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Purpose HH

To consider implementation issues in relation to the CCSBT Strategic Plan.
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Introduction FEE&

An updated CCSBT Strategic Plan was adopted by the Annual Meeting of the Extended
Commission (EC) during October 2015. The Strategic Plan contains a five-year Action Plan
that specifies when the different strategies (action items) of the Strategic Plan should be
implemented. Most of the action items are being dealt with in various meetings of the
CCSBT. This paper considers five action items specified for 2018 (or for 2019 that require an
initial discussion at CCSBT 25) that are not considered elsewhere in these meetings.
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(1) a) Review Convention text (if Member/s propose such neqgotiations) and, where
appropriate, incorporate modern fisheries management principles and/or standards
through decisions of the Commission e.g. in reviewing Management Procedure; measures

to manage ERS (noting the latter option may be more efficient) (medium priority in the Strategic
Plan, scheduled for 2018-2019)
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b) Develop mechanisms for extending full CCSBT Membership to Fishing Entities and
REIOS (medium priority in the Strategic Plan, scheduled for 2018-2019)
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Items “a” and “b” above are from two different areas of the Strategic Plan. Item “a” is from
section 7.3 in relation to modern fisheries management principles and/or standards, while



item “b” is from section 11.1 to ensure that all States, Regional Economic Integration
Organisations and fishing entities catching SBT are incorporated in the Commission and
engaged in the cooperative management of SBT.
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Aspects of items “a” and “b” were discussed together at CCSBT 24 as both potentially
involve a review of the CCSBT’s Convention. Consequently, both items are presented
together in this paper.
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Background &

Past Performance Reviews of the CCSBT have made comments or recommendations in
relation to whether to amend the CCSBT Convention to incorporate modern standards for
fisheries management, including:
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o “UNFSA provides the minimum standards which RFMOs should meet. While the Convention
was adopted pre-UNFSA, to ensure it is performing effectively, the CCSBT should satisfy
those UNFSA standards. The parties to the Convention could review the Convention and
modernise it to UNFSA standards. While this could be a worthwhile exercise, the same
outcomes could be achieved more efficiently through means such as development of a CCSBT
strategic plan plus a management plan adopting and implementing these minimum
standards.”™
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e The CCSBT should “take a hard look at its Convention, compare it to more modern
instruments, and seriously consider the need to amend or renegotiate it. If the CCSBT
concludes that the time is not ripe to undertake such an initiative, it should nevertheless be
possible to incorporate many of the modern standards for fisheries management into the work
of the Commission in other ways, including through the adoption of additional conservation
and management measures and updated Management Procedure.”?;
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1 Report of the Performance Review Working Group (2008). /X7 4 —< > A « L B o —{EEH R EE (2008 4F)
2 Report of the Independent Expert on the CCSBT’s 2008 Performance Review (2008). 2008 4= CCSBT /X7 #—~ >
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e “The CCSBT should formally consider the need to align its Convention to the UNFSA
principles and standards. A gap analysis could be an easy first step based on which a decision
to proceed with a formal revision or through Strategic and management planning could be
explicitly made.”®
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At CCSBT 20, the Commission approved amendments to its Resolution to Establish an
Extended Commission and an Extended Scientific Committee, to allow the European Union
to become a Member of the Extended Commission. The paper submitted by the Secretariat
(CCSBT-EC/1310/13) to CCSBT 20 noted that:
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“The majority view of CCSBT Members seems to be that modification of the Extended
Commission Resolution is the more prudent mechanism to pursue at the present time. This is due
to practical considerations such as the amount of effort involved and the lengthy administrative
approval process associated with amending the Convention when compared with other priorities
of the CCSBT. Nevertheless, amending the Convention would remain an option for the future,
possibly as part of a wider review of the CCSBT.”
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Paragraphs 89 to 92 of the CCSBT 23 report summarised a brief round table discussion on the
Convention that was held during CCSBT 23. These paragraphs are repeated below:
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89. The European Union advised that it wished to seek Members’ views regarding the possibility

to allow REIOs to become full Members of the CCSBT, and to provide feedback on the

possibility of reviewing and amending the CCSBT Convention if necessary to allow full
membership to the EU.
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8 Performance of the CCSBT 2009-2013: Independent Review (2014). 2009 —2013 4= CCSBT /X7 # —~ » AL L &
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90. Taiwan pointed out that the Action Plan of CCSBT'’s Strategic Plan includes an action item
to Develop mechanisms for extending full CCSBT Membership to Fishing Entities and
REIOs (refer to 11.1(i)), and that this work is scheduled to be considered between 2018 and
2019. It continued that the Convention could remain without revising it if all Members
believe that the EC functions well.
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91. Members did not support commencing the process of reviewing the Convention currently due

to lack of necessity and other work priorities, however, some Members noted that they might
be in a position to consider the European Union’s proposal in the future.
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92. The European Union indicated that this is an important matter for it because it is
representing EU Member States and this is the practise of other RFMO'’s and the European

Union may initiate some bilateral communications intersessionally to discuss this matter
further.
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From the discussion at CCSBT 23, it appeared that work on amending the Convention was
not of a sufficiently high priority for most Members to review the Convention in the
timeframe specified by the Strategic Plan, which was during 2018 and 2019.
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At CCSBT 24, Members discussed the desirability of modernising the Convention including
issues related to Membership, and some Members expressed concern about potentially
deferring further discussion until the next review of CCSBT’s Strategic Plan.

It was agreed that this item should be discussed at CCSBT 25 in the agenda item on the
Strategic Plan.
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Issues for consideration:
FRETERRE :

The EC might wish to consider:
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e  Whether or not the CCSBT’s Convention should be amended to include modern
fisheries management principles and/or standards. This could include discussion of
alternative approaches for ensuring that modern principles of fisheries management
are incorporated into the decisions of the CCSBT, such as implementing requirements
through the CCSBT’s Rules of Procedure* and incorporating any necessary strategies
within the CCSBT’s Strategic Plan.
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e  Whether or not the CCSBT’s Convention should be amended to allow Fishing Entities
and Regional Economic Integration Organisations to accede to the Convention.
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e If there is a view that the Convention should be amended, then discuss:
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o an appropriate timeframe for revising the Convention, noting that this task is
likely to take several years; and
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o An appropriate process to follow for revising the Convention.
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(2) Task the SC with incorporating modern fisheries management principles and/or standards
that have not yet been included in its work (medium priority in the Strategic Plan, scheduled for 2018-2019)
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This strategy is from Goal 7.3 of the Strategic Plan, which is that: “Modern fisheries
management principles and/or standards (e.g. precautionary approach, ecosystem-based
management, best scientific information available) are incorporated into the Convention and, where
appropriate, in the Commission’s decisions”
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4 For example, the CCSBT’s Rules of Procedure require that “The Scientific Committee shall incorporate advice consistent
with the precautionary approach in its advice to the Commission.” ] 21X, CCSBT Fhe#illiL TBIZEFEXIE, TR
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The Extended Scientific Committee (ESC) is already required to incorporate advice consistent
with the precautionary approach in its advice to the Extended Commission (EC)*. The ESC
also incorporates the best scientific information available in its advice to the EC, some of
which is from cutting edge science such as close-kin genetic analysis and gene tagging.
Furthermore, the ESC’s work on management strategy evaluation and management procedure
development/implementation is leading the world in an area that is now considered extremely
important in modern fisheries management. Consequently, it does not seem necessary to task
the ESC with any further fisheries management principles and/or standards in relation to its
work with southern bluefin tuna.
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Nevertheless, the ESC has not incorporated ecosystems-based fisheries management
principles into its advice. The Ecologically Related Species Working Group (ERSWG) is
currently the subsidiary body within the CCSBT that provides advice on ecosystems-based
matters. However, progress by the ERSWG has been hampered by differing views amongst
Members as to the priority of different aspects of its work and appropriate management action
to take in relation to ERS matters.
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At CCSBT 25, the EC is scheduled to be discussing important matters in relation to
Ecologically Related Species (ERS), including the CCSBT’s vision in relation to ERS, a
possible way of implementing binding ERS measures for the CCSBT, and the Terms of
Reference for the ERSWG. These discussions would seem to be a necessary first step before
tasking the SC and/or ERSWG with incorporating specific ecosystems-based fisheries
management principles into its/their advice. However, some Members may have proposals to
suggest that are not dependent on the outcomes of these discussions.
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(3) Formalise the ongoing role of the Strategy and Fisheries Management Working Group
(SFMWG), including to ensure modern fisheries management standards are incorporated into
the Commission’s decision making. (medium priority in the Strategic Plan, scheduled for 2018-2019)
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o Clearly define the on-going role of the SFMWG, its name, terms of reference and its

chairing arrangements as part of the review at 7.1(vii)
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o Include provision in the terms of reference for the SFMWG for incorporating modern
fisheries management standards into its advice to the Commission
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The SFMWG was created at CCSBT 15 (October 2008) to consider management objectives,
a fisheries management plan and stock rebuilding options for the SBT fishery. The
original terms of reference (ToR), developed at CCSBT 15, for the SFMWG is provided at
Attachment A.
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Five SFMWG meetings have been held so far. A brief description of the focus of these

meetings is provided below to indicate how the SFMWG has been utilised over the past

10 years:
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SFMWG 1: The focus of this meeting was the development of a rebuilding strategy and
technical measures for managing the SBT stock. The meeting also
commenced discussion on the first strategic plan and provided some
feedback to the Extended Scientific Committee (ESC) concerning five
alternative constant catch projection options suggested by the ESC.
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SFMWG 2: This meeting further considered the rebuilding strategy for managing the

SBT stock, recommended a strategic plan for adoption by the Extended
Commission (EC), provided advice to the Management Procedure Technical
Working Group and the ESC in relation to development of the Management
Procedure, and considered action plans developed by Members in
accordance with the “Resolution on action plans to ensure compliance with
Conservation and Management Measures”.



SFMWG 3:

SFMWG 4:

SFMWG 5:
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This meeting was cancelled due to the earthquake and tsunami that struck
Japan during March 2011. It had been planned that this meeting would
consider: a Draft compliance plan and compliance policy statements; a
Revised draft CCSBT strategic plan; Issues related to CCSBT’s
confidentiality rules; a Draft resolution for provision of fisheries dependent
data to support scientific assessments; Discussion of a regional observer
program; Matters relating to the management procedure; and Allocation of
the TAC. Due to the cancellation of this SFMWG meeting, some of these
matters were considered at a lengthened Special Meeting of the Extended
Commission later in the same year.
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This meeting focused on funding arrangements for the CCSBT’s Scientific
Research Program, particularly in relation to the Scientific Aerial Survey,
and on the development of a revised CCSBT Strategic Plan. The meeting
also briefly considered the concept of a fisheries management plan for SBT
and possible revised minimum performance requirements for ecologically
related species. Nominations for the new Chair of the Compliance
Committee were considered by this meeting and a preferred candidate was
chosen.
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The most recent SFMWG meeting was focused primarily on providing
advice on the desirable behaviour and specification for the new management
procedure. The meeting also considered CCSBT’s processes with respect to
ecologically related species and whether to develop a fisheries management
plan, whether to review the SBT allocation model for future Members and
whether to review the form and function of the Compliance Committee.
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With a few exceptions, the activities of the SFMWG have been largely within its mandate as
described by its ToR. The exceptions include consideration of funding arrangements for the
CCSBT’s Scientific Research Program, choosing the preferred candidate to Chair the
Compliance Committee, and considering the form and function of the Compliance
Committee.
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A draft revision of the SFMWG’s ToR is provided at Attachment B. In the revised ToR, the
broad purpose of the SFMWG is to provide high level strategic, operational and/or fisheries
management advice consistent with modern standards of international fisheries
management as requested by the Extended Commission. The revision includes some
suggestions that were made for the SFMWG’s ToR at a Heads of Delegation meeting at
CCSBT 21. The ToR has been purposely left broad in scope so that the Extended
Commission can use the SFMWG to provide high level advice in a variety of areas, subject to
the needs of the CCSBT. All past activities of the SFMWG fall within the scope of the
revised ToR.
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All past meetings of the SFMWG have been chaired by the hosting Member. This
arrangement has worked well. However, with the new chairing arrangements for the EC, in
which a Chair can be re-elected in consecutive years and serve for up to 4 years, it seems
more logical for the Chair of the EC, if available, to also Chair the SFWMG. This chairing
arrangement has been proposed in the revised ToR.
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The EC is invited to consider the draft revision of the SFMWG’s ToR at Attachment B and
to make further revisions to this draft as appropriate.
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(4) Investigate ways of providing for the participation and/or cooperation of a wider range of

actors (such as port, market or carrier vessel flag states that do not fish for SBT). (medium
priority in the Strategic Plan, scheduled for 2018-2019)
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The CCSBT has, from time to time, sought the participation and/or cooperation of important
port and market States. These include the USA, Singapore, China and Mauritius. Of these,
the USA and Singapore continue to participate by attending annual meetings of the
Compliance Committee and/or Extended Commission. The USA also actively cooperates
with the CCSBT’s CDS.

CCSBT &, Z£Diix(Z, HEREKROTS L R> TWHEOSME T/ XILH %
RKOTELEZIATHDH, ZNHOEIZIZ, KE, Y IR—L, FEKXOE—Y
VXY ADREEND, TNHDH L KEKRY A R—VT, EITFEESKT X
[IERZEROFREAICHFET LTI EHESML TV D, F7REL,
CCSBT @ CDS {Zxt L THEBAYIC I, /1 L TV 5,

To the Secretariat’s knowledge, the CCSBT has not sought participation or cooperation from
Flag States of carrier vessel. Nevertheless, some carrier vessel Flag States (including include
Belize, Liberia and Sierra Leone) have enquired in the past about becoming a Cooperating
Non-Member (CNM) of the CCSBT to enable their carrier vessels to receive transhipments of
SBT.

FHERDPMBHIRY . CCSBT M EMAROEENC 3 L TSI XTI I Z2Rd7= 2 L1374
VW, O TIEHDLOD, WEICEBWNT, ERIOEEO—E (XY —X UXY
7ROV T T VARE) 1E, ERDOEOER SBT OfE#A %15 2 LN TE
% X 912 CCSBT OB AIHIFEMBAE (CNM) b2 22 L TCEX-223h
%,

At present, carrier vessel Flag States do not require CNM status for their carrier vessels to
participate in SBT transhipments. All that is required is for their vessels to be authorised by
the catching CCSBT Member to receive that Members’ SBT transhipments. However,
greater participation and cooperation by these carrier vessel Flag States could potentially be
obtained by revising CCSBT’s Transhipment Resolution® to require carrier vessels to be
flagged to Members or CNMs of the CCSBT. This would also allow the CCSBT to establish
tighter controls for carrier vessels (such as reporting requirements) if it wished to do so.

B S T, SBT OEEHICSINT 5 72 OIS EMRA OMEE S CNM DML 2155 Z & 1%
KD BTV, A R—DfiAN S SBT Dlnd 252 1T & 5720 OF1L, 4%
SBT % fif 9% CCSBT A L/ \—IZ Ko TEMMMAFF I SNDZLDATHD, L
L7235, B OIEEIL CCSBT D A /X=X CNM TH DB Z 2 H{: LT 5
T CCSBT HA#i i " A WIET 5 Z LT RV, EMOKEEIC L2 S50 5BMED

5 Resolution on Establishing a Program for Transhipment by Large-Scale Fishing Vessels. K% fi D i (263 2 FHE Al
RITBT 2ikE
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The above change to the CCSBT’s Transhipment Resolution, would require that the CCSBT’s
CNM Resolution® be revised to allow States other than those that fish for SBT, or through
whose exclusive economic or fishery zone SBT migrates, to become a CNM’.

CCSBT #iniiig 2 LRl X 5 1B IET 5 1CiE, SBT s L7V, L SBT 3% D
e ORE 5 AR BT ZEK I 2 @i L ClEblE LR WES CNM & 7225 2 &R TE D K
912 CCSBT @ CNM iR * 2 BET 2 BN H 5 7,

Legal advice might be required to determine whether the required modification of the CNM
Resolution is consistent with the Convention for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna.
In particular, does Article 14(1) of the Convention imply that only States and entities whose
fishing vessels harvest SBT or through whose exclusive economic or fishery zone SBT
migrates may become CNMs?

VB L S D CNMIRGEDBIEN 72 F S AIRIEFANTHE L THD 0 E D aH
W 2720 DIEMIIENLELEZ BN D, KT, RKH 14 5 LIHIL, TS SBT
B LTS, UL SBT 23 B [E O HEA AR K I8 i K Ik A i U C [EfEd
HELOEERDOAZDCNMIZR D I ENTEDLEN) =a T U AROI?

If the Extended Commission (EC) decides to revise the Transhipment Resolution and the
CNM Resolution in relation to SBT carrier vessels, it should also consider whether to revise
the CNM Resolution to allow for SBT port States and SBT market States to become CNMs.
The ability to invite port and market States to become CNMs could result in improved
participation and cooperation from those States. Such participation and cooperation would be
necessary if the EC wanted, in the future, to be able to restrict designated SBT ports and/or
SBT export destinations to being those of just CCSBT Members and CNMs.

H LHIEREES (EC) A SBT EMNICBEE L Clsdiiiig & O CNM TR Do E %
PETDHOTHIE, SBTICET AL 2> TWAE, MO'SBT Oifidh L 72> T
HZEE CNMIZR D Z ENTEDL L IICCNMRELZ L ET 20 E I N ONTHIR
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DOMEZX., ZNHOEIZE DML I OSSN0 E5, 29 LIZEIC
XML E, b LERRINICEBESRN 2D X ) ICE2 DO ThivL, SBT 1T
T HIRERK N, T SBT Ottt % CCSBT d A L 73— TN CNM (2D A [RE
THRICHMBIZRD LD EEZLND,

The EC is invited to consider:
ECiZ. LFIZOWTHFET L2 X ofHiFESh T\ 5,
e Whether a modification of the CNM Resolution to allow non-Member States with
SBT carrier vessels (and possibly SBT ports and SBT markets) to become CNMs is

6 Resolution to Establish the Status of Cooperating Non-Member of the Extended Commission and the Extended Scientific
Committee. JERZE B R M OIERF AR B2 O W /I HIFEMEE OHALORNLO 723D DGk

71t should be noted that a modified CNM Resolution will probably need to specify different conditions for SBT fishing States
versus States that become CNMs for other reasons (such as to authorise carrier vessels). This is because different CCSBT
measures will apply depending on the nature of the cooperating status. Z{1E CNM P& Cix, SBTfZEE &, £
F GEMMZ AT 2720%) TCNM ERDEE DM TRRDIFEMEEDDINBEENDH D Z LITHETNE
Thd, ZHE, BAKIEMEEE L COWEICL > TR % CCSBTHEN MM SN 570 Th 5,



consistent with the Convention;
SBT @iy (XU SBTIZEAT 2 KX O SBT Difidy) ICBILRT 2 MM E A
CNM L7252 N TEDH LD CNMPGREZWET 2 Z LIEFMTEET 5D
ME DD

e Whether the EC wishes to modify the Transhipment Resolution to require that

authorised SBT carrier vessels be flagged to Members or CNMs, and to modify the
CNM Resolution to allow the Flag States of carrier vessels to become CNMs;

(X, FFAr SBT EARDIEEIL A > N—=XIZCNM Th 5 Z & 2R LB T
%ﬁ& e WIET 5 2 & ROERIROEEL CNM L7225 ZENTE D &9
CCNMRGEZBIET D2 L Z2MET 20 E 9

o Whether the EC wishes to modify the CNM Resolution to allow SBT port and/or
market States to become CNMs; and
ECi%, SBT 0RO/ XiIHih /e o TV AEMN CNMIZ/R D Z N TED
E9 CNMIRELZKIET D EAMHMETLHNE I

e Any other ways of providing for the participation and/or cooperation of a wider range

of actors with the CCSBT.
K VIRIRZ M EFFIZL D CCSBT ~OBME DY/ T 2t 5700 %
DD J5 1k

(5) Undertake Commission performance reviews periodically to routinely assess opportunities

for improvements, including both self-assessment and independent reviews. (high priority in the
Strategic Plan, scheduled for 2019)

WEOT-OOBES 2 EHMICEMiT 5720, BOiHMiA Oy L E2—% 8D, &
BEONRT 4 —< R« V¥ a2 — % EMWICE-T D s/ L oEEE - &L, 2019
HFE(ZTFIE)

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 12 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
B 1EI CCSBT /N7 4 —~v A + L E 2 —|L 2008 I FEfE S 7z, Uikl B =a—IZ
1%, IERZBESORERE TH SN T +—~v X -« LE 2 —FEHS
(PRWG) 73%fifi L7z CCSBT D/ 7 —< » AZBT 5 A iR S £ TV,
PRWG I, Kobe 18 CAE S 7- MU SES BB D X7 4 —< L ZAD L B2 —0D 7=
DY TAT VT EIER L, £7- CCSBT X, PRWG IZ L% A iHlik NEERD
N7 =< AT HZOMOBEF RO L Y2 —217 9 72, MLEMZE (7
Vv Ko ALk OKEREE) AR LT,

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

8 The 2016 joint meeting of the five Tuna RFMOs in Kobe, Japan. /7 (HA) THMEI 7 2016 D 5 E A
RFMO & FA& A



(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.

2 CCSBT N7 4 —~ 2 A » LEa—|d, IUCNRBREFHE 7 L —T DR TH
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The third performance review is scheduled, in the CCSBT’s Strategic Plan, to be conducted in
2019. The EC needs to confirm whether it still considers this timeframe to be appropriate.
CCSBT HEMEFHIE ik, % 3[BT 4 —~ 2 A « L E 2 —|% 2019 F 2 FEfE TiE L &
NTW5, ECIE, BIRFRTH Z DR Y a— /L3l Th 500 E 9 N EERT D0
R 5,

If the performance review is conducted during 2019, the management objectives for the new
Management Procedure (MP) will not be available for consideration by the review panel.
Consequently, the performance review would not be able to take account of these import
decisions of the CCSBT with respect to rebuilding of the stock. It may be better to defer the
performance review until 2021 so that the performance review can take these decisions and
the new MP into account. The next full stock assessment is scheduled to be conducted in
2020, so delaying the performance review until 2021 would also allow the most up to date
stock assessment to be considered by the review.

IR T —v A« LE2—% 2019 FIZEMT 256, Fil-2E8 5 (MP)
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In addition, the 14™ round of UNSFA?® Informal Consultations, which is scheduled to be held
in 2019, will be focusing on the topic of “Performance reviews of regional fisheries
management organizations and arrangements”. It may be prudent to wait for the outcomes of
this consultation before commencing CCSBT’s next performance review.

X512, 2019 I T SN TWDHE 14 [mlEEAMEEFERE (UNFSA) REEIER
X Tl TR EE BB L M ED /N7 +—~< 2 A « L E 2 —] NEAM
ICHEEND FETH D, CCSBT DREID/NT —~< 2 A « LE 2—%Bth9 5 HI
12, URIEARGBEOMEREFFOZ ENER L EZ X HND,

® The United Nations 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. 237 i [H 3 PEALAIRE B AR O NAMIAFAET 2 EEIR (X b T RV 7 REER) KOV B R
FEROLRAF R OEBIZBI T 2 1982 4F 12 H 10 H OWEFEEIC B 2 EFSE G SR O HUE D FE 0D 72 8 O fip iE



Conversely, an advantage of conducting the performance review in 2019 is that performance
review recommendations in relation to rebuilding of the stock should be available to the EC in
October 2019, which is when the EC is required to select and adopt an MP. This might help
the EC to decide between candidate MPs that have been developed. However, it will be too
late to develop new candidate MPs in response to recommendations from the performance
review. Another advantage of conducting the performance review in 2019 is that subject to
priorities and resourcing, the earlier that a performance review is held, the sooner that the
CCSBT will be able to act on the outcome to improve its performance.

UL, N7 =< A LE2—% 20194FICFEMTHIEDAY v hELT
X, Hi7272 MP 2P ORINT 5 B335 % 2019 4 10 H ® EC 2B\ T, EJRD
HRICEHT 2NN T =~ A« LE2—BERFHTREL > T LHIETFTHD Z
ENFETOND, TDIZ LIE, BAF ST MP 2 DWW T EC SREZAT 5 BED—
Bl DAl D, L LR, N7+ —~v R« LEa—IZX28EITL
R THT 70l MP Z BT 2IITB T & 5, 2019FIC T 4 —< 2 A« LE a2 —
EITHOZLDH I —oDAY » NI, BEELTY YV —AOFFHRMANIZIHB N T,
NI F—< A LEa2—%1T ) RN R ITRWIE L, CCSBT WL DT 4 —
YA YET HOOTEE LV ESLNEZ T I ENTELIRTH D,

Regardless of when the review will be conducted, consideration needs to be given to the
composition of the performance review panel and terms of reference for the next performance
review.

LE 2= E SN ORHICED BT, N7 =< R - LE 2= SRV O K
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The criteria for the independent review panel for the 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.
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A draft, of the Composition, Operation and Selection Process for the CCSBT’s third
Performance Review Panel is provided at Attachment C. The draft proposes that the Panel
contain 4-6 individuals, comprising 2-4 Member experts and 2 independent experts. It is
proposed that one of the independent experts would Chair the panel. The independence
criteria for the independent experts on the panel have been set similar to the criteria agreed at
CCSBT 23 for the independent Chairs of CCSBT subsidiary bodies. It is envisaged that there
would be one or two physical meetings of the Panel. An approximate cost for the performance
review of AU$101,600 has been included in the draft budget for 2019.
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A draft Terms of Reference for the third Performance Review of the CCSBT is provided at
Attachment D. Like the first two performance reviews of the CCSBT, it is proposed that the
CCSBT’s performance would be assessed against the agreed criteria from Kobe 1 (Annex 1 of
Attachment D). Some changes to the Kobe 1 criteria have been suggested in Attachment D
to reflect changes that were made to the criteria for the 2016 Performance Review of ICCAT.
The EC should consider whether it agrees with some or all of these changes. It is also
proposed that the panel would evaluate the CCSBT’s performance in implementing relevant
recommendations from previous reviews and that the Panel would be asked to identify areas
where improvement is needed to strengthen the CCSBT and its management of the SBT
fishery. The EC may have other matters that it wishes to be included in the performance
review.
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10 The latest performance reviews of CCAMLR, IATTC, ICCAT, IOTC, NPAFC, NAFO, SPRFMO (this review is underway)
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. %5 J5j1Z. CCAMLR,
IATTC, ICCAT, I0TC, NPAFC, NAFO, SPRFMO (Lt =2 —%Z %Efith) KU WCPFC DELD /N7 —< /A + LE
2 —ZOWTHA L7z, IATTC ZBR< 2 TOD REMO IZB W THAD A =D RFHFE RS E E4 TN

%o JJATTC O/ VI EIF R E S B2 | BT v A 2R CGRH S NIMNGEAEREDFIR Sz,
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Finally, it is important that the outcomes of the performance review be fully evaluated by the
EC. This is likely to involve seeking responses from relevant subsidiary bodies (namely the
CC, ESC and ERSWG), followed by a SFMWG meeting to consider the outcomes and to
update the CCSBT Strategic Plan, together with discussion at one or two annual meetings of
the EC. These processes should be factored into the CCSBT’s workplan and budget.
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The EC is invited to:
EC ju‘F%*Dnﬁ éﬁ“(b‘
Consider and agree on the timeframe for conducting the next Performance Review.
WEID/INT =< A+ LE2—DEEAYT Y 2 — IO TR L OIEER
THZ L
e Agree on the Composition, Operation and Selection Process for the Performance
Review Panel; and
T F—< A+ LE2— SO, EHMONERE Y 7 ROV TAE
HIoZ e
o If the review is to be conducted in 2019, to also elect the Member experts to be
included on the panel.
LB a—% 2019 FEICEM T D5, SRMICSINT D A L /X—DF
Mz zZENT 52 &
e Consider and agree on the Terms of Reference and criteria for the Performance
Review.
N7 =~ A« LE2—ONFEFHEKRY T4 7 U TIZOWTIHRFA LTS
HIoZ e

Prepared by the Secretariat
B RERSCE
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Terms of Reference
Strategy and Fisheries Management Working Group
MFEEIH
Bl - METHEEETS

In response to the recommendations of the performance review of the Extended
Commission completed in 2008, the Extended Commission has agreed the following
Terms of Reference for a Strategy and Fisheries Management Working Group
(SFMWG).

2008 (2 FEM SN EWATZRARDNT 34— X« L E=2—ICL SENEICHE
WUy HAZERIL, el » [ EPEFFEFZ(SFMWG) DFf FEFIHIZ D0
T, AKDEBLVEELLE,

Composition
RE R
1. The SFMWG shall consist of the Commissioners from members of the
Extended Commission, the Secretariat, and as appropriate, other experts in
fisheries management and fisheries science. Numbers of participants will be
kept to a minimum.

SEFMWG [T, EREFEEASA L NN—Da3I v at—, EEBLRONLE
W26 B OB ERIZOFMFE NG . RS N2 id7e b7
VY, BINEENT. s/NTE OO D,

2. The first meeting will be chaired by Japan.
FHLFSAITIAARDBELZED D,

Functions
BEnE
3. The broad purpose of the SFMWG shall be:
SFMWG O — k72 AR, IRD &RV,

i. To develop a draft Strategic Plan (SP) which sets out a common view
of the strategic direction of the Extended Commission in managing the
SBT fishery.

SBT ifa B HIC BT D ILRF B2 DOERIEIZE 4 2 512N T
HIERRRR 2 7 oD L BRIE 1] (SP) 2D BA%E,

ii. To develop a draft Fisheries Management Plan (FMP) for Southern
Bluefin Tuna (SBT) comprising management objectives for the SBT
stock and ecologically related species consistent with modern standards
of international fisheries management
IR O EBRAIECEE P & G % SBT B M OV RE Y Bl
DEHEEN GRS, HlehEH (SBT) OWMEEHEH

(FMP) DBd%E,

iii. In relation to ii, develop:

ZEE L, REBFET S,



e arebuild strategy for SBT that is consistent with the UN Fish
Stocks Agreement and the precautionary approach
[EDE AR ZE 7 E K OV P RIRRE & iFn9 5 SBT it
%H}%O

e other technical measures for managing the SBT stock, as
appropriate
VBTG U, 2O SBT EIEBE DO H i i,

4. The SFMWoG shall take into account any relevant advice from the subsidiary
bodies of the Extended Commission.

SFMWG (3, $ERZEBRORIEE b OBR T 2852 BB L2
AU ECANCRAN AR

Workplan
(=]
5. The first meeting of the SFMWG will focus on item iii outlined above.
SFMWG D 1 RI&A1E, ERCHE A G AEAMICERVEEND Z L1
2%,

6. The first meeting SFMWG will be held in Tokyo, Japan, from 14-17 April
2009 and any necessary follow up work to the SFMWG meeting will be
completed intersessionally before CCSBTL16.

SFMWG % 1 Rl 513, AA  HUEIT 2009 4F 4 J 14 - 17 HICBAfE S
M, SFMWG 2B DOMER T 1 —7 v 71EZIE, CCSBT 16 £ TOIR
SWEIRICE TSN D ET 5,

7. The recommendations of the SFMWG will be considered by the Extended
Commission at CCSBT16.

SFMWG |2 X 2814513, CCSBT 16 ICB W TILRFESIC L W FAEI S
50
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Draft Revised Terms of Reference of the
Strategy and Fisheries Management Working Group

FHEEE
R - RETEEENSMNFEFERER

Composition and Operation

B OEE
1. The Strategy and Fisheries Management Working Group (SFMWG) shall

consist of the Commissioners from mMembers of the Extended Commission,
the Secretariat, and as appropriate, other experts in fisheries management,
compliance and fisheries science. Numbers of participants will be kept to a
minimum.

B - R EE PEEE 2 (SFMWG) 1X, JERZESA =D =a 3
v yoa S, FERROMEIS RS W R R O
MZNG. SR TER bRV, SIMEEIL. s/ bR
D

The SEMWG shall meet on a “when needed” basis as agreed by the

13.

Extended Commission.
SEFMWG &, #ERFEESIZE S EELAZT. [WEZRERIZ) BiES
HHDET 5,

The SEFMWG shall be chaired by the Chair of the Extended Commission

(EC) when the EC Chair is available. If the EC Chair is not available, the
SFMWG shall be chaired by the host Member unless otherwise agreed by the
EC.

SEFMWG DFERICOWTIE, IERFEE S (EC) BEEDXHILFAIEETH
HEICIE. ECEENINEBED L L L35, ECiRENXL ATRE
T2WGAEIZIE, ECHMDOIIEZITIORVEED . FEETH L A
N—DNEEZBEODL LT D,

Functions

HRE

3:4.The broad purpose of the SFMWG shall be to provide high level strategic,

operational and/or fisheries management advice consistent with modern




standards of international fisheries management as requested by the Extended
Commission from time to time. This may include matters such as:

SFMWG O — %72 BHIE, ZORE4 OILKEESIC L 2 FiE &%

g, BRI b EH BN O U EBRRY RS PRI 7)) B AR 7 AL
S T EEBICAT A LIV TOERITO L 35, &
AiE, UTO XD RFEHEDPE NG DRO-LEBD,

I. FedevelopadraftRevising the CCSBT Strategic Plan{SP} which sets

out a common view of the strategic direction of the Extended
Commission in managing the SBT fishery:-

SBT?’%¥%E!E BT DILRZ B S ORMKIZB 3 5 HFmiz- 2Tk
B D 5 CCSBT Mkl 7 HEI(SPY4E 0D i iF B —

ii. Recommending management objectives for the SBT fishery and for
ecologically related species;

SBT ifa € K OV RE 7Y B EfE 2 B9 2 W H AR O #h &

iii. Recommending measures for managing the SBT fishery, as appropriate;
VBTG U T, SBT {ZEDE PN {E IZB 3 5 #his

iv. Allocation of resources, such as funding, to competing priorities of
research, compliance and management; and
A, B R OVEBIZ ) D D e DI TE Y V—R
(BEw%) Ol

V. Other high level operational issues of the CCSBT.
Z DA, CCSBT IZH 1 S A LoL T O E OIS

5. The SFMWG shall take into account any relevant advice from the Extended
Commission and/or subsidiary bodies of the Extended Commission,
recommendations from performance reviews of the CCSBT, outcomes of
CCSBT Quality Assurance Reviews, and other relevant processes and
international instruments, including the Kobe (joint tuna RFMOS) process.

SFMWG X, JERZEE SN/ TIERFE S DORBIHERI 2 6 O Bf%




4+ 3BE. CCSBT /X7 +—~v L & - LE2— b 04, CCSBT i
BRGEL Ea—0fR., KOZFoMmoBEEd 2 7 o v A KO EESCE
(Kobe (F <A RFMO Adl) a2 %24dr) #ZB LT E
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Composition, Operation and Selection Process for the Performance Review Panel
R F—wV AR+ VE2— XXV, EFETRERBE vtk X

Composition of the Performance Review Panel

NI F—<V AR« LE2—RRIVOERK

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

WNIRT =< A« LE a— XU E, LT OFHEIZ LS 44006 6 4 THAASND B
DEFT D,

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

YERZBER (EC) DRRDAN—HED 2405 44 OHEME L, b OHM
ZiX., CCSBTIZBITHEERMBRAFFL, 7 V—72kE LT, EEKED
WSEE . AR ONENEBICBET 2 EMEZ AT R&TH D,

e 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 S NNV EEFAZ Th - T, 7 —7 2k e LT, [EEE/
TeiEEHE (GESFEETY) MOVAERRICEIT XA N « 7777 4 22O TO
HM 2925 2, SMBEMAFRIT. AT+ —~ X« LE 2 —DERIZINDHE
FIDIRF ST P 238 U C. CCSBT X CCSBT A v /3 —D B DAE B I3
BToho I b uy,

Chair and operation of the Performance Review Panel
NI —<V AR LE2—RRLVOFEEROEH

e 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.

N7 F =< A« LE 2= "RV OERIL, MNAMBEAZ NG 14 % EC 233
T 5, FEEITZ. CCSBTHEXREH/ITXK L, RTF—< 2 A« LE o— gL E

DREZIT D,

e Itisenvisaged that there will be one or two physical meetings of the Panel as determined by
the Panel.
IRV K DIREZEEE 2. WER R V6% LT 2 [EEfET 2 2 & A4
ESND,

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

! The Performance Review could proceed without CCSBT Members on the panel provided that at least one of the independent
external experts has sound knowledge of the CCSBT and the SBT fishery, and that each independent external expert has sound
knowledge of at least one tuna RFMO. /X7 4 —< > R + L E o —{T, MIZAEHEAFED 5 b7/ &b 1425 CCSBT KX
SBT i EICBT 2+l a B L TR | DOMSAMNBEMEOmMA R ENEND 7L &b —D2DF <A RFMO 1L
B9 5+ 5i%k a2 A LTV AHAITIE, CCSBT A N—HE O KR LICHED L Z LN TE 5,



IRPFIE, NT =< A« L E o —O%EN R OHEEDIERIZ 305 E A LD
FHIEIZSOWTH LIRET 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
Chair of the Panel.

FHRIT. A0 OB 22T TEMA~DORIZE R OE RIFRORIEZ1T O & &
HIT, NANVDEOMELSHET L2 L8, "RV R— NE1TH, FERH
R, "RV ENEH LIEHGAIZIE, "ARVE2EICEINT 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.

ECHAAELI-HA. BHOEKIOEDIZL B a— S2Ul X 52T OVERITIEE
TESND, LPLRBL, FHERIT, RKE®RES%Z CCSBT DML HFEIZHIER
ERAE

Funding

Té

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

CCSBT A v N"—HE OHMFIZ L H5BMBE G HFIZONTIE, BEET 5 A v
N=NEE& LT 5,

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

24 OMNIHMAFIT D 2 vz o B iRE &K OB IS\ T,
CCSBT & aHiliti4 5,

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

B IR, SRR OV — 2 U 7 E I OW T, CCSBT &4 % il
Hd 5,

Selection Process

BES 1R

The process for selecting the panel for the performance review panel is outlined below:
NI =R+ LE2a— "R VOBHT o ZOMBEIILUTOLED Th D,

Experts from Members of the Extended Commission will be nominated and elected at an
annual meeting prior to commencement of the Performance Review.

WERZBESA UANA—HEOHMAFIL, "7+ —~ X« LE 2 —DOBRIBATOFIRE

BB THEE L OB S LD,

The two independent external experts will be selected intersessionally, either before or

immediately after the annual meeting prior to the performance review. This will involve:

24 OMNIAMBRIRIL, N7+ —~ X « L E 2 —OBIGRTIOFRSE ORTUX

EfOWTNHORSHIR IR SN D, 207 e R I TAEENRD,

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

AUN=ITEBRICH L, MSANBEMZEOGMHE U A b &, a0 RlE
WwE & HITRNT 5,



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

FHRIE, BTOAN=IZH L, GEAiE ) A 2o RIGHRE & bIZHEE
T 5,

o Members ranking candidates as well as their preference for the Chair of the Panel and
advise the Secretariat; and
AN =L BB OATT 21T 9 & & b RViRR & LT OB 2 k84T
J L. FERI L CElRT 5,

o The Secretariat contacting the suitable candidates in order of rankings and engaging two
candidates to conduct the review.
FH IR, AT ONERLIZ LV S 22 i B I ERE L, L2 —2FE T 5 2
& DAl LT 5,



B D

Terms of Reference for the Third Performance Review of the CCSBT
% 3 IE] CCSBT /\07;1“_7‘/;( . VE;_L:EQT%{#%:E;IE

The performance review will be conducted by a review panel, consisting of internal experts from
CCSBT Members and independent external experts. The review will:

RT F—~2 A« LEa—L, CCSBT A 1 \—HEDONEREMZE & OIS MR FE ©
BRENDH L E 22— XU Lo THEIND, LE2—TIFUFNEFEmT 5,
e Evaluate the performance of the CCSBT using a modified version of the agreed criteria
from Kobe 1 at Annex 1%;
MR LIZR LTz Kobe 1 THEESNIZZ 747 V7 DUGETIR 2 T, CCSBT @
INT F—< AL A,

e Evaluate CCSBT’s progress in implementing recommendations from the 2008 and 2014
Performance Reviews shown at Annex 2, taking into account the initial comments on those
recommendation provided by the EC and its subsidiary bodies in column 4 of Annex 2; and
S 2 1278 LT 2008 4R TN 2014 4R T —~ U A« LE 2 —@EIC >V T, Zh
O OBEIZXT % EC M OB IC L2 4 W= A~ (B2 D 431H) %%
B LT, BEOFEMIZET 5 CCSBT ORI &2 F 3 2.

e Identify areas where improvement is needed to strengthen the organisation and its
management of the SBT fishery.

PEEA K O SBT iz D E B 2 58k 9~ 5 7 OIS B DN M E R B 2 FFET D

The resources to be provided to the Performance Review Panel include:
INT F—< A« LE 22— XKL TIREEND Y VY —RIZIZLL T RE N5,
e The Report of the Performance Review Working Group (2008)
N7 =~ A L AR E (2008 £F)
e The Report of the Independent Expert (David Balton) on the Performance Review (2008)
NI A=V A LE2— LT DMNEMSE (T 4 v B RV b)) HisE
(2008 4F)
e The Performance of the CCSBT 2009 2013: Independent Review.
CCSBT @ 2009 —2013 BT /N T 4 —~ A N L B o2 —
e All other publicly available CCSBT meeting reports, documents and data requested by the
Panel; and
INENAVNELBTHZOMETOAR I TS CCSBT 2a#HiEE. LELOT —
o
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.

! These criteria were developed following the first joint meeting of tuna RFMOs (Kobe 1) and have been adopted for use in reviews
by the tuna RFMOs, including the 2008 and 2014 reviews of the CCSBT. The modifications to the criteria include relevant criteria
that were included in the 2016 Performance Review of ICCAT. ZTHbD 7 747 V7L, ESAERFMOD L E = —I|ZH
W5 T2 HIZE LIalE < A% RFMO £ RIS 4A (Kobe 1) Dl %m&mﬂﬁ ENT=HLOTHY, 2008 4F K 2014 D
CCSBT D L = — DRI bR Sz, 7 TAT VT OWIEHTITIL, 2016 D ICCAT X7 4 —~v > A« LE=2—OD
BREMSh - 47V T REEND,

2 By email, telephone, and direct person to person contact where this is practical and cost effective. T+ A —/L, ik, FEEEHY

OB IR RO B T E AR X D k.


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_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

RIS DERNCEIET AT OEBKFTAK v 7, MSrEE GESFEREES. K
B Z B R OVERTFHBEEEEETS) ROA L N—~DT 7 E R 2

The final report of the Performance Review Panel should be a concise document that:
NI F =R LE 2= SR LD EMEREEIL. UTZ2a0iRRHELTET
5,
e Describes the steps taken to conduct the review (e.g. documents examined, individuals that
were consulted etc.);
LEa—%2FEiT 5 L TEoNcAT v 7 BIZAITHEINIGE, MExiTo7
FE) O
e Presents the findings of the review; and
LB 2 —ifi R OFER
e Provides recommendations from the Panel for the CCSBT on how to improve its
performance with respect to the review criteria.
LEa2—0D7 747V TIZHE LT, CCSBT D/ 4 —~ v A& ET D HIEIC
DT DRI DENE

The final report should be provided to the Secretariat in English at least 8 weeks prior to the annual
meeting of the Extended Commission. The Secretariat will translate the report into Japanese and
aim to have both language versions of the report circulated to Members four weeks prior to the
commencement of the annual meeting.

RAEHEEIT, MRZESFRSEOELS &b 8HEMATE T2, HEHICE Y FH IR
SNHRETHD, FHRE, FEREEZ AAGEICHRL, ZESFRSGHMGD 418
FATE TIZA A=K LW EREN—Y a Y EZEIET DL TETH D,

The Chair of the performance review panel will present the report to the annual meeting and
respond to questions from Members concerning the report. The report will be published on the
public area of the CCSBT’s website and the joint tuna RFMO website (www.tuna-org.org) after the
annual meeting.

NI F ==V R LEa— " RADERIE, FREAICBWTEREEZER L, @iEEHIC
T2 A =0 DBEERICKHIET 5, EFIT. FREEGOME%., CCSBT V=7
A FO—EZ Y T ROESAERFMO &R Y = 7% & (www.tuna-org.org) (TR S
2o



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

B 1

Agreed Criteria from Kobe I for Reviewing the Performance of
Regional Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMOs) together with relevant criteria from the

2016 Performance Review of ICCAT!

) S PRRERT (RFMO) DoNT 4 —~ 2 XD Lz —D =517 Kobe 1 3AE L -
2 Z 477 2016 FFICCAT N7 4 —~ > X « L E2—Df#E2 Z 471 7357r)

Area

o

General
Criteria

— M7 74
TIT

Detailed Criteria
HMR I FATIT

1. Conservation
and
management
RIFR NEPE

Status of living
marine
resources
WA G IR
DEPAIRE

o Status of major fish stocks under the purview of the RFMO in relation to
maximum sustainable yield or other relevant biological standards.
e REFfoe A2 pE B ST O BEE S 2 WA FE I B L T RFMO 728
T % EEECEER O EPIRRE

e Trends in the status of those stocks.
INOEFROERHIRED L 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 L F—DEREROET L8, SUTBES 5 ML F L
TWaHHE (U EdGME] Lo, ) OBRINE

e Trends in the status of those species.
ChHOMOERIKRED F L R

Data collection
and sharing

T —Z K
(0525

o Extent to which the RFMO has agreed formats, specifications and
timeframes for data submission, taking into account UNFSA Annex I.
UNFSAMEE | Z & 2 27 — 2 #RINCET 2 7+ —~ v b, fEER
F ORI Y 2 —WZBET 5 RFMO DA & DOFEE

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 O A >3 — R OV Fy 93 MR E A3 i % 12 X% RFMO %38 U
T, G K ORI BRI BT 2 52 2 D IERE AR IfET —
2 K OEOMBE T 57 — & Z @RI R O3 A LT D 1R

o Extent to which fishing data and fishing vessel data are gathered by the
RFMO and shared among members and other RFMOs.

T — 2 ROV T — 2 5 RFMO 12 X » TEEft S, BTV A VN
— R} OMiod RFMO & O T4 SN TV D FEE

e Extent to which the RFMO is addressing any gaps in the collection and

sharing of data as required.
RFMO 78, BT —Z DIWE KL OILFIT 0D F ¥ v FITxfs L
TWAHFEHE

e Extent to which capacity building initiatives are put in place to improve data
collection in developing economies.
RiEE FEICBT AT — X INELUETHLDOX Y /N T 4 - B
T 4 7 OERAD FE i DO FEE

! The changes to the Kobe 1 criteria to include the relevant criteria from ICCAT’s 2016 Performance Review are shown
as tracked changes. 2016 4D ICCAT /X7 4 —< 2 A « LE2—IIBITHHEI FA4 T VT 2R ANDT2
\ZKobel 7 7A T VT HEELIHSITRZMELERSoTVD,
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Area General Detailed Criteria

5B Criteria HMie s FATVT
—REI 7 Z A
77
Quality and o Extent to which the RFMO receives and/or produces the best scientific
provision of advice 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.
Brih s o RFMO 28, FTE T 2 IEEIR K ONZ OO A G, W ONZ i
B K O fit FERBICEAT 2 IREOREICHT 2 ROR TR E 2% HAk D/

SUFIERE LTV D2

e Extent to which the structure, processes, procedures, and expertise of the
Scientific Committee and of the RFMO 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.
B FEESOME, Fat X, P& LOEMME, &K RFMO F5%
J3H REMO O EER NY V) — AW NCRFOET V7T T v b
T A—LIBVWTHERIND T —F R OHEHAMB B A= LT
VDR

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 >/ 3— R O A ROFE MR E A3, B2 B S O HE L ISR
ZMEOF v 2B L VDR
M 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.
BEE B2 OEBICRER EESHEMICBNT 5 = & 2T 5
DX /R T 4 - AT 4 T OBFINEIT SN VL ERE
Long-term e Extent to which RFMO adopts and regularly reviews a long-term strateqy
planning and for the Scientific Committee to implement.
research REMO 28, B2 Bans FEhid 5 K IR 2o B 2 SR % OVE IS
E W72 B LEa2— L CQWAHEE
kOB rAH 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 (2 L Y EEREE 35 SN D AN, BEE OIS &=k
T 57O DOMBEMEIZEH L TV DIRE
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Area General Detailed Criteria
5B Criteria MR IATIT
—HxE 7 74
b i
Adoption of e 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 2Bt rlRetE 2 MR 272, T2 AFAT
RE72 i R OB FRYRERUZ EE-D W T kGl e O A oo il 5 12 B
TORIFEBREZ RN L T HRE

o Extent to which the RFMO has applied 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.
RFMO 73, UNFSA % 6 S M O BAEH DI SE D720 OATENIRE S 7 5%
DSIZED LN THHNT 7 a—F (TP 77 L AKRA b
ZEty) ZEA L TWHRRE

o Extent to which the RFMO has adopted and is implementing effective
rebuilding plans for depleted or overfished stocks.

RFMO 73, Aile L7z, UL RIAERIEIC & 5 BB 5 A %07

PREFIE Z BRI L, FEhi L TV DR

QOB 2 S da = & SR 2

= H TN 3 AT

S B 2 AR S R OB i A B LT 2 L
EZ4) ! I T3 2= A S SV = =

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, M EAEM SR Z BT HMNEMEAEBR L TR | T
BN ONEPE A RE R IC B D IE DA F R B O R/ MEIZHY
A TV DR

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%, FAIREZRBR Y DOBIRKY, N 2OBREEAICE RN >BE AR D
BV E RO OB L O 28 C T, HY, RBE, &I, K
RIOIH IR BT L D, KR ORLISOFE G OIET R D
. ROBER IR (FrSAGRaii) ~o B L foMbd
LD DREZFIRL T DR

Capacity
management
TsERe /) B

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

RFMO 73, BEEEfaZE D R HIRY 2 fffse rlRErE M O I & - 72
TIERE S D/KHEZ R E L TV DR

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

RFMO 723, &5l 7 SR /) M ONFESS ) % By 1k SRR~ 2 72912
L O TATEIOREE

Compatibility of
management
measures
EEHTIE O
A

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

UNFSA % 7 4% Ol L 7= 458 OBR O i
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Area General Detailed Criteria
5B Criteria MR IATIT
—HxE 7 74
b i
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.

TER S RFMO 73, UNFSA % 11 5% KB LT, $i7=78 A L N— I
WX DB T 2 EHE OB EL G, EREROR Y XXk
BN EDOKEZAEE L TODHIRE

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

Requirements redundancy and reduce unnecessary burden to CPCs.

A MO SGE, EEOPERE O CPC T3 5 N EARAH ZHIJRT 5

728 ® RFMO 15 ZF O fif T

2. Compliance
and
enforcement
BSF K O T

Flag State duties

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

THEE 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 »/3—[E72Y, RFMO Z i3 2 ED F, RFMO (2 XV £
RENTHEEITHES T, OV RFMO K O OO FE BRIk A (FF
(Z 1982 4= [EEEE LS. UNFSA J2 (Y 1993 4 FAO BT E % &
) OTFIC, LEISCTHEEE L TORBEEML TWDREE

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

THEORE Avrticle 23 and the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries Article 8.3.
RFMO 73, UNFSA % 23 S Kk OF T 6 2 I EATENHLELSS 8 52 3THD
LRV, FHEEE L TOAUN—EHOHEMBEHEOITEICET 2 H#E
EEIRL TV HRRE

e Extent to which REFMO has adopted Port State Measures pursuant to the
FAQO Agreement on Port State Measures to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate
Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing.

RFMO 75, ik, MRS, MERGIREADIIE L, 3k L, R OB
T 272D FAO F MR [EHE E 1 & (2 > TRl EHE 2 IR L TV 5
RS

o Extent to which these measures are effectively implemented.

IO OEP RN T M STV HRRE

Monitoring, e 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 728, #EA&H) MCS #5@E (Bl 21X VMS, 47— 3 — i

Bifil, EHRR B R OV 533805 2 % — A OB G OBIBR, SEAMRE 2 ¥ —

O 1 L) EERL TSR

(MCS) e Extent to which these measures are effectively implemented.
I OHEPHREMICEMSIN TN DRERE

Follow-up on e Extent to which the RFMO, its members and cooperating non-members

infringements follow up on infringements to management measures.

I DB RFMO & Z D A 3= ROV HRIFEMBE S, & B E 25 5 0&

= BB LTV DR
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Area General Detailed Criteria
5r8F Criteria HMBRITATIT
—REI 7 Z A
77
Cooperative o Extent to which the RFMO has established adequate cooperative
mechanisms to mechanisms to both monitor compliance and detect and deter non-
detect and deter compliance (e.g., compliance committees, vessel lists, sharing of
non-compliance information about non-compliance).
ST & RS RFMO 723, BSFAEAAT 2 & &bz, FIEETF AR L I 572
K OPHIET DOWE 2 ) A T = A 5 (Bl ITEF LB, iiniisk, JREsF
72D ) A BT HEHILA) 2L L TV DR
H =X A
o Extent to which these mechanisms are being effectively utilized.
INHDAN=ALBHRICHFH SN TV HRE
Market-related o Extent to which the RFMO has adopted measures relating to the exercise of
measures the rights and duties of its members as market States.
T4 B RFMO 23, A U N—EHOHHE & L TOMEFRIZFE OITHIZE T 5 H
B AR LT DR
o Extent to which these market-related measures are effectively implemented.
2B O S B E 3 20 R AL S S ATV D R
Reporting o Analysis of REFMO reporting requirements to improve efficiency, avoid
Requirements redundancy and reduce unnecessary burden to Members.
WEEE RO YGE, BEHEOPERME O CPC T+ 2 AR A AT 5
7= D REMO R B D fif it
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 RFMO 73, JilFE) 2 D RAYC R E BT E O BRIR 25 & 9
EERER T IRERO—EMEDO B D BBIETRE 2 0A LT\ B R
PR o Extent to which these procedures are effectively implemented in REMO.
REMO IZHE VT Z 5 L Fhe & AR R i S TV D FEE
Dispute e Extent to which the RFMO has established adequate mechanisms for
settlement resolving disputes.
oy LR RFEMO A3 GHiRIk D 7= D7 A 71 = AL ML L TV DR
4. International | Transparency o Extent to which the RFMO is operating in a transparent manner, as reflected
cooperation 2 in UNFSA Atrticle 12 and the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries

V2| Ny

Article 7.1.9.
RFMO 73, UNFSA % 12 S8 Kk OBEAEH 2 IED T2 OATENF S 7
F1HOIDEBY | BWMEZ b > THE SN TWDHFEE
o 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 DIRE, SEWEE. BEERE DM L 2 2B 7B E LT
ZOMBHET HERD MY X A I T TRRINTWDHREE

Confidentiality

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

s ik i

rules for sharing sensitive scientific and operational/compliance data.
REMO 7%, #% CTH 2 B2y R ONES 85 EoTF — 2 oA
B4 2 Z 2o OB RFFEER L — LV EED OO HRE

Relationship to
cooperating
non-members
WIS 1))
[E & 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=t IER =L DO (B2 L o ff
HIZBT 2 Fhi & OFIRK OB AT @ Ul hxEte) 2L T
W ORRE




B 1

Area
57 BF

General
Criteria
—iB 7 74
b i

Detailed Criteria
HEMR I TATIT

Relationship to
non-cooperating
non-members

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.
RFMO (2 Y T2 IEA 23— DN K 2 i35S, WIS

el ERl 5 LG8 & ML T 5 7= 8 OB O FR
WE & o Rt
Cooperation o Extent to which the RFMO cooperates with other RFMOs, including
with other through the network of Regional Fishery Body Secretariats, as well as with
RFMOs other relevant international organizations.
fttho> RFMO RFMO 73, fhio>o RFMO (MUt BIF R v hV— 27 2@ Lz
LD/ W EETe) WONZZOMBLET 2 [EEHEEI & ) L T D E
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 @ A L 3— R O WIFEMMBE .. FEAR K OEES O
T4 - B BB DAEZE I FMBH DA BRI TBIM L TV DR
NT AV T 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.
ZE SR OFE BB D IE(E~D R EE EE ORI 2SI
(N =F—= L TCONGEET) ZEETLDODOF Y X T 1 -
BT ¢ 7 O BGH OSHERRY 22 Bk 6O 23 il S LTV D FR
Special e Extent to which the RFMO recognizes the special needs of developing
requirements of States and pursues forms of cooperation with developing States, including
developing with respect to fishing allocations or opportunities, taking into account
States UNFSA Atrticles 24 and 25, and the Code of Conduct of Responsible
FER EEIC Fisheries Article 5.
BE 4 2 e 7 RFMO 73, UNFSA %5 24 5] U5 25 55, M OVEEH D ifEDITEIR
2 FUE S RAME 2. BIEER EEOR=— X255 L. BEsE

L O IRER gLy & XTI ERS 25 T) o EBERL
TV DR

o Extent to which RFMO members, individually or through the RFMO,
provide relevant assistance to developing States, as reflected in UNFSA
Article 26.
UNFSAZE 26 520 &80, RFMO A > 3—3 0 fHBIIZ, &5V
RFMO %3 U TR EE LIEICBE 2 2Rt L TV DR

5. Comparison

Best practices

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

with other
RFEMOs

#1D REMO F

DI

AT TT

comparable to other tuna RFMOs in relation to the adoption and

T4 R

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.
AREZRIR Y . XS L O FEX R FRIZ B9 2 (RS B E OB KL Y
@, TOMERO T TOY VY —ADIREE, B ok A KO
Fhex . KOYMCS & & BSFIR LD L B o — Fofoi & OEPR L OV S
RBUZ DOV T, i RFMO % [hili L CD RFMO D87  —< L ADE
R

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

performance.
REMO N Z D/ T 4 —< U ARG CE L 08 XA N T T 7T ¢
A DFFIE

e Extent to which RFMO implemented the Kobe |1l recommendations and

comparison to the degree of implementation in other tuna RFMOs.
RFMO %% Kobe I &8 2 Fhi L TV AFRE, RO £ < A%
RFMO ® it DFLJE & o b




B 1

Area General Detailed Criteria
5B Criteria HMRITATIT
—i& 7 74
vab s
56. Financial Availability 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
issues

J B R O
LDRE

RFMO activities |  RFMO ® Hi9% £ L, KON RFMO ORGE % FIT9 5 720D OBk
RFMO O B BOZOMDY V) —ZAHBFIFARE & 72> T D FRHE

DIzHDY

— A OF|HA]

RetE

Efficiency and o 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
THERVE K OV through establishment of clear and transparent office policies, structures,

FH et b5 roles and responsibilities, and lines of authority; effective internal and

external communication; and other aspects of office planning and
operations.

RFMO 23, ZBSO A ZV A — b L. KOSEHOHKGENE (D
OB RFEBIO G EE, S, BB OET, R OVKEE R O
SEL BRI O E D a=r—va . ROEBHO
EHE M ONEEIZB T2 2 Ot OfE 2 i) ZiERTH-HD, F
BIREEGTte NI R OB Y ) — R R DD R E B L C
W DR




Recommendations from the 2008 and 2014 Performance Reviews of the CCSBT
2008 K CF2014 45D CCSBT /N7 4 —~ 2 R « L E'=2 — |2 ) SE)E

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.
SA-2008 : CCSBT ? 2008 4-/37 + —~ o A H LiHlli, PR-2008 : CCSBT @ 2008 4FMAN /N7 4 —~< A « L Ea— (KL kK2 L Y i) . PR-2014 :

2014 4ED CCSBT D /X7 4 —< 2 AN AL L E 2 —

Source of
recommendation

&0 B

2008 Performance review
recommendations

2008 FEF XTI F—<w VR« LE =2
— &

2014 Performance review recommendations
014N T p—< A« LE 2—8)4E

Initial comments from the Extended Commission and
its subsidiary bodies following the 2014 performance
review!

214 4E/87 5 —< R + LE 2 — B OIKE
BRI RZESMBIEEIC K240 =
AV b

Conservation and management £R7% &% UVE H

Status of living marine resources

A B IROZIIRE

FIGS 2

! 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). ZDOHITIZ. —EOEIE T DIMKEB SR OIERZESMHIEBEN S OLBYI DA X FER LTV, KEEIIUTO LB ThD  IEREES

(BC) | #WrZR2 (CC) | kB FERES (BSC) KROVERTFRIBEIEMERME (ERSWG) . FH5/m3CE CCSBT-CC/1410/05 (2351 D F R = A M

[CCSec) L&KFLLTc, N7 A=< A« LE2—@HICIEADICH > TGETERRCLDHRTHFHBLETRVERIT, ALFEICLD 2 A 2E#RL
TWo, ZRbOa Ay NI, BTFEEENZOWREFEDO P TIIRANLREIE LM L TORNSTCIEDIZZ ZIZEGh b D TH D,



SA-2008-1 Support best endeavours of the ESCto | PR-2014-1: The original recommendation remains valid | ESC: Done. These are ongoing processes of
recreate historical catch and catch per and efforts should continue in the same direction. the Commission.
unit of effort series for the fishery but PR-2014-1: F VU P F L OIS ITHAE L E L TH 2T, BESIZBWTHET D o
give maximum priority to accurate V. B CHRMETHEOB )03k X BN x t2H0,
reporting and validation of future catch <H D,
and effort.
ESC Ol D%53 )25 Ly i | pR.2014-2: The compliance with and efficiency of the
ROIER & HALEET)H 720 I Data Verification procedures should be regularly
MEY Y — XL ER LE T & checked.
N, AHOWEER OB )& | PR2014-2: 7 — X fGEE 7 1 & 2 OBSF L OF %)
DEE L ERONELZ DD Z PEIXHICHERR SN D& TH D,
LR T D,
PR-2008-1 Develop stock assessment PR-2014-3: The CCSBT ESC should undertake from ESC: Low priority. Largely captured by the

methodologies that are robust to past
underreporting.

18 25 O/ N ISR LT b
RERFHITFIEZ T 5,

time to time (e.g. every 5-6 years) an assessment of the
robustness of the assessments, e.g. through
retrospective analysis, comparing past forecasts with
subsequent realizations.

PR-2014-3: CCSBT®ESCIX., Ffx (il 2 1X5—6
FTE) | FlAIXREOTHIE D% DEEE
EHET DL b AT T 4 75 E@E L
T, wHlORERENECBE S 2 Al 2 9~ &
T D,

MP approach.
B K, MPT 7o —FI2L VK
T T N =3 P

FIGS 2



PR-2008-2 Take a precautionary approach to PR-2014-4: The recommendation, in its present form ESC: Done. Assuming ongoing MP / meta rule
management and lower the TAC asthe | might be considered as fulfilled as long as the MP / application.
uncertainty increases. Metarule “tandem” function properly (See PR-2008-3 on B DORTERIC DWW CIZECO & iERIH
YT 7 —F 2 H L. R~ SBT stock rebuilding strategy). Th 5,
BN S E - - BAICI1ITACE | PR2014-4BIEDTEREDOEEIX, MP/ A X L—
R sSE 5, VO] DEEE ] BEETH o T3S d
LOEEZLND (SBTOE JF ARG 12 B9
%PR-2008-3% Z M iz \y)
PR-2014-5: In the future, the CCSBT could undertake to | ESC: Low priority. Existing robustness tests
test the robustness of the MP to climate change. It broadly cover this as well.
should also take every opportunity to give priority to TBESERE - AR, BEAF O R ER A
stock rebuilding above increasing catch, when BEICOVTHIRAS A= L T
exceptional positive recruitment spikes occur above the 5,
variations against which the MP has been tested.
PR-2014-5: 3k AJ1Z, CCSBTIXXEAEYIZxt7
HMPOREMEME B A FEh L TIdE 92 &
72. MPCTREEZIT-7oNNY =—T =3 VPRI
BISNINZIIADB B o e, DT _TO
BERIZR W TREEOHEINE D b ERBRIC
BRI AZE NS TH D,
PR-2008-3: Determine management objectives and PR-2014-6: Every effort should be made to enhance ESC: EC responsibility for first part of
rebuild strategy consistent with UNFSA | (speed-up) the rebuilding trajectory in line with the recommendation.
requirements to guide future scientific precautionary approach to fisheries (cf. PR-2008-2). B S ORI DWW CIXECO B EERI
assessments. Set TACs at a level that Special efforts should be made to identify additional Th D,
will allow the stock to rebuild. measures (e.g. protected areas) to support spawning
TR FRHMI DS & 72 5 and recruitment and improve resilience to fishing and ESC: Low priority. Efforts already being made

UNFSA DA} I & E L= EELH
1L RS 2 I ET D, EIR
OEBBET L2 TAC & 3%
e R

climate change.

PR-2014-6:7f 362 %1 9~ % RO T 70 —F 124
- T, BROFEHEZEE Ondb) 32
TeODHHDLE N ETHINETHDL (PR
20082 2M) ., PEINEIA B OIMAZ Y AR — b
DL LBHIT, EEROKEETITS T 5 EIE
NEYEET D720 OBIEE (B 2 131
) ZRET D70, KRB %2475 ~&
Tho,

within constraints of existing operating
environment.

IR AR, BEfFOEMBREICH T
D HFI O CREIZ S 1AM T LTV
60

FIGS 2



SA-2008-2 Make the maximum effort to implement PR-2014-7: The CCSBT could consider the feasibility of | ESC: Low priority.
the items which have been identified and | a collaborative programme (between RFMOs and B K,
prioritised by the Extended Scientific institutions competent in biodiversity conservation) to
Committee in the CCSBTSs Scientific assess ex ante the likely impacts of climate change on ERSWG: The ERSWG supported this
Research Program (Attachment 9 of the | the tuna ecosystems, the SBT, the ERS, their recommendation noting that the
SC12 Report) productivity, distribution and resilience. The outcome of ecosystem approach is growing in
WERFBFZR SRR L, #5 | this work would indicate which ocean parameters could importance and requires collaboration.
QT % > 1) 7= CCSBT Bl#FH#s 2l | be usefully monitored to better inform the Meta Rule of This recommendation has been added to
B (SC12 /5 =t 9) #9247 | the MP Process. the ERSWG’s workplan.
T 5 DRRIBOE S 2T PR-2014-7: CCSBT IX, v 7 vz v &< R ERSWG (X, ARERT 7V r—F DHE
%, . SBT. ERS. ZDAPEME, 7340 K ONEITE J) BEYEREE Y S>ob Y, F-hiT
(B D SRR B D R & RN AHI S 72 % B HEREENSLETHDL Z LI
DO (ERERIREZFTE T % RFMO L UMFJE HME LoD, MEgEsEr XL,
BERARIIC T ) Whalipy 7 v 7 Z Lo FEBLA] Y 1T ERSWG TEZEFHEIIZEM
REMEIZOW TR TE L9, ZOFEEDOAR SNz,
. MP7' 222D A X L—LZH L TEY R
<IERERMEET D-DICE=XV L T7T5HZ
ENRHIEEEZ DNDWHE/ T A —F Z Rz
T AHAREMERH D,
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 on
ERS and adopt a mitigation strategy.
ELBE T fho> RFMO & & 12 ERS
Izt 20 A7 & BT
HiHMEE O E=F ) T BT

& & BT, EREEHE 2 BRART
Do

strategies for each ERS, area and fishery with their
objectives (short and long-term), management and
enforcement measures, and performance assessment.
Considering the amount of work this represents, each
strategy should also specify the order of priority given by
the CCSBT to the different ERS, areas and fisheries, and
it should record its rationale for these decisions.
PR-2014-8: CCSBT %, ERS i, ¥k OVfaZe =
Lo, (EEHMEOERENZR) B Bk
O 0 5 (&, RO T —~< o ZADOFH %
Tl R T IRSERR RIS 2 E T RETH D, £
7o THUCBT DIEREAEEE 2. AT
F7o, R7p% ERSHH, M ONEZEITHT %
CCSBT & L COEBEIRML AT T 2 & & b
(2. 2D DOPTEICET DRI OV T HED
& Th D,

recommendation and viewed it as a high
priority. Links were noted between this
recommendation and recommendations
25 and 32. The work could be conducted
in collaboration with other tuna RFMOs.

ERSWG 1E, Y%k 2o < FFd 5
bz, BEIBMNAFEWNEDTH
HETDHRMERN LT, Yikkhis &
BE25 K OVENS 32 & o BEEL M N
ST, YEXIIMMOE A
RFMO & iz L v FEii+2 = &
NEZLND,

FIGS 2



SA-2008-4

To base decisions on periodic full
assessments of the SBT stock and
establishing a rebuild strategy.
HGIEDR— 2 % SBT BRI
SERDOEMN 22 G IR & Y

PR-2014-9: It can be considered that the
recommendation is being implemented and has been
integrated in the CCSBT best practice. No more
recommendation needed.

B LM ST Y, CCSBT DA K77

RIS OFeSr & 45, JT 4 AHEENTWH b DL RRT L
NCTED, BMNRBEIRETHD,
Data collection and sharing 7 — & IU4E & O\E A

SA-2008-5

Develop a strategy to collect and share
data between CCSBT Members and
RFMOs.

CCSBT # > 73— J¢ OF RFMO fi] TP
T = SRR O D72 DO
W2 RES Do

PR-2014-10: Based on the above the original SA
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: LRtk E 2 X, AU ¥F 1o
SAEIEIZET LcbDEFEZx b5, Ll
726, PRIE, B R IFHE S DR 7 e
(2B % SBT i~ DX, RS d
VN D B D L0 BRI REEOT
T, ZhERELELTHERLTWCZ &%
"RES D,

ERSWG: The ERSWG supported the original
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 X, Z 9 L7=UIRCTORE
72T — Z A IS DR %
KRS ETLEOEE LSO, A
DI NOENE & SR L T2, ERSWG
WX, AU U oSN ER SN
EIEBZ TN,

FIGS 2



SA-2008-6

Clear standards are to be set on the type
of data and level of detail to be provided
by Members [and cooperating non-
members], in order to ensure the science
process has the information it requires.
BRI T 72 R TRV TR
HMEMRTED LD, AN
— (RO AWIFEMRE) 72342
fed 257 — & OFMCEEIC
W R S E AR ET S 2
Lo

PR-2014-11: More efforts need to be made to resolve
the data confidentiality (regarding observers and
operational fishery data) in order to improve the
resolution and accuracy of the assessments and
precision of the scientific advice.

PR-2014-11: B2 B S 12 61 2 7l & OVl
DFFGREE R OEMMEZ SET 5720, (7
PR ONFERET — 2T D) 7—
Z DREEVEEN RS 2 S bR D55
HTh D,

ESC: Access to data sets and operational data

would appreciably enhance the work of
the ESC, recognising nevertheless that
commercial confidentiality concerns
would need to be addressed by the
Extended Commission.
P OB IZ DD D IREIT DN T
TERZBEZDVRALS D 0EN DD Z
EIFRRER LoD, T—F Y MK
VT — 2 ~DT 7% A%, ESC
DIEEZ DR VIRET 2D EE R
bId,

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

ERSWG 13 ¥ i%s =X+ o L &
Hiz, EEICHRER O THDHZ &

WCHE LT,

SA-2008-7

All members and cooperating non-
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.
FTRTO A L= KO 1Rk
MEER, 7—% (B3R
7 —4%, A7 HPF—"—F—

% ERS 77— JRMEGER. A
LOEERGDO Y X Mb, H&#H,
T—Z DX vy TORE, KO
T — X OB (SA-2008) ) O
LA B OEA L2 B3 % UNFSA/
Kobe {79 = &, SA-2008-
10 bR N2,

PR-2014-12: The initial recommendation, as formulated,
seems to have accomplished its role and could be
considered as completed and replaced, in the future by
more specific ones.

PR-2014-12 : 4] DB EILE DBREIDER S
TWH EHITHY, BT LIEbDE R
FTIENTE D, F72, FERITIT L 0 M
RLDICEEIMZONDLIBDEEZZHND,

FIGS 2



SA-2008-8 Commercial confidentiality should no PR-2014-13: As long as the confidentiality problem will ESC: EC to address.
longer limit the access to data within the | hamper the quality of the scientific assessment efforts ECHRLT REFHTH D,
CCSBT. Members should make every CCSBT should continue to improve the accessibility of
effort to ensure that domestic constraints | “confidential” data for this purpose, with appropriate ERSWG: The ERSWG supported the first sentence
on data provision will not undermine the | safeguards. A time limit should be adopted in the data of this recommendation, in the context
conservation and management efforts by | confidentiality rules, putting most if not all data in the that the data needs to be used in a
CCSBT. Members and Cooperating public domain after a given period of time sufficient to collaborative approach, but had
Non-Members fully comply with the reduce sufficiently or eliminate any risk from its broader reservations about making data public
confidentiality agreements and use. after a set period of time.
provisions within the CCSBT. PR-2014-13: #2511 o R AN 7RO 22 2FA 85 ) ERSWG %, 7—X X e 7~
A%, CCSBTINTIX., LD DEZHFELTWAHRY . CCSBT i, @l O—FTHAINIVLERHLHD
WE LW OBBTT =4 ~0OT7 | PREEL LLHIC, ZORBDEDD TH D, —EHE% DT — & AEIZON
JEABRRSNSGSSTEIR | ) F—H~OT 7 ANELET H00 TIHERT 5 & OIRT, S
Vo T FRINIET OENO | Bh Rk T & Th D, T— X OB DEAND— N DN T LT,
B2 CCSBT DIRIFE IS N & | B4 B —MiZZ A LU 3 v BRI B
bk o, A3 —3k LRETHY, T—XOIRERFRIZFES U
BrR{TE, A=K T A7 T RIS D SUTHER T 5 i+
i FJHIFEINERE A3, CCSBT NOD | Zy 2a i) &% 7= %, =T TIARVICHE &
BRI ER OBELZEE | F—XORESIT =) 7B s s~
(R 55 R B Sl xThh,

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

(Scientific Advice collection and sharing. recommendations be carefully examined and integrated b el

Working Group (of | 5 — Z IW4E N OMEH 12 B3 A 08 in the data collection and sharing agenda.

Kobe I1)) TR PR-2014-14: SAWG 5 ZHHE KA L, 7 — | ERSWG: The ERSWG found it difficult to

( (Kobell HUNE R KO RICHEAT 2 XL 2 8E respond to this as it did not have the
D) Bl E 4%, suite of SAWG recommendations before
TR ) it.

ERSWG I, #b % SAWG &5 %
AL TELT, YZeEicEzs
Z LR H o 7,

FIGS 2



Quality and provision of scientific advice

FFHBI S OE KR UL

SA-2008-9

%o

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

SBT IZBA SN DR FHI7255 )
& ERS ICHT DR85S0
MTEY BT 25T

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: FREOEIHITEELR D TH D |
AT CREEELEMIChbIE o TR

HETLHHLDOTHDL, LnLensb, N7
YA D 2T NOTEEMEL T RIC
WL B 2 DA D Zhvhe [HARf Y )
ELTHWAZEEL, IVEELHL I NE
R OFE MBI B3 2 & 0 BARR 2285 12
Lo THiEENDIRETHD,

ESC:

ERSWG:

Ongoing. Support noted through
progress of the ERSWG.

Mkt , ERSWGIZHIT Dl £ U
THAR— MR 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 (3 Y%t 2Rt o L &
BT, THPERRT T r—FITE
SNTWL 7O DHERTHD Z &I
BELL, £/, 29 LN T R
(3, AT P S—FHE & AT
— 7% ERS BIETR BN B 0T R b
BE L TWa Z EnEE SN,
HEERIT, MR AN TR Z N
A TholzZ &, ESCET /L LD
B e OMSIEMFE AN TH D
&%) RO Z B 5 —Ihi
mOIF5 2 EICHE LT, ERSWG
%, SMMTG &G M NL/REFH5E % 57
Tl EOEICEE LT,
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SA-2008-10

The current structure of the Extended
Scientific Committee, especially, the
independent chairs and advisory panel,
should be maintained.
PERBFZEB S OBUEOHEE,
FRIZMSZRR R & F&RI S 1L e
452 &,

PR-2014-16: No additional recommendation is needed
regarding the continuing role of the ESC Independent
Chair and Panel

ESC S K L OV VOB OMEGEIZ B L
T, BINE RS IR

Th b,

SA-2008-11

In light of the requirement to focus on
future information with which to assess
the stock status of SBT, the number and
skill sets of independent experts required
in support of the scientific process
should be reviewed.

SBT D& PRI 2 2k Al 9~ 5 7= 12
FEROE RIS 22 TH ML
Wb LrEzx, B¥ET R
T RAEZYR— T 570D
HMHZEDO NI O R L BT
XX ThD,

PR-2014-17: Assess the eventual gaps in scientific skills
and proceed to fill them through recruitment (including of
new/ complementary profiles in the Independent Panel)
and capacity building in partner countries.
PR-2014-17: B FH) A F LB 5 F2BE Lo
Yo TERFHET A & & biT, A (IR
VIZBIT 28T 7e /Wiei7e 7 a7 7 A V%
i) KO— b —EHOF v T 1 - B
INT 4 T EBUTX v v TREE 2R
Do

ESC: Ongoing. High priority in the case of the
Independent Panel.
fibfge b, IS REPISICE LTI
E &

ERSWG: This recommendation was supported by
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 1L ERSWG 12 L » THFES
7=, ERSWG iX, SMMTG kTt
ERSWG ([ZFBWTHRE SN/ F v /8
VT4 BT 4 TICET AT A
TTICHET DL EHIT, ABN) £
ATV MIBITFLHNA—RT
AT A B—F T a FLOHNER
aEE LT INEERTE L AlRetE
DD,

SA-2008-12

The need for a management procedure
for the fishery in the short term should be
reconsidered in light of the alternative
approach of periodic stock assessments
using the agreed operating model.
R R 2 BT s %
HThDHENIEZEZFIZHONT
L, ARSI ANL—T 4 v
7 BT IVEAE S T EBIIRE
WRH72 & DT 7 n—F
RO THBETNETHD,

PR-2014-18: The original recommendation should be
considered as superseded. No new recommendation
needed as the MP is now integrated in the assessment
and advisory tool box of the Commission and its
performance will be regularly assessed.

PR-2014-18 : AV U F LV OEIEIZRZI LI=b D

EBEZDHRETHD, BUE, MP IXETRGEM &
VEREBADOHE Y — By 7 Z0OHP IS S

NTEY, ZONRT 53— ALEFHINEE
s TNWbED, FilREEITIRETH
D,

FIGS 2



Kobe IlI-1: Contribute to a Joint Technical WG on PR-2014-19: The CCSBT should continue to contribute ESC: Ongoing.
Management MSE to facilitate the implementation the | to tuna RFMOs effort to develop MSE capacity and ke
Strategy Evaluation | PA (Kobe Il p.4 and Annex 3 § 1.3) implementation. As the Joint WG now exists, more
(MSE) PA D EfEZ e+ 57-H, &8 | specific recommendations might be more useful in the
BRI | WAL (MSE) 1B B AR | future.
(MSE) Al WG ICE it 5. (Kobe Il | PR-2014-19: CCSBT (%, MSE fg/J DB % & %
MfET ~E Th D, BUEATF WG BFEL T
WDD, CRERIGIZIZ L 0 BAR 22 8 E5E  L v
AW THA I,
SAWG-2010 - Regular large scale tagging programs PR-2014-20: Large scale tagging programmes do not ESC: Low priority. Focus is on gene tagging

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

- FARFET K OVl e B VBl /X &
— A ONT~ 7 e OFTEN R OE
S HEE T D T2 O D EF 7
KA GG (T — A L
X T wEte)

seem to be undertaken anymore which means that the
recommendation above is not fulfilled. It should be
maintained or formally rejected by the ESC with an
explicit rationale.
PR-2014-20: Hi{E, KREUBARRRF LM =
TWRWnWE oS> ThY, ZoZ iz, Liko@
BTSN T RN EEERL TN D,
ESCIZ & V. BIMERIRILZ & > T ZAUAHERT
SNAHD, NFAKITHET XETH D,

for absolute estimates of recruitment.
PR K, FEAUE. AR
B 722 fE TEAE L2 B 3o 2 MR An TR sk A
WZH b,
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SAWG-2010

- The study of spatial aspects of stock
assessment to substantiate spatial
management measures.

- ZEHRE AT E 2 SRR S 720
OGP D 22 [ r AR 2 BE 5
L5

PR-2014-21: Efforts to gain information on the spatial
structure and movements of the SBT stock and the fleets
exploiting it should be continued as they are of
paramount importance for management and
conservation.

PR-2014-21: & BR )} OMRAFIZ 1T 5 A B A
L LT, SBT EIRM N Z Lz a4 2 i o
ZE[AEIE K OB BN T 2 1E R 252700
BNPRE SN DRETH 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 available as well as the need to deliver
an undifferentiated TAC estimate), to be used every 5-10
years, perhaps in connection (not in synchrony) with the
MP 6-yearly performance assessment, for obtaining a
more realistic foresight.
PR-2014-22: 1 0 BIRM R FIHAS 5 2012,
BUE DR 72 LA (R AT RE 72 0 RLAE OF
IZZEBME STV R0 TAC OHEEE %8 < £
FEPENLI SN TS B D) ITMZ T, 5-10
BTE, GBEICESTIEIMPOGET LD
74—~ AFHl & A O TR LG 5 R
DOHEREHI LA 7 — & L TOZERPY, ARERN
— ADOMFH VBRI TE LD,

ESC: Low priority for additional work but
some work already occurring.
IBINRY 72 RS I B3 2 B AR 13
bOD, —EOIMERITEEICEM S
W5,

ESC: Low priority unless new evidence
indicating stock structure becomes
available.

B 2 R 3R T 2R ARYL A FI Y AT
REIZZ2 HZRWER Y | EEFEEEITAR Y,

SAWG-2010

- The use of high-resolution spatial
ecosystem models to better integrate
biological features of tuna stocks and
their environment.

- Agree on a list of minimum standards
for stock assessment

-~ 7 a EIRO LY TR O
Bz LW RSHET o200
G E D ZERI AR R E T L
DFIH

- EIRRTAMZ B4 2 AR IEED U
A2 MZAEETS

PR-2014-23: The recommendation is apparently being
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 DEIEIL. B4 RIEENCHTZ -
TEMINTNWD LI THD, BRI 5
REMEICEAT 5 AXNLENGEINARS L
LETORIZZNIETHR S NONETHA
Do

ESC: Low priority for future work.
FERDIERIZ BT D B IR,
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SAWG-2010

- Develop research capacity in
developing Members’ countries

- FRIE EO A UN—EHIZE T D
AR ARE 1 DPAFE

PR-2014-24: This subject is important for the future of
the CCSBT decision making progress and legitimacy and
should be elevated to a continuing recommendation. The
direct role of CCSBT might be limited (by its funding and
own capacity to train) but it could help identify needs,
promote assistance and monitor capacity-building
activities directly related to the fulfilment of its mandate.
PR-2014-24: Z O —=<{%. ¥k CCSBT ®
EBRENZ D DR R OIES PRI B W THE
ERbDOTHY | fkiEiE & SN XET
%, CCSBT DEHMIREE (FHRAE LD
AT O HES)) IXRERITH DA, B
DRFIE ., SCHE DARTE K OFH D =R LR
I HX v VT 4 - AT 4T DE=H
PR 1) e R - S

ESC: Ongoing. High priority.

e, HESEEE @

ERSWG: The ERSWG supports capacity building
as an important endeavour. The CCSBT
should seek to fund such work from both
its own resources and external sources
wherever possible. It was noted that
ACAP had a secondments grant program
specifically aimed at capacity building.
ERSWG IX., ¥ /%y T 1 - EAT
4 T PNEERRATHDHZ LXK
Ff L7z, CCSBT %, mlaE7ZefRb . H
SO Y Y — A R OGN E 4 0 W 7>
b2 ) LRI T 2 &L %
HRT o R&ETHD, ACAP 3FFIC
Xr VT4 - BT 4 TR
ELIED U RA ST b -
Tl T hEFFoTND I ENEE
iz,

Bycatch policy and
management
strategy
RAEBUR S OV
P

No specific recommendations
FrBe D& 72 L

PR-2014-25: It is recommended to bring together all the
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 |2 B3 2 BIED T X TOHEFHR
[ZOWT, FHli SN DT 4 —~ 2 AT
LR HEE, WONZ Y 7 7 L v A DF X
TRy R RAROHEEMZEHRRL, ERS
(2B 2 @ B0 7 BOR K OVE BRER IS A RS b3
L LEBET S,

ERSWG: The ERSWG strongly supported this
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%fehis 290 < 3CFFd
HEEblT, YUEIEVENE 8 LB
HTHZ LB LD, IhEE
HERENSDOE R LT, oF
<AFERFMO & OIEFADRF &5
RXTHh 5D,
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Adoption of conservation and management measures FR7FEEHE DR

SA-2008-13 The CCSBT should continue to make
conservation and management
measures which are consistent with
scientific advice from the Extended
Scientific Committee.

CCSBT I%, KB +ZESDOF
FHIBE & — B U TR AT B
B2k TH D,

PR-2014-26: As a consequence, the recommendation
above, in its present form, could be considered as being
implemented correctly. As it seems to have been
incorporated in the ordinary practice of the EC, it might
be eliminated from the list and replaced, as appropriate
with more specific ones in the future.

PR-2014-26 : LRC 01T, FERAVICBUROTF
TELLEMINTNDHDEBX Btk
9. ECOMEEHOTIZEZEND LD ITho
TEbDEZEZBND I ENG, FERIVICIL,
ZOEEEZ Y X b HEIERL, X0 BRI
BIEICLDVEXEXLZENEYITHAS I,
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SA-2008-14 The CCSBT should satisfy the UNFSA PR-2014-27: This recommendation refers to an
standards. international legal obligation. It could be maintained but
CCSBT /. UNFSA OR& A7 cannot be usefully assessed unless it is made more
TRETHD, 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 [UU,
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 &I, EERE EOFREIZH
LT DTHD, ZoREITHER S
"BH5HDOTHLN, L BEEbEnRiFiix
AT 2 Z LT TE vy koBE%
ZHINTZW) o BlzIE, BEEEERES . IUU
OEH, Y AFHOEHEIZREAT D EERA T A
KT A o RATENETE & V> 72 UNCLOS <°
UNFSA, SUTIMEFEPRFEX (B 213 SBT Blfa<e
Fiiknfa T ERS Of7#) (ZBI9 % CBD K TY
WSSD O ZL{: J OV Do BRI 22 B E D S 5
72 % FEHE &\ o T2 T B O WRE 7 FE N 4 PO
JHZLEHICEETE LY, Fe.
CCSBT  ERS {RA7E HUZ B LI ) D
HOWELZFFONTAHZ EHTE LD,




SA-2008-15 The parties to the Convention could PR-2014-28: The CCSBT should formally consider the
review the Convention and modernise it | need to align its Convention to the UNFSA principles and
to UNFSA standards. standards. A gap analysis could be an easy first step
ARIRERIENL, R E RE L, based on which a decision to proceed with a formal
UNFSA JL¥EIZ HA 9 L H o H % revision or through Strategic and management planning

PRETE could be explicitly made.

TrETRs. PR-2014-28 : CCSBT 1, [FI5e#9% UNFSA 0 J5 1]
FOREEIZEDEDLLOWET DI & DME
PEIZOWTARUTHRET T RE TH D, AU
FRIBIEZED D00 & 2 W ITHRIE L OE
PREHE OB 72 R E 228 U THED TV < D
ERETDITHTY . Fv 7o
HRTWRHDAT v T ThHhHEEZ BN
Do

SA-2008-16 The CCSBT should develop a Strategic | PR-2014-29: The CCSBT should pursue the effort of

Plan plus a Management Plan to
implement minimum standards for the
fishery (SA-2008).

CCSBT i&, [RIfaZED 7= Dl
FLUEZ T 5 72 8 O B IE i
FOEHEEZRET X TH
% (SA-2008)

coherent planning. As conservation and management
are the core of the CCSBT mandate and the Strategic
Plan provides a comprehensive framework for fulfilling
that mandate, it could be suggested to attach to the
recently adopted Strategic Plan (as an annex) a
management Plan, going into more implementation
details. This could help avoid duplication and integrate
better the policy, the strategy and the management plan.
The management procedure and metarule processes are
part of the Management Plan.

PR-2014-29 : CCSBT (&, BHM#/RGHEIZ /0555
NEBRTRETH D, RIFEHN CCSBT D
MRED AT TV, BREKFHE A% O HERE % Vi
T2 IO DMFTER AR TH D Z b,
ELUT (CERIR S U7 BRI RN iR & L
T) KV R S S B A AT B ) A
AT L2 RETD, ZhICXY, B
R, OB R OVE B OEEARET D L L
2. KV RWHEEXDLDZ b TE LD, B
HERKL A ZL—L « Fut 2k, GGt
B[O~ TH D,
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SA-2008-17 Consider moving to alternative allocation | PR-2014-30: The present practice fulfills the
principles of the TAC rather than set recommendation. As long as members and candidate
tonnages. members find the present approach convenient, there is
kR E LIS O R AN KL no reason to change it.
S ERENY B OPE HES K | PR-2014-30 ¢ BU{EOE 3B S A 72 LT
RERAE Do AUN—RORA L R—ERNBIATOTF
EEERR DL LTEZTWAIRDIX, &
NAEERS LRI,
Kobe-1: Strengthen conservation and PR-2014-31: There is obviously a trade-off in the use of | ESC: Refer to ERS
Ecologically related | management measures to minimize the observers’ time which affects the precision of the ERSWGIZfFEE,
species harmful impacts of SBT fisheries on non- | data (and ensuing assessments) of SBT and ERS
A RESF YRS EfE | target populations and their ecosystems | respectively. Although the detailed data collected ERSWG: The ERSWG noted that the workload of

and ensure long-term sustainability,
using the best scientific evidence
available. In particular;
Increase attention on sharks, seabirds,
turtles and mammals (KII1.5.b.f),
minimizing the impact of fishing (KI.1.10;
KI.I.11). Assess and manage sharks
(KILL11; KILAf, KII1.5.b.d). Require the
use of on-board observers to collect
discards data (KIlIl.5.b.a);
SBT eI H6 1T 2 IR K OY
ERER DA E IR E A /M
5 7o DOIRAFE B E 4 R4l
THEEBIT, AFHRERERR
OFFFRARILIZ FES & BIAY 72
Frfge vl ReME 2 FEPR 3 2D, HRIC,
YA R, AR OVE
BEEILIE (KIL5.L.F) (2h 0D
KEDOFBEOR/MUICET 2R
s (KLL10, KLL1L) , ¥
AL L, EFEHA D
(KLL11, KIL1f, KIIL5.b.d) o
BEET —Z wWET DT D3R
AT —"—DIEHEZRD D
(KI.5.b.a)

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 WNERS ZNEN DT —H
(B O Z e < 7 DIEMEMEIC T 5
F 7Y =N — ORI ORI AN ITB & 7372
Mo— A7 OBRRH 5, AT ——|Z
& o THERAINTIE SN DFEM 7R T — Z IR
HToH 57, ERS OIRREIZ 227D e/ NRODFF
fili CULXBABIPFLIAZ I D 2 5 L7
~OEBER) 12IE, BEH ERST—4MRb o
ENESNDIVENDH D, T A AT OF|
AiE, A7V —R—OZRFICHIREEZ DN
Do

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 (X, A7V —_—DIE¥E
NEETIES 208, U RAZFHMIOR
MR KT 2720 DRFFRIK L &
ZT2HE. TNRROEARIND
BT arD—2ThHhBI LT
HME L, Y35 s 4t A7
WIRE S DR TidZewny, &EE
=) T ROEFHREDIEA D
F2. TP = R—DEER O
WZHIREEZ D,
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Kobe-1:
Ecologically related
species
A= e B A

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 DATENBIFE, S K UM A
FHIZBIT % IPOA K ONfE A JHIZ B
T 5HFAO T A KT A B
L HE 7 B TIREHI D T2 D D
EEsHE. V=V KROHA KT
A RS UER) HEE
9%, (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 FAQ instruments.

PR-2014-32: CCSBT /%, CCSBT LIt DB D 22
HEOBSFIZONTIEA VR —ICEE LT
D, EEORE GV T CCSBT I L B A 8D
flgadld, e TITR<, £+ T
IT7evy, B35 FAO IPOA (ZBH9 2 A7 R
PR, HEATEIGE (RPOA) ~D Z 4L b D
. KOEMADREX, 5ERITRT
2 U —72 FAO DFE L & blizifb T
[ B 72 BLdiC CCSBT OB HL R 2 Ak s
DI2DOMRN R TIELEEZ 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 1. YizkiiEx2 XF54 5 L
LBz, L ONTHICBIT D iEHE
#7540 L LT FAO @ IPOA IZ
Bk Y —AThHDHZ L, £=
FAO XA NTZ 7T 4 AHA KTA
NIB AR T D 0T
HHZLITBE L., £7o. MUi%E
I E S KON 25 ICHHEL TCWD D
&L ROYEEENEIT A R —DIRE
A7) Y — A L) SCARD H TR
ENDHRETHDHZENEESH
776
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Kobe-1:
Ecologically related
species
A= e B A

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.
RANTZ 7T 4 A KB LT
LT oJF R Z 8RR 2% - IR &[]
E N ORI I T 20 72 &
R B2 - (1) IR R
s sZ &, (2) W >E:
HWTHDHZ L, 3) E&(LATHET
bHZ &, @BFITESLZ
L. () ERBREN—RICELS Z
&L (6) ERETFRICHEIRINTH S
Z& (REFECEZHIT S Z
L) L () BRSO LETH D
L. @) RFMHENTH D
ZEL 9 BEBTHDZ L (10)
ER K OBIRE T K > THFHm
WCRESNTZHDTHDLZ &,
(M) ERICEmEND Z &
(BCWG, 2010 )

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: .57 % OV I ZFLEEIC B9~ 5 M
DEEORE (b Ldiud) 1L, ERSITEDY
B2 TRl S e T AU 72 5720, HkEg
RFECERN SN TWD B0, ERSICET S
BRI BORIL, 1R OE PEGHE 0> ERS B
ERAMZDOUNT XV @D LUL TOR T A 12
flLL T 5,

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 Tk~ 541 T\ 5 K 912,
ERS ~D “IRHEBE 2 KIS S 720k b A
7R HEF, A = RO IR9FE R EC
X DERMBIR D OHHHE L L TEAT L Z
L THV, CCSBT LUMHO RFMO 2 Z 9 L7
HE9D DTN XAMD 7 +—F ATk
FHBIORRZBE L TED L IICT HHRE
BT HZ L THD, £lo. TORHIE
Kobe 7 747 VU7 ®ahiTHLEKINTH
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 I3, HEEIHE D 5 H ERS
B IV RS K O S L2 5
BRTOERS W N—FTHXEThH
D FETCEVRERICEERE Z & O %t
B BENAA L ZEI D Y THRE ThH
HZEITHELT,

ERSWG: The ERSWG commented that any
progress in this direction needs to be
resolved at the Extended Commission
level.

ERSWG X, Z 9 L7z FmETON
MWL S IERERERL LT
DIFRINETHDHE T AL R L
72
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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).
FHRZR) 77 LR - RA
oA % E® ., UNFSA S 6 52
OB D IEOITENBLEIE 7.5
FOTHT I —F @A
%, (PR-2008; Kobel, §1.1.4 &R
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 : = O GG 72 B A 13 I R HIHY
RERZ 1D HDTHY, TEIHIMP A
AZN—) L EBITHNGNTWDIRY I,
BRI ER SN TNDHDELTERZD D
EnTEL D, BARUTHAIE LTI
INH56 (BF L FHBERFITHA) 12
. ZhaEity L LTRHEL Th BT
TRV

Kobe-2: the
ecosystem
approach
HRERT Vo —
9‘_

Apply the Ecosystem Approach to
Fisheries (EAF) to manage bycatch of
target and non-target species (Kobe |,
§1.4, §.1.10);

KGR N ONFset G A D VR 2 7
BT 5720, EICKT D AR
KT 7 —F &M 5 (Kobel,
§14, §..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 D ifa ZEBUR & UVE L D i
HDOBATOHEFZOPTEAFIZET Db
DIZOWVWTHRT D, BAGLFXY v T2k
EL, T oW THEm L, ZNa kT 5
72 DIATENT 5, B 47 EAF OFSHA D
BRI B ISR D,

Kobe-3: rebuilding
plans
FREEF

Adopt and implement effective rebuilding
plans for depleted or overfished stocks
(Kobe | § 1.4);

8 B 2V T FEEE IR B
2 EIR O R0 720 A G A
REOET 5

(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 : BLik, AU T D@y EITE BT
A OIS FHE OFRPUT K W IZFE T L
TWVD, LA 6, FRaing & OFHE o
BIEX, TORT 3 —< 2 AL TEH
HICHERS SN DR D D,
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Capacity management J&JERE /1 E

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 i34 72< & b, FAO DifiZk
AE/1 D BRI B9 % EBEATEN T
BT DTV 58S % S
TRETH 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 : KPR, CCSBTIIMfiny 2 b (GF
AR ONIU) oF=2 ) v T Rk D &
LBz, BIROEWFRIAEE (KON
£ TAC) (Tkf L TR Hviife ST
WD Z & EMIECT Do DR IR
(BIATHA X, b R OB L0 ME
SNTER) 2T THD,
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 A [EIE L 72354, TAC LN
L. INZEHEET L7202 L0\ ifEsE
PLEZ 72 %, CCSBT IL MSY (31X MEY) 1%
BAFEROFEZFHE L TV 22, BIfEDH
ERE N A MTEV E EhEnkigd 5 2 iz k
0. WL 7R HIERES N OV T b RIRFIHE
ETRETH 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 : RHIRYZRRE L LT, ATV O 4ttt
SRR A LTz £ < AURARTRIERE 1 O TR
B - HIkEBLO 72D Do F < A% RFMO
L DBHEDHERBZZ BND,
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Compatibility of management measures FEEHE DA A 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 iR & [E]51H 4 12
DWNTIE, WK O E O
BEEAKIL DO THAMNH 5,

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: &R FFEEIZIZPETR L OIMA D e b
HETHDLZ LD, AV FRUTHRICE
WT, T OA B BRERIG & 23D D FH A 72
RFZZ A BAI 2 RET D720 DI B 555

ESC:

Low priority. Refer to comments in
2014-6.

ESERE K, 2014-64FE IR 5 2 R
NN i

CCSBT IZ, A% bIFEOHEM | N sns&EThd,
ERER L TS LER S D,
Fishing allocations and opportunities J&EH|X4 & O EES

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 i, EEWREDHETHMH
i kS, TAC OWRE & [HBIE
Y OWRIE % 5y BES 2 7 [ )
IRETHDH, CCSBT 1%, ~v
B LA 0 JE I CE I Y &
HIRET DHZ L AR RET
HD,

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 OEVEITZER SN TE Y, TAC
i & EBIBL Y B D45 BN EE AL S A
CCSBTIZBIT DR EBFBDO—BRLE72H> T
%,
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Compliance and enforcement

Flag State duties

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.
FTRTO A L N— RO IR FE
INEEENE S & Hex . CCSBT H3£k
PRU 7o PRATE B B 0D 85T % fife
By 58D, BERTATOT
HEo~EThD,

ASt%1%, FfnE 47z CDS & Huls
& LR WAy 72 MCS Bk 4 fifg 37
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%, sk S 7= lsFEZES
Fut A, QAR 71 7T AN ONESTTENEE
J OBUR OREEE I Dot 2 FEfe & &ie, &
2D TRTCOFEE Y - CESFOME: % ik
TN Thd, Hil-rav2Anb4A 0
BSFIZBE T 5V 72 BB 7o s b ST
REESO TS FANL OBE S 285 783
B R OB IZI - T CCSBT 12 k. » T EfR{L &
. OITENCR SN RETH D, BN
REVEIIAETH D,

CCSec:

No specific additions have been made
for this item as it is addressed by the
overall revised CAP? (2015-2017).
RFEIHIZ DWW T ECAP (2015—
20174F) I &Y RIS ST
WA, FREEDBFE AT > T
AN

2 Compliance Action Plan 85747
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Port State measures ZFHEEHEE

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.
FHEREIC OV T, B0
FREARET 52 & 2B
T, 200846 H 23 H/ 5 27 HE
Tr—~ THfE Sz “FAO 7k
EFEICRE S 2 Eirihag” =6
(X, FHEEEEOTT DN
T, W OD¥REHE R LT,
D XD RET IR BEN TR S
NDETITUHMTEL DD TH
A9, D[, CCSBT %, CCSBT
FFR U 2 N EOMIR L E D,
EE, R M 0 SBT it
B DOKEGT L i A kT 5
72 8D 0O — B TR\ F PR [E i
BART 2 M0 R&ETH
Do

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 4= FAQ % HkEHY
BEHEICEE L FSEREICEAT 20
RET v AZME LT R&ETH D,

CCSec:

This is specified to occur in 2015 and
2016 in the revised CAP.

AREFEIHIZOWTIE, WECAPIZEW
T 20154 K UN20164F 12 Eifi T 7E & 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%., SFfukikz A LTk
59, £ SBT IO ES A%
RFMO o> “& i /K S (Z [R1EE 3 % 72
®, CCSBT %, o> RFMO & if
M@t L, Z7a— UL
AIEZ SRS ARSI O B 20T
&9, o F < AFERFMO & 1
S _RETHSH, CCSBT 1L, #
SFRFEiO—EE & LT, MCS DB
REBRTETHD,

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 : ££7f7 }o OMifiik RFMO D 7' 27
DEBITHBELET TWDLZ EE2HE AN
IZ. CCSBT X, = MCS#iE&E Kk INA F— LD
S AT 5 & &bz, i RFMO & MCS
BEEIAESEDLTEODEILRIARAT v T %
AT RETH D, EbRHdfEMD
AR EEOFEMIL IR L7,

CCSec:

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

2015— 20174 D ECAPIE, LoD
RFMOD Y AT LN akg A LD
FFNZBET 2V < D DIBINKI L E
EMZ DT TEES T,
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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 4= Kobe =& T, ROP
E~DaIy MAVIRELR
THEY, CCSBT X CCAMLR X
IOTC LW o7z, T TICATF—
=G & 5 D RFMO (26
B Lo A7 P — =G % i
TRETHD,

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, RZB&ORYAT
P —FHEHEZ (LT 5 & L BT, ERS
FT Y —N—F —Z T LT o> RFMO O#l
#iE O A MRS 272D O% N ndElk S
HLRETH D,

ESC:

ERSWG:

CCSec:

Done. New observer standards endorsed
by the ESC.

T, FizteA 7V — "—HEn
ESCIZ L » THAFR =T,

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 (3 Y %#h & 238 < XFF 92
&L bz, BERIMAEmWS O LA
L7z, FSAHERFMO IZ &> TR
L END T AMEET —Z2 OFRMIC
B3 % £ < A% RFMO A [RIIRIE
E¥EH =X, 29 LEUROHP TR
Iz,

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.

REIZ D)% ERITBEICERSWG =
Ra2=T BV CET CTHHT-
B, ECAPIZIZEM L T e,
LA MA T — R T — X B
T % F < AFHRFMOA RN
EHAAEI1L20154F1H IR TE T
%, RIZEORKIL, 2015431 D
ERSWG 1LIZBWTHFHT D Z &
HEEND,
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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.

F 72, CCSBT %, WCPFC & IATTC 234T»> T
W5 X912, WCPFC & O CTH T —3—D
FREFF ] A BAGR 2 vl e & 9 % BAfR Otk
FAML D7 L LT, ROP DFEZ EANT MR
BT ~E Th b,

ESC:

CCSec:

Serious consideration has already been

given to an ROP by the CC/EC. This is
referred to CC/EC.

ROPIZEH L Tix. CC/ECIZ &> TEE
CEANCHRF S T D, KEEIC
DUWTILCCIECIZATFET 5,

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 UN—BROPOEREIZET D &
DIZRFETH -T2 D, WE
CAP (2015—2017) ZiZEMM L TW
RV, LU s, ARIEFIZPRENE
WCEVIRBEINTZFHEHTHDLDT,
A NN— X Z ORMBEIZ DWW THERE
TLENEIDERFTNETHD,
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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.

HEH LS TR VMS DA%
PEIZREZ2 D TH Y |
CCAMLR |4 Fft. & A7z VMS % £k

RLTWD (SA-2008) , KR}
CCSBT A > /3—73, HEHEMIC

st U R D < TRREE L A
T AVMS)DE R #FH O, £
72 2006 4F12, A U N—KR O
FOFENNEE E I XRE AR VMS O£ A
ERIRTHREERINLIZICE
Wb BT, RIZZOHE LA
SELTWARY, EERIFIELIC
MEBRVMS 23R E T XX Th
Do

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 I%, [AlZ B2 ™ 2008 4Dk
BONT 7T 75 M OESFATENEHE O F— /1
83 X MREN S L RETH Y, B D
53 SBT fiRfAICIE H 45 VMS i B B
KRR =2 T A (EBE, WMS 7 —#
DZAFHE KON ( (2008 FRFHED FITBLER D
HAILTW S E S Tl yvy) CCSBT 5
Jij. SCIESC, ERSWG & UNESTFZ B REIZ &

D) HVESE) 2000 IikiEET L E =
— L., WETRETH 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.
il 21X CCSBT A o /3 — e OV A7 BN [
(T, 10> RFMO Sef/KIk THE % & [E o> SBT
YRR :h%@Wﬁfmﬁ?A@TTVW
WiE#E L CCSBT HHMICKETHZ LI
THIENTEED,

CC:

CCSec:

Agreed to review the CCSBT’s 2006 and
2008 VMS Resolutions in its
Compliance Action Plan for 2018-2020.
2018 —2020%F D 3E T4 T By o Hy
T, CCSBT®20064F }z N20084F D
VMSIRFED L B 2 —%1T 9 T LG
Hahi-,

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.
WECAP (2015—2017) (ZiFBhns
TR, RSN HSBTOH =
D TOFERB#HRFMO (10TC) T
X, FHRICHESNDVMSITA L
TWRLY,
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Transhipment at No specific recommendations PR-2014-46: The CCSBT should accelerate its progress | CCSec:  This is specified to occur in 2015 in the

sea Y 5 | Rl e G VA in reviewing its Transshipment Program for tuna longline revised CAP (2015-2017).

VESIEN (T2 vessels in conjunction with the development of a Port AREIHL. WECAP (2015—2017)
State measures resolution that is consistent with the 2B WT, 20154E I E T E L 72 o
2009 FAO Port States Agreement. T3,
PR-2014-46 : CCSBT /&, 2009 4 FAO 77 H&[E H
B B BB L 72 TR EH E R O SRE & pF
HT, FSAITAMBMICET 2 540G o
L E 2 —OESHEZINELSE & TH D,
The CCSBT should also be prepared to develop rules to | CCSec:  Not included in CAP (2015-2017) as
govern at sea transshipment involving purse seine there is no transhipment at sea from
vessels that are consistent with those adopted by the purse seine vessels. This will be revised
WCPFC, if at-sea transhipment activities involving such according to the recommendation if
vessels begin to be utilized in the future. considered likely to occur in the future.
FE72. CCSBTIE., & L HIFRIIC E /A F WA O OVE FEREIX VD
DI FHRETEENCBI G- LiR D D ATReMED & 5 T, CAP (2015—2017) IZiZ&EEh
RBIE, FE MR B TvE RS A R TV, TN FRIICE Z 0 15
572 DEAIZE, WCPFCIZ L - TERINE T L W SN AR, RS
WAHHHNZ S BB LB CRIET 2 M 21T STWESND I L LD,
INETH D,

High seas boarding | No specific recommendations PR-2014-47: CCSBT should therefore develop as a CC: Did not reach consensus on including an

and inspection BEROEVE L L matter of priority procedures for high seas boarding and action item in the 2018-2020

INYEST AFRAS inspection of SBT vessels. Compliance Action Plan.

PR-2014-47 : CCSBT (%, SBT Anfia D AUEST A KR
IR T 2 Fofge & 2B CIENL O E VO R E
ELTRETRETH D,

ARHIH A 2018 — 20204 O <P TE R
BOITEFHE T LiZiFart
VY RIZE LR T,
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Follow-up on infringements & DiBBFFAZA

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%, &ML T, e
OFNCET 2 EE SN —
IVEMHSLTRETH D (FHZED
gy EARAICIE, CCSBT
I, TR TORFHEIZON
T, —HOSAIZRETNET
»H5,

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 4ELL[%. RIZEE S
DFFOFHE T v AR OFE (A" —K
Y CNM @ CCSBT H5i#& D FESFIZ BE T~ 2 Mg A
NPT ¢ O OPSHALE) & KIEIZiEb
THEODAT v T REEATE TS,
CCSBT X, ZNHLDOFEAULR LETD L L
BT, TNORBEBHALOANTFICER S,
BIS U TY AT ADEYS MK 52 % fi
BEBZLICLD, TORELLTA L=
K ONCNM B CRESF DA e T 4 7 RAIE &
NHEIMRTRETHD,

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.

EA81%. BHEROTACO[EBIE Sy &
(23 2 ERIZ BT D AR R Bk A R
SEROMERF T 5 2 L 2R T D)<
EEREERZSOET 5 2 & 2 E
L7,
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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.

- FTRTO A N — KO
FEINEAEZ. CCSBT (= [E Bl
FEERHTRETHD,

- CCSBT IZ. CC K UMEREES
DENEIERIERS & B IEE
AT Z 5 X O i &
HzT\wb,

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 (%, 2008 4ELL[%, FZEES
DFHE 7 7 2 R OFB 2 RIg I b3 % 72
HDAT v 7 (B FERRDOMFEHRHEDK
1E, ZE2PESGT 2 OITE ER K H K& O IUU
iR U A M RSEOSRIGE) kA TETH
Do AU A=K OWRIEMEEIL, WIRE
TICEBMEELRINT 52 & KONETE
BRI D REOEFIZN0r 5% A7 v
Ea—lZBMT5Z L2k, #EF7Tntx
WL Tnab, CCSBTIX, b DFED
SERFEM AT 5 & L biT, IEBESFIEY]
MORNEICFHE S, ZORERELTAUN
— MO RN EIR S B CHEsTFIC B
LA T o TR SN D KO R
XThb, £7-CCSBTIL, RIEBEDEKD
T CORBEPRF ST D A =343
MIEEICBET 2 BEEREICSMTERNE DI
TOEMEZHRETNETH D,
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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 /&, Se4/aif g iA il
J£ (CDS) DFRIR & il T
BATTRETH D,

- CCSBT (X, MA@ L LT
CDS % ZEfii 9 ~& Th %, CDS %
FEhid 5 E TOHM, TO
A 23— KO RN R [
%, TIS ZAlkfgi s D BN H D,

- CCSBT X, I+ X TolizE A
WE% ZE=4%Y 7L, CCSBT
DE=HY T KOE G HEE O
BT~ E TH 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 # DN E IFBEIZ 52T Ik S 4L
TW5%, CCSBT X, CCSBT ® A »/3—X %
CNM & 72 > TWRWE D[ > SBT D 5 %38
B o700bH bR RRERA 7 > a v
ERRTHELBIT, ZNHDIER L N—[FH
(Z%f L C CCSBT ® CDS ~D & Jx NS it % 4%
ihd 27z d (FBRH» 6 KU CCSBT £
PR UE ONM A, Ah32 0 — %o [ sk
ZEUT) BE g aifkT <~ Th b,

CCSec:

These recommendations are already
covered in the existing CAP (2015-
2017).

INHOENEIT, BEFOCAP (2015
—2017) (2K VBRI A= T
el
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Decision-making, transparency and dispute settlement = BIRE, TN R Oy A7k

Decision-making and transparency & B E K& O B 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).
a kYRR D EERET
« BAIC K o TUXIREITERIEN
ELDZE2BW®T LN, £R
21T (ZRE2OLEE—HORE
WZRD) HERREBOREMEZ
HRXITFFERRICEET L Z
EEREITHZEHTE 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 O &R EH %L (B —
BRI B2 HR A AUT) BET HITIEEN
WENLETH LD, FEOEIEITIT-> T
WV, L L7eAs s, CCSBT 1, SRAIDHL
ExFHE LLIET 72007 at ACFE) H
FTREEZTNETH D, —HOfo RFMO 1%
W E 10 FEMICENEIEZT> TR (Bl
NAFO. NEAFC, ICCAT K (N IATTC /) |
CCSBT BEEFIHI CTH S5 SN TV D, R
7R ERESX (tho RFMO THIEERA S
TWHbH0) & LTERDY G RIEIIZHH
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 V— =BT B T
HANY) BAEOEE R EED
TR A DA D REMIZ IR
STEHT, CCSBT I, Tkl
AIOHR] 3 DR b ZRFEH <&
Th b,

- CCSBT L OXF D A L /N—[F,
F TP =R =TT D HH A A
ML, IBICA—7 v RbDIC
THREThHD, —DODOFRENR
FA7aré LT, CCSBT 7 =
T A MZAT = R—DZF
ATUCET 2HEDOT LT A
VRNEBET LI ERET LN
5,

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 7 W — —IZBT HHED
CCSBT M EIR K OHIANL, EEEHEICEE L
TebDLeoTEHEY, YPOEEITTEERS
N, BENLELETIENTEELDEE X
HbiLd,
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Decision-making and dispute settlement & B E &k Oy SRR

Kobe-4: dispute
settlement

5 PRI

Establish adequate mechanisms for
dispute settlement.
Gk O 7= DY e A F1 =
VA SYAC R

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 &I DIRAFE H 4
FESRREE W S E 5 L 0 fRRDBEREZ
BT D728 My PRI RESLRRR 24T 5 728
DRFH 2 FIEDORE 2 BRNTHRFT T2 X 9
B4 %, PR2008 THEfi sz X oiT, Bl
fE. T_XTOCNMEIEREZEE R D A /3 —
(BEZERL) 25 UNFSA OFFEFIIE & 72> T
5T DB, UNFSA D HEER S L7 BN 72
I FRER N — VRN D TH A D,

International cooperation [EIE1H /)

Relationship to cooperating non-members (CNMs) # /789FENNELE (CNM) & DEfR

Kobe-5:
Cooperating non-
members

[ PALREIIELES

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 728, W /I AT — & A% 5.
Z % Tl & DERAR K OVFE i 2 5
DT, A = KOFEIUEE &
D 1% EOFRREREL TV D
73,

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 I%, FFA L/ X—[EIZD\
T, ARNF AT av Z2~OBMEARET 5
BLE CREBEOEBE > TETND, 207
O, ZORMBIIH L TEEZ ORI, o
R N = RO IR EEN T 58 %
BATT 5 Z L& FEROBEITRV,

CCSec:

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

ARFIHZ OV TILCAP (2015
2017) 2 &Y RIS ST
DI, REFHIZHDD DR DIEFL
IFR SR TVRNY,
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Relationship to non-cooperating non-members  FE1# /1A9FEMNEE E & D EEFR

Kobe-6: Non-
cooperating non-
members

et 1IN R

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 ™ A > 73— K UM J1i)FE
INEEENE, FEE A ROFENNREIE o
SBT ifafi iC B9 21 Wz A3 5%
L& BT, £ 95 LIoaoTgHE)
ZBhIET 5 72 DY) e E A
LOHRETH 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 IUU fishing activities and ensure the
effective implementation of its measures and programs.
In addition, the development of port State measures in
line with the FAO Port States Agreement (as is
discussed in section 4.2.2) could greatly assist in this
area.

PR-2014-55 : CCSBT i, FFt inudE iRz
WT, IS DOEOMMADTEE) A B 1k 2 8l
TR DEE # > TE T\ 5, CCSBT
&, WU iZE & DERWCEET 555/ Zgdb L.
FRERZBZOHER T 1T T LDRHRE
7R SN A DR Lt T T 72, XTI
KPR & O IBRESET D5 & ik
LTV RETHD, &bz, (Br7var
422128V TCE K L2 &B0) FAO FikEH
B E BB L 7oA EHT E O SR E 1345 B
ICBWTRERBIT LERDEAS D,

CCSec:

No specific additions have been made
for this item as it is addressed by the
overall CAP (2015-2017).
ARHEIHIZ OV TILCAP (2015—
2017) 128D BREYITHKS STV
DT, AREFEHIZD ) DRBEDIBRL
IR I TR,
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Cooperation with other RFMOs
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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.

- CCSBT 73Mitio> RFMO, HRflzE <
AFRFMO & L 0 B ITEEZT
W, fEZFISE TS ES
TL<HFEL, 20 &
CCSBT DI IH L /2 5 & T
HD,

- SA-2008 D EhEIL, LA T D PR-
2008 72 D L 0 BAR) 205 (2
L0 En b, CCSBT i
FTRTOFE S AR RFMO (T8
LHRED 1> & LT IUU JETRE)
WXL D EZINZ D2 & T
HY ., F7-CCSBTAA > FI¥EE
SAEHEES KO ERAREE:
F < AHZE=(WCPFC) & HiBRAY
WCHEETLHZ L 2ME L., i
DR OBHNZ DT b 8
WCEHLHLRXETHAI,

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 : i#§~ % RFMO D Z D& & @
MaaAn) (R OERAFIN) (2B %4> RFMO
& DRk % 721 1BIRRIZE 1T D CCSBT ~DIE#E
A2 FHEE LT, Kobe 7' & XK OZD 2010
EEITBWTIEODNT b EENFRICE
HLTW %, CCSBT &, Kobe ) o> S i (Z [
JTRYBEIEELITO D, BHETS
RFMO & o> [ DR A FHIE PR 9~ % s 4 FLA
IZEBRDORNETHD, FERWIIEITLL
TOEBYTHD : 7 —F KOEFRD LK
RV A (FHAER 2N ATRE/R T — & X —
) 5 SORDIEOHMM ; S 5RDLARF
FU—7 vay TORME BTSSR
I WU A~ DR O ERS OIRIFEH) O
) o5RAl s KRIBAT RS TE ; AR T
T —FDEA ; KERERRRN—ADE
7V U EEEISEEG ; MCS & 2 T A D

ESC:

ERSWG:

CCSec:

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

Mg, r—ANA =2 (12X
REEHLTCROWHEEIZET L7 —
B TR SRR

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

ERSWGIT Y i%fEhiE 290 < XFFd 5 &
EHIT, T LWL v RHIEE
7R & 9 5 CARARMIC
REOTHhDHZ LICEE L,

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.
AREHOFARMB NF ¥ /"> T 4 - B
NT 4 TIZEAT ONE GERE
53) [ZYIECAP (2015—2017) (2 &
DEEIC I N—S N TWH T2, T
DATKHALT 2 72 0 DB 72 B 1%
RETH D,

FIGS 2



s ESPRULORHE (7 — 2 Wi, EXE)

BT @7 —~y b R T 0 -
BT 47 (B ZIEFEE 2 —A) ; IUCN,

CITES. CBD L TNUNGAIZBIT @Ry v
a v DRENT,

Special requirements of developing States R Ei&_EEIZ R4 2 85l 22 Bt

SA-2008-30

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

GERIB ED A 23— KT CNM
(ZRFT %) BER G AE LR
Uy,

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 : BRIKEIEI CHIE X HN TS & B
V. CCSBT X, ik LD A /— CNMIZ
VB 7e (FFIZ CCSBT OFHK D MESE, FHE,
CDS DFEMEIZEHT 5) F¥ /v T 4 - BT
4 Y ZICRNET D 7o O X0 G 2R R A
RETRETH D, MAIET 2 —>0FT
T AR L TO 2508 ORFE M OB T 1
T2 ATEN I D SR EIZ DUV TH IR B A )
—H XET DT OOENOBEST [ vyia

V] EEHRLTWDIOTC Th D,

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 —20204F- D BSFAT B F 1l D
2y FXNUT 4 BT AT D
BN D Z =7 Nt RO
HIEREETHD A "—% BT
HI2ODESF I vay] a0
LI EMBEEINT,
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Financial and administrative issues BB Xk OWEEICEE5FE

Availability of resources for RFMO activities RFMO D#EEhZRE4 2 F| H FTRE R B IR

SA-2008-31 The CCSBT should consider PR-2014-58: This recommendation has been fully
establishing a position at the Secretariat | implemented.

to: (i) provide policy and management PR-2014-58 : = D& IL5E 4T FE N ST
advice; (i) take a more proactive role in B,

seeking advice/positions of members;
and (iii) enhance implementation of the
Strategic Plan.

CCSBT X, HHJMICUATIZBIT
HARA NEFRNLT D T & Gt
TRETHD ¢ () BOR RO
ZBET 27T RoNA 2 %429
L. (i) A R—DBE S E
EDICHE o> T LY Mm%
Bl Rt (i) BRI R 0D i
Zigbd %,




Financial resources

W BRI

No specific recommendations
KELDENVE 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 : Z#uid, BIfFLA T CTH D Z & &R
THDIFIMERNE NS FEFELE L HIT, A
N=InbEARITR S SN ETRITEHR S
T AEENE I AN—TFT DI+ ThDHZ & aR
e LT D, A5 RAYZRBLAINIE Uil Ui,
B D < MBI 2R RYET 237D 5 FH5 )R DI
BOEFITHDH, LnLans, SHAELW
M LIX, W@, TR TOTPREEEENT
RiEE 7o 2B TR T ANLNESS
ZhRE . FAICRWPEBIT S IR Sh
TR, TEARWEDICTRE SN
IR T IRB N EBRIIXFEITTE 2T T TH
D, RRLERREICEDELLZ L LT
T L BRI D, AREEMEILEICHIEIC R D
HDTHDHNR, FMRITEITHRBELAEL D
T, UL (K0 ERWY 27 &
V) FHEAUGET DR D D ATREMERZ R L
TV bHNRY, BEEANS LY T
=y Va T ARENRRENDIRETH D,

EC:

The FAC also considered the
Performance Review Panel’s comments
regarding regular budget under-
spending, but no changes were
recommended in this regard
FIZFACIE, HAIE LW PR O
LICBT 27—~ A LE=a
— XD TR MZOWT bR
L7y, AIRCBET 500 L 5 D%E
B3 s Sz nroiz,
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Funding of the
aerial survey
finzs B B
k9% PREAE

No specific recommendations
KELDENVE 72 L

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

The PR-2014 (X, ZOHEHBIZE L TR &0 #)
HERREITOT-DICNERERLF LT

| AYAY A

Efficiency and cost-effectiveness =R} OV FIZh R

SA-2008-32

The Secretariat should continue to run
the CCSBT efficiently and effectively.
FH5 AL, CCSBT DR E N
BRI IREE ki & TH
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 : A7 Hi X 41 D AlE & O SCFF & v
AR NEEAX, BEO TR X EE
K OGHAE = 2 R ORI KV b &R O
BIZ K> TEMRENDZDOTIE W EE XD
BN D B IR, fERAYIC CCSBT (3
—HENRODEOTTGER > TND 2 L2 E
2HUE, FEGABERAVWS LTS NT
A= KOG EORENE (FZEEIN
TRV OREFHIZRZBIZET 21 <o
DELSE Y bR 72D DO [RZE B O F AR
(ETIEITHMED AL EET D) DOREIC
D> % TARHI 2R AT I FAR TR ER 0 #HTe Z
&%@ﬁfé %, L RFMO LV & R \AZ
IZHDEBEZDLNDDBEIR,
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Overall CCSBT performance review process CCSBT /X7 —< R + L ¥ a—7uk AN L& B
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FAO review of
performance
reviews in RFMOs
FAO /X7 4 ——~
VA LE a—
RFMO 21T 5
L a—

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

NI F—< A+« LE2—23%
o BDOFERODT TA4T Y
7 & DD b el A MR
%

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

THE : PRICK L CTH BRI DD
ey REZREET D

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

W71 PREZFRILT D720, HEL
PR B 130> RFMO I 1 /) % IO
M5

4. Role of the Secretariat: Play a
proactive role, as a resource and a
participant in the PR.
HERO&E : PRIZET 5 1EH
R OB & U CREmr 72 1%
k2 Seien

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

A —DFE]  PRIZEIT 2 R
fifk,/ A MRt 2 Ko 4%
i SNDHENR DD

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

Z OO BARE OEE] - PRICE
TORM A N ERET S
KOS SN D NENRH D

7. Methodology: Provide maximum
opportunity for communication among
the panel members, by one or more
meetings and or through other means.

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 : Rl DFELOFERE 2 E 2 h
IX. CCSBT 28, RFMO /X7 —~<¥ > A - L E
a—7 B RACEHLTHEYLINTZT TA4T Y
TEFSHEL TS Z LN TH S,
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.). Itis 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 : L 7ZFIHI FIRE TRV A, B
THAZT—4 (B, FE, R, BlED
W) & ELblcTXToEO ARG HRE
RETLIZLIIERTHY ., EHBOE
BHTHAD, ZD7H, EC LOVESC, KO
VR T Z DD 7 & 2054 Uiz
BZPNDZ ) LIzAROEY FTL - LR
VRN EMRT D 2 ERBET 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 : HIK 12N =272 Kobe 7 7 A 7 U
TR o TR & e > TV DT, 3 <1
Th, NI+ —~v A+ LB o — 3 HIKEH
DN & N3y LD FH 2 8 KDY
BIELRY M RFEY v aR— FOEE
R LTV D L EEKRT D,
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