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I. Introduction

1. Pursuant to article 36 of the Agreement for the lenpentation of the
Provisions of the United Nations Convention on thaw of the Sea of 10
December 1982 relating to the Conservation and Mangnt of Straddling Fish
Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks (the Agrem)! the Secretary-

General convened a Review Conference on the Agraeme2006. The Review
Conference was mandated to assess the effectiveokdhe Agreement in
securing the conservation and management of stiragidgind highly migratory
fish stocks by reviewing and assessing the adequdciys provisions and, if
necessary, proposing means of strengthening thestambe and methods of
implementation of those provisions in order betteraddress any continuing
problems in the conservation and management ofetlséscks?

2.  The Review Conference addressed ways to give filece to the
Agreement, both through a substantive review arskssment of the Agreement
and by agreeing on recommendations for strengtlgetiia implementation of its
provisions. The Review Conference also agreecetpkhe Agreement under review
through the resumption of the Review Conference ddte not later than 20%1.

3. In its resolution 63/112 and 64/72, the General essly requested the
Secretary-General to resume the Review Conferenddeiw York from 24 to 28
May 2010, with a view to assessing the effectivenefsthe Agreement in securing
the conservation and management of straddling steltks and highly migratory
fish stocks. The Assembly also requested the Samgr&eneral to submit to the
resumed Review Conference an updated comprehenspert, prepared in
cooperation with the Food and Agriculture Organiaatof the United Nations
(FAO), to assist the Conference in dischargingnitsndate under article 36. It
further requested that the Secretary-General, irepaing the updated
comprehensive report, take into account the spegifidance proposed thereto by
the eighth round of Informal Consultatiofis.

4.  The report of the Secretary-Genérabntains an overview of the status and

trends of straddling fish stocks and highly migrgtéish stocks, discrete high seas
stocks and non-target, associated and dependeriespdt also provides a review and
analysis of the extent to which the recommendatiadepted by the Review

Conference in 2006 have been implemented by State$s regional fisheries

management organizations and arrangements (RFMQiAduding a description of

relevant activities of FAO, as well as specificamhation on the capacity-building

needs of developing States in relation to implemgot of the Agreement. In

addition, the report provides an overview of thefgrenance reviews of RFMO/As that
have taken place so far, including a descriptiorthef primary recommendations of
such performance reviews.

5. Pursuant to paragraph 34 of General Assembly résnl64/72, a ninth round of
Informal Consultations of States Parties to theekgnent was held in March 2010 and
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served as a preparatory meeting for the resumeieRe®onferencé. The Informal

Consultations, inter alia, conducted a preliminayiew of the report of the Secretary-
General? considered the provisional agenda and the drafirozation of work to be

recommended to the resumed Review Conference, sdisdwacancies in the Bureau
of the resumed Review Conference, and exchangéidnprary views on the possible
outputs of the Conferenée.

6. In accordance with article 36 of the Agreement, tBecretary-General
addressed invitations to participate in the resunRe/iew Conference to all
States Parties to the Agreement and those Statd<atities which are entitled
to become Parties, as well as those intergovernaheamid non-governmental
organizations entitled to participate as observers.

[l. Procedural matters

A. Opening of the resumed Review Conference

7. The President of the Review Conference, Ambass&admid Balton (USA),
opened the Conference and recalled the set of memordations adopted by the
Conference in 2006. He emphasized that the resufRRediew Conference
represented an opportunity to re-examine those mewendations and consider
additional means to strengthen the implementatibithe Agreement. He also
reminded delegations that, as this was a resummtidhe Review Conference, the
mandate of the Conference remained unchanged.

B. Opening statements

8. The President stressed that the Agreement had glaypowerful role in
influencing developments in international fisheriaad that governments had
worked hard, both individually and through RFMO/As,translate the provisions
of the Agreement into concrete measures for reqgdisheries for straddling fish
stocks and highly migratory fish stocks. In thisgard, new RFMO/As were
coming into existence with mandates drawn from thgreement, and many
existing RFMO/As had changed their measures, prestiand, in some cases,
constitutive instruments, to conform to the Agreeme The President drew
attention to the fact that the Agreement itself ladgb attracted more support, with
20 more States becoming parties to the Agreemactghe Review Conference in
2006, and that States Parties now represented ofodte major flag States of
fishing vessels and the major markets for fish. s these developments,
however, the overall status of straddling and hyghigratory fish stocks remained
poor. As highlighted in the report of the Secret@msneral to the resumed Review
Conference, 25 per cent of tuna and tuna-like sseevere overexploited and
another 5 per cent were depleted, with the statusceanic sharks appearing to be
markedly worse, while 55 per cent of straddlindghfigocks were overexploited and
8 per cent were depleted. He expressed hope libatesumed Conference would
generate further ideas and commitments to implertfemtAgreement in ways that
would better address the status of those resources.

ICSP9/UNFSA/INF.4, report of the ninth round ofdmmal Consultations of States Parties to the
Agreement, 16-17 March 2010.
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9.  On behalf of the Secretary-General, Ms. Patrici8@n, Under Secretary-

General for Legal Affairs, the Legal Counsel, welma participants to the

resumed Review Conference. She noted that the ehgeat had established a
comprehensive legal regime for the long-term covestton and sustainable use of
straddling and highly migratory fish stocks, thrbuthe implementation of the

1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the,Sa&nd that the Agreement
had helped to bring about a fundamental change hi@ &pproach of the

international community to the management of highssfisheries, based on the
principles of sustainability and on modern toolxltswas the precautionary and
ecosystem approaches. It was noted that, almost years since the Agreement
had entered into force, participation in the Agreemn was regarded as an
important way for countries to commit themselvesegsponsible fisheries.

C. Adoption of the agenda
10. The Conference adopted its agenda as document AKCZ18/2010/3.
D. Vacanciesin the Bureau

11. The President recalled that, in accordance witle 0 of the Provisional
Rules of Procedurg the Review Conference had elected a number otefiin
2006 to serve on the Bureau of the Conference,expdiained that these officers
would resume and continue their functions at theumeed Review Conference.
However, a number of the members of the Bureau warable to do so and,
therefore, an election would need to be held {ah# vacancies in the Bureau.

12. The Conference confirmed that Mr. Sainivalati Svdta (Fiji), Mr. Andrés
Couve (Chile) and Mr. Liu Zheng (China) would resumand continue their
functions as Vice-Presidents. It also elected Marn@n-Paz Marti (Spain), Mr.
Cyrille Condé (Guinea), and Ms. Annelle Urriola (Rana) as Vice-Presidents.

E. Organization of work

13. The Conference adopted its organization of work decument
A/CONF.210/2010/4.

F. Credentials of representativesto the Conference

14. The President recalled that, in accordance witle @lof the Provisional
Rules of Procedure, the Review Conference had apgwiin 2006 a Credentials
Committee of nine members from representativedeffollowing States Parties to
the Agreement: Germany, India, Mauritius, Norwagjr Lucia, South Africa, Sri
Lanka, Ukraine, and Uruguay. The resumed Reviewf&@ence confirmed that the
Credentials Committee would continue with the sameposition.

15. The Credentials Committee held an organizationagéting on 24 May 2010,
during which it elected Ms. Muditha Halliyadde (Sranka) as Chairperson and
Mr. Dire Tladi (South Africa) as Vice-Chairpersomt its second meeting, on 26
May 2010, the Committee examined and accepted thedeatials of
representatives to the resumed Review Confererm 84 participating States,
including the European Union.

16. On 28 May 2010, the resumed Review Conference apgrthe report of the
Credentials Committee (A/CONF.210/2010/5). The i€haf the Committee
informed the Conference that, following the adoptiof the report by the

9 A/CONF.210/2006/6.



Committee, additionahformation concerning the appointment of repreatmes
participating in the resumed Review Conference wagmitted by one
participating State.

G. Presentation of thereport of the ninth round of Informal Consultations

17. The Conference took note of the report of the nintkind of Informal
Consultations of States Parties to the Agreem@nthich was introduced by the

President.

H. Consideration of the report on the status of the Assistance Fund under Part
VIl of the Agreement

18. The representative of FAO presented the finan@pbrt on the status of the
Assistance Fund established under Part VII of thgedment! He noted that

contributions to the Fund had been received from&da, Iceland, Lebanon, New
Zealand, Norway and the United States of Americigh ¥otal contributions to date
in the amount of US $836,153.

19. The representative of FAO stated that the totabime of the Fund since its
creation, including interest, amounted to $886,98%e total expenditures of the
Fund, including unliquidated commitments, amounie&735,744, and the current
balance stood at approximately $61,241. He noted tnformation about the
existence and purpose of the Assistance Fund hew tisseminated widely by the
United Nations and by FAO, including through elecdic means, international
meetings and contacts with relevant regional fidsebodies.

20. The Conference took note of the report presenteBA® on the status of the
Assistance Fund.

Il. Substantive matters
A. General statements

21. Many delegations expressed their support for theeAment and emphasized
that it provided the framework and necessary tdotsthe long-term conservation
and sustainable use of straddling fish stocks aighly migratory fish stocks,
including through essential governance principlsgch as the ecosystem and
precautionary approaches, and a framework for regicooperation on fisheries.
Delegations also welcomed the 20 States that hacbrbe parties to the
Agreement since the Review Conference in 2006 amedi States that had not
done so yet to ratify or accede to the Agreemenin& delegations noted with
satisfaction that implementation of the Agreemeatl lprogressed since 2006 as
both States parties and States non parties hadellargomplied with its
provisions.

22. Some delegations made reference to the Lima Deabaraf 5 May 201042

and stressed that all provisions of the Agreemeptewto be interpreted and
applied in the context of, and in a manner consistgith, the United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea (the Conventionhese delegations also
expressed their interest in the Agreement and tdesire to contribute to its
improvement, so that it could achieve universaliyelegations also made

10 |CSP9/UNFSA/INF.4.
11 A/CONF.210/2010/2.
12 A/CONF.210/2010/6, Annex.
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reference to other international instruments trattibute to sustainable fisheries,
including the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisdge of the FAO and the
international plans of action of the FAO.

23. Delegations emphasized that the resumed Review eCemée was an
important opportunity to take stock of progressarehexperiences and challenges,
and examine means to further strengthen implemientaf the Agreement and the
recommendations adopted by the Review Conferenc2006. It was generally
agreed that considerable progress had been made ia Review Conference in
2006 and delegations stressed the widespread conemit by States and
RFMO/As to the conservation and sustainable managénof straddling and
highly migratory fish stocks.

24. Many delegations highlighted specific developmesitsce the adoption of

the recommendations of the Review Conference in6200hese developments
include increased participation in the Agreemembgpess in the establishment of
new RFMO/As in the Pacific Ocean region, adoptidérstoengthened measures on
monitoring, control, surveillance, compliance andfogcement, in particular, the
adoption of the Agreement on Port State Measurdxéwent, Deter and Eliminate
lllegal, Unreported and Unregulated Fishing (Agreemon Port State Measures),
application of the ecosystem and precautionary @ggres, the adoption of
resolutions by the General Assembly on bottom fighiand protection of

vulnerable marine ecosystems (VMESs), completionpefformance reviews by

some RFMO/As, initiation of expert consultations flag States performance,
progress in cooperative activities among RFMO/Ag;hsas the joint meeting of
the tuna RFMOs, and the work of FAO toward estdiig a global registry of

vessels with a single vessel identification numded to improve catch statistics.

25. Delegations highlighted that, four years after tReview Conference in
2006, significant concerns remained over the I|argat conservation and
sustainable use of straddling and highly migratiosi stocks, including depletion
of fish stocks, collection and dissemination ofajancreases in fishing capacity,
and the protection of VMEs. Several delegations leasjzed the importance of
fisheries to their culture, health, economy andedepment. It was also pointed
out that the decisions taken at the resumed Rev@mmference would affect
whether global and regional development indicateosild be met. The importance
of the social pillar of sustainable development &mdhan rights in relation to the
success of long-term fisheries conservation andagement was also stressed.

26. It was generally felt that further efforts were ded to improve the status of
fish stocks, including by strengthening requirensefor timely and accurate
fisheries data reporting, requiring measures tedresistent with the best available
scientific information and applying the precautionaapproach as set forth in
article 6 of the Agreement. Many delegations higjitled the poor state of the
world’s fisheries, as reflected in the report ofetlsecretary-General, which
indicated that there had been no major changehdnoverall state of stocks and
fisheries catches since the last assessment in. 200 ost cases where stocks had
been re-assessed, their status had worsened. Qtbkagations expressed
disappointment that sufficient information was nawailable to enable a
satisfactory evaluation of the status of the stocksered by the Agreement.
These delegations were of the view that the qualftyuture evaluations of the
performance of the Agreement would depend on salistamprovements in the
availability of data on the status of stocks.



27. Several delegations expressed concerns over plartistocks in the Pacific
region, such as bigeye and yellowfin tuna, or jaidckerel, as well as the status of
sharks. It was noted that a number of States Hemhdy taken action at the
national level to stop the practice of shark finingeference was made to a recent
effort to list certain shark species with the Camven on International Trade in
Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITE@8)ich had served to
increase pressure on RFMO/As to develop appropdateservation measures for
shark species. A number of delegations called f@cHic actions to protect sharks,
including species-specific data collection requieents for sharks, measures
requiring sharks to be landed with their fins attat or for an equivalent landing
of shark fins and shark carcasses, as well asiaddltinternational bans on shark
fining.

28. A view was expressed that progress had not beererradmproving the
status of stocks because RFMO/As failed to follosiestific advice to reduce
catches and States failed to implement and enfdiee conservation and
management measures adopted by RFMO/As. It wastgmbiout that if States
were unable to fulfil their obligations, there wdube a further decline in fish
stocks and increased pressure to deal with isselesimg to overfishing in other
forums, which would undermine the role of RFMO/Asset out in the Agreement.

29. In regards to the conservation and managementookst some delegations
highlighted, in particular, actions taken pursutmtGeneral Assembly resolution
61/105 to address the effects of bottom fishingMWMEs. It was suggested that
efforts should now focus on continued and improveglementation of existing
recommendations from the General Assembly, inclgdiiscussing the best format
for further work related to fisheries and VMEs. €eTkiew was expressed that,
since issues relating to bottom fishing and the \&M¥ere being discussed in other
fora, it would not be appropriate for the resumesi/iBw Conference to deal with
these issues.

30. Several delegations emphasized the need to implethenecosystem and
precautionary approaches, as healthy stocks conlyl lme supported by healthy
ecosystems. In this regard, there was a needike s balance between precaution
and efficient management. Concern was also expdesger the heavy burden that
may be placed on States lacking implementation li¢ifias in efforts to achieve
precautionary management goals. Some delegatiotisaited that the resumed
Review Conference should focus on fundamental nreasusuch as catch
allocations before dealing with complex issues,hsas the ecosystem approach,
which still required a comprehensive and final difon.

31. Support was expressed for increased cooperationiraadrated approaches
to marine governance, as well as marine protectedsa(MPAs) and time-area
closures, as well as environmental impact assedsm@erference was also made to
the commitment made at the World Summit on SustdeBevelopment to protect
marine biodiversityby establishing a global representative networkMéfAs by
2012 within and beyond areas of national jurisdioti

32. Many delegations emphasized the central role of REAM in the

conservation and management of fish stocks undeAgreement, which was the
appropriate fora for States to discharge their gdiibns to cooperate in the
conservation and management of fishery resourcepravided in UNCLOS. The
view was expressed that the large responsibiligeusted to RFMO/As were
accompanied by great expectations on the part efibernational community.
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It was pointed out that RFMO/As could cover all iaities relevant to the
conservation and management of straddling and fighigratory fish stocks,
from harvesting, to distribution, trade and constiop Other delegations
encouraged all parties with a real interest in ¢tbacerned fisheries to become
members of those organizations or participanthasé arrangements.

33. Several delegations also emphasized the need tmirapghe performance of
RFMO/As, which had been uneven. A number of ddiega supported the
modernization of the mandates of RFMO/As, as welttee completion of regular
performance reviews and the implementation of eslatecommendations in a
timely manner. Delegations also highlighted thedhé&or performance reviews to
be undertaken in conformity with the recommendatiofthe Review Conference
in 2006. It was also suggested that the review implementation of

recommendations from performance reviews should dmmducted at the
international level on a regular basis. The nemdufhiform criteria and process
requirements was also emphasized.

34. It was stressed that the obligation to comply withnagement measures of
RFMO/As rested on States members themselves, aadl tthese members
ultimately bore primary responsibility for the faie of RFMO/As to achieve

conservation objectives. Several delegations raiéel that RFMO/As could only

perform as well as their Member States allowed thenperform and that the

resumed Review Conference was an opportunity fateStto reflect on their

own obligations under the Agreement. States thateweembers of more than
one RFMO/A were urged to contribute to the necessansistency among such
organizations or arrangements.

35. Delegations indicated that it was necessary for REMs to strengthen

requirements for timely, complete, and accuratbdites data reporting, increase
research capacity, improve transparency and acebility, and reduce the

incidental mortality of non-target and associatpeéd@es. It was also important
for States to comply with measures adopted by thesganizations and

arrangements. It was suggested that RFMO/As dstalbhechanisms to assess
compliance levels, with possible sanctions for mompliance. The need for
RFMO/As to adopt conservation and management meason the basis of

scientific advice was also emphasized, and one rebsesuggested that fishing
should be suspended in the absence of such advitevas indicated that the

problems experienced by RFMO/As were largely theesas those experienced by
States.

36. Several delegations highlighted the principle ofmpatibility and stressed

that RFMO/As should not take measures that wouldkea the efficiency of the

measures adopted by coastal States for the sanweespét was pointed out that

RFMO/As needed to cooperate with coastal States raforce, rather than

undermine, national conservation measures with eoaige measures. The view
was also expressed that articles 5, 6 and 7 oAgneement should be interpreted in a
manner that was not incompatible with the sovergights of a coastal State in

exploring and exploiting, conserving and managitrgdslling fish stocks and highly

migratory fish stocks in areas under its nationébgliction.



37. A number of delegations highlighted the Conventmfnthe South Pacific
Regional Fisheries Management Organization (SPRAVWIGIs a model for
RFMO/As. These delegations suggested that it laggbd the legal standard for
international fisheries management in terms of dtsjective and principles,
endorsement of the precautionary and ecosystemsagipes, emphasis on best
international practices, provisions on new and ergibry fisheries, and robust
decision-making processes. Delegations appealethéorapid entry into force of
the SPRFMO Convention and for strict compliance hwihe related interim
measures. It was noted that the development of REMO/As seemed to have
resolved many of the concerns of some States pemof the Agreement.

38. Several observers provided information on steperaky RFMO/As to

implement the Agreement and the recommendationsptadoby the Review
Conference in 2006, or to improve the conservatiod sustainable use of fish
stocks under their management, more generally. Sobservers noted that a
performance review process had been initiated speet of the Northwest Atlantic
Fisheries Organization (NAFO), and that an ovepaifformance review would be
considered in 2010 in respect of the Western andtr@e Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC). It was noted that the WCPF@ been established after
the adoption of the Agreement and had fully incogped its provisions. In

addition, many of the members of WCPFC were alsdigmto the Agreement,
which had facilitated the implementation of the WRCPConvention.

39. Delegations also welcomed increasing cooperationvéen RFMO/As, in
particular, the meetings of the five tuna RFMOstlgh the Kobe process, which
were lauded as an important step in bringing cdecoeordinated measures into
place. The wide variety of mandates and compegésnaf regional fisheries bodies
was highlighted as an opportunity to exchange keodgé, approaches and
solutions.

40. Delegations acknowledged that a number of Statdsadapted strengthened
measures for monitoring, control and surveillaned aompliance and enforcement
since the Review Conference in 2006. Many delegatiwelcomed the adoption of
the Agreement on Port State Measures and calleBtates to become parties to it.
A number of delegations also highlighted measuaé®rnt at the national level to
improve implementation of monitoring, control andgheeillance measures.

41. Many delegations emphasized the need to addresgalll unreported and
unregulated (IUU) fishing more generally, includify implementing practical

regulatory measures to improve enforcement capacity was noted that only

limited advances had been made to reduce harmhsidies and fishing capacity,
and many delegations highlighted the need for fighicapacity to be

commensurate with available fishing opportunitiadiile ensuring the rights of

developing States to develop and participate irs¢hfisheries. Delegations also
emphasized the need for RFMO/As to strengthen cbmteasures throughout the
whole market chain, including through catch docutatan schemes. It was noted
that States were responsible for vessels flyingrtfiags, but also the actions of
nationals whose vessels were flagged to other State

13 The Convention on the Conservation and ManagenieHigh Seas Fishery Resources in the South
Pacific Ocean was adopted on 14 November 2009.
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42. Some delegations stressed the need to considematitee systems of
monitoring and surveillance, in lieu of boardingdaimspection provided under
articles 21 and 22 of the Agreement. Delegatidss aalled for the negotiation of
a binding instrument on flag state responsibiliy,the development of guidelines
by FAO on flag State implementation.

43. With respect to capacity-building, many delegatioemphasized that
capacity-building and assistance to developingeStatere key elements for the
effective implementation of the Agreement. It wasted that article 25 of the
Agreement set forth actions that States could tekeenhance the capacity of
developing States. In this regard, it was suggkthat, although facilitating the
participation of developing countries in fisheriedated meeting was important,
increased emphasis should be given to strengthethiegcapacity of developing
States to conserve and manage fish stocks, andsistimg their participation in
high seas fisheries.

44. More generally, it was suggested that there wasea rfor targeted delivery
of assistance and capacity-building to developingtes to improve cooperative
management of fishery resources. In addition, it weiterated that the rights of
participation in fishing on the high seas must taki account the interests of
coastal States and developing countries. The irapog of the equitable utilization
of fishery resources was also emphasized, as veasdhd to respect World Trade
Organization (WTO) principles and prevent barrigrshe trade of fish products. A
view washighlighted concerning the adverse impacts of piran the economy

of small island developing States, which had reedefishing off the coast of

Somalia very dangerous.

45. Many delegations highlighted the important roletloé Part VII Assistance
Fund, which had provided concrete opportunitieddéveloping States Parties to
obtain technical training and assistance and huraaaurces development towards
conservation and management of fish stocks. Th&gddon of Norway
announced its pledge to donate $100,000 to the Fund

B. Assessment of the effectiveness of the Agreement in securing the conservation
and management of straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish stocks

1. Review of the implementation of the recommendations adopted at the Review
Conferencein 2006

46. The President invited delegations to organize th@irventions around the
first two framework questions in the organizatiohwmork, namely: (1) In which
areas is implementation of the recommendations tedioat the Review Conference
in 2006 proceeding generally well? and (2) In whigkas is implementation of the
recommendations adopted at the Review Conferen@0@6 at an early stage or
where has there been little progress in implemé@nat He urged delegations to
focus on the recommendations that were of most mapce and relevance or
which may require more consideration by the Cornfeee

(a) Review of the implementation of the recommendations relating to the
conservation and management of stocks

47. Adoption and implementation of measures. Delegations emphasized that
conservation and management measures needed taskeé lon the best scientific
evidence available and RFMO/As needed to promotemaascientific research to

11
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provide a solid basis for the adoption of managenaea conservation measures.
It was noted that States and RFMO/As did not alwaglept conservation and
management measures consistent with the best blaidgientific information on
the state of the stocks and the provisions of tiggeAment on the precautionary
approach. It was suggested that strengthenings¢hence-policy interface was a
condition for overcoming the implementation defi@nhd had a direct impact on
the performance of RFMO/As.

48. Delegations highlighted the need for conservatiod management measures
to be implemented by all those active in a fisheBome delegations urged States
to implement the measures adopted by RFMO/As anmdsséd that many
problems in fisheries were due to lack of implenagioin by States, rather than
poor management by these organizations or arrangemeThe difference
between participating in negotiations of fisheriestruments and subsequent
implementation at the national level was also notedl number of delegations
provided information on conservation and managenmaasures adopted at the
national level, including measures to implement Alggeement.

49. Particular concerns were expressed over the coaservand management
of sharks. It was noted that only a small numbext€d had adopted national plan
of actions for sharks as required by the FAO Inaional Plan of Action for the
Conservation and Management of Shakks.States were urged to develop a
national plan of action for shark fisheries, wittarpcular attention to the
identification and documentation of shark catched sade. FAO was requested to
convene a workshop to consider technical matteli&ting to a shark-fin rule, as
recommended by the FAO Committee on Fisheries (C@F2009.

50. Establishment of new regional fisheries management organizations and
arrangements. A number of delegations welcomed the efforts ttablsh new
RFMO/As and urged the timely entry into force ofetmelated constitutive
instruments. The establishment of the SPRFMO ilarge area of the South
Pacific was highlighted as a ground-breaking degelent. It was noted that a
number of interim measures had been put in plavduding data standards and
reporting requirements and measures to close amdmttom fishing, and that
provisions in the SPRFMO Convention on compatipildtf measures had been
resolved in a way that was satisfactory to all &at

51. Some delegations cited the SPRFMO as an examphowfthe Agreement
could be applied to a regional context, and adapted translated into workable
arrangements that were amenable to both Statesepaahd States non-parties.
One observer called for the adoption of similarefith measures by other
RFMO/As. It was acknowledged, however, that furtledforts were needed,
including with respect to interim measures for gétastocks, and the application
of the precautionary and ecosystem approaches. $logress in the entry into
force of the SPRFMO Convention was noted, as wellaak of implementation of
the interim measures. States were urged to straathere to the interim measures
and the resumed Review Conference was encouragedtidoess the voluntary
character of the measures, as well as the conskenatiae of their procedure of
adoption, which could achieve only the minimum coomudenominator acceptable

14 Available fromwww.fao.org/fishery/publications/en.
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to all States concerned. Revision of interim measwn the basis of the existing
scientific recommendations was also a priority.

52. Delegations welcomed progress in the negotiatimrstfie adoption of a
new regional fisheries arrangement in the NorthifRadt was noted that States
involved in the negotiations to establish the nemgamization or arrangement
had agreed that it would regulate fisheries thatewaot already under the
purview of existing RFMO/As, and that the area efbgraphic coverage would
extend to the East Pacific. Discussions were ongan whether to apply the
interim measures to the East Pacific.

53. Several delegations stressed the need to fill i;sga geographic coverage
to ensure global coverage of RFMO/As. Some obsserkigghlighted, in particular,
a ten degree coverage gap between the SPRFMO anplahned organization or
arrangement in the North Pacific and warned thavileg the area open would
attract vessels attempting to escape regulatioth potential consequences beyond
the North Pacific area. It was suggested by somservers that States should
prohibit fishing in areas where there were no covestton and management
measures or cooperative arrangement in place, sotth measures had been
adopted. It was also stressed that RFMO/As needenbver all species that were
being exploited in the geographic areas within threandates. Some observers
called for cooperative arrangements to be put piece to manage and conserve
resources in the Arctic area, since climate chamge rendering the area easier to
exploit.

54. Application of the precautionary and ecosystem approaches. Delegations
expressed satisfaction that the Agreement was widetepted by States from all
regions and that its principles, including the @netoonary approach, were now
generally accepted, including among States nonigmrtThe precautionary
approach was recognized as one of the pillars ef Algreement, although its
application had not been sufficient. Some delegetinoted increased support for
the application of the precautionary and ecosysempproaches, particularly by
RFMO/As with respect to the prevention of signifitadverse impacts on VMEs.
However, further efforts were needed to addressitigact of fishing on non-
target species and associated or dependent spexseprovided in article 10,
paragraph (d) of the Agreement, and to manage otlyreinregulated fisheries.
Concern was also expressed over the impact ofrfgsloin juveniles and the need
for substantial improvements in the selectivityfishing gear.

55. Delegations underscored the need for enhanced sitaoheling of ecosystem

approaches in order to incorporate these approaictiesfisheries management.

There was also a need for continued efforts to ensbat fisheries and other

ecosystem data collection was performed in a coatéd and integrated manner.
The need to take into account the interests ofsantil fishers in considering

modern approaches to fisheries was also stresseth, &s the precautionary and
ecosystems approaches, as well as area-based maerag®ols. It was suggested
that, in order to be compatible with the precautighand ecosystem approaches,
measures to prevent or eliminate overfishing otksocovered by the Agreement
should not adversely impact fish stocks that werdqeted in domestic waters.

56. Several delegations drew attention to the relatigmbetween ecosystems,
marine biodiversity and climate change and the nfeedfurther information on
climate change, as well as the impact of land-bagetlution on marine
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biodiversity. Specific reference was made to thinerability of some stocks to

climate change and the need to further strengttmservation and management
measures in an integrated manner, and with systemahd harmonized

approaches.

57. A number of delegations expressed support for tmplémentation of
General Assembly resolutions 61/105 and 64/72 enpttotection of VMEs from
bottom fishing. States were urged to utilize the GFAGuidelines for the
Management of Deep Sea Fisheries on the High Seasder to identify VMEs,
undertake impact assessments, adopt conservationmamagement measures to
prevent significant adverse impacts on these etesys and not authorize bottom
fishing activities until such measures were adoged implemented. Support was
also expressed for the role of the FAO in assisthtgtes and RFMO/As in the
management of deep sea fisheries and the protecfiMEs, and for its work on
the programme for deep sea fisheries in the highs.sé& workshop on the
implementation of the Guidelines, held in Busanp&dic of Korea, in May 2010,
was highlighted as a meaningful forum for identiflyiproblems in implementing
the Guidelines and discussing possible solutioneas emphasized that RFMO/As
should respond to the commitments made by their begmin global fora, such as
the United Nations and FAO, and adopt and implenmeeasures to collect data,
conduct stock assessments and adopt measuresresadde impact of fishing.

58. It was suggested that the measures provided in 1@eAssembly resolution

61/105 in respect of bottom fisheries should beliagpthroughout the water
column. Other delegations indicated that RFMO/Asoufi require an

environmental impact assessment to be completeardeflowing fishing to take

place for any given stock. It was also suggested fishing should not be allowed
in areas where no conservation and managementyadarin place.

59. Achieving compatible measures. Delegations emphasized the importance of
achieving compatibility between measures adopted dmastal States and
RFMO/As for the long term-conservation and managamef straddling fish
stocks and highly migratory fish stocks, as themelks could not be adequately
managed on the high seas or within areas undewonstijurisdiction alone.
Reference was made to the duty of flag States aadtal States to cooperate in
relation to straddling fish stocks and highly migwy fish stocks, and to the
principle of compatibility, as provided in the Camtion and the Agreement.
Reference was also made to the SPRFMO Conventibithwncluded a provision
on compatibility of measures that was consistenharticle 7 of the Agreement.

60. States were urged to work together, and with RFM€/£0 ensure the
sustainable management of these resources throtighein geographical range.
Several delegations emphasized the importance sirérg that measures adopted
by RFMO/As were compatible with the measures adbptecoastal States and not
the reverse. It was also essential that the messagtepted by RFMO/As did not
undermine the measures adopted by coastal Stateedsame stocks, or replace
the measures adopted by coastal States in the waméar their jurisdiction.
Delegations stressed that conservation of the resoshould be the predominant
interest in developing compatible measures in RFAM/and should ensure the
biological integrity of the stocks. One observetetbthat the measures adopted
in the International Commission for the Conservatad Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
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automatically became part of the domestic legiskatsystem of its member
States.

61. The view was expressed that the interim measureptad by the SPRFMO
were incompatible with measures of the relevantstala States, and were
insufficient to protect the relevant species. Itswaxplained that the interim
measures had led to an overall increase in fiskifgrt and have had the practical
effect of undermining conservation and managemeetsures adopted by the
coastal State, to the detriment of the fishery.

62. Development of area-based management tools. Delegations were
encouraged by actions taken by States and RFMOMAsadopt area-based
management tools for the management of fisherieduding closed areas with
related measures on monitoring, control and sueweie, such as vessel
monitoring systems and observer programs, in otdegromote compliance and
enforcement. It was noted that MPAs, including marreserves, could help to
build marine ecosystem resilience and flexibility the face of existing and
emerging threats, including impacts of climate demand ocean acidification, by
allowing ocean biodiversity in targeted areas fgerish and flourish.

63. States were urged to cooperate in the identifiecatibmarine areas in need
of protection and exchange best practices, in paldr, among developing
countries through south-south cooperation, whichuldocontribute to a wider
implementation of the Agreement. Reference was asale to the need for
measures to protect biodiversity and VMEs, as wslffurther efforts in regard to
the recommendation adopted in 2006 on managemeid.t® The target in the
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation of the Worldn®it on Sustainable
Development to establish MPAs consistent with inégional law and based on
scientific information, including representative twerks by 2012, was also
highlighted.

64. It was noted that efforts were being made in ICCAmd the Inter-
American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) to regi@lecertain fisheries, in
particular swordfish, bigeye tuna and bluefin tuigheries, through time-area
closures aimed at rebuilding those stocks. It wated that such measures had
been more successful than the allocation of quotdiich were not effective for
highly migratory species.

65. Management of fishing capacity and elimination of subsidies. Delegations
emphasized that the capacity of many of the wofidlsing fleets continued to be
too high, and well above levels commensurate whith $ustainability of certain
fish stocks. Further work was needed by StatesRIABIO/As to give full effect
to the recommendation adopted in 2006 on fishingacétyl® as well as the
FAO International Plan of Action for the ManagemenftFishing Capacity. It
was noted that excess capacity promoted IUU fiskind unsustainable fishing
practices by allowing more vessels into a fishedyant could remain
economically viable given certain catch or effarhits. There was thus a need
for regional efforts to identify what level of fisig activity would support
continued sustainable harvests. Attention was alswn to the fact that a

15 A/CONF.210/2006/15, Annex at para. 18(e).
16 A/CONF.210/2006/15, Annex at para. 18(f).
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reduction in tonnage did not always result in austtbn of fishing effort, given
modern fishing technologies.

66. Delegations highlighted the role of RFMO/As in thiesgard and called for

the adoption of multifaceted approaches to reduaess fishing capacity, taking

into account in particular the situation of devetapcountries. It was emphasized
that excessive fishing capacity needed to be raetlica transparent and equitable
manner, and should not be detrimental to the c#paxfi developing States to

participate in high seas fisheries, consistent whth Agreement, the FAO Code of
Conduct and the FAO International Plan of Action flle Management of Fishing

Capacity. It was suggested that effective fishemegnagement regimes at the
national level, with appropriate regulation of istment, ownership, beneficial

ownership and control of fishing vessels, as well greater transparency in
decision-making, could help to address overcapaéitiention was also drawn to

the need to address the issue of fishing capacitya iholistic manner, while

adopting a balanced approach for better consemvattmd management of
straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fislochs.

67. The elimination of harmful fishing subsidies wagmdified as a condition to
addressing fishing capacity. It was noted that peeg to improve disciplines on
fisheries subsidies could promote the sustaingbdit straddling fish stocks and
highly migratory fish stocks, and support was espeal for the ongoing work in
the WTO to eliminate subsidies that contribute tdJlfishing, overfishing and
overcapacity. It was noted that certain subsidmsd provide an effective tool in
meeting the genuine aspirations of developing matiocn terms of sustainable
development, and emphasized the need for incentimesddition to penalties, for
sustainable development. It was also suggestedsfietial attention needed to be
given to data poor fisheries, for which sustainahllewable catch had not been
determined, or that did not have management ptansnsure that subsidies did not
lead to overfishing or overcapacity.

68. Lost or abandoned fishing gear and discards. Delegations highlighted the
need for action to address the harmful effectsost br discarded fishing gear on
commercially valuable species and the marine edesysincluding additional
cooperative efforts to establish mechanisms for ringular retrieval of derelict
fishing gear. Concerns were also raised over geaf fish aggregating devices
not collected at the end of the fishing seasonwas$ suggested that the work of the
FAO on discards should also be revitalized.

69. Data collection and sharing of information. Many delegations recognized
that timely, complete and accurate fisheries daéa writical to the conservation
and management of straddling and highly migratash fstocks. Delegations
emphasized that conservation and management measeed to be adopted on the
basis of stock assessments and the best availaigleti§ic information in order to
ensure long-term sustainability of fish-stocks awwh-target species, as well as to
rebuild depleted stocks. It was stressed thatsassents needed to be carried out
to identify possible impacts on VMEs where they evelikely to occur.
Delegations also emphasized that data limitatidraukl not be an excuse for the
status quo but rather, strong precautionary appresc

70. It was noted that performance reviews of RFMO/AS &ine report of the
Secretary General to the resumed review Conferbadeidentified data accuracy,
reporting and sharing as an area in need of coreditkeimprovement. Efforts were
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being made in some RFMO/As, such as ICCAT and thePWC, to address data
gaps and to assist developing countries in meetiregr reporting obligations.

However, delegations emphasized that the role dfiIRQFAs in this regard needed
to be implemented and strengthened, and more ne&mdie done to ensure
compliance with reporting obligations in RFMO/Ag:or example, the view was
expressed that RFMO/As should implement speciesiipedata collection

requirements for sharks species caught in eithexctbd or incidental fisheries,
and conduct biological assessments, as well aslaewessociated conservation
and management measures for shark species. Soragatiehs emphasized the
need for data sharing and called for the strendtigerof scientific bodies in

RFMO/As to provide the necessary data for decisiwaking by policy makers.

The important role of the coastal State in providatcurate information was also
highlighted.

71. Some delegations and observers noted that, althoungdly and accurate
scientific data and information should be at tharhef the work of RFMO/As,
decisions often reflected political or short-termoeomic interests of member
States that were disconnected from scientific evige It was noted that member
States were ultimately responsible for these densiand not RFMO/As. The
adoption of interim measures in the SPRFMO wasdcde an example of how
measures, that were not adopted in a timely mammeon the basis of sound
scientific data, could lead to the over-exploitatiof stocks, such as South Pacific
jack mackerel. It was suggested that non-reportofgfisheries data should
constitute non-compliance in RFMO/As, and that sgleconsideration should be
given to the implementation of article 14 of therdgment on the collection and
provision of information and cooperation in sciéiatresearch. Several delegations
also highlighted the role of observer programmethéncollection of data.

72. The role of small-scale and artisanal fishers ishéries and the lack of
reliable estimates of related catch and effort deda also noted. It was suggested
that, in the absence of timely and reliable datate$ and RFMO/As needed to
assess how traditional knowledge on small-scalesaral fishing communities
could be applied to sustainable fisheries cons@mmatmanagement and
development, in line with the 1995 FAO Code of Coctd for Responsible
Fisheries. It was noted that non-reporting, unagrerting or untimely reporting of
tuna fishing in the Indian Ocean, which was largebrried out by artisanal
fishermen, had an adverse impact on the membertheflndian Ocean Tuna
Commission (IOTC) who needed to rely on the bemtraific data and information
available.

(b) Review of the implementation of the recommendations relating to mechanisms
for international cooperation and non-members

73. Strengthening mandates and measures in regional fisheries management
organizations and arrangements. Delegations recalled that RFMO/As were the
key mechanism through which States were expectetulfdl their obligations
under the Agreement. It was noted that consideraifflerts had been made to
ensure that RFMO/As were equipped with the necgssaols to fulfill their
responsibilities under the Convention and the Agrest, including as a result of
the recommendations adopted by the Review Conferémc2006. Progress had
also been made in developing best practices for R and in reviewing their
performance against emerging standards. Since RIBSIO/As predated the entry
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into force of the Agreement, modernizing their ditusive instruments, mandates
and practices to implement the principles in theregnent was considered a
priority.

74. Many delegations highlighted the need for improvataein RFMO/As in

terms of the effectiveness of management measurassparency in decision
making processes, and compliance with agreed mesasusome delegations
recalledthat a number of RFMO/As had undertaken a procestrengthen their
mandates and expand their scope. However, bagicntewas still needed in
some RFMOJ/As to fulfil the range of functions intiales 10 to 12 of the
Agreement, including ICCAT and IOTC. The importanoé Member States
agreeing on catch allocations was also emphasidédvas noted, however, that
any expansion of mandates or increase in the dudied responsibilities of
RFMO/As should not be to the detriment of Stateosehfisheries were still being
developed. Particular concerns were also raiseer @ny decision to freeze
allocations, which would perpetuate a situationiméquality in favour of the
traditional fishing States.

75. Some delegations emphasized that RFMO/As were aslgffective as their

Member States allowed them to be and there wasd foer political will to ensure

that RFMO/As adopt and implement equitable, sciemaged and enforceable
conservation and management measures. Delegatisnsstressed the need for
RFMO/As to take management action to prevent furtheclines in the status of
key fish stocks and to ensure that short term econdnterests did not outweigh
the long-term sustainability of fishery resourciswas particularly important for

conservation and management measures to be bagbe best available scientific
advice, and concern was expressed over the fadfirsome RFMO/As to adopt
measures that took into account the best scientifiormation available, adopt
precautionary measures in data poor situationsrepise measures in light of
further scientific advice. In this regard, it wasacceptable for RFMO/As to
disregard scientific advice for reasons of politieapediency or to accommodate
new entrants to the fisheries, as to do so wouldeamine their credibility and

ultimately, the Agreement itself.

76. Performance reviews and best practice guidelines. Several delegations
welcomed the performance reviews that had beenuwaied to date and noted that
performance reviews were being planned in other RBMDelegations were
encouraged by performance reviews that had beedumbed, which had reflected
the elements recommended by the Review Conferemce20d06, including
independent evaluation and the use of transpareitéria. It was generally
recognized that performance reviews had been usgfuticularly when the review
had led to the adoption of new measures, such taf cebcumentation schemes in
the Commission for the Conservation of SoutherneBhu Tuna (CCSBT), or
measures to protect seabirds and certain fish-stoicicluding sharks, in IOTC.
Improvements had also been made in ICCAT, althoamhe issues with regard to
data remain to be resolved.

77. Support was expressed for all RFMO/As to undertp&ggformance reviews
and delegations urged RFMO/As that had not alreddpe so to undertake
performance reviews. As indicated in the reportttod Secretary-General to the
resumed Review Conference, however, the performamfcenany RFMO/As

needed to be improved, and further efforts weredaddoy RFMO/As to implement
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the recommendations of performance reviews alreadynpleted. It was
emphasized that performance reviews with an exterlganent were preferable to
purely internal reviews. In this respect, some datmns suggested the need to
consider the criteria for performance reviews. As the implementation of
recommendations from a performance review, the vieas expressed that
implementation of such recommendations should leeetkclusive prerogative of
the governing bodies of the relevant RFMO/A. Instbbnnection, transparency of
the review process was stressed. It was sugges&edhte balance achieved by the
Review Conference in 2006 in terms of external Imgment in the performance
review process should not be reopened.

78. Strengthening and enhancing cooperation among RFMO/As. Delegations
welcomed progress in strengthening cooperation awdrdination among
RFMO/As since the Review Conference in 2006, ingigdthough research
programs, shared vessel lists, cross-certificatibserver programmes, and formal
arrangements, such as memoranda of understandiglgg#tions highlighted the
importance of increasing information-sharing on kiegues, such as gaps in
science, as well as the advantages of cooperatimgrévent the landing of fish
from ships on IUU vessel lists. A number adlegations called for greater levels
of cooperation and communication among RFMO/Ashiis tegard.

79. Delegations indicated that it was extremely impottfr communication and
cooperation between RFMO/As, while at the same tiemsuring that each
RFMO/A operated independently. The benefits of sitarbest practices were
highlighted, for example, in the implementationneéasures to protect VMEs from
significant adverse impacts pursuant to GeneraleAdsy resolution 61/105. It
was noted, however, that best practices had tecethe specific environmental
conditions and local characteristics of each RFMO/A

80. Several delegations welcomed the Kobe process, hwhad begun with a
meeting of the five tuna RFMOs in Kobe, Japan i20I1t was explained that the
five tuna RFMOs had been cooperating to harmoniaechke documents and
vessel registries, combat IUU fishing, coordinatéserver programs for
transhipment, and provide relevant information thlgbh a common web site
(www.tuna-org.org A number of workshops had also been planneditirgj to
best practices of scientific advice, monitoringntol and surveillance measures,
by-catch, and management of tuna fisheries.

81. It was suggested that since the Kobe process haxkepritself successful in

coordinating the work of the tuna RFMOs, a simiaordination initiative should

be explored for non-tuna RFMO/As. The view was aspressed that the Kobe
process could not exist in isolation and should stder interacting with other

multilateral fora.

82. Participation in RFMO/As. Delegations emphasized that cooperation
between RFMO/A members and non-members was eskantiader to ensure that
conservation and management measures were effe&omrdingly, States were
encouraged to become parties to RFMO/As or to appdymeasures adopted by
RFMO/As in the areas in which they fished. Refeeem@s made in this regard to
the duty of States to either cooperate in the mamant of straddling fish stocks
and highly migratory fish stocks, or not engagehigh seas fishing for such
stocks.
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83. Some delegations also called on RFMO/As to enshia¢ all States with a
real interest in the fisheries concerned could bexanembers of the organization
or participants in the arrangement, as long as theyld demonstrate their
willingness and ability to participate constructivén activities and comply with
relevant measures. It was suggested that, eveogtha@urrent members of
RFMO/As may have legitimate concerns relating toeas to the fisheries by new
members, restrictive membership rules that werenoftpplied through consensus-
based procedures, would lead to an increase infl&hing.

84. It was noted that a number of RFMO/As had establismechanisms to

promote the adherence of non-members to conservaiod management

measures, monitoring, control and surveillance dath collection programmes, in
exchange for fishing opportunities in the RFMO/Mgention area. The view was
expressed that non-members of RFMO/As wanting taiabstatus of cooperating

non-members should undertake commitments that weremensurate with the

benefits they received. In addition, RFMO/As shotdduire a consistent record of
compliance with adopted measures and of contribstito the organizations,

including in the provision of data. It was alsaessed that the status of
cooperating non-members should not be indefinite,dhould serve as a stepping
stone to full membership, where possible.

85. With regards to allocations, it was noted thatcdetilO of the Agreement did
not establish criteria for the allocation of fispiquotas, and delegations called for
transparency and fairness in the development ofatlon criteria. The SPRFMO
Convention was cited as a successful example ofaknbed and accurate
methodology for quota allocations through the cdasition of criteria, without
giving priority to historic catches, which wouldsdriminate against new members
and participants in contravention of the freedonifigiiing on the high seas. It was
pointed out, however, that freedom of fishing ore thigh seas was not an
unqualified freedom and that one of the main oliyest of the Agreement was to
limit this freedom. The view was expressed that tAgreement limited
participation in RFMO/As to States having a realerest in the fisheries
concerned, namely coastal States in whose exclusoemomic zone (EEZ) the
stock was located or States that had been fishorgaf stock in the relevant
convention area, and that newcomers without airgatest in the fisheries should
not have fishing rights over stocks that were fudlyploited. Other delegations
suggested that there were difficulties in applyithg term “real interest” if it
restricted accessibility of some States to the efighresource, in particular,
developing States that did not have a prior histifriong-distance fishing.

86. Decision-making rules and procedures in RFMO/As. Delegations welcomed
progress that had been made in the negotiationeBSPRFMO Convention and in
the review of existing mandates of some RFMOs, akiNAFO, to constrain the
ability of members to opt-out of measures. It waggested that, where such
actions were still possible, States should be meguito provide a written
explanation and specify the alternative measurasttitey intended to implement.

87. Some delegations called for improvements in trarmpey and

accountability in the decision-making processesR&#MO/As. It was noted that
advances had been made in providing for transpgrienthe work and decisions of
RFMO/As in recent years, but opportunities for gaptation by intergovernmental
organizations (IGOs) or non-governmental organ@eai(NGOs) remained limited
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(c)

or unduly burdensome in some cases. It was notadphrticipation by IGOs and
NGOs provided important expertise and stakeholdgiut into the work of
RFMO/As and that further efforts should be madentodernize and streamline
procedures to provide for meaningful participatiohthese organizations in all
meetings of RFMO/As and their subsidiary bodies.

Review of the implementation of the recommendations relating to monitoring,
control and surveillance, and compliance and enfor cement

88. Srengthening effective control over activities of vessels. Delegations
highlighted the need to improve flag State perfamoeg including as part of
broader efforts to enhance the monitoring, contand surveillance of fishing
vessels on the high seas. Some delegations empHdasiiat the legal framework
for flag State control was already in place and ihgplementation should be the
focus of current efforts. It was noted in this reythat the Agreement outlined the
responsibilities for flag States in a detailed fash beyond what was set out in the
Convention.

89. Some delegations provided information on actioreythad taken at national
and regional levels to strengthen effective contnedr vessels flying their flag or
to combat IUU fishing. Such measures included adopbf national plans of
action, licensing regimes and procedures, catchuentation schemes, boarding
and inspection procedures, and satellite surveilbaor vessel monitoring systems
(VMS). For example, for one flag State, fishingelnses wergranted on an annual
basis and only if a vessel had fishing rights inREFMO/A to which it was a member
or participant. In another case, a scientific olssemwas present on all authorized
tuna fishing vessels of a flag State, in order tsuge compliance with relevant
rules. Other delegations highlighted the developiredra regional agreement on
fisheries surveillance and enforcement and a regiononitoring, control and
surveillance strategy to combat |UU fishing in ti8outh Pacific, and the
development of a binding fishing vessels registrytie Central American region.

90. Delegations emphasized that such measures couldt atsg States in
fulfilling their responsibilities and strengthenfedtive control over their vessels.
States were encouraged to establish observer proges and VMS requirements
for both domestic and foreign vessels, as well assel day schemes. It was
indicated that comprehensive coverage of a cemtrdlitamper-proof VMS was
essential for compliance and enforcement. It waggested that banks, insurers
and re-suppliers and other providers of servicesukhbe discouraged, through
domestic legislation, from dealing with 1UU fishingessels. States were also
reminded not to ignore the actions of their natlerféshing under the flags other
States, as in many cases, nationals of major fislSitates used vessels flagged to
other States to avoid responsibilities.

91. Several delegations emphasized that sharing mamgprcontrol and
surveillance information was of critical importante strengthen effective control
over vessels and prevent IUU fishing. It was expdal that, as fishing fleets were
highly mobile, the information relating to such seks also needed to be highly
mobile. Global exchange of information thereforeeded to be strengthened and
the speed at which information was exchanged neéalde improved. Reference
was made to a practical example on how the shasfnguch information was
effective in preventing the landing of fish from BiU fishing vessel.
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92. A number of delegations indicated thahgroved understanding of the
international aspects of IUU fishing would be bediel, especially for
developing States which were responsible for cauy monitoring, control and
surveillance over vast areas of their EEZs withiléd resources. It was also
stressed that some RFMO/As lacked the capacitytiicEently strengthen control
over vessels within their geographical area of cetapce. In this regard, it was
noted that an increase in IUU fishing had been plesk in areas of the Indian
Ocean, which called for stricter flag State respbitisy . Delegations stressed
that capacity-building was needed to allow conttimraor full implementation of
programmes, or effective operationalization of tatal or regional initiatives.

93. Assessment of flag State performance. Delegations emphasized that flag
State control over their fishing and fishing-rekhteessels was critical for the
responsible use of the oceans. It was generaltytliat flag States needed to do
more to live up to their obligations under the Cention and the Agreement, as
well as other relevant international instruments,ensure that vessels flying
their flags were complying with multilateral consation and management
measures and that swift and effective enforcemetipm was taken when they
were not. Delegations were also reminded of thedrieeconsider the behavior of
their nationals in assessing flag State performantearticular, the practice of
vessel owners from developed States who changeflapeState of their vessels
in order to engage in IUU fishing in various paofsthe world.

94. Some delegations supported the development ofwainstrument on flag
State performance, to be prepared following exped technical consultations.
Other delegations, however, expressed the view tthatfproblem with flag State
performance was due to lack of implementation andstioned the usefulness of
a new legal instrument on flag State responsibil@pe delegation suggested the
possibility for non-flag States and port Statesbable to take action to fill the
enforcement gap. The view was expressed thatfid@ State was unwilling or
unable to take action against vessels flying itagfl then it could not be
considered a flag State and coastal States shosldallowed to intervene
directly. It was also suggested that the Review fémemce should recommend a
departure from exclusive flag State jurisdiction.

95. Many delegations expressed support for the workFéfO to develop

globally-accepted criteria for assessing the penfomce of flag States and
consideration of actions against non-compliant ekssand States that
consistently failed to control their vessels. lasvalso recalled that an expert
workshop in Canada had agreed that improving flagteS performance was
fundamental to combating IUU fishing, as well as addressing overfishing
generally and improving global fisheries managementAn accompanying

guidance document outlined possible criteria foe #issessment of flag State
responsibilities, considerations for assessmentgsses, and potential actions
against States and vessels not meeting their resipitities.

96. Delegations expressed regret that the work of FAGhis regard had been
delayed. It was hoped that the FAO process regaimementum. States were
also urged to provide, as pledged, the financialtdbutions necessary to FAO
for future activities. Delegations also urged ongpicollaboration between FAO
and the International Monitoring Organization (IMQ)n issues relating to
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combating IUU fishing, and the development of abgllorecord of fishing vessels,
including unique vessel identifiers.

97. Adoption of port State measures. Many delegations welcomed the adoption
of the Agreement on Port State Measures in 200% asajor development in
combating IUU fishing. Delegations emphasized ttreg new instrument would
reduce the economic benefits from IUU fishing araphensure that only legally
caught fish were landed, transshipped, packagedpamcessed. It was noted that
the new instrument included an overall ban on thevigion of services to vessels
engaged in IUU fishing, which highlighted the imfarce of IUU vessel lists
established by RFMO/As. Several delegations expcbssupport for the new
instrument in light of the assurance that the baordécombating IUU fishing did
not fall solely on some States, in particular snieldnd developing States.

98. More generally, delegations emphasized the impodaof port States

measures in addressing IUU fishing and ensuringdgg@overnance in the

conservation and management of straddling fishkst@nd highly migratory fish

stocks. These delegations pointed out that the ditipas adoption of port state
measures consistent with the Agreement on PorteSt&asures constituted an
important aspect of enhancing enforcement and fimgtecompliance. It was also
stressed that port and market measures were efeatys to control the practice
of shark finning.

99. Many delegations called for the ratification of tAgreement on Port State
Measures and emphasized that wide ratification @nogher implementation of the

instrument, at local and regional levels, would yide an effective tool against

IUU fishing. Some delegations indicated that theyl hnitiated internal processes
to become parties to the new instrument. RFMO/Asewalso requested to

encourage their members to ratify the instrumerd adopt port State measures
consistent with the new instrument, as I0TC and ACChad done. It was also

suggested that FAO take steps to ensure properimmgitation of the Agreement
on Port State Measures.

100. Strengthening compliance and enforcement schemes in RFMO/As.
Delegations welcomed the efforts made by RFMO/Aset@ourage compliance
with their conservation and management measuresddress fishing activities of
members and non-members that undermined the eféewtss of these measures,
including through the establishment of IUU vesssts|, non-discriminatory trade
measures, catch document schemes (CDSs) or trademgmtation schemes,
measures to regulate transhipment, and port Statesures. It was emphasized that
such measures provided critical tools for improvowmpliance with conservation
and management measures and for collecting anéyvegicatch and effort data.

101. A number of delegations noted, however, that desgiie adoption of these
measures, lack of compliance was reported by RFMO#& the single largest
impediment to the successful conservation and memagt of fish stocks. In fact,
shortcomings in compliance with agreed conservatod management measures
had been identified as a key cross-cutting theméeénresults of completed RFMO
performance reviews. Several delegations pointgdtivat primary responsibility
for compliance with conservation and managementsuess rested with individual
States, acting through RFMO/As. Delegations alsdeuscored the difficulties
encountered by developing States in carrying ouforement activities,
including implementing shiprider agreements.
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102. Several delegations urged RFMO/As to make furthéores to strengthen

compliance and enforcement schemes, including byrdinating measures
between RFMO/As, and exchanging monitoring, contahd surveillance

information, in particular, on IUU fishing vesselBhe importance of ensuring the
effective implementation of such measures was aswphasized, as vessels
engaged in IUU fishing often moved to areas whenglénentation was less

strict. Delegations highlighted, in particular, theed for RFMO/As to recognize
IUU vessel lists between regions. Reference wa® ahmde to the need for
RFMO/As to develop incentives and disincentivesettsure compliance with

conservation and management measures.

103. It was noted that comprehensive independent obsemesrage on board all
large-scale fishing vessels, coupled with enhang#drnational boarding and
inspection schemes, were essential measures fopltame and enforcement. The
importance of a harmonized CDS that could distisjubetween authorized and
unauthorized catch was also emphasized.

104. Information was provided by RFMOs on measures thay had been taken
to improve compliance and enforcement schemes. [CCGéquired contracting
parties to report on their compliance with conséibraand management measures,
and had addressed letters to contracting partigsdid not comply with decisions.
It noted that the number of IUU fishing vessels hdedcreased in ICCAT
Convention Area from 500 vessels to less than &e&ks. WCPFC reported that it
had adopted a boarding and inspection scheme ilicafipn of articles 21 and 22
of the Agreement, and that 28 high seas boardingsimspections had taken place
in the previous twelve months. Some delegations alovided information on a
project carried out by the European Union and tihdidn Ocean Commission to
ensure fisheries surveillance in the western Inddaean.

105. Alternative mechanisms for compliance and enforcement in RFMO/As. Some
delegations suggested that alternative systemsuofeslance and monitoring
should be considered for boarding and inspectiotheO delegations stressed,
however, that high seas boarding and inspectionvessels was one of the
important tools to improve compliance with conseima and management
measures. In this connection, a number of delegatfdghlighted the work of the
WCPFC and SPRFMO as positive examples of how adi@l and 22 of the
Agreement could be incorporated into new treatied inplemented regionally to
the satisfaction of both Member and non-Membere&staDelegations stressed that
consideration of alternative mechanisms shouldreptace existing mechanisms
of enforcement in RFMO/As, but rather add to suchechmnisms. The
importance of observer programmes and the usetafidanvestigations were also
emphasized.

106. Regulation of transshipment, supply and refuelling vessels. A number of
delegations expressed concern over the transshipofieatch on the high seas and
acknowledged difficulties in monitoring activitiés these areas and recommended
that transshipment should only occur in designgieds, to allow more reliable
monitoring and catches data. In recognition of tha#ficulties, RFMO/As have
adopted or strengthened new measures on transshiprimeluding by placing
observers on such vessels. Delegations noted thaani increasingly global
economy, regulating transshipment was a critical in combating IUU fishing,
collecting and verifying data, and ensuring compdi@ with agreed measures. The
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role of the flag State in ensuring greater comp@&mvith relevant transshipment
rules was underlined. Jurisdictional issues frontiamal fishing authorities in
handling trade and transshipment issues were agoighted.

107. Market-related measures. Several delegations emphasized the need for
RFMO/As to strengthen control measures throughtwt Wwhole market chain,
including through the adoption of CDSs. The bemefift CDSs were highlighted,
which had proven to be particularly effective irepenting the entry of IUU caught
fish for over ten years, especially in States wighy large markets. One delegation
stressed the need for port States and fishing Stateooperate to discourage 1UU
fishing, which gained access to markets throught pandings. A number of
delegations recommended that labeling and consuaweareness programmes
should be encouraged in order to reduce IUU fishiftge view was also expressed
that such measures should only be adopted in camgdi with WTO rules.

108. International Monitoring, Control and Surveillance Network. A number of
delegations referred to the work of the InternatioMonitoring, Control and
Surveillance Network (IMCS Network) and its role strengthening high seas
fisheries governance. It was noted that the IMGSwadrk was completing a three
year enhancement project designed to provide adhditiservices to its members,
including the collection and dissemination of fiskee and monitoring, control and
surveillance information, the development of anabt capabilities, and the
development and provision of training. The roletiod IMCS Network in capacity
building and information exchange was also hightiéggh Delegations encouraged
States to join the IMCS Network and to provide panent or long-term funding
for its operations.

109. FAO Compliance Agreement and global record of fishing vessels.
Delegations expressed support for the work of FAOthe development of a
comprehensive global register of fishing vesseld stated that the establishment
of such a register would greatly enhance effortsaimbat IUU fishing. It was also
noted some tuna RFMOs were considering similarstegs with unique vessel
identifiers or IMO numbers. The role of the IMC®t\Nork in the development of
a global record of fishing vessels was also hidftkgl.

110. A number of delegations encouraged FAO and IMO dbdaborate in the

development of a global record of fishing vesselthwnique identifiers to help

track IUU fishing vessels. It was, however, notib@ concern that had been
expressed by the FAO Committee on Fisheries thatkwo establish a global
record of fishing vessels might be endangered lack of funds.

(d) Review of the implementation of the recommendations relating to developing
States and non-parties

111. Promotion of wider participation in the Agreement. Delegations noted that
20 States had become parties to the Agreement shecdReview Conference in
2006, bringing the total number of States Part®es 7, including the European
Union, which demonstrated the growing global acaepé of the Agreement and
its importance to achieving sustainable fisherikebally. Many delegations noted
that some non-parties had indicated their willirgméo apply the principles of the
Agreement and had also considered becoming pattiethe Agreement. Some
delegations also shared their experience in becgmpanties to the Agreement.
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112. Delegations expressed support for the continuiradodiue to promote wider
participation in the Agreement, which were heldtire context of the Informal
Consultations of States Parties. It was noted thatcontinuing dialogue in 2009
had stressed the importance of capacity buildirdjismpotential role in promoting
wider participation in the Agreement, the importaraf the Agreement as a norm-
setting instrument, and the need to increase ppation in the Agreement in order
to achieve universality. Delegations hoped thathfeir dialogue would be useful in
increasing understanding of the Agreement and disog the various perspectives
that affected wider participation in the Agreement. was suggested that
perceptions that the Agreement was thought to herefstal States more than
distant water fishing States had changed in lightsocurrent ratification status.

113. Delegations also called for more focused attentiod discussions on the
issue of fishing quotas and capacity for developBigtes who sought larger
economic benefits from the development of their dstit fishing industries. It
was noted that the Agreement was a package thhtded rights and obligations
and took into account the special needs of deveppiountries. Delegations
suggested that promoting the participation of depiglg countries in the
Agreement could be achieved by demonstrating therefits from such

participation. It was also suggested that impleratoh of the Agreement in its
totality should not affect the rights of developioguntries with respect to such
issues as overcapacity and overexploitation.

114. Enhancing the participation of developing Sates in RFMO/As. A number of
delegations emphasized the need to assist develoBtates to ensure their
participation in the work of relevant RFMO/As. Ferample, it was noted that
lack of participation by developing States in theiesatific committees of
RFMO/As resulted in the lack of comprehensive stifiendata and information. It
was suggested in this regard that a distinctionukhde made in RFMO/As
between developed and developing States. Othegalgbes noted, however, that
provisions aimed at assisting developing Stateseweenefiting nationals of
developed States.

115. Some delegations highlighted financial limitatichat could impede the full
participation of developing countries in RFMO/Aspdacalled attention to the
difficulties experienced by such States in attemgtio participate in the work of
all 18 existing RFMO/As. It was suggested that afgenance review of
RFMO/As should be conducted to enable all counttiesbe informed of the
performance of these organizations or arrangemémtparticular, in light of the
continuing decline of fish stocks.

116. Some delegations emphasized that fair allocatidterca was critical to
wider participation in RFMO/As and in the Agreemdnt States with emerging
fisheries. These delegations viewed fisheries hie tontext of sustainable
development and emphasized the importance of arfi4(2) of the Agreement and
the need to ensure access to fisheries by subsestesmall-scale and artisanal
fishers and women fishworkers, as well as indigesnpeople in developing States,
particularly small island developing States.

117. Cooperation with and assistance to developing States. Several delegations
emphasized the need for capacity-building and tmsie to developing States as
key elements for the effective implementation o thgreement. In this regard,
delegations recalled that in 2006 the Review Carfee had recommended
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focused assistance to enable developing Statesntdeinent the Agreement,
particularly in the areas of science, data colattand reporting, monitoring,
control and surveillance programme developmentt [@tate control, fisheries
management and governance structures, and reguletechanisms improvement.
Several delegations also referred to developmértvyentions aimed at facilitating
the implementation of the Agreement by developingtés, as well partnerships
for the development of fisheries governance andciay building.

118. Delegations noted that increased emphasis shoulgivies to strengthening
the capacity of developing States to conserve aadage their own fish stocks,
and to assisting their participation in high seiabdries. It was noted that, despite
mounting scientific advice to decrease catchegriffshould be made to ensure
that developing countries benefited from thesedigs, and there was a need to
discuss how to achieve sustainable fisheries iecantable manner. The view was
expressed that the need to combat overfishing awnercapacity should not
adversely affect the rights of developing Statesadwance their participation in
high seas fisheries, as recognized by the Revienfé@ence in 2006. Yet another
view was expressed that more attention to the neédteveloping States would
increase stability and more efficiency in the maragnt of fisheries by
RFMO/As.

119. Several delegations attached great importancegd#tanced application of
the Agreement, and emphasized that Part VII ofAgeement should be given the
same weight as other parts of the Agreement. Tibe was expressed that the
operationalization of articles 24, 25 and 26 of &greement should be carried out
in an integrated manner at both the global andoregjilevels. In this regard, it was
suggested that reporting, monitoring of progress] averall direction could be
carried out at the global level, and RFMO/As coupldy a significant role in
assessing the extent of recognition of the spemguirements of developing
States.

120. Several delegations indicated that article 25 & Agreement had not been
effective and stressed that, despite efforts byettgped States, there was a need
for coherent, sustained and transformative impleatéon of its provisions in
terms of results. Some delegations emphasizedsmréigard that developing States
received only a fraction of the proceeds of tunshdries, although fisheries
remained the primary development pathway for maeyetbping States. For this
reason, small island developing States were exthgroncerned with the current
state of fisheries and called for more effectivegmance to ensure more equitable
management of these living resources, including agament transparency and
improved information sharing. Delegations alsohtighted the need to explore
the relationships between the Mauritius Strategytiie Further Implementation of
the Programme of Action for the Sustainable Develept of Small Island
Developing States and the Millennium Developmenalso

121. Capacity-building needs of developing States. A number of delegations
highlighted specific capacity-building and trainingeds of developing States, in
particular, in the areas of data collection anagnation of databases, monitoring,
control and surveillance tools, and measures tobatriJU fishing. The need for
scientific and technical assistance with regard swentific data was also
emphasized.
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122. Several delegations recalled with appreciation ¢chmpilation prepared by

the Secretariat in 2009 on sources of availabléstsee to developing States to
increase their capacity in the conservation and agament of straddling fish

stocks and highly migratory fish stocks.It was suggested that the compilation
was a valuable tool that offered insights into theeas where assistance was
available and areas where more focused effort vesesied, which could also be

useful in promoting policy coherence in the proersi of assistance and

cooperation. Some delegations requested that tpitation be kept available and

up-to-date by the Secretariat.

123. Capacity-building mechanisms and programmes, including the Part VII
Assistance Fund. Several delegations highlighted the important rofehe Part
VIl Assistance Fund as it had helped developingeStaParties to benefit from
concrete opportunities for technical training ars$istance and human resources
development in the conservation and management isif &tocks, such as
supporting work to develop a Pacific Islands regioshark plan, and scientific and
technical workshops on tuna management in the SBatific region. Delegations
noted with satisfaction that approximately $500,02@ been donated to the Part
VIl Assistance Fund since the Review Conferenc2d6. It was also noted that
the Fund had been used more recently for capaditgibg initiatives, supporting
negotiations for new RFMO/As and the strengthenofgexisting RFMO/As,
human resource development, and technical traigind assistance, which was
considered to be a positive development. Stateswieae in a position to do so
were requested to make further contributions, as lhlance of the fund was
almost depleted.

124. A number of delegations noted that the Fund cowduled to facilitate
participation of developing States Parties in nraggj but also to increase linkages
made by developing States in various fora at irgeomal and regional levels. It
was suggested that further efforts were needed roompte the coherence of
funding to developing coastal States and smalhildeveloping States in order to
support their development aspirations, includinghwiespect to assistance for
training in monitoring, control and surveillances, \&ell as other forms of technical
assistance.

125. Delegations noted that other vehicles existed gisagleveloping States in
the management of straddling fish stocks and highligratory fish stocks,

including funds established by RFMO/As, internatibfinancial institutions, and

FAO. As to areas of assistance, it was emphasibatl further assistance was
needed, particularly in the areas of scientificadatllection, monitoring, control

and surveillance program development, fisheries agament and governance
structures, enhancing the development of domessicefies and markets, and
improving regulatory mechanisms.

126. It was noted that increasing reliance on internetioorganizations to
contribute to trust funds and projects was an iffic way to promote capacity-
building to developing States. It was suggested REMO/As could play an
important role in this regard. The view was alspressed that RFMO/As should
have funds available to assist developing Statesctly, such as in WCPFC and
the South East Atlantic Fisheries Organization (§BA, as recommended in the

17 |CSP8/UNFSA/INF.4/Rev.
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Chatham House report on best practices. ICCAT ntitat contributions made by
several States to its trust fund had contributedh® organization of regional
workshops, training of technicians and improvenmfrdata collection systems.

Proposed means of further strengthening, if necessary, the substance and
methods of implementation of the provisions of the Agreement.

127. The President invited delegations to consider il tframework question in
the organization of work, namely: What means cob#l proposed to further
strengthen the substance and methods of impleniemtaf the Agreement? The
President noted that the recommendations adoptdtieaReview Conference in
2006, some of which had not been fully implementesmained valid and would
continue to exist. Based on their review of theeeommendations during the
resumed Review Conference, delegations would havepgportunity to propose
additional recommendations to further strengther implementation of the
provisions of the Agreement.

128. Many delegations emphasized that the Agreement iredathe most

appropriate framework and provided the necessamistdor the long-term

conservation and sustainable management of stregidish stocks and highly
migratory fish stocks. RFMO/As played a pivotal @alh the conservation and
management of straddling fish stocks and highlyratigry fish stocks and were a
major tool in promoting international cooperatidh.was emphasized that these
organizations or arrangements were only as stragrngeactions of their members.

129. In regards to the conservation and management ofsuores and the

importance of science, delegations called on Staté®prove science in respect of
straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fistodts, including by completing

biological assessments and updating statisticad dainks. It was recommended
that RFMO/As be called upon to promote scientifesearch, in particular, to
determine the allowable catch of straddling fisbcks and highly migratory fish

stocks, and encouraged the implementation of measconcerning reproduction,
including areas for reproduction, and minimum di@mecaptures.

130. Many delegations recalled the importance of prowdiRFMO/As with
timely and accurate data and the need for RFMOpAprovide incentives in this
regard, as necessary. Reference was made to dletger of the SPRFMO which,
through its interim measures, could request Stateprovide accurate data,
including during the period before the adoptiortitd treaty. It was recommended
that RFMO/As strengthen requirements for data ripgrand consider any failure
or delay to provide such data reporting as a typenan-compliance, with the
possibility of sanctions. A recommendation was atsade that fisheries data could
be collected by the FAO.

131. Many delegations emphasized the need to addresentuglobal fishing
overcapacity and recommended that excess fishipgaity should be reduced in a
transparent and equitable manner, so that it wasnoensurate with available
fishing opportunities, while ensuring the rightsdgveloping States to participate
in high seas fisheries. The need for capacity asseasts, target levels of capacity,
and capacity management plans was also proposesra&8eobservers called for
States to avoid the use of subsidies that promotextfishing, overcapacity and
IUU fishing. It was also suggested that flag Statmtrol measures should be
considered in regards to subsidies.
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132. Several delegations highlighted the need for cargth commitment to the
precautionary and ecosystem approaches an@st stressed that lack of science
or data did not constitute a reason for States BPMR/As to fail to act. Several
delegations recognized that conservation measuoesd cbe achieved through
integrated and harmonized packages. With regatbegrecautionary approach, it
was proposed that States and RFMO/As should becalpon to determine, on the
basis of the best scientific information availabstock-specific reference points
and the action to be taken if those points wereeeded.

133. Delegations also emphasized the need for ecosystpproaches to be
incorporated into fisheries management effectivelhile continuing work to
understand these approaches. Some delegationgestedggiving effect to article
5(d) of the Agreement, which provides for assessnoérthe impacts of fishing,
other human activities and environmental factorstarget stocks and species
belonging to the same ecosystem or associated avittependent upon the target
stocks. Particular reference was made to the rnee@dssess the impacts of
pollutions on such target stocks and species. rmepée was also made to the
impact of ocean noise pollution on target stockd associated species, and one
observer suggested that this issue should be dethitin the context of the annual
resolution of the General Assembly on sustainaisleefies. A study on the socio-
economic impacts of ocean noise pollution on fighicatch rates was also
proposed.

134. It was recommended that States and RFMO/As stremgitinplementation of
the ecosystem approach by applying risk assesstoefg and conducting stock
assessments to conserve and manage associated eqpeohddnt species and
vulnerable habitats. The importance of managemeeasures for unregulated
directed fisheries, and for species caught as bghcabut commercially traded,
was also emphasized. Concern was also voiced dneeptoblem of discards and
support was expressed for the processes in FA@doess this issue.

135. Several delegations supported the use of envirotahémpact assessments,
where appropriate, to ascertain the cumulative iotgpaf all activities, including
fishing, as well as the establishment of globadlpnesentative networks of MPAs.
Delegations pointed out that MPAs should be esshlelil based on sound scientific
advice, as part of overall strategies to ensureptiogluctivity, and sustainable use,
of fish stocks. It was also proposed that highsspacket closures should be
recognized as a valuable tool in relation to arasell management and
achievement of conservation measures. The view als® expressed against the
use prior assessments for all fisheries. It waggested that area based
management tools should be used on a case by aage b

136. A number of delegations stressed the importancenefsures to protect

VMEs, which were also cited as a good example af Boience and management
can interact successfully. One observer suggestadRFMO/As should prohibit

any fisheries in an area of the high seas whergethgas no operational

cooperative mechanism. Some delegations, howevere wf the view that issues
concerning bottom fishing and the protection of V&Mg&hould be reserved to the
process established in the General Assembly.

137. Delegations also highlighted the need for progiesschieving compatibility
of measures, including in the South Pacific, toueasthe conservation of species
and the biological integrity of stocks. There wasneed in this regard for
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RFMO/As to adopt and integrate the necessary meagorimprove the continued
deterioration of high seas fish stocks.

138. Several delegations stressed the need for speeif@mmendations on shark
species, which were particularly threatened. Statexd RFMO/As were
recommended to implement species-specific datactdn requirements for shark
species, conduct biological assessments, and dewssociated conservation and
management plans or measures. |In addition, it p@posed that RFMO/As
consider requiring that sharks be landed with fisurally attached as a tool to
strengthen enforcement and monitoring of existihgrk measures that prohibit
finning. Other delegations cautioned against a “siee fits all” approach, but
agreed that measures needed to be adopted to etfwiréhe number of sharks
caught corresponded to the number of fins landed.

139. In regards to mechanisms for international coopenaand non-members,
some delegations urged RFMO/As to update their ragesd by incorporating
modern standards, and drew particular attention@GAT and IOTC in this

regard. Delegations also appealed for existing eoraion and management
measures in RFMO/As to be respected and implemeaftedtively.

140. Delegations emphasized that it was essential foM@FAs to adopt
measures based on the best available scientificadand there was a need for a
more dynamic process between scientists and marexgegmocesses. Conservation
and management measures should be regularly regiebywa panel of independent
scientists, or by management bodies within the REMQand measures should be
subsequently revised to ensure consistency withbdst available science and the
management objectives of the RFMO/A. Several delega emphasized that
effective decision-making in RFMO/As depended or tholitical will of its
members and that alternative modalities should ggestbe explored.

141. Delegations urged the entry into force of recendlyised RFMO constitutive

instruments, such as in NAFO, and recently condutteaties establishing new
RFMO/As, such as in SPRFMO and SIOFA. Delegatiateniified the need to

avoid geographical gaps in the establishment of RFA%4, and States involved in
negotiations to establish new RFMO/As were alsoedrgo conclude those

negotiations as quickly as possible. Delegatiors® ahdicated that States should
be encouraged to join RFMO/As.

142. Many delegations recommended that RFMO/As carry aegular

performance reviews and ensure that the recommiemdatrom those reviews are
implemented within a reasonable time. Delegationso asupported more
transparency in performance reviews. In this respeeveral delegations
suggested that the results of performance revidwsild be compiled in a single
source to show trends and demonstrate whether RBSI®Ad fully complied with

the scientific data. It was proposed that RFMO/Aatthad not yet conducted
performance reviews should initiate reviews by 2GR conduct performance
reviews every five years. Other delegations suggkghat reviews should be
performed by an independent entity such as the fGénkssembly. It was
suggested that RFMO/As should be encouraged to taptleeir constitutive

instruments every four years.

143. Delegations encouraged RFMO/As to enhance theipe&@dion, including
through the establishment of joint working groupsother mechanisms as well as
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through instruments or memorandum of understantiindevelop compatible and
consistent measures and share best practices. inffertance of cooperation in
regards to mitigating by-catch and implementing itanng, control and
surveillance tools or programs was emphasized, et ag limitations on fishing
opportunities and addressing the aspirations ofigpating developing States.
RFMO/As that regulated straddling fish stocks weneged to hold joint
consultations and share best practices. Delegatitso called on the tuna RFMOs
to expand the use of the "Kobe Il Strategy Matrigt setting management
measures.

144. Delegations also noted the need for RFMO/As to take account new
challenges in managing fisheries activities, sushcihmate change and ocean
acidification and to consider the impact of risisga levels on island and coastal
States and on low-lying areas. There was alsoed fi@er greater transparency in
the work and decisions of RFMO/As, including lesstrictive procedures for the
participation by IGOs and NGOs in their meetings.

145. In regards to monitoring, control and surveillan@nd compliance and

enforcement, delegations stressed that flag Stamest ensure compliance with
conservation and management measures by theimg{jshessels, and that flag
States should be held accountable for the actiéribeir vessels on the high seas.
It was also suggested that coastal States showe lgaeater access to data,
including observer data, for compliance and enforeet purposes. Delegations
proposed the establishment of a binding internatioagreement to determine
responsibility and measures that flag States shoapgly to prevent and

eliminate 1UU fishing.

146. Many delegations expressed their support for tlremework in Canada and
in the FAO on flag State performance and encouragA® to hold technical
consultations as soon as possible to define intemmal guidelines on criteria for
assessing the performance of flag States. It wggested that codifying existing
criteria on flag State performance into guidelinem assessing flag State
performance would be useful. A number of delegaioanewed the call for the
establishment of a global register of vessels by BHAO, with unique vessel
identifiers, such as IMO numbers.

147. Many delegations emphasized the need for conservaind management
measures in RFMO/As to be implemented effectiveglyah members and enforced
by the organization or arrangement. It was recontednthat RMFO/As should

develop and or strengthen mechanisms to reviewathimns of Parties and non-
Parties once per year to assess their level of tamge and cooperation with
RFMO/A measures, with a view to possible sanctidos non-compliance.

Delegations also called for the exchange of besictite amongst developing
States and the establishment of information shanreghanisms on monitoring,
control and surveillance. It was also noted tharket measures may require
cooperative arrangements among stakeholders ifishieg industry.

148. It was suggested that monitoring, control and sillarece should be
considered as a package or tool box of multiple suess that bolstered high seas
measures, such as transshipment and boarding apédtion. The importance of
CDSs were also emphasized as an important tooletp prevent IUU fishing.
Delegations recommended that international cooperabe strengthened with
respect to IUU vessels, including through the exgfeaand recognition of vessel
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lists, and adoption of market measures, as well cassideration of the

transnational and criminal aspects of some IUUifighactivities. There was also a
need for capacity building and international supgarough, inter alia, shiprider
agreements and patrol boats.

149. In regards to alternative mechanisms for compliaand enforcement, the

important role of technology was noted and it wasppsed that cameras could be
used to monitor fishing activities and replace i@y and inspection. It was

suggested that such new technologies needed todteeffective. Delegations also

stressed the important role of independent obsgrregrammes.

150. Delegations generally shred the view that the Agret on Port State
Measures was one of the most important developmentsombat IUU fishing
States were encouraged to ratify this instrumena griority basis and RFMO/As
were encouraged to adopt measures consistent Wwahnew instrument, while
recognizing regional differences. FAO was alsooemaged to take steps to ensure
the correct implementation of the Agreement on Boate Measures.

151. In addition, States were encouraged to join therlmtional MCS Network,
and States already involved in the Network werdecatpon to share the tangible
outcomes of their work, share information and pras, and explore opportunities
to provide the Network with permanent or long-teéimding. It was suggested that
the Network could be significantly expanded witmdiing from levies paid by
commercial fishing vessels operating within RFMOJ/Atswas also noted that the
Network could be an appropriate vehicle to enabile sharing of data and
information on monitoring, control and surveillance

152. In regards to developing States and non-partiespynaelegations urged

greater participation in the Agreement, particylaflom developing States and
small island developing States. Delegations aldted¢&or focused assistance to
enable developing States to implement the Agreenticularly in the areas of
science, data collection and reporting, monitorirmpntrol and surveillance

program development, port State control, fisher@snagement and governance
structures, as well as improving regulatory mecsiausi. It was noted in this regard
that 27 per cent of the parties to the Agreemeneviem small island developing
States. Some delegations of States non-partiemever, stressed the need to
address provisions in the Agreement that have pitede some States from
becoming parties to the Agreement, and made re€erém articles 7 and 21 of the
Agreement. It was noted by several delegationsyewver, that the resumed
Review Conference was not mandated to consider dments to the Agreement.

153. Delegations also called for greater efforts to lessh mechanisms to
encourage the participation of developing StateRFMO/As. Several delegations
called for concerted efforts and innovative optibmseduce or restructure fleets so
as to accommodate the aspirations of coastal dpirgjostates to develop their
own fisheries. Delegations called for further impkntation of the agreement in
the Doha discussions of the WTO on special anceddfitiated treatment, as well
as the lifting of unjustified barriers to trade fish products. Several delegations
indicated that the capacity building needs of th8tstes could be best addressed
through reduced capacity and fair and equitablecalions of catches, and that
States needed to immediately consider a reductiofishing fleets and vessel
sizes, and eliminating subsidies that facilitatétUl fishing. Several delegations
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stated that catch reductions were essential toingeéte Millennium Development
Goals.

154. Many delegations also supported the requests madassistance to build
the capacities of developing States in order tdilftheir rightful aspirations to
participate equitably in fisheries for straddlinighf stocks and highly migratory
fish stocks, as well as to implement the Agreemdhrbposal was made, for
example, that fisheries access agreements shouldtiemgthened to include
monitoring, control and surveillance. Views wepgressed that implementation
of articles 24 to 26 of the Agreement was critidal capacity-building of
developing States, especially small island develgBtates. Delegations indicated
that developing States should be afforded assistdmmth with respect to the
implementation of the Agreement and the enhancenwnttheir ability to
participate in fisheries for high seas stocks.

155. Delegations referred to the need in developing eStdor institutional and
technical support, improved access to markets awldpment of regulations for
trade rules, and labeling of fish products. Somegkttions emphasized the need to
recognize the aspirations of developing Statesuusdasnably develop their fisheries
and allow fisheries and conservation issues todiFessed through their national
legislation.

156. Some delegations identified a number of specifiedseof developing States,
including targeted assistance to combat |UU fishiagsistance with monitoring,
control and surveillance, VMESs, data collection aatess to high seas data, as
well as policing of high seas transshipments. Aasise was also needed in
developing compatible conservation and managemeeasores, strengthening
observer programmes, accessing data on high sestseriigs, facilitating
enforcement, and participating in fisheries meetinthe need to build the capacity
of flag States to maintain effective control ovéeit vessels, including taking
action against vessels not meeting agreed crit@da noted. Delegations also
highlighted the need to acknowledge the issue gfacdy limitations in the
provision of accurate data in a timely manner.

157. Some delegations also drew attention to the immdatlimate change on
small island developing States and on fish stoaidsich was critical to food
security in these States. The need for assistamdbdse States affected by the
effects of piracy was also highlighted.

158. Several delegations emphasized the need for tremstive measures as well
as for time-bound goals with benchmarks in providissistance to developing
countries. A tool box approach was proposed foraeeing the capacity of
developing States, through a range of strategesqurces and finance pathways,
with a view to addressing both pressing needs amgdr term issues. These
delegations also suggested the need to mainstrden capacity needs of
developing States in fisheries with other developtm@ocesses, such as those of
international financing institutions, as well ag tklauritius Strategy.

159. A number of delegations emphasized the importarfoeoptributions to the
Assistance Fund established under Part VII of tlgreAment, and stressed that
implementation of the Part VII Fund was integralttee implementation of the
Agreement and to wider participation of developBitgtes. Delegations expressed
gratitude to Norway for its pledge to contribute tfoe Assistance Fund and
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encouraged other States to contribute to the FBothe delegations suggested that
RFMO/As should be encouraged to establish fundaipgport developing States. It
was also proposed that the DOALOS compilation ddilable sources of funding
for developing States should be kept up-to-datenéke such forms of assistance
more accessible to developing State.

160. It was noted that the status of the Fund had neéxen sufficient to

adequately assist developing States. Some delegatimlicated that the terms of
reference of the Fund might not address long terapacity development
opportunities or the strengthening and provisioroafls in support of monitoring,
control and surveillance activities, and called §peater clarity on the roles and
responsibilities for implementing the Fund’'s medbkars. Several delegations
noted that the Fund was not restricted to fundiagipipation in meetings relating
to implementation of the Agreement, but was alsbeaused for capacity-building
more generally.

V. Adoption of thefinal report of the resumed Review Conference

161. At the last plenary meeting held on 28 May 201@, Bresident submitted to
the Conference a document containing the draftaute of the resumed Review
Conference as negotiated and agreed by the Dra@immgmittee. The document
had been subject to considerable debate and wagrtithict of a great deal of
compromise. The President thanked delegationstheir highly collaborative
spirit during the discussions and invited gene@hments or additional proposals
during the plenary meeting.

162. Some delegations underscored the difficulty expexéel by non-English

speakers in negotiating the document on the bakis d@raft that had been
circulated in English only, due to time constraintsvo additional paragraphs were
proposed to the text of the document, which forklad time had not been

presented to the Drafting Committee. Delegatiors® gdroposed the addition of a
paragraph on the need to establish long-term ceatien and management
measures for deep-sea fisheries, in accordance tiwéhinternational Guidelines
for the Management of Deep-sea Fisheries in thenH8gas of the FAO. These
proposals were accepted with minor revision.

163. The Conference then adopted the Outcome of the nredu Review
Conference, as amended (see Annex).

164. Some delegations of States non-parties to the Ageeé raised concerns
over the working methods of the resumed Review €a@rfce. These delegations
expressed concerns, in particular, on the needh®resumed Review Conference
to review and assess the adequacy of the provisibtize Agreement, as provided
in article 36, paragraph 2. Accordingly, these dat®ns indicated that they were
not in a position to associate with the Outcoméhefresumed Review Conference.

165. It was agreed that the Outcome of the resumed Re@ienference would be
incorporated into the final report of the resumeslieRw Conference, which would
also include a draft record of deliberations prepaby the President with the
assistance of the Secretariat. The draft reportldvda¢ made available on the
Division’s website for participants to provide seggions and comments. The
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President, in cooperation with the Bureau, wouldntlieview all suggestions and
comments with a view to incorporating them in theaf report.

V. Suspension of the Conference

166. The President observed that the Agreement had bedar review since it
entered into force through two processes: the Re@enference and the Informal
Consultations of States Parties to the Agreemeatindited delegations to provide
their views on the future of these mechanisms distedrd to review the
Agreement.

167. Although there was general consensus on the nededp the Agreement
under review, there were a range of views on thehaeisms for doing so, and the
timing of such reviews. Several delegations exmdsthe view that the Review
Conference should be suspended and resumed iruthee f Delegations were of
the view that some degree of flexibility should fe¢ained in order to keep open
the option of re-convening the Review Conferencehmfuture, through a decision
of the General Assembly.

168. Some delegations expressed concern over the stspearsd resumption of
the Review Conference, and expressed a preferenceritinue the review of the
implementation of the Agreement in the more infofrrmad cost-effective setting
of the Informal Consultations of States Partiese Mew was expressed that the
objectives of article 36 of the Agreement couldameomplished in a forum other
than the Review Conference. Concerns over the dgpatdelegations to follow
the growing number of formal and informal meetingere also expressed.

169. Some delegations expressed a preference that thEviReConference be

resumed in four years. In this context one deliegahoted that issues concerning
oceans and seas and marine resources would bedeoeiin the work of the

United Nations Commission on Sustainable Develogrbetween 2014 and 2015,
and that it would be useful to resume the Reviewf€m@nce after 2015 to take
into account the decisions and work of the Comrmission Sustainable

Development.

170. The Conference agreed to continue the Informal Glbasons of States
Parties and keep the Agreement under review trahghresumption of the Review
Conference at a date no later than 2015, to beedgaé a future round of Informal
Consultations. Several delegations indicated thethér planning would be needed
to clarify the respective roles of these mechanis@tber delegations stressed the
need to give full effect to the mandate under &ti@6 of the Agreement in the
future, in terms of both proposing means of streaging the implementation of
the Agreement and reviewing the adequacy of itvigions. It was observed that it
was also important to ensure that new issues weoeaaldressed.

V1. Other matters

171. The Director of the Division provided an update ttve 23rd award of the
Hamilton Shirley Amerasinghe Fellowship and on tieents that were being
organized by the Division to mark the second ceddbn of World Oceans Day.

172. The President declared the Conference suspended.
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Annex
Outcome of theresumed Review Conference
New York, 28 May 2010
Preamble
1. The resumed Review Conference reaffirmed tha tmited Nations

Convention on the Law of the Sea (“the Conventicaxifl the United Nations Fish
Stocks Agreement (“the Agreement”) provide the Idgamework for conservation
and management of straddling fish stocks and highilyratory fish stocks, taking
due account of other relevant international insteats.

2. The resumed Review Conference recalled that pativisions of the
Agreement shall be interpreted and applied in tbetext of, and in a manner
consistent with, the Convention. Regional fisherngsnagement organizations and
arrangements (RFMO/As) were recognized as the pyimmechanism for
international cooperation in conserving and manggtraddling fish stocks and
highly migratory fish stocks.

3. The resumed Review Conference reaffirmed themeeendations adopted
in 2006 and urged that implementation of the recemdations continue and be
strengthened.

4, The resumed Review Conference, concerned thate sstraddling fish
stocks and highly migratory fish stocks continuebt overexploited or depleted,
determined that implementation of the Agreement Ilvdae further strengthened
by additional recommendations that build on the @utcomes and, in some
cases, address new issues relevant to strengthémengubstance and methods of
implementing the provisions of the Agreement.

5. The resumed Review Conference emphasized thlainiplementation of
and compliance with conservation and management sares, adopted in
accordance with international law and that applg threcautionary approach and
are based on the best available scientific evideam essential to ensure recovery
and long-term conservation and sustainable us&radidling fish stocks and highly
migratory fish stocks.

6. As a result, the resumed Review Conference revemded that States and
regional economic integration organizations, indually and collectively through
RFMO/As:

I. Conservation and management of stocks
(a) Commit on an urgent basis to improve the statustraddling fish stocks

and highly migratory fish stocks that are over-edgd or depleted through
effective conservation and management measures;
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(b) Strengthen efforts to improve cooperation bemweflag States whose
vessels fish on the high seas and coastal States 20 ensure compatibility of
measures for the high seas and for areas undem@furisdiction with respect to
straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fislodts in accordance with article 7
of the Agreement and relevant provisions of the @&mion;

(c) Comply fully with their obligations as membes cooperating non-
members of RFMO/As to submit timely, complete, aaaturate fisheries data;
create incentives to promote compliance with thokkgations; and take steps to
address persistent failure to fulfill those obligas;

(d) Further to the recommendation in paragraph 13he Outcome of the
Review Conference in 2006, provide the requestddrimation to the Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (F5O

(e) Reaffirm the commitment to urgently reduce tapacity of the world’s
fishing fleets to levels commensurate with the awstbility of fish stocks, through
the establishment of target levels and plans oero#ppropriate mechanisms for
ongoing capacity assessment, while avoiding thasfex of fishing capacity to
other fisheries or areas, in a manner that undesiithe sustainability of fish
stocks, including, inter alia, those areas whesh ftocks are overexploited or in a
depleted condition, and recognizing in this contélke legitimate rights of
developing States to develop their fisheries foaddling fish stocks and highly
migratory fish stocks consistent with article 25thé Agreement, article 5 of the
Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries of théOFAnd paragraph 10 of the
International Plan of Action for the Managementighing Capacity of the FAO;

(f) Strengthen implementation of an ecosystem agginothrough promoting
and conducting scientific research in support shéiries management, applying
appropriate risk assessment tools and conductiogksassessments to conserve
and manage associated and dependent species anchab@ats, and adopting
management measures for currently unregulated téie&isheries or for those
species that are caught as by-catch and then cocratigtraded;

(9) Strengthen the conservation and managemertarks by:

i. establishing and implementing species-specific datallection
requirements for shark species caught in directedksfisheries or as
by-catch in other fisheries;

ii. conducting biological assessments and develop &gsdc
conservation and management measures for suchsstzardt

iii. strengthening, on the basis of the best scientificrmation available,
enforcement of existing prohibitions on shark fimgi including
through, inter alia, requiring that sharks be lahdeith their fins
naturally attached or through different means Hratequally effective
and enforceable;

(h) Establish long-term conservation and managemegdsures for deep-sea
fisheries in accordance with the International @liltes for the Management of
Deep-sea Fisheries in the High Seas of the FAO;

(i) Apply the guidelines in Annex Il of the Agreemteand determine, on the
basis of the best scientific information availabteference points for specific
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stocks and provisional reference points when inftian for a fishery is poor or

absent in accordance with the precautionary appr@aa actions to be taken if
they are exceeded; and develop and implement fisim@mnagement strategies that
have a high probability of ensuring that agreeclstspecific reference points are
not breached;

1)) Where a stock is identified as being overfished depleted, establish
rebuilding and recovery strategies, with timefrana@sl probabilities of recovery,
guided by scientific assessments and with periegieduation of progress;

(k) Strengthen interaction between fisheries marsmgead scientists to ensure
that conservation and management measures are lmasdtie best available
scientific evidence and meet the management objstset by the RFMO/A,
including through:

i. considering the use of the “Kobe Il Strategy Matfior Setting
Management Measures” in RFMO/As; and

ii. regular scientific review of the effectiveness afnservation and
management measures adopted by RFMO/As;

() Encourage participation in the FAO process tevalop international
guidelines on by-catch management and reductiondis€ards, including the
Technical Consultation to be convened by FAO in&eber 2010 on this issue;

(m) Strengthen the commitment to eliminate subsidiet contribute to illegal,
unreported and unregulated fishing, overfishing ap#ercapacity, while
completing the efforts undertaken through the Woflchde Organization in
accordance with the Doha Declaration and the 20@mgHKong Ministerial
Declaration to clarify and improve its disciplines fisheries subsidies, taking into
account the importance of the fisheries sectoreteetbping countries;

(n) Strengthen efforts to study and address enwental factors affecting
marine ecosystems, including adverse impacts aofatke change and ocean
acidification, and, where possible, consider suchpacts in establishing
conservation and management measures for straddishg stocks and highly
migratory fish stocks;

(0) Give effect to Article 5(d) of the Agreement &ssess the impacts of
fishing, other human activities, and environmerfedtors on target stocks and
species belonging to the same ecosystem or asedaoiath or dependent upon the
target stocks;

1. Mechanismsfor international cooperation and non-members

(a) Modernize the mandates of RFMO/As, where tlas hot yet occurred, to
reflect explicit provisions for the use of modermppacaches to fisheries
conservation and management set forth in the Ages¢nand other relevant
international instruments, including with respeatthe aspirations of developing
States, particularly the least developed among theoh small island developing
States;

(b) Promote the early entry into force of reviseBMRO/A agreements, and
recently concluded treaties establishing new RFMD/A
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(c) Conclude negotiations among all interested eStato establish new
RFMO/As as soon as possible, and seek to avoidg@ographic gaps between
those convention areas and the convention areaxisfing RFMO/As covering

similar fisheries;

(d) Undertake performance reviews that include sahteenent of independent
evaluation not later than 2012 for those RFMO/Aserghsuch reviews have not
yet been undertaken; undertake such reviews oguaebasis, for example every
5 years; and ensure that information about actitlen to implement the
recommendations from performance reviews is madigdy available;

(e) Encourage RFMO/As of which they are membersttengthen cooperation
through the establishment of joint working groups ather mechanisms to
facilitate the development of harmonized or comsitimeasures across RFMO/As,
particularly with regard to mitigating and managithg by-catch of non-target and
associated and dependent species, implementing casystem approach and
promoting effective and consistent implementatioh neonitoring control and
surveillance tools;

(f) Invite RFMOs with competence to manage stradgllifish stocks to
consider holding joint meetings to exchange viewskey issues and to share best
practices where appropriate;

(9) Ensure implementation of interim measures agldbfty the participants in
negotiations to develop new RFMO/As that are ndtigeforce, including those
relating to the South Pacific and North Pacific ioeg; and provide to the
appropriate interim bodies complete and accuratleefies data so as to facilitate
the effective implementation of those interim measy and provide for a periodic
review of such measures in light of the statushef tesource based on updated
scientific advice;

(h) Where appropriate, strengthen efforts to agseeparticipatory rights of

RFMO members, new members and cooperating non-mesmbeing due regard

to the aspirations of developing States, partiduldéine least developed among
them and small island developing States, and @teistof the stocks;

[11. Monitoring, control and surveillance and compliance and

enfor cement

(a) Annually assess compliance by members with RRkE2asures and, where
appropriate, cooperation by non-members with thonsasures; create incentives to
promote compliance and cooperation with those nreasuand take steps to
address persistent non-compliance and non-cooparati

(b) Encourage States to consider becoming partyhéo Agreement on Port
State Measures to Prevent, Deter and Eliminategdlle Unreported and
Unregulated Fishing of the FAO with a view to itsrky entry into force; and adopt
port State measures consistent with that agreetneatigh RFMO/As that have
not already done so;

(c) Prevent illegally harvested fish or fish prothicfrom entering into
commerce through the greater use and better coatidin of catch documentation
schemes and other market-related measures, stengiaw enforcement
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cooperation, and facilitate the commerce in fishfieh products caught in a
sustainable manner;

(d) Fully implement their responsibilities as fl&tates; develop through FAO,
including at a Technical Consultation to be convkne later than 2011, a set of
criteria for assessing the performance of flag €tatn carrying out those
responsibilities, including steps to address p&gnisfailure to carry out those
responsibilities;

(e) Control fishing activities of their nationalsy the extent possible, that
undermine the effectiveness of conservation andagament measures adopted in
accordance with international law and take measuaned cooperate to ensure
compliance by their nationals and, where relevatare information on steps
taken in this regard with other States and RFMO/As;

) Expedite efforts through FAO, in cooperation thvithe International
Maritime Organization (IMO), to create a unique selsidentifier system as part of
a comprehensive global record of fishing vesselat tincludes refrigerated
transport and supply vessels;

(9) Strengthen RFMO/A measures to monitor and ra&gultransshipment
activity, particularly by considering stronger rsileelating to transshipment at sea
and the landing of fish and fish products that haeen transshipped at sea; and
strengthen the monitoring of high seas fishing ees$y increasing the coverage
of independent on-board observers and through aeally effective means;

(h) Consider joining the International Monitorin@ontrol and Surveillance

Network and share information and practices thatldstrengthen enforcement of
fisheries conservation and management measuresaraider providing funding

for the Network;

V. Developing States and non-parties

(a) Build capacity of developing States, includithg least developed among
them and small island developing States, to fat#it a greater level of
participation in high seas fisheries including &iraddling fish stocks and highly
migratory fish stocks, to receive greater benefitim sustainable fisheries for
such stocks, to develop their own fisheries, anisnjorove their market access;

(b) Provide assistance to build the capacity ofed@ying States, in particular
the least developed among them and small islanéldping States, to implement
the Agreement, particularly in the areas of sciemtaa collection and reporting,
monitoring, control and surveillance, port and fl8gate control, and fisheries
conservation and management, facilitating accessatm development of
sustainable fisheries for straddling fish stockd aighly migratory fish stocks;

(c) Observe the need when establishing conservatod management

measures for straddling fish stocks and highly eigry stocks to avoid adverse
impacts on, and ensure access to, fisheries byistehse, small-scale and artisanal
fishers and women fishworkers, as well as indigesn@eoples in developing

States, particularly small island developing States

(d) Urge the mainstreaming of efforts to assist eleping States, in the
context of the Agreement, in particular the leastveloped and small island

41



42

developing States, with other relevant internaticdevelopment strategies with a
view to enhancing international coordination to ldeathem to develop their

national capacity to exploit fishery resources,sistent with the duty to ensure the
conservation and management of those fisheriesiress;

(e) Encourage the identification of strategies thather assist developing
States, in particular the least developed and sisédhd developing States, in
realizing a greater share of the benefits fromadhteh of straddling fish stocks and
highly migratory fish stocks and in strengthenirggional efforts to sustainably
conserve and manage such stocks;

() Ensure that the compilation of available sosroé funding for developing
States is kept readily available and up-to-dateasoto make such forms of
assistance more accessible for developing States;

(9) Contribute to the Assistance Fund establishedlen Part VII of the
Agreement and to other mechanisms to assist dewvejdtates in the conservation
and management of straddling fish stocks and higfilyratory fish stocks and the
implementation of the Agreement in its entirety;

(h) Establish mechanisms to assist developing Stdteough RFMO/As that
have not already created such mechanisms and enbkatesuch mechanisms
support the implementation of the Agreement ireitéirety; and

(i) Call upon all States that are involved or macbme involved in fisheries
for straddling fish stocks and highly migratoryHistocks that have not yet done so
to become parties to the Agreement.

V. Dissemination of thefinal report and further reviews

7. The resumed Review Conference agreed to reghesPresident of the
Conference to transmit the final report of the Goehce to the secretariats of all
regional fisheries management organizations, iriolgd where possible, those
under negotiation, and to the General Assembly, ]NFAO and other relevant
organizations, and to highlight relevant recommeiotia and requests for action
contained in the report.

8 The resumed Review Conference further agreed:

(a) That the Review Conference has provided a lisgfportunity to assess
the effectiveness of the Agreement and its implematgon. Further review is
also necessary;

(b) To continue the Informal Consultations of Stafearties and keep the
Agreement under review through the resumption efReview Conference at a
date not earlier than 2015, to be agreed at a dutwund of Informal
Consultations, and to request the Secretary-Generabnvene such meetings;
and

(c) The resumed Review Conference will be mandated assess the
effectiveness of the Agreement in securing the eoretion and management
of straddling and highly migratory fish stocks bgviewing and assessing the
adequacy of its provisions and, if necessary, psopmeans of strengthening
the substance and methods of implementation ofeth@m®visions in order
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better to address any continuing problems in theseovation and management
of those stocks, as provided in article 36 of thgefement.
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