 
インドネシアに関して、同国がオブザーバー計画を立ち上げている間は、達成可
能な暫定目標を設定することに合意する。 

 Promote or consider options for increasing the coverage level for ERS purposes in high 
risk areas, including through remote monitoring. 
ERS 目的のため、高リスク海域においてカバー率水準を引き上げるオプション
（遠隔モニタリングを利用することを含む）を推進又は検討する。 

In the longer term (perhaps in a further 3 years?), seek advice from the ESC, the 
Ecologically Related Species Working Group (ERSWG) and/or the CC as appropriate on 
the impact of differing levels of observer coverage on their ability to provide robust 
management advice to the Extended Commission. 
長期的には（恐らく更に 3 年のうちに？）、オブザーバーカバー率の違いが、拡大
委員会に提供する頑健な管理助言の能力に与える影響について、必要に応じて ESC、
ERSWG 及び/又は CC からの助言を求める。 

• Target or binding observer coverage level 

目標又は拘束力のあるオブザーバーカバー率の水準 
There was no consensus on whether the observer coverage level should be a target or a binding 
coverage level.   
オブザーバーカバー率の水準を目標値にするのか、又は拘束力のある値にするのかについて

のコンセンサスはなかった。 
Option:  Retain the current coverage level as a target, but stress the importance of achieving that 
target5.  Agree that failure to achieve the target level in any year would be questioned by the 
Compliance Committee.  An explanation for the failure, together with plans for improvement to 
achieve the target in the next year would also need to be provided6 
オプション：現行のカバー率の水準を目標値として維持する一方で、かかる目標値を達成
することの重要性を強調する 5。ある年にこの目標値が達成できなかった場合には、遵守
委員会においてこれを説明することに合意する。その説明の際には、翌年にその目標値を
達成するための改善計画も提供する必要があるだろう 6。 

• Revision of the minimum data fields 

「最低限必要となるデータ範囲」の改正 
There was no consensus on whether the minimum observer data collection fields should be revised.  
Two Members did not support revision, two Members supported revision and two Members supported a 
review.  In retrospect, the question was probably not appropriate at this time.  It would have been better 
to first ask whether Members supported a review(s) being conducted.  The question of whether the data 
fields should actually be revised should be left until specific recommendations of any reviews have been 
provided. 
最低限必要となるオブザーバーデータの収集範囲を改正すべきかどうかについてのコンセン

サスはなかった。2 メンバーは改正することを支持しておらず、2 メンバーは改正を支持し、

そして 2 メンバーはレビューすることを支持している。今にして思えば、この質問は現時点

では適切ではなかったかもしれない。メンバーはレビューの実施を支持できるかどうかにつ

いて、最初に問うた方がより適切だっただろう。データ範囲を実際に改正すべきかどうかの

質問は、レビューに関する具体的な勧告が提示されるの待ってからにするべきである。 

                                                 
5 Unless interim targets have been agreed in which case the interim targets should be achieved. 
  ただし、暫定的な目標値が合意されている場合を除く。この場合には、暫定的な目標値がされるべきである。 
 
6 This is consistent with the “Resolution on action plans to ensure compliance with Conservation and Management Measures” that 
was adopted by CCSBT 16 in 2009. 
 これは、2009 年の CCSBT16 において採択された「保存管理措置の遵守を確保するための行動計画に関する決議」と整

合的なものである。 



Option: Support the current work of the ERSWG and the joint tuna RFMO bycatch technical 
working group to the review/develop minimum observer ERS data collection requirements.  Also 
support review work that the ESC may decide to conduct in this area in relation to SBT data 
requirements.  Consider recommendations for revising the data fields that arise in these reviews 
after specific recommendations have been provided to the Extended Commission. 
オプション：オブザーバーによる最低 ERS データ収集要件のレビュー/作成に向けた
ERSWG 及びまぐろ類 RFMO 合同混獲専門家作業部会による現在の作業を支援する。また、
SBT データ要件に関連して、ESC がこの分野で実施することを決定する可能性のあるレビ
ュー作業を支援する。具体的な勧告が拡大委員会に提出された後、このレビューにおいて
提起されたデータ範囲の改正に向けた勧告を検討する。 

• Provision of SOP data to the Secretariat 

SOPデータの事務局への提出 
There was no consensus on provision of observer data to the Secretariat for it to be available for CCSBT 
science and compliance purposes.  One Member questioned whether there was a need to provide these 
data for science purposes and considered it inappropriate for compliance purposes.  Three Members 
supported the provision of aggregated or highly aggregated data and two Members supported the 
provision of fine-scale data.  Provision of fine-scale data is a long-standing issue within the CCSBT, so 
it might be most productive to take a two-step approach in relation to data provision. 
オブザーバーデータを CCSBT の科学及び遵守目的で利用可能なものとするためにそれを事務

局へ提出することに関するコンセンサスはなかった。1 メンバーは、これらのデータを科学目

的のために提供する必要性があるのかどうかについて疑問を呈し、かつ遵守目的のために利

用することは不適切であると考えている。3 メンバーは集計データ又は高度に集計されたデー

タの提供を支持し、2 メンバーはファインスケールのデータ提供を支持した。ファインスケー

ルデータの提供は、CCSBT における長年の課題であり、ゆえにデータ提供に関しては、2 段

階の方法を取ることが最も生産的であるかもしれない。 
 

Option: For the immediate future:- 
オプション：当面は、 

 Agree that aggregated observer data should be provided in accordance with 
specifications to be recommended by the ESC and ERSWG for the use of those 
groups7; and 
集計オブザーバーデータについては、ESC 及び ERSWG が勧告する仕様に従っ
てこれらの委員会又は部会で利用するために提供すべきことに合意する 7。 

 Modify the SOPS to include specifications and requirements for analyses8 that are 
considered necessary on an ongoing basis, but for which data is not provided.  
Members would be required to conduct these analyses with their own observer data 
and report the outcomes of such analyses to the ESC and ERSWG. 
SOPS を修正し、分析のための仕様及び要件 8を含める。これらは、継続的に必
要であると考えられるものであるが、それにかかるデータは提供されていない
ものである。メンバーは、自身が有するオブザーバーデータを利用してこれら
の分析を行い、その結果を ESC 及び ERSWG に報告することが要請される。 

 Task the ESC and ERSWG with developing specifications and requirements for such 
analyses. 
ESC 及び ERSWG に対して、このような分析のための仕様及び要件を策定する
よう要請する。 

                                                 
7 Noting that the ERSWG has already agreed specifications for provision of highly aggregated ERSWG data, but that the ESC has 
not developed such specifications. 
 ERSWG は、既に、高度に集計された ERSWG データの提供に関する仕様に合意しているが、ESC はそのような仕様は

作成していないことに留意。 
8 The current SOPS does not specify any requirements for analysis of data collected. 
 現行の SOPS は、収集データの分析に関する要件について何ら定めていない。 



For the longer term (perhaps in a further 3 years?):- 
長期的には（恐らく更に 3 年のうちに？）、 

 Evaluate the limitations of these data provision arrangements and determine areas 
where a finer scale of data provision or analysis is required to further improve the 
quality of management advice. 
管理助言の質を更に改善するため、これらのデータ提供にかかる取決めにかか
る制約を評価し、より詳細なファインスケールデータの提供又は分析が必要と
なる分野を特定する。 

 
 
 
 
Prepared by the Secretariat 
事務局作成文書 



Attachment A 
 

Member Responses to Questions Raised in Circular #2013/011 
 
(1) What (if any) are the primary objectives or requirements they considered important for a CCSBT 

ROP? 

Australia:  Australia believes the implementation of a CCSBT Regional Observer Program will allow 
for improved data quality and availability and consequently better management of southern bluefin tuna 
(SBT). The development and implementation of a regional observer program is important in order to: 

• verify catch and effort data used as important data sources in the Operating Model and 
Management Procedure; and 

• improve information on interactions with ecologically related species (ERS). 
Australia further believes a CCSBT ROP will result in the provision of more robust data for the 
management of the SBT stock and to monitor fishing activity interactions with ERS. More robust data 
will enable the ERSWG, the Scientific Committee and the Compliance Committee work to be of a 
higher standard. 

Indonesia:  In regard to CCSBT Circular 2073123 concerning Establishment of a CCSBT Regional 
Observer Program, we wish to inform you that Indonesia has issued Ministry Regulation Number 
0UPERMEN-KP/2O13 concerning Observer at Fishing Vessel and Carrier Fishing Vessel. Based on 
that regulation, the objective of observer is to collect verified and accurate data related to fishing 
activity and transshipment from fishing vessel and carrier vessel on board. 

Japan:  The primary objectives of the observer program are to collect SBT fishing data which directly 
contribute to stock assessment, and to check the compliance by members, in order to ensure the 
conservation and optimum utilization of SBT through appropriate management.  Enhancement of 
compliance is essential to achieve the objectives, as the compliance level with the current observer 
program differs between members/CNMs. 

New Zealand:  The goal of any observer program, whether administered domestically or centrally, 
should be to increase the level of confidence in the data gathered from fishers by providing a control 
sample against which to compare all other submissions.  The program should also allow for the 
collection of additional information that may not otherwise be available through standard reporting. 
Observers must therefore be independent and able to perform their duties without hindrance or 
interference from the operators.  
For operational and analysis purposes, the information gathered should be standardised across all fleets 
to the extent possible. The information should be made available for science and compliance purposes at 
a fine enough scale to allow for effective conclusions to be drawn while adhering to existing 
confidentiality and security protocols. 

Taiwan:  We think the CCSBT Scientific Observer Program Standards (SOPS) and Australia’s proposal 
for a CCSBT Regional Observer Program(ROP) share the similar objective of improving the quality of 
the data and information used as input to the stock assessment for SBT. 

 



(2) The need for a fully independent centrally run ROP, versus enhancement and more rigorous 
application of the CCSBT’s SOPS, versus retaining the status quo 

Australia:  Improvements to the existing arrangements are desirable, in particular to ensure that a 
minimum of 10% coverage is achieved and to ensure adequate data sharing and transparency among 
Members. 
While many advantages are to be gained through utilising the regional observer programs established by 
WCPFC and IOTC, neither program was designed with the objectives of the CCSBT in mind. Notable 
shortcomings in a CCSBT context are: 

• At present, neither program would meet the target observer coverage of 10% of the catch and 
effort, adopted at CCSBT7 in April 2001. 

• IOTC Resolution 11-04 on a Regional Observer Scheme does not require observers to record 
information on the deployment of mitigation devices, including mandatory tori lines. 

• Insufficient requirements for recording interactions with ERS, particularly seabirds, sharks and 
sea turtles. 

Considering the above points, Australia supports the development and implementation of a CCSBT 
Regional Observer Program to provide for improved data quality and consequently improved 
management of SBT 

Japan:  The current SOPS should be enhanced to improve compliance by the members and to reduce the 
gap in compliance level as stated above.  A new fully independent ROP is undesirable since it will 
involve obligatory increase in the commission budget (e.g. personnel and travel cost needed to operate 
the system) and financial burden for the members. 

New Zealand:   We are concerned that there will be significant duplication of resources between any 
centralised ROP and Members’ individual observer programs. A centralised repository for all CCSBT 
related observer information could be constructed with minimal costs and may provide significant 
improvements in data quality and access but a fully autonomous CCSBT-run program would 
unavoidably carry significant costs and likely mirror much of the administration currently undertaken 
by members. 
The existing SOPS could be refined to improve monitoring against agreed performance measures under 
the compliance policy which may further reduce the need for centralised oversight. The introduction of 
the QAR will also provide independent assessment of observer programs based on their role in ensuring 
compliance with national allocations. 

Taiwan:  If a fully independent centralized regional observer program run by the CCSBT Secretariat, 
according to the experience of regional observer program for transhipment at sea implemented by other 
t-RFMOs, it would cause a huge increase for the annual budget and we think it is impracticable. 
Besides, the result of ROP is hard to expect. Therefore, we think it would be better for members to 
improve its scientific observer program at current basis. 



Table 1: Questions on some fundamental items presented in (or related to) Australia’s proposed short-
term workplan for a CCSBT Scientific Observer Program 
 Member’s Response 

(please provide reasons in the response) 
(1) Should the required 
observer coverage level be 
better defined and is a 10% 
coverage sufficient? 

Australia: Australia believes an observer coverage of 10% is sufficient.  The Kobe II 
Bycatch Workshop noted that ‘Studies have shown that although 20% observer 
coverage is generally adequate to ensure very accurate estimates of the catch of target 
species, a greater coverage is needed to get similar accuracy of bycatch, which is rarer.’  
The CCSBT Scientific Observer Program Standards calls for a 10% observer coverage. 
Indonesia: Indonesia propose that a 5% of observer coverage is sufficient since 
Indonesia just establish observer program and there are many fishing vessels in 
Indonesia, that need more observer. Therefore, it is difficult to cover 10% coverage. 
Japan: I have no objection to make a better definition of calculation of observer 
coverage.  10% coverage is sufficient: it is higher than in other RFMOs. 
Korea: Yes, the required observer coverage should be better defined. At the moment, it 
is difficult to say if a 10% coverage is sufficient or deficient to meet the CCSBT's 
objectives. To see it, it should be advised that an analysis be conducted with scientific 
observer data up to date, such as with regard to the verification of catch and effort data, 
and ERS data and then long term strategy of observer sampling be considered to 
develop, including the unit and level of coverage. 
New Zealand: With regard to the appropriate coverage level, the question for New 
Zealand becomes whether the interest is in using observer coverage to improve 
information on catches in the target fishery or for gaining info on incidental catches, 
which are by their nature a rare event. Arguably 10% coverage would not suffice for the 
latter and it would make sense for the risk assessment to identify specific information 
gaps which could then be targeted by additional observer coverage accordingly. 
Whether 10% is sufficient for the target fishery is a science question that is perhaps best 
discussed within the ESC. 
      We also support the suggestion to better define observer coverage to ensure that 
there is a common understanding across all members as to how their obligations should 
be met both in terms of the standard of the service and its spatial representativeness. 
Taiwan: Since it is difficult to predict the amount of catch of vessel when dispatching 
observer on board, the observer coverage level should be defined by effort. Besides, 
SBT is an unexpected catch for by-catch vessels, so that the coverage rate should be 
calculated just that effort in which SBT was targeted. In addition, current observer 
coverage level of 10%, which is relatively high in comparison with other t-RFMOs’, is 
uneasy to achieve. It would be impracticable if the coverage level is proposed to be 
raised. 

(2) Should the specified 
observer coverage level be a 
target level or a binding 
measure? 

Australia: Reaching a 10% observer coverage level should be a mandatory requirement 
for all CCSBT Member and Cooperating Non-Members. 
Indonesia: Indonesia propose that the specified observer coverage level should be a 
target level not a binding level. 
Japan: Developing members are working to improve their coverage, so observer 
coverage should be maintained as a target. 
Korea: It is true that the specified coverage level is read as a target level in the CCSBT 
SOP standards and, even in the 2009 Resolution, it is action plan to improve it to 10% in 
terms of effort. Hence, this is a matter of clarification. 
New Zealand: New Zealand would support a move to make the current 10% target a 
binding measure.  However, an increase in the current target level of observer coverage 
would require us to reconsider whether the higher level is best administered through a 
binding or non-binding measure. 
Taiwan: 



(3) Should the minimum 
data fields for observer 
reporting be revised? 

Australia: The minimum data fields for reporting observer data should be revised by the 
ESC to incorporate the ERSWG’s set of minimum requirements for ERS observer data.  
Given the extensive workload of the ESC for 2013, this could be given priority in 2014. 
Indonesia: Indonesia propose that the minimum data fields for observer reporting should 
not be revised since the minimum requirements data is sufficient, in line with Indonesia 
regulation MR Number: 01/PERMEN-KP/2013. 
Japan: In order to achieve the primary objectives of the program, the minimum data 
fields should not be revised. 
Korea: Yes, the minimum data fields in the CCSBT SOP need to be revised taking 
account of recent development of data collection, especially for ERS. 
New Zealand: As suggested, the current work of the ERSWG provides us with a great 
opportunity to assess the relevance of the current data fields in an ERS context. We 
would also support a wider review to ensure that the current fields are meeting the needs 
of the ESC in its work. 
Taiwan: As for the minimum data fields for observer reporting, it should be reviewed by 
the Extended Scientific Committee and/or ERSWG, if necessary. 

(4) Should SOP data be 
provided to the Secretariat 
for the purpose of making it 
available for CCSBT 
science and compliance 
purposes in accordance with 
CCSBT’s Rules and 
procedures for the 
protection, access to and 
dissemination of data 
compiled by the CCSBT 
(herein referred to as Data 
Protection Rules - DPR)? 
Please also indicate 
whether: 
• Fine-scale data should be 

provided; or 
• Aggregated data should be 

provided. 

Australia: Observer program data should be handled in accordance with the CCSBT’s 
Rules and procedures for the protection, access to and dissemination of data compiled 
by the CCSBT.  Australia maintains that the ability of the ESC to provide good quality 
advice depends on its access to the most recent fine-scale fisheries-dependent data 
Indonesia: Indonesia propose that aggregate data should be provided since the observer 
data is high risk. 
Japan: As long as the data protection rules are applied, there will be no problem to 
provide the aggregated data.  However, provision of fine-scale data is impossible to 
protect confidential commercial information. 
Korea: Yes, SOP data need to be provided to the Secretariat as its purpose is for the use 
of  scientific, compliance and management objectives and in highly aggregated form as 
was agreed in ERS WG. 
New Zealand: New Zealand supports the provision of fine-scale data in order to support 
the scientific process and on-going compliance efforts. The Data Protection Rules in 
place are robust enough that we believe the risks of confidentiality breaches to be 
sufficiently mitigated. 
Taiwan: Consider that data used for the CCSBT stock assessment is processed by 
scientists from each member and observer data collected was used to verify the logbook 
data provided by fishers. We are wondering if it is necessary to provide observer data to 
the CCSBT Secretariat. Besides, we think it is inappropriate for compliance purpose 

 


