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1. Background
ER

Development of the CCSBT Multi-Year Seabird Strategy (hereinafter “Seabird Strategy”)
began as part of ERSWG 12 in 2017. In 2022, ERSWG 14 presented a draft Seabird
Strategy to the Extended Commission for adoption.
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The Seabird Strategy was formally adopted at CCSBT 29 and is now publicly available
on the CCSBT website.
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The Seabird Strategy specifies that, “the progress of the Seabird Strategy will be
evaluated at intervals of no more than four years, with the plan revised as appropriate”.
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This paper summarises the progress made so far to actions specified in the Seabird
Strategy and provides suggested next steps for each action for the ERSWG 16’s
consideration.
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2. Progress of each Action Item of the Seabird Strategy
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The Seabird Strategy includes a table with specific actions to be undertaken against each
of the objectives along with the timeframe to achieve the overall objectives of the Seabird
Strategy.
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An initial of progress against these actions was considered during ERSWG 15 (document
CCSBT-ERS/2406/09). This assessment has been updated to reflect any progress made
since ERSWG 15 and is shown in Attachment A.
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https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/default/files/userfiles/file/docs_english/operational_resolutions/MultiYear_Seabird_Strategy.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/default/files/userfiles/file/docs_japanese/operational_resolutions/jp_MultiYear_Seabird_Strategy.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/en
https://www.ccsbt.org/ja

3. Proposed actions by ERSWG 16 on the Seabird Strategy
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The Secretariat would like to propose the ERSWG:
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(1) To review the reported progress, next steps and suggested actions for each action
in Attachment A;
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(2) Where appropriate, reflect required actions into the ERSWG work program; and
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(3) Where appropriate, refer actions to other CCSBT subsidiary bodies.
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Prepared by the Secretariat
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Current status and suggested Next Step to the Seabird Strategy Actions
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(Additional new text from Secretariat in red)
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Obijective 1: To reduce the level of impact of seabird bycatch by
SBT fishing operations on seabird populations.
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Action
178

Action by
XHGE

Timeframe
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Current Status
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Next Step
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1A

To agree on a SBT seabird bycatch
target for reducing the level of impact
of SBT fishing operations on seabird
populations, including, but not limited
to:
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a. Targets based on nominal reported
seabird bycatch rates.
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b. Targets based on SEFRA outputs.
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e Secretariat not aware of activities in this area
other than those related to SEFRA update.
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e To be discussed at ERSWG16, based on most
recent SEFRA outputs
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1B

That a minimum level of 10% observer
coverage is achieved on a fleet-by-fleet
basis for SBT fisheries or a
comparable minimum level of review
of video footage collected using
electronic monitoring
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CCSBT
Members

Ongoing

o Assessed by CC every year
CC DMRAFFTAL % S

o With the exception of Indonesia and New
Zealand, all Members achieved the 10%
observer coverage target across all areas in
2024.
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Suggested Action: Members to develop agreed EM
reporting standards.
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Objective 1: To reduce the level of impact of seabird bycatch by

SBT fishing operations on seabird populations. Current Status Next Step
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No. | Action Action by | Timeframe
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DU E 2 —DFRARKMEZ ERT D, e Review rate reporting differs amongst EM
Members.
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1C | Evaluate the effectiveness of the ERSWG ERSWG 16 e Secretariat paper submitted to ERSWG 16 [Suggested Action: ERSWG 16 considers documents
seabird CMMs introduced around after that includes analysis from IMCS Network on submitted related to this item.]
2005 by tuna RFMOs, in the context of every 4 years Seabird Mitigation Measures reporting [TEHRZAE : ERSWG 16 13, ATEIFHIZE L TR
reducing the overall seabird requirements across tuna RFMOs. SNIEXELHRFTT D, ]
mortalities, taking into consideration $5’%H75‘\‘ ERSWG 16 (28 L7233 TR, £<
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distributions and identify the areas for 14: B9 2 IMCS % v kU — 272 X 2454t 5
improvement. The outcomes from the BEFENTND,
evaluation will be communicated
across tuna RFMOs and used as a basis
for future evaluations.
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1D | Agree on the list of priority species ERSWG, ERSWG 16 e SEFRA work currently focused on list of 27 Suggested Action: Members to review papers
and corresponding management CCSBT priority species. presented to ERSWG 16.
targets, taking into account the status BI4T D SEFRA DEZ1Z 27 BEOEHREDEWE | BESNDHTTE) : A /3 =%, ERSWG 16 (25 L TH
of seabird population, distributional A MIESELTWD, KEINEXEERZLE2—7 5,
overlaps with SBT fisheries, and e Japan and New Zealand submitted paper to
significance of SBT fisheries in their ERSWG 16 on high-risk areas and priority
mortality. species.




Objective 1: To reduce the level of impact of seabird bycatch by

SBT fishing operations on seabird populations. Current Status Next Step
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No. | Action Action by | Timeframe

#5 | 178 I AT a—)v
Mg SR AEREORBL, SBT a3k & AR ERSWG 16 (Zxf L. HAR =2 —Y—F K
BoOEE, ROZH OO D3 U A 2 YRR OMB S B O W R RS5S¢
2% SBTIEDHBEAZZE LD, EXRH LT,
%%fwmwﬁwjzb&wﬁﬁmﬁ
ST HEHARICEET b,

1E | Update SEFRA seabird risk ERSWG Ongoing e The ERS Tech 2025 completed SEFRA for [Suggested Action: Members to share experience
assessment to evaluate the progress in seabirds. The report was adopted at CCSBT 32. | with SEFRA when taking part in other tuna RFMO
seabird bycatch mitigation by SBT 2025 -0 ERS Al iE, %’ﬁﬁ B4 5 meetings.]
fisheries and their impacts on seabird SEFRA DE¥% 52T L=, #Wi#13 CCSBT 32 | HTEMRER : AL 3—iX, o F <A RFMO 241
populations from the previous ICBWTEIR S hz, SN 5B, SEFRA ICBE9 5 %8R & a4 5, |
assessment in 2019. The results to be e Extended Commission also approved release of
communicated across tuna RFMOs. code for use by other tuna RFMOs.
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1F | Establish a robust definition of high ERSWG, ERSWG 16 e New Zealand to present updated paper on High | [Suggested Action: ERSWG 16 considers the output
risk areas that takes into account the CCSBT Risk areas at ERSWG 16. from SEFRA and the information submitted to the

precautionary approach by:
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»  Establishing a definition of
high-risk areas.
18 Y X ZWHRDEF & B D
B
* ldentifying areas that meet
the definition.
FERICEET Dl % F5E
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e Japan to present paper on, based on SEFRA
outputs, evaluating relationships between
bycatch risk and SBT fishery.
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meeting. If required, include actions into the ERSWG
work program]
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Objective 1: To reduce the level of impact of seabird bycatch by
SBT fishing operations on seabird populations.

Current Status Next Step
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No. | Action Action by | Timeframe
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*  Characterising the nature of
the risk in each area.
BRI BIT DV A7 OHE
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+ Developing tailored measures
aimed at reducing those risks.
TNV A7 ZERT S 2
L& HAICHRE LB & 3R
ET D,




Objective 2: To ensure the collection of timely, reliable,
representative data to support accurate regular estimations of total
seabird mortality in SBT fisheries and its impact on seabird

populations. Current Status Next Steps
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2A | Define improved protocols for ERSWG ERSWG 17 e The CCSBT’s standard for the reporting of No suggested actions.
reporting and analysing fishing effort (as required) fishing effort was set in 2003. The requirements | FFEOFEZT 720,
data in the context of estimating for Catch and Effort data for the 2004 Data
seabird bycatch and its impacts on Exchange notes “A template showing the
seabird populations, including required information was provided in
concerning any implicit assumptions Attachment B of CCSBT-ESC/0309/16”. In
used when raising data. that document for both Aggregated Catch and
Wi S 1R DO HERE R OV R B (AR TR L 5kt effort data and Shot by Shot data, it is noted
T2 DFEDOINNG . ST & that (item 1 of the notes) “This information
T — X O R OMRATIC BT 2 it & should be recorded for all commercial fishing
ni-7a khany (F—Zo5 XL that targeted SBT, or that caught SBT while
WCHWIEREBRORMHRICBET 5 2 & 25 targeting other species”.
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2B | Report and disseminate annually CCSBT Annually o All Members except Indonesia provided Suggested Action: ERSWG 16 determines if any
numbers of incidentally caught Members, ERSWG Data Exchange in 2025. revision to the current ERSWG Data Exchange

seabirds by species according to Secretariat 2025 BT, A v RRU T HBRSATo A | requirements is required. If required, include actions




Objective 2: To ensure the collection of timely, reliable,

representative data to support accurate regular estimations of total

seabird mortality in SBT fisheries and its impact on seabird
populations.

Current Status Next Steps
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No. | Action Action by | No.
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agreed reporting standards, total and UN—3 ERSWG 7 — & A4l L7z, into the ERSWG work program]
observed effort, and mitigation use, e Secretariat has submitted paper to ERSWG 16 | [{TEI{2% : ERSWG 16 [, Jlf70D ERSWG 7 — 4 %
according to agreed formats and strata. summarising EDE. BN EINOEER BN E S a2 T %, W
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2C | Explore options for the use of ERSWG, Ongoing e EC 30 adopted the High Level EM/S Guiding Suggested Action: Members to share information to
electronic monitoring systems by: CC, SC, Principles for CCSBT. enhance the availability of seabird information
UTFicky, BFE=%V> 27325 | ACAP, other EC30(%., CCSBTICKIF2E - E=4 17/ | through the use of EM.
LAOFHICET 47> a o &2HIET | tuna RFMOs AT NMIT DA LU R ERIR LT, ITENMRES « A N—%, EM ORI %18 U Tl 5

Do

a. Including seabirds (and other
ERS) in discussions and the
development of electronic
monitoring systems.
BArE=HY T VAT AOWKR
FOBFEO IR SE (RO
ERS) #&® 2.

b. Considering electronic monitoring
systems that contribute to, among
other  things, the effective
monitoring of the implementation
of seabird mitigation measures,

e Two Members currently utilising EM. Other
Members have engaged in workshops as part of
the Seabird Project.
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https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/default/files/userfiles/file/docs_english/operational_resolutions/HighLevel_EM-S_Guiding_Principles.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/default/files/userfiles/file/docs_english/operational_resolutions/HighLevel_EM-S_Guiding_Principles.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/default/files/userfiles/file/docs_japanese/operational_resolutions/jp_HighLevel_EM-S_Guiding_Principles.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/sites/default/files/userfiles/file/docs_japanese/operational_resolutions/jp_HighLevel_EM-S_Guiding_Principles.pdf

Objective 2: To ensure the collection of timely, reliable,

representative data to support accurate regular estimations of total

seabird mortality in SBT fisheries and its impact on seabird

populations. Current Status Next Steps
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No. | Action Action by | No.
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and seabird interaction levels,

throughout SBT fisheries.

R TR SRR T & D2 R 72

F=H Y 7RO SBT EARKIC

BT DR & O EAEH ORI

BT 2 L5 REFE=FI 7
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2D | Explore methodologies and techniques | CCSBT Ongoing e Secretariat not aware of activities in this area Suggested Action:

for estimating seabird mortalities in a Members other than those related to EM. ITEMER

timely and reliable manner, based on FTHERIE, AOBFIZBWTEmINIZEM LS | ¢ ERSWG 16 determines if any revision and/or

best available information and DITENVZ 7 LTV, addition to the current ERSWG Data Exchange

technologies, and not limited to requirements is required. If required, include
observers and electronic monitoring. actions into the ERSWG work program

AT P N=REFE =2V VTR ERSWG 16 (&, Bif70 ERSWG 7 — % R ZHF(Z

o FUR TR REOHER TSI 015 OIS RO SUTIEIAS LB E 5 5% )

o, WROEETE 2B Tl Wrd %, HEIZS LT, @b T8 4 ERSWG 1E

B CEEHE T 272D DFIER O ¥FEICED D,

HEERET D, e ERSWSG to discuss alternative methods or
techniques for estimating mortalities (if
available)

ERSWG 1L, (FIHFIREZR GG SETEOHEE
WZRE 2 R 2 FIESUTFE AR 5,
2E Agree on the CCSBT standard ERSWG ERSWG 16 e The development of genetic methods to identify | Suggested Action: ERSWG 16 to review documents

protocols for collecting feather
samples and photographing dead

bycaught seabirds using feather samples is
complete and published.

submitted.
1TERESR : ERSWG 16 1%, g hizEE L B2 —




Objective 2: To ensure the collection of timely, reliable,
representative data to support accurate regular estimations of total
seabird mortality in SBT fisheries and its impact on seabird
populations.

Current Status Next Steps
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No. | Action Action by | No.
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bycaught seabirds, based on ACAP IR SN T EOMEPIRY > TV EHNT | TH5FETH D,

guidance. MET 5 7= O OBBHFEOMRILSE T L OA

ACAP D A X v A THo% | RIEIC
K VFRTE LTI EOP Y T DI
R ONEEMREITHH %D CCSBT D
YRR 7 e h 2 LA ET 5,
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e Australia submitted paper CCSBT-
ERS/2603/14 on Protocols for collecting
feather samples from dead bycaught seabirds
for genetic analysis and photographing dead
bycaught seabirds
A=A 7V T7IE, BEICE VT LIS
FDBURHIFRAT D 7 D DFURY > 7 L DI
MOBERE O 1 b 2 T %
CCSBT-ERS/2603/14 % #&Hi L 7=,

CCSBT
Members

At each
ERSWG

2F Review observer coverage of each
stratum and fishing fleet to identify
gaps and where additional coverage is
needed concerning seabird bycatch.
WS OIRMEIZEAS 2% v » 7 K USEM
HIZREREN L LRy A R ET D T2
B, KB LR OMHOA 7 — —%
NW=E L Ea—T5,

¢ Information on observer coverage and seabird
bycatch presented to CC every year (latest:
CCSBT-CC/2510/05(Rev.2)).
F TP =R =R S — R R OV SRS BT 5 1%
Wi CCloxt L THFERI SN TND (i
|3 CCSBT-CC/2510/05(Rev.2))

¢ Review diagnostics of spatial fit of the

collaborative risk assessment at ERSWG 15 to
assess whether these are suitable to identify gaps
and where additional coverage is needed to more
accurately estimate risk.
ERSWG 15 {23V THA TR Y A 27 FHli D Z2IRY 72 24 C
EEV IO RE L Ea—L, KV IEE
WV AT ZHET DI INLNE v v TORE
K ONBINEY7R 7 N —FBRNBE L Ip D EFT A e 5
DI E 5 D EFHIT 5,

o Increase observer coverage: At the current level of
10% coverage, it is not possible to do this action.
FTYP === L0 LIED  BATO 10%
A N—=FOKHEL, Z OTEIFEEIIE A FTRETH
5,

[Suggested Action: ERSWG 15 reviews diagnostics



https://www.ccsbt.org/system/files/2025-09/CC20_05_AnnualReportOnMembersERSPerformance_Rev2.pdf
https://www.ccsbt.org/system/files/2025-09/jp_CC20_05_AnnualReportOnMembersERSPerformance_rev2.pdf

Objective 2: To ensure the collection of timely, reliable,
representative data to support accurate regular estimations of total
seabird mortality in SBT fisheries and its impact on seabird

populations. Current Status Next Steps
A#Z2 : SBT IfEICH T MRS OMIE T KL OV S EREE | e KD T 7
X D B O IEMENDOEM 2 HEEICE T 272, WK | Action Action by
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T 5
No. | Action Action by | No.
&5 | 178 X F5
of spatial fit of the collaborative risk assessment
(SEFRA) to assess whether these are suitable to
identify gaps and where additional coverage is
needed to more accurately estimate risk]
[TEMEZE | ERSWG 151, A1Rl U A 7 3l Z2 R
RETITEV IO EZ L E2—1L, Zh
HIRF v T ERFFET DO E S, FIl2 kD
Eff78 Y A 7 ZHEE T 5 72 DI 72 77 7N — i 23
WEENE D D EFHIT 5, ]
2G Update guidance for observers to ERSWG ERSWG 16 e SOPS was revised in 2022 to accommodate use | No suggested actions.
include electronic monitoring seabird of EM. Guidance for observers typically RrB DIRFEITT2 0,
related task priorities including how to developed by a Member’s relevant domestic
allocate time appropriately, agency.
recognising the multiple tasks EM OFIFHIZxHLS %~ < 2022 412 SOPS 23k
undertaken, where applicable. STEN, AT TN TBHA KT A
BEOMEBERH D Z & &Rk L0, E, BAUAN—ENOBEYFIZ LV RES
VBTG CTED XL D I R 2 T3,
B Y CHNEED, HEEEEOESE o ACAP has developed guidelines on EM based
DERFEICETT=X ) VT E2ED data collection.
DA T —=N"=IT DA X ACAP /%, EM X—2D7 — X INEIZBHT 24
RET v I T— T 5, A RTAVEREL,
2H | Review procedures and protocols to ERSWG, 2024 and o The CCSBT Seabird Project developed training | No suggested actions.
facilitate improved reporting of seabird | CC, BirdLife | 2025, after for observers and compliance officers, provided | FFEDIRZE (T2,
interactions to species level by: International | that every 5 training for domestic trainers, and collaborated
IFIZEY, L)L TolSHAEE years with Members to deliver those trainings
M oOWE DY EERLET S 72D D Ffi CCSBTIER T r Y =2 MIBWT, A7 HF =X
TkOFu balElLEa—15, — K ONESTFHY BT OWHE, BN L—J—
a. Consistent reporting of seabird M OFHEZ £ L, £72Z 5 LIcAHEDEE




Objective 2: To ensure the collection of timely, reliable,
representative data to support accurate regular estimations of total
seabird mortality in SBT fisheries and its impact on seabird

populations. Current Status Next Steps
HEZ2 . SBT IR T DS O OV SR ARE | a7 KD T 7
X D B O IEMENDOEM 2 HEEICE T 272, WK | Action Action by
BCEEERDH Y. »OREEDH LT — X OIE TR | 1T8 TG
T 5
No. | Action Action by | No.
FE | 178 X &5
interactions across SBT fishing W T A U N— LR L 77,
fleets.
SBT B — B D H 5
M SR AR O®E
b. Removing any ambiguity about
species groupings.
DTN —TAZ DB BRSO
HEBR
21 Consider options for the use of fishing | ERSWG, ERSWG 16 e CC 18 report para 26: [Suggested Action: Revisit this point at ERSWG 16
vessel loghook records of seabird CC, ACAP, CCLBMEFENT/T726: taking account of developments in WCPFC, IOTC
interactions by examining the potential | other tuna » The Australian data in CC18-05, and/or ICCAT]
for logbook records to supplement RFMOs Attachment 2, Table 1 reflect these [TE#EZE - WCPFC, 10TC &KUY/ XX ICCAT T

other seabird interaction information
sources, where appropriate.

WX e Aid e 77y 7 GRS
HAERNZ NI D MDY — A Z 458
TOMRMEERET D22 &Ik 1
FHEAERIC DM 0oe 77y o
FERETERAT 2720047 a v ER
%,

obligations and based on logbook data, the
proportion of sets deployed at night.
I#E CCSBT-CC/2310/05 DRI#k 2—F 11C
BIFLZA—ARNTZ I TOT—XX, Zhb
DEBR O T T v 7T —=2IHESNTE
D, HHICEREIMTOIBEEZ R L TW
5

» Japan using logbook data to report ERS
interactions significantly changes the
current reporting system in CCSBT and
would need to be further examined in
CCSBT.
AAow s>y s 5—4% M- ERSHHA
YEF o5 1 CCSBT IZ81) 2 HITO#

JBAESE 2. ZDEIZOVWT ERSWG 16 1238V T
a5, ]




Objective 2: To ensure the collection of timely, reliable,
representative data to support accurate regular estimations of total
seabird mortality in SBT fisheries and its impact on seabird
populations.

A2 : SBT IEIC R T DS D FE T HUK% ONiE Ry B A7
(ZXIT 2 B DM O EM R HEEIZE T D72, iy
B TREERH VD . DORKMED D DT — F DILEE Z fefk
ERAE

No. | Action Action by | No.
&5 | 178 X F5

Current Status
LK

Action

178

Next Steps
kDX T > 7
Action by

K INE

VAT D EKRIBICERTLHHDTHY
CCSBTIZBW T EHITHET HLEN D
Do




Objective 3: To develop and refine, in collaboration with industry
and ACAP, practical, cost-effective and safe seabird bycatch

mitigation technologies and techniques. Current Status Next Steps
A1Z3 : ERKLOACAP L)1 L. FERMTERARDENRE | e KDR T v 7
<. DOLERIRMHBIBERENO T OB R O EZ BT K | Action Action by
OHRET 5%, 178 oIS 3
No. | Action Action by | No.
&5 | 178 S &5
3A | Encourage CCSBT Members to CCSBT Ongoing e Members have been conducting independent [Suggested Action: Members continue (or increase
undertake and support research and Members research in this area and reporting progress to | when necessary) their effort to this action]
development to refine practical, cost- CCSBT when appropriate. HTEHRSE : A =3, AMTEFHICEET L Th
effective and safe seabird bycatch AN IARGEFICOWTIM B ICHEEZFEM | O Z Ak CUILEIS U Tik) §2, ]
mitigation technologies and LTHH, CCSBTIZxt L THTIRZ A IS
techniques. THEHRARE L TS,
CCSBT A v /\—Zkf L, EHHTHEH o ACAP regularly updates its best practice
KEZNER D38 < 2270 g B IR A AR Fn B AfT advice for pelagic longlines.
KOHIEE B35S 5720 O E LU ACAP (17 Z XA MBIREICBT 22 M7 F
PR e 2 FEhii e OS2 iE 9 & 5 BEh 7T 4 AWE & EHICEH LT D,
Do o ACAP also actively supporting bycatch
mitigation development through their Small
Grants programme
F£72 ACAP I, /MBI B 7' 7T L &
U CIRMERE R R E 0O B 38 & B AIC 3288 L T
W5,
e Australia may speak to research into line
weighting (including health and safety issues)
at ERSWG 16.
F—A ~Z YT L, ERSWG 16 |28\ CHhiHE
PRIz B 290 R B OB K V24 k-
OBEEEZT) ITOWTHRET D A[REMEN &
%o
3B | Advocate for strengthened seabird CCSBT Ongoing e Secretariat not privy to advocacy of Members | [Suggested Action: Members continue (or increase
CMMs relevant to SBT fisheries Members at other RFMOs. when necessary) their effort to this action]

within tuna RFMOs, where
appropriate, taking account of, among
other things, the best practice advice
provided by ACAP.

BIZACAPIZE DA NI T I T 4 A

FHRIE. D RFMO IZH T A W 8— 73
B L CWANEIZOWTHEE L TV,

e Update to Seabird CMM at WCPFC.
WCPFC (281} 2S5 CMM O 7 » 77— |

HTEHRE « A =3, AMTEFHICHEES 5 Th
TNOEHZ Mk CUTLETIGS U Tik) 35, 1




Objective 3: To develop and refine, in collaboration with industry
and ACAP, practical, cost-effective and safe seabird bycatch
mitigation technologies and techniques.

HEE3 : ERKOACAP L1570 L. FEHIR CH X R &
<\ MORETNEIRIER O 7= OHT & OB 5 % B3 &
UOWERT %,

No. | Action Action by | No.
&5 | 178 XS i

Current Status
2R

Action

1THE)

Next Steps
kDX T > 7
Action by

X ISE

PEEEEZ, LEIZSECT, <A
$85 RFMO 1 ¢ SBT a2 B4 5
5 CMM Z88{b§ 2% £ 5T 5,

e United States leading work in 2026 to review
WCPFC sea turtle measure.
KENX, WCPFC @ ) AR OfFE A L B2 —1
L7200 2026 FEONFHEE Y — RT 5,
Ongoing discussions at IOTC relating to the
use of wire traces.
IOTCIZBIT DT A ¥ — VU —X—Dff T
2 Mt O fk e
¢ Representatives from I0TC and WCPFC to
attend ERSWG 16.
I0TC K TN WCPFC D& 7% ERSWG 16 (2%
T

3C | Regularly monitor and identify ERSWG At each
changes in the spatial overlap of ERSWG
fishing effort for SBT and the
distribution of seabird species,
particularly threatened albatross and
petrel species, and inform the relevant
fisheries across tuna RFMOs.

SBT (ZBI¥ 2 i /) Ll ¥ (R
MR OB L TV D HIE S L0l
BROBTRELVEE) & OZEHMEYR
DAL Z EWPNCER L O E L., F
<A RFMO BEWTEIIZ B3 2 IR EIC
& LIt 2175,

The SEFRA assessment acts as the baseline
for identifying critical overlap regions
between SBT fishery and protected seabird
species.

SEFRAIZ X % RFlfifs Rid, SBT ik & frakife
TR L OROERE R ZEHMMEGE L RET 57
HOR—AT A & LTHIET 5,

ACAP and BirdL.ife species distribution maps
updated.

ACAP K UVN— KT A 7 OFESA~ » T3
HEni,

[Suggested Action: To be discussed as part of
SEFRA review during ERSWG 16. Members to also
present output of SEFRA at other RFMOs]

[FTENHEZ : ERSWG 16 (25517 5 SEFRA O o L B
2—D—B & UTRFITE, Tl A 03—, ftho
RFMO |28\ T SEFRA OFE R &£ 5, ]

3D | Assess the cumulative impacts of ERSWG At each
fishing for SBT on seabirds, ERSWG
particularly threatened albatross and
petrel species, across tuna RFMOs
including developing methods for

Secretariat not aware of any activities in this
area, except for the ongoing SEFRA
initiative.

FHERIL, EhithD SEFRA A =277 4 7%
BrE . AROBIZRWCHEM ST & 7K

[Suggested Action: ERSWG 16 reviews next steps as
part of discussion on SEFRA outputs and reflect
required activities into the ERSWG work program,
including a specific direction to Technical ERSWG.]
[TENES : ERSWG 16 1%, SEFRA O RIZEIT 540




Objective 3: To develop and refine, in collaboration with industry
and ACAP, practical, cost-effective and safe seabird bycatch

mitigation technologies and techniques. Current Status Next Steps
A#E3 : EFR KL OACAP L 1L, FERTEHXIEDR S | 2 KD T 7
<\ ORI SIREEM O T D OFM K O EZBIR &L | Action Action by
CHERET %, 178 i
No. | Action Action by | No.
w5 | 478 xt5# 5
extrapolating seabird bycatch levels LT euy, MO E LTROAT v T fiml L, LERTH %
and seabird bycatch rates to identify e New Zealand project on multiple threat ERSWG 1EZEFHFIZ S~ %, ]
total mortalities and total mortality impacts to the Antipodean Albatross
rates. T T ART AT RY RUICRT 585 OE
¥ < A¥EHRFMO BRI, WERJE. FF WO =2 —Y—F L FOTr Y
ICHEIROFEREICHA L TV D HIEH LY =7 k
AR OB E LD ISR 5 BARER
7% SBT i DB a i+ 25 (AT
B O R ERFET D 72D
1RIE D KUE K O RS IR R 2 SMFT 2
FIEOREEET)
3E | Consider the development of protocols | ERSWG, ERSWG 16 o Secretariat not aware of any activities in this [Suggested Action: ERSWG 16 reviews papers
on potential management responses to | BirdLife area. submitted by Japan and New Zealand and, if
high seabird bycatch events. International, EHHRL, ASBHICBWTER SN -1TEIZ | required, reflect specific activity (including a leading
MBS OIRENSHEE LA 0% | ACAP I LT, Member) into the ERSWG work program for further

LoRISIZET2 7 FaLOREE
Etd 5,

development]

UTEh#EZE : ERSWG 16 IFH AL V=2 —Y—F K
MHHENZXHEE L Ea—L, BEIISLT, &
572 5 RWEZINT 7o BRI 72 T F I (V) — R9 5 2
VOS—DRFERETe) 5w ERSWG VEZFHEIC KM
%o ]




Objective 4: To develop and refine compliance approaches to
ensure fleet-wide compliance with seabird bycatch mitigation
measures required while conducting fishing for SBT.

Current Status

Next Steps

No. | Action Action by | Timeframe

4A | Collate information from compliance | CCSBT Annually » Reported to CC every year [Suggested Action: Continue ERSWG Data
programs of CCSBT Members on Members, CCIiZxt L THAFRE SN TV D, Exchange regime and reporting to CC by the
implementation of seabird bycatch Secretariat Secretariat. Clearly note requests from ERSWG to

mitigation measures in SBT fisheries
on a fleet-by-fleet basis.

SBT 32123317 5 i IR SEREFNHE 1B D
FRRBUIZBI LT, CCSBT O#SF~7 1
A NIEY YoV Wikl & T TRk Al

CC in the meeting report, if required]

UTENMEZS : ERSWG 7 — & S O A K OV S o)
IZ& D CC~DHEZMET 5, LEITIL LT,
ERSWG 725 CCIZxid 2 Eif 4 X a i ZE IR
%o 1

BT D,

4B | Review procedures and methods to Members for | 2024 and 2025 o Compliance of Measures is assessed by CC [Suggested Action: Members to review the
improve compliance by SBT fishing aand b. foraand b. CC every year Secretariat’s paper CCSBT-ERS/2603/08 and discuss
operators with seabird CMMs and CCforcand | 19 forcandd FEE OBESPIRPLE CCIZ L B4R S T how to improve compliance with measures including
reporting requirements concerning d based on W3, through the use of targeted activities undertaken as
seabird interactions by: specific o Implementation of ERS related measures part of the Capacity Building Workplan.

PATIC LY, SBT#EA L —&—IZ | requests by
K215 CMM DT Xk VM AANE | ERSWG 15
IR 2 s B DT 2 T 2
TeODFHEROFEEL L E2—F
B
a. Reviewing existing procedures and
methods, including for in-port and
transhipment at-sea inspections,
and when other monitoring and
surveillance technologies and
techniques are used.
BEFEDFfi & K OFiE (BHEDT
iR EZEe) | ROMho
F=F U T RO Y Bl RO
BEDPHOWON DRI AE L E 2 —
T 5,
b. Considering implementation,
where appropriate, of additional

reported to CC every year
ERS BEELAE O R PLIT, CCITxt L THF
WE SN TS,

e The revised CCSBT Compliance Plan and
CPG3 (Corrective Action Policy) were
considered at CC19 and EC31 in 2024
27T CCSBT j&~Tt i J UF CPG3 (J& IEFSEBL
) 1% 2024 420> CC 19 KL TREC 3112V TH
iz,

e The Seabird Project is of relevance to points a
and b.

WME7ny =2 MIFHa KO bIZBHRLT
W5,

ATEHMRE : A LN — 355 5 3CE CCSBT-
ERS/2603/08 % L b = — L, ED M2 W EST DT
B (Xx U7 4 - BT 4 U TEEHEOBRE L
TEE SN DR ER > -G8 %2 U7z & ie)
ZDN TR 5. ]




Objective 4: To develop and refine compliance approaches to
ensure fleet-wide compliance with seabird bycatch mitigation
measures required while conducting fishing for SBT.

No.

Action

Action by

Timeframe

Current Status

Next Steps

monitoring and surveillance
technologies and techniques.
WY R BIRRE=2Y
> 7 R OVEU V) Bl K L D E
ANEBET %,

¢. Considering options for
management responses concerning
non-compliance.
FERTITBE T 2 B B R DRSO A
Tva v ERET %,

d.

Considering the development
of options to enable,
particularly for high seas SBT
fishing fleets, the timely
reporting of non-compliance
events.

Frlo At SBT i HIC B L
T, FEBESTFR DR 72
HEARRL T DODF T

a Y DREEBRT D,

4C

Review data collection forms and
procedures across tuna RFMOs
regarding compliance with seabird
CMM s by longline fishing operators
and develop harmonised format to

communicate and advocate across tuna

RFMOs.

L2 RS DAL — & —I1Z L AR
CMM O#ESFIZEI LT, £< A%
RFMO AW 7 — & YL EE DER L OF

Fhxzl ta—L, %< A%HRFMO

RABTHISARE B OMRIE 3 2 72 D OFHN

CC

ERSWG 17 (if
required), after
that every 4
years

e  Secretariat’s paper CCSBT-ERS/2603/08
includes analysis by IMCS Network on
Seabird Mitigation Measures reporting
requirements across tuna RFMOs.
$5%5 J7) 3L CCSBT-ERS/2603/08 (233 T,
F < AJH RFMO FEWTHY 70 1 TR 862 F e
OMEFEMITET D IMCS k> hT—7 |2
LD DFER AR LT,

[Suggested Action: ERSWG 16 review the
Secretariat’s paper and discuss whether any actions
should be included into the ERSWG work program.]
ATENRZE : ERSWG 16 (3 F /R LEL L E2— 1L,
il & D TE 22 ERSWG {ERERTHICE O D NENE D
YARY DR e BT




Objective 4: To develop and refine compliance approaches to
ensure fleet-wide compliance with seabird bycatch mitigation
measures required while conducting fishing for SBT.

Current Status

No.

Action

Action by

Timeframe

Next Steps

SNFE7x—~v FERET D,




Objective 5: To enhance education and outreach programs
highlighting the importance of mitigating seabird interactions while
fishing, and advocating effective implementation of mitigation
measures.

No.

Action

Action by

Timeframe

Current Status

Next Steps

5A

Share documents, formats and
procedures for observer and electronic
monitoring, seabird bycatch data
collection through a centralised portal,
e.g. the Bycatch Mitigation
Information System hosted by the
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission.

—fb SN R —2 v (Bl ZIXHVEER
KFEESAEEERNARA T DIR
BEREFEH AT 5 (BMIS) ) ## L
T ATY—="— EFE=FV T
T O 1R 8T — 2 AR 2B % 3¢
E Ir—~y NROFRE 2T
%,

Secretariat,
BMIS

Ongoing

e Done after ERSWG 15.
ERSWG 15 #1258

No suggested actions.
KB DIERITTR 0,

5B

Pursue collaboration across tuna
RFMOs in capacity building in seabird
bycatch monitoring and analyses.
WSRO T =41 v 7 R OMRHTIZ
THXF Y RUT 4 - EAT 4 TITD
W, & < A% RFMO RS 72 1 71 %
BRT 5,

CCSBT
Members,
Secretariat

Ongoing

¢ No specific actions undertaken as joint
capacity building with other tuna RFMOs.
D & < AR RFMO & OAFF ¥ /30T o
ELT ¢ 7 e UTCER S AL B O TEN S
AN

[Suggested Action: ERSWG 16 reviews next steps as
part of discussion on SEFRA outputs and reflect
required activities into the ERSWG work program]
[{TENTE4S : ERSWG 16 1%, SEFRA OfEFRICET 23
MmO —H & LCTIRD AT v T hfat L, B THE %
ERSWG {FEHEFHENI ST 5, ]

5C

Explore options (if data are available)
for the establishment of a reference
DNA database for seabird species
bycaught during fishing for SBT
across tuna RFMOs.

F < A RFMO #lTHIZ, SBT ikl
BOWTRESNEREDY 77 L
A DNA T — X _X—Z DR DT D
F 7 ay (F—Z BRI TRE e
&) BRI D,

CCSBT
Members,
ACAP,
Seabird
Experts

At Technical
ERSWG in
2025 (if
required)

o Secretariat not aware of any activities in this
area.
FHRIL, ROBIZRBWTER S LT H 5
DATEYZFREN L TV Ly,

No suggested action.
FeBe DIEZR T2,

5D

Support the establishment of a
reference photographic database

CCSBT
Members,

Within 2 years

o Members agreed at ERSWG 15 that this
option would not be further pursued.

No suggested action.
R DIERITIR,




Objective 5: To enhance education and outreach programs Current Status Next Steps
highlighting the importance of mitigating seabird interactions while
fishing, and advocating effective implementation of mitigation

measures.

No. | Action Action by | Timeframe
through a centralised portal, e.g. the BMIS, AL N—|E, ERSWG 15 2B\ TZ DA T
Bycatch Mitigation Information Seabird 2 DI BRHIBRIATORNWI LIZEEL
System (BMIS) hosted by the Western | Experts e

and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission, for seabird species
bycaught during fishing for SBT
across tuna RFMOs. This may include
involving volunteer networks and
seabird specialists.

F < A5 RFMO HlTHIIZ, SBT i%EIC
BWTRES MBSO T, —
gl ENTeR = (B IXHFE S E
SAHEERENFA NI 5IREREME
AT (BMIS) ) Z#@LY 77
LU ABET — X N— A DRI R AR

T %

5E | Translate ACAP's seabird species Common ERSWG 15 e Done by ACAP No suggested action.
identification guide into key languages | Ocean Project ACAPIZ LV SET FeBe DFEZRIT 720,
(e.g. French, Indonesian, Korean, 11, ACAP

Spanish, and Taiwanese) and
disseminate together with the other
languages (e.g. English Japanese).
ACAP D STEFEN A R & EHES5E

BIZIET7 T RFE. A ¥ RRTT
PE. HEERE. RS VREROVEIERE
WCHRR L, oo SeENN—Ta v (Filz
IXEGEE. HAGE) LEbhE Tl
B




