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OFWG's mission is to foster economic growth and prosperity in the
Asia-Pacific region. The OFWG economies will do this by working to facilitate
free and open trade in the region and promoting the sustainable use of
fisheries, aquaculture and marine ecosystem resources and related goods
and services. A healthy marine ecosystem is essential for maximizing the
economic value of these resources, promoting food security and sustainable
development. The OFWG will promote cooperation amongst its members
and stakeholders to advance this process. The OFWG will continue to
implement the directives provided in the Seoul Oceans declaration (2002),
the Bali Plan of Action (2005) and the Paracas Declaration (2010), as well as
to respond to future guidance from APEC leaders and ministers.
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ASIA-PACIFIC ECONOMIC COOPERATION 2012
15! OCEAN AND FISHERIES WORKING GROUP MEETING
Kazan, Russian Federation
24-26 May 2012

Day 1: 24 May 2012
1. Opening Session (09:00 — 10:30)

A. Official Opening of the 1% OFWG Meeting (Ms Nadezhda V.Shebina, Head of Delegation of
the Russian Federation, Deputy Head of the Federal Agency for Fisheries of the Russian
Federation)

Welcome and Opening Remarks (OFWG LS)
Adoption of Agenda (OFWG LS) (2012/SOM2/OFWG/001)

Appointment of rapporteur {(OFWG LS)

m o o w

Core Agenda of APEC Leaders” Meeting 2011 and implication on OFWG {USA -TBC)

Note: the 2011 Leaders’ Declaration can be found here:
htto:/www.apec.org/Meeting-Papers/l eaders-Declarations/2011/2011 aelm.aspx

F. APEC Priorities for 2012 and Implications for APEC OFWG (Russia)
G. Objectives of Ministerial Meeting on Food Security Kazan, Russia, May 30-31, 2012 (Russia)
H. Report of SCE1 Outcomes (Indonesia)

. APEC Secretariat Report (APEC Secretariat) (2012/SOM2/OFWG/003)
(2012/SOM2/OFWGI012)

Coffee break (10:30-11:00)
II. Information Sharing (11:00 — 12:30)

+ Economies are invited to speak briefly (5 minutes) to key issues facing economy and region
and what this means for the OFWG; and expectations for this meeting.

s Economies Report: Each Economy is requested fo provide the Lead Shepherd’s Office in
advance of the meefing, a summary report of their domestic progress fo advance the
implementation of the Bali Plan of Action and the Paracas Action Agenda. Nofe: If desired,
longer statements on recent progress regarding domestic developments and related issues
should be written for distribution

(2012/SOM2/OFWG/008 — Chile) (2012/SOM2/0OFWG/013 — China)
(2012/SOM2/OFWG/026 — Japan) (2012/SOM2/OFWG/025 — Korea)
(2012/SOM2/QFWG/023 — Chinese Taipei} (2012/SOM2/0FWG/021 —~ Thailand)
Lunch (12:30 - 14:00)
Ill. Capacity Building (14:00 — 17:00)
A. Completed and Ongoing Projects

Economies are invited o report on the outcome/status of ongoing/completed projects:
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FWG 01/2010A Potential Contribution of Small Pelagic Fish to Food Security Within the
Asia-Pacific Region (Peru}

FWG 01/20118 Application of Satellite Data for Sustainable Fishery Support in APEC
(Russia) {2012/SOM2/0FWG/022)

Note: Project Report (Publication Number APEC#212-OF-04.1) Is available on the APEC
Publications Database at hitp://publications.apec.org/publication-detail.ohp?pub _id=1270

S OFWG 11/2011 "Marine Ecosystem Assessment and Management in the Asia-Pacific
Region Phase Ill — Pilot APEC Large Marine Ecosystem (LME) Projects (USA) {(verbal
remarks)

Note: Project Report (Publication Number: APECH#212-QF-01.1) is avallable on the APEC
Publications Database at hitp:/publications.apec.org/publication-detail. php?pubr_id=1274

2011 APEC Marine Protected Area Management Capacity Building Training; and APEC
Blue Economy Forum (China self-funded; carried out by APEC Marine Sustainable
Development Center) (2012/SOM2/OFWG/016)

Note: Seminar on Sharing Experiences of Mifigating the Impact of Extrerne Climate on
Aquacuilture and Fisheries {Chinese Taipei) will be discussed under agenda item V.B

Coffee break (15:30-16:00)

lll. Capacity Building - Continued

B. New Project Proposals

Note: information about APEC-funded projects can be found at
hito://www.apec. grg/Frojects/Projects-Overview.aspx . Document 2012/SOM2/OFWG/020 on

the 2012 Funding Criteria is also provided for reference.

Economigs are invited to speak briefly (10 minutes} to main objectives of their project proposals

1.

2.

APEC Workshop on Marine Spatial Planning (China) (2012/SOM2/OFWG/(014)
Blue Economic Forum (China, self-funded} (2012/SOM2/OFWG/015)

Coral Reef Monitoring for Sustainable Economic Utilization using Innovative Observation
and Satellite Information (Indonesia)

Reducing Derelict Fishing Gear in the Asia Pacific Region (USA)
(2012/SOM2/OFWG/005)

Marine Ecosystem Assessment and Management in the Asia-Pacific Region (USA,
Philippines) — proposed for Session 3 2012 funding cycle

The Fourteenth APEC Roundtable Meeting on the Involvement of the Business/Private
Sector in the Sustainability of the Marine Environment (Chinese Taipei) - seif-funded
project (2012/SOM2/OFWG/024)

Day 1 Closing Remarks (17:00— 17:30)

* Any logistical information to be share by the host economy (Russia)

s Summing of Day 1 (OFWG LS)

Drafting Committee meeting (17:30-18:30)

18:30 - 21:30 Social Event (details to be advised)
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Day 2: 25 May 2012

IV. Discussion of OFWG Terms of Reference, Strategic Plan, and Annual Work Plan for
Submittal to SCE (9:00-12:30)

A. Presentation by Mr. Jim Waller, Nathan and Associates, APEC Technical Assistance and
Training Facility (APEC TATF) on SCE Strategic Planning Process and Development of
Strategic Plan (2012/SOM2/OFWG/010) (2012/SOM2/OFWG/018) {201 2/SOM2/0FWG/019}

B. Review of OFWG Terms of Reference endorsed by OFWG Members
(2012/SOM2/QFWG/002)

C. Discussion of Duties of Lead Shepherd and Deputy Lead Shepherd
Coffee Break (10:30 - 11:00)
D. OFWG Members Discussion of Draft Strategic Plan (2012/SOM2/OFWG/004)
E. OFWG Members Discussion of Annual Work Plan (2012/SOM2/0OFWG/011)
1. Discussion of possible items for inclusion
2. Formation of drafting team
Lunch (12:30 — 14:00)
V. Priority Areas (14:00 - 17:00)
A. Advance sustainable growth
Presentation (Peru)

Possible Discussion Points
» Progress in the implementation of an ecosystem approach
« Progress in reducing both sea and land-based sources of pollution
+  Small scale fisheries and aquaculture

B. Advance on green growth: Climate Change

Presentation: Outcomes of APEC Seminar on Sharing the Experiences of Mitigating the
Impact of Extreme Climate on Aguaculture and Fisheries {Chinese Taipei)
(2012/SOM2/OFWG/009)

Note: The complete proceedings of the seminar can be found at the website hitp://cc-

apec.ntou.edu. tw/CC-APEC%20Proceeding%202012%20TW. pdf

Possible Discussion Points
s Understanding the role of the cceans in climate change
+ Progress on gathering and sharing of scientific knowledge on climate change impacts
on coastal and marine ecosystems
« New strategies and technology exchange to face climate change

OFWG Delegates Group Photo (15:30-15:40)
Coffee break (15:40-16:00)
V. Priority Areas - Continued

C. Promote Free and Open Trade and Investment
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1. Discussion of the Draft Initiative of the Russian Federation on Combating lilegal Fisheries
and lllegal Trade in Biological Resources (Russia) (2012/SOM2/OFWGI007)

2. Presentation (Peru)

Possible Discussion Points
* New measures to support trade and investment facilitation
» Importance of the fisheries sector for poverty reduction, job creation.

» New mechanisms for cooperation, collaboration, and the sharing of knowledge and
best practices

+ New actions to promote small-scale and commercial fisheries standards
IUU fishing and its impact in fisheries trade

Day 2 Closing Remarks (17:00 — 17:30)

= Any logistfcal information from the host economy
¢ Summing up of Day 2 (OFWG LS)

Drafting Committee meeting (17:30-18:30)

18:40-onward Welcome Dinner for OFWG Delegates (defails to be advised)

Day 3: 26 May 2012

V. Priority Areas (9:00 - 12:30) - Continued

D. Inclusive growth: Strengthening food security (10:30-11:30)

Presentation: Importance of Fisheries and Sustainable Aquaculture to Food Security,
Sustainable Livelihoods, and Economic Prosperity: An APEC Perspective (USA)
(2012/SOM2/OFWG/006})

Possible Discussion Points
+ How should the OFWG address the topic of food security?
+ What the OFWG is doing related to food security?
+  Survey of on-going food security work in APEC (and beyond?)

Coffee break (10:30-11:00)
E. Cross Cutting issues and Intensive cooperation

1. OFWG Members to note Ministers Responsible for the Environment Meeting, Khabarovsk
Russia, July 16-18, 2012 (further information will be provided intersessionally)

2. Discussion of Cross Cutting issues and Intensive cooperation (among all APEC
economies)

Possible Discussion Points
= Across APEC Fora (related working groups, ongoing activities and projects)
+ Working with international organizations or financial institutions

Lunch (12:30 — 14:00)
V. Other issues & Initiatives (14:00-15:30)
A. Blue Economy Initiative {Indonesia)

B. Presentation on APEC Marine Sustainable Development Report (China)
{2012/SOM2/OFWG/017)
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C. OFWG Agenda for 2013
D. Discussion of AOCMM4
Coffee break (15:30-16:45)
Drafting Committee meeting (15:30-16:45)
VIl. Closing Session {16:45-17:30}
A.  Summary Report {Drafting committee - TBC)
Adoption of 1* OFWG Summary Report
Date and Venue of 2™ OFWG Meeting (Indonesia)

Document Classification (APEC Secretariat) (2012/SOM2/OFWG/000)

m o o w

Closing Remarks {Ms. Nadezhda V.Shebina, Head of Delegation of the Russian Federation,
Deputy Head of the Federal Agency for Fisheries of the Russian Federation)

F. Concluding Remarks (OFWG LS)
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Ocean and Fisheries Working Group
Terms of Reference

Vision

Well-managed occean ecosystems, fisheries and aguaculture that provide optimal economic value to
support the livefihood of communities and food securily in APEC member Economies.

Scope

The scope of the Working Group will be ocean ecosystems, fisheries and aguaculture undertaken in a
balanced and integrated manner, with a focus on ecosystem-based management to ensure the
sustainable use and long-term conservation-of those resources. Specifically the Working Group will
focus on the implementation of the Paracas Declaration and subsequent guidance from the APEC
Ministers, noting that this builds upon the Seoul Oceans Declaration and the Bali Plan of Action.

Method of Work

The Working Group’s mission and objectives will be delivered through the following mandate, which
will frame the development and delivery of work consistent with APEC parameters:

1. Exchange of information and help foster institutional capacity building in a focused regional
setting;

2. Advance the discussions and development of solutions of common resource management
problems as a climate change and best practices;

3. Develop projects, which will be managed and evaluated by the Working Group according to
Leaders' and Ministers' directives, and the projects’ adherence to the SCE guidelines and
procedures;

4. Develop a regional approach and improved coordination for the implementation of various
instruments (e.g. Internaticnal Plans of Action);

5. Facilitate trade and investment opportunities that promote sustainable use of fisheries,
aguaculture, and marine ecosystem resources;

6. Cooperate and partner with other APEC working groups, international organizations, and the
private sector where interests intersect.

7. Ensure the conservation and sustainable use of marine resources as well as protection of marine
ecosystems needed to support fisheries and aquaculture.

8. Common approach to preventing illegal fishing and related trade.

The Working Group will pericdically discuss and agree on its priority issues, drawn from issues
identified by APEC leaders, ministers, and senior officials.

Project proposals submitted for consideration by APEC economies should address the agreed priority

issues and achieve the group mandates. The Working Group should identify linkages between its

priority issues and the work of other APEC working groups and relevant bodies.

Structure

1. Membership
All member economies of APEC are members of the Working Group. Member economies are
encouraged to identify a focal point to facilitate the operations of the Working Group. Invitation and
participation of non-members at the meetings and activities of the Working Group shall be in
accordance with current APEC guidelines.

2. Lead Shepherd

i. Selection

The Working Group will select, by consensus, a Lead Shepherd who will serve {on a
volunteer basis) a two-year term in accordance with SCE recommendaticns. The
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first year of the term will be served as the Deputy Lead Shepherd and the second as
Lead Shepherd. The resulting one-year “overlap” period is designed fo ensure
continuity of leadership and to allow incoming Lead Shepherds to benefit from
experience as a Deputy.

The Deputy Lead Shepherd wili be selected annually, from a different APEC
economy than the incoming Lead Shepherd.

ii. Duties

The duties of the Lead Shepherd will be performed consistently with the “Revised
Guidelines for Lead Shepherd/Chair And Deputy Lead Shepherd/Chair of APEC Working
Groups And SOM Task Forces," as updated from time to time.

The Lead Shepherd of the Working Group will represent or designate a competent persan
to represent the Working Group to participate, as appropriate, in various APEC fora and
other related regional and internaticnal meetings and fora.

The duties of the Deputy Lead Shepherd will be to assist the Lead Shepherd to fulfill
his/her mandate and the activities of the Working Group and other APEC fora.

In the event that the Lead Shepherd cannot continue with his/her duties, the Deputy Lead Shepherd
will assume the position of the Lead Shepherd for the remainder of the current calendar year (or until
a new chair is nominated) and a new Deputy Lead Shepherd will be selected.

The duties of the Lead Shepherd and Deputy Lead Shepherd are further described in Annex 1.
3. Program Director

The APEC Secretariat will provide support to the Working Group through a Program Director or
other arrangements put in place by the Secretariat from time to time.

4. Working Grotp Meetings

The Working Group meeting is normaily held once a year and other meetings/communication may
be held intersessionally if necessary. The venue for the next meeting will be decided no later than
at the annual meeting.

5. Periodic Review of the Working Group

The Working Group will voluntarily review its mandates and operation as work is completed, or as
new issues develop. The Working Group will develop a strategic plan and annual work plans, as
required by APEC. In addition, and as part of the recommendation 12 of the SCE Fora Review,
the Working Group will be independently assessed every four years according to the Independent
Assessment Schedule endorsed by the SCE.

The Working Group will review its achievements and project ocutcomes from fime-to-time against its
objectives and priorities and welcomes review from the SCE. The group will report annually
through the SCE Fora Report or as requested by SOM.

Critical Relationships

The Working Group will work closely with other international or regional organizations, as appropriate,
to promote the objectives of the Working Group. This collaboration contributes to the consideration of
APEC priorities and objectives, such as trade and investment liberalization. If also provides a unique
role of the Working Group for regional implementation while avoiding duplication.

The Working Group encourages private sector participation and cooperation in the forum's activities,
especially through their involvement in member economies’ projects.
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The Working Group will continue dialogue and strengthen cooperation with international financial
institution {IFls) through the current framework of APEC-IF| Dialogue.

The Working Group will cellaborate with other APEC working groups and endeavor to develop
projects that will address APEC objectives in alignment with APEC priorities.
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Annex 1 - Duties of Lead Shepherd and Deputy Lead Shepherd

a)

Lead Shepherd Duties

Coordinate the schedule and chair OFWG meetings as well as prepare reports of the
meetings.

Foster constructive and aciive dialogue at OFWG meetings.

Lead the implementation of the action program and other activities to fulfill instructions
given by APEC Leaders, Ministers and Senior Officials and report to Senior Officials on
the development of these issues.

Coordinate the development of a medium-term strategic plan aligned with the
organization’s overall objectives.

Ensure the timely submission of annual workplans to the first SCE meeting of each year.

Attend the annual SCE Committee-on-the-Whole (COW) meeting, held on the margins of
the first SCE meeting of each year, to update the SCE on forum activities and ensure that
these are in line with APEC priorities.

Oversee the development of activities ensuring that the forum's work is responding to
Leaders’ and Ministers' priorities.

Liaise with the APEC Secretariat, other APEC fora and international organizations to
enhance the quality of activities, including project proposals with well-defined outcomes,
and track the progress of project implementation.

Invite ABAC or other relevant non-governmental actor(s) to contribute to the forum's
plenary meeting agenda and activities (e.g., seminars, workshops),

Oversee the prioritizationfranking of the forum's project proposal concept notes using the
APEC-wide funding criteria in advance of the deadline for each project approval session.

Once forum projects are approved, ensure that the Project Overseer works with the
APEC Secretariat Communications team to provide a short statement on the activity to be
published on the APEC website, if appropriate.

As major project milestones or deliverables are completed {e.g. workshops, reports, etc),
ensure that the Project Overseer provides a statement (e.g. press release, article, etc.) on
the outcomes of the activity to be published on the APEC website and that he/she works
with the APEC Secretariat Communications team, as well as local and international
media, to promote and encourage media coverage of APEC project related activities.

Once projects are fully completed, ensure that Project Overseers work with the APEC
Secretariat Communications team to provide a write-up cf the project's accomplishments
and planned follow-up.

Ensure that mandatory monitoring and final completion and evaluation reports on relevant
APEC-funded projects are submitted by Preoject Overseers and that the relevant Program
Director in the APEC Secretariat provides such reports in a timely manner to the BMC,

Act as the spokesperson and key advocate for the OFWG, actively working to build
synergies with other APEC fora, as well as relevant international organizations, and
actively promoting the practical efforts that fora are undertaking fo advance APEC
priorities.
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Ensure that the forum webpage, as appropriate, is linked to the APEC Secretariat website
and remains up-to-date, providing a current reflection of the forum's priorities and
activities.

b) Deputy Lead Shepherd Duties

1.

One or more Deputy Lead Shepherds will be selected by the working group and other
APEC fora to assist the Lead Shepherd. The Deputy L.ead Shepherd will be selected from
a different ARPEC economy than the Lead Shepherd, and their tenure will be staggered by
one year with that of the Lead Shepherd, where possible. The resulting one-year
“overlap” period is designed to ensure continuity of leadership and to allow new incoming
L ead Shepherds to benefit from the advice of an experienced Deputy. Exceptions to this
rule, due to specific group circumstances, will be granted on a case-by-case basis and
will require approval by the OFWG as well as the SCE.

In the event that the Lead Shepherd could not continue with his/her duties, the Deputy
Lead Shepherd will assume the position of the Lead Shepherd for the remainder of the
calendar year, or until a new Chair is nominated.

If the Deputy Lead Shepherd is unable {o continue with his/her duties, a new Deputy Lead
Shepherd would be selected.

The duties of the Deputy Lead Shepherd will be to assist the Lead Shepherd to fulfill the
mandate and the activities of the OFWG or other APEC fora. Further information to assist
Lead Shepherds and Chairs in hosting meetings can be found in the Guidebook on APEC
Procedures and Practices; Guidelines for Hosting APEC meetings; and the Guidebook on
APEC projects.
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DRAFT

Strategic Plan
Ocean and Fisheries Working Group (OFWG)

1. Vision Statement APEC’s vision:

Well-managed ocean ecosystems, fisheries and “APEC is the premier Asia-Pacific economic
aguaculture that provide optimal econcmic value to g;:rg ﬁg;?gmﬁz r?dozlr éi;%g&piﬂotﬁ ; ﬁg?able
support the livelihood of communities and food Pacific region. We are united in our drive to build
- . a dynamic and harmonious Asia-Pacific
security in APEC member Economies. community by championing free and open trade
and investment, promoting and accelerating
2. Mission Statement regional economic integration, encouraging
economic and technical cooperation, enhancing
human security, and facilitating a favorable and
sustainable business environment. Our initiatives
development in the Asia-Pacific region by promoting turn policy goals into concrete results and
agreements into tangible benefits.”

The OFWG's mission is to foster economic

sustainable use of fisheries, aquaculture, and ocean

ecosystem resources; recognizing that APEC
members account for over 80 percent of global aguaculture production and more than 65 percent of the
world’s capture fisheries. Additionally, the APEC region includes vast and diverse ocean and coastal
environments supporting biodiversity that supports fishing and aguaculture and also contributes
significantly to APEC member economies through other marine —related industries. In setting its
priorities, the OFWG will continue to focus on implementing the Paracas Declaration (2010}, which builds upon
the earlier Seoul Oceans Declaration (2002) and the Bali Plan of Action (2005), as well as subsequent guidance
from APEC Leaders and Ministers.

3. Critical Success Factors (also called Key Performance Indicators}

3.1, Ensure the conservation and sustainable use of marine resources as well as protection of
marine ecosystems needed to support fisheries and aquaculture;

3.2. Increased exchange of information among APEC members leading to regional institutional
capacity building, collaborative solutions to common resource management problems, and
implementation of best practices;

3.3 Develop a regional approach and improved coordination for the implementaticn of various
instruments (e.g. International Plans of Action);

3.4 Forum available for dialogue, cooperation and partnerships with other APEC bodies, regional
and international organizations, and the private sector where interests intersect.

3.5 Facilitate trade and investment opportunities that promote sustainable use of fisheries,
aquaculture, and marine ecosystem resources.
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4, Setting Objectives

4.1. The role of the oceans in Food Security: Promote APEC economies’ ability to address food
security issues as a partnership;

4.2 Sustainable Development and Protection of the Marine Environment: Ensure the conservation
and sustainable use of marine resources as well as protection of marine ecosystems needed to
support fisheries and aquaculture;

« Scientific Knowledge: collaborate through the gathering and sharing of scientific knowledge®
and ecosystem-based management experience.

4.3 Impact of Climate Change on the Oceans: Promote APEC economies to tackling impact of
climate change on the Oceans;

4.4 Promote Free and Open Trade and Investment: Facilitate trade and investment opportunities
that promote sustainable use of fisheries, aguaculture and marine ecosystem resources;

4.5 Cooperation
¢ Enhance Human Resources and capacity: Support mechanisms for cooperation, coordination,
and the sharing of knowledge and best practices in order to enhance human resource capacity
building on innovation policies and innovative activities on ocean related management to
ensure the sustainable development;

« Cross Cutting Themes: Promote cross-cutting themes within other APEC Fora “and other non
APEC groups;

» Project Managemeni: Develop projects, which will be managed and evaluated by the Working
Group according to Leaders’ and Ministers’ directives, and the projects’ adherence to the SCE
guidelines and procedures;

» Public and Private participation: Promote private sector participation and cooperation in the
OFWG’s activities, especially through their involvement in member economies’ projects.

! On climate change and its impacts on coastal and marine ecosystems, fisheries, and aguaculture, Ecasystem Based
Management (EBM) approaches in order to protect human health, provide economic and social benefits, and contribute to
food security.

2 APEC Food System, APEC Study Center, EWG, SMEWG, ATCWG, ABAC, ISTWG, EPWG, TIWG, TWG, others
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5. Prioritized Implementation Schedule

Ohjective

Start Date

Completion Date

Resources

The role
Security

of the oceans in Food

Increase participation of
OFWG in APEC dialogue
on food security

Effective Communication
and Information Exchange
with APEC food system
Develop long term
strategy for food security
within OFWG aligned with
APEC food system

To manage sustainable
fisheries and aquaculture
resources supply to food
security

To combat IUU fisheries,
Advance on inclusive
growth (small scale
fisheries and resource-
limited aguaculture)

May 2012

Senior officials and
secretariats
Funding support for
project work

Sustainable Development and
Protection of the Marine
Envirpnment

Identify priority areas for
OFWG work

To improve our ability to
sustainably manage
marine ecosystems,
particularly through
better understanding and
implementation of

‘ecosystem-based

managementg

Enhance capacity building
in the area of ocean-
related management to
ensure sustainable

May 2012

June 2012
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development.

Step 1: discuss ahout the
common issues of ocean
sustainable management

Step 2 exchange the best
practice among APEC
economies

Step 3 Prepare the study
reports about the
common issues and hold
series capacity building
workshop

« Develop targeted project
work to enhance
conservation and
sustainable use of
fisheries and aquaculture
resources and protect
marine ecosystems

DRAFT

June 2012

September 2012

February 2013

May 2012

September 2012

February 2013

June 2013

Secretariat support
Funding support for
project work from SCE
Ocean and Fisheries
working group member
economies

Impact of Climate Change on the
Qceans

¢ Improve studies on the
impact of the climate
change.

* Totake appropriate
measures to mitigate the
impact of extreme climate
on fisheries and

aquaculture
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Promote Free and Open Trade and
Investment

« Develop white paper to
serve as basis for OFWG
dialogue to identify
potential OFWG activities
that facilitate trade and
investment relative to
sustainable fisheries,
aquaculture and oceans
resources in the APEC
region.

+ |dentify best practices on
combating IUU-Fishing.

s Improvement the value
chain on small scale
fishermen and
aquaculturists.

® (Ocean and Fisheries
working group member
economies

* Other APEC bodies
e External experts

Regional bodies

Cooperation
Scientific Knowledge

s Develop targeted project work
to enhance gathering and
sharing of scientific
knowledge and promoting e
transparency

Enhance Human Resource and
capacity

s  Support dialogues to identify
OFWG activities that enhance
the sharing of knowledge and
best practices in order to
enhance human resource
capacity building on
innovation policies and
innovative activities among
OFWG members;

Public Private sector participation

34
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Cross Cutting themes

Project Management

DRAFT

35







Asia-Pacific
Economic Cooperation

2012/SOM2/OFWG/005
Agenda ltem: IlI.B.4

Project Proposal - Working with L.ocal Communities
to Address Derelict Fishing Gear

Purpose: Information
Submitted by: United States

Meeting
Kazan, Russia
24-26 May 2012

\ 1st Ocean and Fisheries Working Group

APEC ¢

36



5/22/2012

‘Overview of prOjéét proposai |

37



5/22/2012

.wﬁm

LT
e
i

38



¢+ MARPOL AnnexV
& Builds upon past APEC DFG/MD project

‘Focus on communities and stakeholders to identify reasons for
loss and to improve understanding on the impacts of DFG
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Work with stakeholders,
including local fishing

-ailability and
tiveness of
reception facilities relevant managers and
regulators, toidentify
causes of gear loss

Based on results of
discussions and with

fisheries managers to
reduce gear loss and
abandonment

+ Daya:
-~ Break into two groups:

- Group focusing on addressing DFG from fishing perspective

» Group focusing on port reception facilities

- Presentations on best practices for port reception facilities

» Day3:
— Development of recommendations

40
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5222012

national law L
Builds upon past APEC initiatives
@ Leverages funding and collaboration from member
economies
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Draft proposal on the Initiative as of May 18, 2012

Combating lllegal, Unreported and Unregulated {IUU) Fishing of Living Resources and Trade in
Products Produced from Such Resources

{UU fishing of living resources has a significant negative impact not only on the number and size of
living resources, but also on their reproduction and food security of many economies.

Combating 1UU fishing of living resources and trade in products produced from such resources
significantly depends on the political will of leading economies in establishing the legal frameworks of
such activities bath on regional and national levels.

In order to prevent IUU fishing of living resources the Russian Federation in 2009 has signed the
Agreement with the Republic of Korea and is holding consultations on conclusion of similar
agreements on combaiing IUU fishing and trade in products produced from such rescurces with other
APEC economies.

iUU fishing of living resources leads to serious social problems. The legitimate fishers receive less
living resources, which are the primary source of nutrition for the population of many APEC
economies. In contrast to the European continent, in the APEC region there is no universal system of
products’ certification. Regional fisheries management organizations are combating not quite
effectively the vessels flying the "flags of convenience”, which are conducting 1UU-fishing of living
resources.

The APEC economies should cooperate closely at various levels in order to limit, prevent, deter and
gliminate |UU fishing in waters under the jurisdiction of the APEC economies.

in order to combat more effectively IUU fishing of living resources and illegal trade in products
produced from such resources the Russian Federation suggests the APEC economies the following:

1) To consider the possibility of ratification or accession to the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea (1982), the Agreement Relating to the Implementation of the Provisions of the
Convention on the Law of the Sea Relating to Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish
Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks (1995}, the FAO Agreement on Port State Measures to
Prevent, Deter and Eliminate 1UU fishing {2009);

To provide implementation of the FAO International Plan of Action to Prevent, Deter and Eliminate
IUU fishing (2001) and tc develop national plans on its basis;

To expedite signing of bilateral agreements to combat IUU-fishing and illegal export of living
marine resources and products; ’

2) To certify the production of fisheries and aquaculture, which are used as food products;

3) To carry out menitoring of fishing and tracking of fish products, including the situation with the
distribution;

4) To consider a possibility of sharing between the OFWG members of the best practices in
combating IUU-fishing of living resources and turnover of illegally manufactured fish products;

5} To promote implementation in the relevant regional fisheries management organizations of best
practices in keeping a register of vessels engaged in IUU-fishing, and vessels flying the "flags of
convenience” and engaged in illegal fishing of living resources;

6) To take the necessary measures in accordance with international law to prevent trade or imports

into their territory of fish products caught by vessels that have been identified by the relevant
regional fisheries management organization as engaged in 1UU-fishing.
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ECONOMY REPORT
CHILE

Chile is pleased to highlight some relevant domestic and international developments related to
national fisheries and aquaculture.

The total national harvest (capture fisheries plus aquaculiure production) of 2011 was 3.8 million
tons; 3 millions tons correspond to capture fisheries. These values are very similar to those
registered in 2010. As in 2010, 60% of aquaculture production corresponds to salmonid species.
By the end of 2011, the National Fisheries Council approved the 2012 catch quotas for the main
national fisheries. Following the advice of the authority, and upon the basis of the conservation
status of resources, the Council determined a non-negligible reduction of fishing quotas (app -20%
with respect to 2011) in the fisheries of jack mackerel, common Chilean hake, southern hake and
hoki.

Progress in Legislation

During the second semester of 2011, Law 20525 was enacted, which amends the General Law on
Fisheries and Aquaculture (GLFA). This instrument prohibits fishing practices that may be
detrimental to the conservation of sharks — it particularly prohibits finning onboard fishing or
transport vessels. In this context, specimens should arrive in landing destinations with their fins
totally or partially adhered to their bodies naturally.

Bills referred to the regulation of discards and protection of vulnerable marine ecosystems are stiil
under procedure at Congress. In addition, the FAO Agreement on Port State Measures related to
iUV Fishing was approved during 2011, though it has not been yet ratified.

Currently, the so-called “long law” is drawing the attention of Congress and the public in general. In
addition to the issue of the auction of industrial fishing quotas, this law considers different
amendments to the GLFA regarding the sustainability of fisheries. An outstanding provision is the
elimination of the resolutive capacities of the National Fisheries Council in matters related to
sustainability, and particularly with respect to the adoption of global catch quotas —which are
currently approved by said Councll.

The law also provides the obligation o design and implement rebuilding plans when fisheries are
overexploited or depleted. It also considers the formal recognition of scientific committees for the
main fisheries or fishery groups (e.g. demersal fisheries). In practice, these committees —
composed by experts from universities, research institutes, and private consulting entities— have
worked for several years as advisory organisms to the fisheries authority, though said advice is not
binding and there is no formal mechanism to integrate them into the decision-making process.

In addition, it includes a new allocation between the small-scale and the industrial sector for the
main shared fisheries; this will be in place for twenty years and will be beneficial for the small-scale
sector. In fact, the new distribution of fishing quotas would imply a US$34 million transference from
the industrial to the small-scale sector.

Protection of marine biodiversity

In 2012, the administrative process to create the Hanga Roa (Easter Island) marine reserve will be
started, with a view to enhancing the conservation of areas and the sustainable use of marine
biodiversity

In the same manner, the process to widen the Motu Motiro Hiva marine park (created 2010) will be
started, going from 150 thousand km? to around 350 thousand km?. This expansion, mainly to the
west, seeks to protect many seamounts that constitute Vulnerable Marine Ecosystems and are
currently outside the limits of the park. At Salas y Gomez |slands, coral assemblages cover 44% of
the bottom and the reef fish fauna is unique and irreplaceable.

At an International level
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In Santiago, January-February 2012, the lll Preparatory Conference for the Establishment of the
South Pacific Regional Fisheries Management Organization was held. The interim measures in
place were reviewed and revised, on the basis of the most up-to-date assessment of the South
Pacific jack mackerel stock. It is important to highlight the commitment of each State to limit their
annual catches of Trachurus species to the order of 40% of their final annual catch recorded in
2010. The Conference also approved the Bottoem Fishery Impact Assessment Standard.

Besides, Chile actively engaged in the 108™ (October 2011) and 109" (April 2012) sessions of the
OECD Committee of Fisheries, which is working on four priority projects that should be completed
no later than 2013; the projects are: Governance, Energy use, Aquaculture, and Waste. The latter
focuses mainly on discards.

In April 2012, the Global Environmental Facility (GEF) funded project "Humboldt Current Large
Marine Ecosystermn: Toward Ecosystern Based Management Chile-Peru” was reactivated. Its
2012-2013 work plan was recently approved by the steering committee of the project. In terms of
biodiversity protection, the project -lasting five years-, considers baseline surveys in pilot sites
{coastal Guano Islands, in Peru, and seamounts of the Juan Fernandez area in Chile) and the
establishment of marine protected areas in both economies.

Aquaculture

The last Economy Report presented measures adopted until the first semester of 2011. To date,
the following measures have been further introduced for aguaculture in Chile:

A new sanitary regulation was introduced; it adapts to the new legislation establishing: a) macro-
zones (currently under implementation), that is, large areas aimed for the operation of farming
centers, which are separated from each other by at least 5 miles. The focus is on preventing the
dissemination of disease by restricting vessel traffic between macro-zones when emergencies
occur; b) classification of farming centers and concession groups according to their biosecurity
measures. This will translate into more or less restrictive operation measures, depending on the
center's sanitary behavior; ¢) registry of service providers, so the National Fisheries Service
(responsible for inspection) controls the conditions in which services are provided and ensures
compliance with established measures.

A new regulation on the import of aquatic species was issued; it follows the guidelines of the World
Organisation for Animal Health establishing risk analysis as an instrument o decide on the
introduction of species that may be a risk to the national sanitary patrimony.

A new public system was implemented for the elaboration of environmental reports of farming
centers. These reports will be the basis to decide whether the centers can continue operating,
cbserving their environmental conditions. The system is under the responsibility of the National
Fisheries Service

Government has passed a bill to amend the General Law on Fisheries and Aquaculture, which
considers, among others, conferring further powers tc the National Aquaculture Commission.
Currently, the competence to decide on the most relevant regulatory issues for aquaculture lays in
the National Fisheries Council, which provides for environmental and sanitary regulations for
aquaculture. In turn, the National Aquaculture Commission—organism that specializes on dealing
with the most relevant aquaculture issues— has not been conferred such powers,
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APEC Seminar on Sharing the Experiences of Mitigating the Impact of Extreme Climate on
Aquaculture and Fisheries

Summary of Recommendations
March 21-23, 2012, Taipei, Chinese Taipei

APEC member economies are already experiencing impacts of extreme climate on aquaculture and
fisheries, and these impacts are expected to increase with continued changes in the global climate
system. Without additional efforts to better understand, prepare for and respond to changing climate
conditions, APEC member economies are likely to experience increasingly significant impacts to
aquaculture, fisheries and other ocean-related sectors from extreme climate events. For example, at
the 3rd APEC QOcean-related Ministerial Meeting held in Paracas, Peru in October 2010, Chinese
Taipei reported on the significant impacts of extreme climate (2009 major typhoon) on the nation's
aguaculiure and fisheries, provided information on the major efforts to recover from and adapt to this
type of extreme climate event, and stated iis willingness to share and exchange views with other
member economies on such experiences,

To help APEC member economies address these issues, Chinese Taipei led development and
implementation of the self-funded Project “Seminar on Sharing the Experiences of Mitigating the
Impact of Extreme Climate on Aguaculture and Fisheries”. The project was approved by the APEC
Ocean and Fisheries Working Group in July, 2011, and the Seminar was successfully held on 21-23
March, 2012, in Taipei, Chinese Taipei. About 80 participants attended the meeting, including 16
fishery officers and 10 invited scientists from 18 APEC member economies.

The meeting was organized inic three main sessions: (1) summaries of extreme climate impacts and
mitigation strategies from APEC member economies, (2) expert input and case studies of mitigating
impacts of extreme climate on aquaculture, and (3) expert input and case studies of mitigating impacts
of extreme climate on fisheries. There were thorough discussions and much exchanging of
information and views during these sessions. During the final discussion session, the participants
reviewed and discussed the presented information, and identified the following recommendations for
submission o the APEC Ocean and Fisheries Working Group. The recommendations are intended to
help APEC and other organizations address key needs for better understanding, preparing for and
responding to changing climate conditions to reduce the impacts of extreme climate on aquaculture,
fisheries, and the communities and economies that depend on them. One of the overall
recommendations was to increase proactive (instead of reactive) actions to reduce the causes of
climate change {mitigation) and increase resilience (adaptation} in a changing climate.

1. Reduce the cause of climate change (mitigation) to help reduce the frequency and
magnitude of extreme climate events
» The financial benefits of mitigation can be significant and outweigh the costs of adaptation,
* Addressing the causes of extreme climate is critical given the limitations to adaptation,
+ Adaptation is necessary but not sufficient to reduce impacts of extreme climate events,

2. Increase early warnings, preparedness and adaptation efforts by understanding,
monitoring and predicting extreme climate events
¢ Monitoring and projections are the foundation of early warnings,
s Research provides information on how extreme climate events impact aguaculture and
fisheries and how to reduce these impacts.

3. Assess vulnerability of aguaculture and fisheries to extreme climate events

+ Understanding vulnerability is a critical step to developing effective adaptation efforts that
reduce risks and impacts.

4. Increase pre-event preparedness and post-event response capacity

+ Advance planning and preparations can significantly reduce risks and impacts of extreme
climate events,

» Response planning is critical to reducing impacts and increasing recovery following extreme
events.
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Plan, implement and assess efforts to increase resilience and adaptation to extreme

climate events

Build capacity to assess and manage risks (technical training and capacity building),

Identify clear goals for decision-making processes,

Incorporate extreme climate events into planning and management of aquaculture and
fisheries (e.g., climate scenario planning to identify management options for resilience),

Plan for impacts and recovery,

Assess socio-economic and ecological impacts of adaptation measures,

Continue use of ecosystem-based approach for fisheries management,

Ensure sustainable fisheries and aquaculture to promote resilience.

Increase learning and capacity to address extreme climate events

Continue to promote collaboration among economies to maximize learning,

Increase networking among economies to promote rapid and efficient exchange of information
on methods, successes and failures,

Increase mechanisms for rapid exchange of information, ideas etc (e.g., social media),
Accelerate awareness and understanding of yeunger generations, decision-makers and others
on climate change, extreme climate, fisheries and aquaculture through national education
systems, workshops, public awareness campaigns and other mechanisms.

Promote new approaches

Solicit and promote new approaches to preparing for and responding to impacts of extreme
climate events on aquaculture and fisheries,

Increase incentives to value carbon services and conserve coastal habitats that sequester and
store carbon to help reduce climate change,

Promote new approaches to engage fishers and others in helping monitor changes in fish
distributions and other ocean conditions in changing climate (g.g., Australia’'s REDMAP
program).
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Attached is a revised draft of the of the process guide to strategic planning in the medium-term.
This document has been revised from an earlier version circulated at SOM 1, 2011, to focus more
on the SCE working group level to support the planning and achievement of medium term goals
Please direct comments and input to Michael Vonk (mv(@apec.org) and Victoria Waite

(vw(@apec.org) by October 15, 2011,
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Strategic Planning — Process
Guide for Working Groups

WHAT IS AN APEC WORKING GROUP STRATEGIC PLAN?

A step by step guide, created by a working group, to map out how it will reach its goals and
objectives. The strategic plan for the working group will establish a foundation so that all of APEC
knows what is planned and what is expected of the working group. Essentially, it builds on APEC’s
overarching vision by setting a mission for the chosen targets of the working group for a three to five
year period.

Strategic planning is often confused with tactical planning. A good strategy should define what the
objectives are; good tactics set a plan for how to achieve those objectives. A simpler way to think of it
is: '

» Strategy is longer-tenm, often 3-5 years, and sets the overarching objectives and purpose for
the working group;

e Tactics are shorter-term, often written up in annual work plans, focused on process and
actions. While the strategy for the working group may not change year to year, tactics can be
adapted over time to identify and act on new ways to reach the goals and objectives already
established in the strategy.

A working group strategic plan should serve as a systematic, management tool for problem solving,
activity planning, funding decisions, and guiding the preparation of annual work plans.

When everyone participates in the strategic planning stages, all will work harder to carry out the plans
and projects. APEC can't buy or outsource this kind of motivational interest, and working group
leadership must be an integral part of such vital activities. Therefore, the strategic planning process
should include a variety of people from the working group to participate in any brainstorming
sessions, including key stakeholders from private and public sectors among member economies if that
is possible.

Five Elements of a Strategic Plan
There are five elements that help shape the foundation of a workable and achievable strategic plan.
These elements are:

¢  Vision
o Mission Statement
s (Critical Success Factors

s  Set Objectives
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¢ Prioritized Implementation Schedule

The strategic planning process should begin by exploring essential questions about the purpose of
having a working group. Working group leadership and members must answer these essential
questions and come up with a consensus on the answers. Answers to these questions will help in
determining the elements to the strategic plan.

s  What is APEC’s vision?

e  What is the working group’s vision?

s THow does the working group’s vision contribute to APEC’s vision?
¢ What do we do best?

e  What is our purpose?

e  What needs can the working group satisfy for member economies that they cannot more
easily do on their own?

e What kind of image does the working group want?
» What does the working group want to be known for?
o How many objectives does the working group want to have?

¢  What value does the working group want to have for APEC’s member economies?

BUILD THE FIVE ELEMENTS

Vision Statement: A brief statement describing direction and
growth plans of the working group [Aspirational]

The working group’s vision statement should directly support APEC’s mission statement. From the
APEC website:

“APEC is the premier Asia-Pacific economic forum. Our primary geal is to support sustainable
economic growth and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region. We are united in our drive fo build a
dynamic and harmonious Asia-Pacific community by championing free and open trade and
investment, promoting and accelerating regional economic infegration, encouraging economic and
technical cooperation, enhancing human security, and facilitating a favorable and sustainable business
environment. Qur initiatives turn policy goals into concrete results and agreements into tangible
benefits.”

» Develop a concise vision for the working group. Try to address:
e Who are we?

s  Where are we? (What is our current state?)
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*  Where do we want to go (or not go) and why? (What is our desired future state?)

Remember that defining — and being able to communicate — a clear working group vision is
most important for those outside of the group. So make sure that the working group’s vision
informs everyone— both inside and outside APEC — about the working group’s aspirations.

If it is possible, the working group should seek an opportunity to engage APEC senior
officials and leaders in a discussion on the working group’s vision, especially if the APEC
policy leadership is new. The intent of the discussion would be how to best articulate a
working group’s vision in a concise yet descriptive manner that the working group can use to
best inform its mission statement as part of the three to five year strategic planning process.

Mission Statement: Statement describing the working group’s
capabilities to help realistically achieve key objectives identified by
member economies (or the working group itself) within the three to
five year strategic planning period

The mission statement should answer the question, “What outcome or outcomes do we think is/are
possible for the committee to deliver within three to five years?” The mission statement should
encompass a few concrete objectives, achievable within the timeframe of the strategic plan.

The mission statement should be more than just “The | working group establishes
policy.” The mission statement should describe how it facilitates the achievement of outcomes. For
example, “The | working group’s mission is to address policy bottlenecks and guide
member economies to make [productive decisions] that support the vision of APEC in a timely
manner.”

Critical Success Factors

Critical success factors are elements that are vital for a strategy to be successful. A critical success
factor drives the strategy forward. It makes or breaks the success of the strategy — hence, it is
*critical.” Addressing critical success factor(s) is required to ensure the success of the activity or
organization. Critical success factors are those few things that must go well to ensure success, and,
therefore, they must be given special and continual attention to bring about high performance.

For your working group, critical success factors might include:
+ Achieving credibility;
¢ Maintaining quality standards;
» Finding needed resources;
* Performing additional market research to inform the APEC region;

* Establishing definitions and standards of how the working group can serve and listen to all
members;

» Establishing internal and external communication standards;
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» Maximizing cost-effective operations;
¢ Establishing a continuous improvement policy for reviewing and evaluating progress;
» Establishing a system that documents processes so others can be trained;

¢ Securing buy-in from all levels of APEC, which helps understanding and acceptance through
participation;

» Commitment and willingness from the member economies to make changes.
¢ A plan to deal with downturns should they occur; or
e Systems and administrative policies to ensure the working group does its job most effectively.

After identifying critical success factors for your working group, review them for practicality and
achievability. Can all critical success factors be addressed by the working group and directly
incorporated into the strategic plan?

Explicitly identify ways that each of the critical success factors will be addressed by the working
group and incorporated into the strategy.

Set Objectives

Objectives are those specific steps that enable you to
accomplish, or make measurable progress against, your
working group’s mission statement.

A major reason that strategic plans
fail to reach their objectives is that
implementation is assigned to

members who never participated in

There is no set rule for how many objectives your working the planning.

group should set. However, all of the objectives should be

attainable within the 3 to 5 year timeframe of the strategic plan.

In setting objectives, you should eliminate the "why" and the "how." If you need to discuss "why"
you're interested in doing something, you should have that discussion earlier when establishing your
working group vision and mission statement. When you set objectives, you won't explain "why" you
are planning to do something, and you won't attempt to justify your objective to those who review
your plan.

Neither will you describe "how" you'll accomplish the objective at this point in the process.
Describing “how” you’ll accomplish an objective will be part of prioritized implementation planning
in the next step.

There are twao kinds of objectives you can develop — results-oriented and activities-oriented. "We will
increase the volume of cross border trade within the APEC region by 10 percent next year” is a
results-oriented objective. "We will facilitate three regional conferences for APEC next year" is an
activities- oriented objective. The first example is a stronger statement because it focuses on achieving
something (results). Whenever possible, write your objectives in terms of a result, rather than an
activity.
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However, there are times when you simply can't write a results-oriented objective, and if so, write
your objective as an activity. But these are the exceptions. "Install the new computer system by the
end of the year," "Hire a manager of human resources by June 15th," "Launch the new product by the
third quarter." Each of these is an activity-oriented objective. They are not ideal objectives, because
no result (other than the completion of the activity) can be measured. Generally, your objectives
should be results-oriented.

Prioritized Implementation Schedule: Annual Work Planning.
Prioritize the objectives and corresponding actions in order of
importance.

For a one year period, document a schedule, including start dates, milestone dates and anticipated
completion dates for each working group action. The annual work planning process is not about
making new strategic objectives. It is about defining the steps that are necessary to achieve strategic
objectives successfully. It is important to make sure participants in the process understand and agree
that the strategic objectives are important and relevant to the working group’s role in helping to
achieve its vision, and ultimately the overarching vision of APEC. Part of building this support is
effectively identifying problems that may occur if you do not move towards achieving the working
group’s mission as well as identifying the benefits if you do achieve the working group’s mission,

The emphasis in the work plan is on articulating the steps that support the overarching strategic plan.
It is good for the steps to be challenging rather than trivial, but often planning falters when there is a
substantial gap between expectations and what is feasible. Therefore, steps should be delineated in
terms of time horizons and milestones, and driven by realistic resource availability.
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APEC Secretariat Report on Key Developments — May 2012

(a) APEG 2012 Priorities

In 2012, APEC's theme is “integrate to grow, innovate fo prosper.” The priority areas include:

1) Liberalizing trade and investment and expanding regional economic integration;
2) Strengthening food security;

3) Establishing reliable supply chains; and

4) Fostering innovative growth.

A more detailed description of the 2012 priorities can be found in the APEC Qutcomes and Outlook
2011/2012, which is avallable online at publications.apec.org/publication-detail. php?pub_id=1247.

Further information on APEC Russia 2012 ¢an be found at hitp://www.apec2012 rul.

{b) Key Outcomes of Senior Officials and Committee Meetings

The First Senior Officials’ Meeting was held in Moscow, Russia between and 30 January and 19
February 2012,

The meeting deliberated on the priorities for APEC 2012. Key points arising from the meeting were:

*

Promoting APEC Cooperation on Food Security - The following elements were highlighted:
ensuring the availability, affordability, safety and high quality of food; developing stable food
markets and dampening price fluctuations; and the continued search for ways to ensure
agricultural development based on increasing mutual investments, modern technologies and
compliance with quality standards.

Supply Chain Connectivity - The Chair noted that prospects of greater integration in APEC are
closely connected to the need to ensure reliable supply chains in the region. The main elements
under this priority are: to achieve, by 2015, a 10% efficiency gain across supply chains; applying a
broader and faster approach to improving supply chain connectivity within APEC; understanding
the challenges concerning APEC supply chains; assessing the risks in trade corridors between
APEC and other markets; and continued discussions on the eight major chokepoints, as well as
developing the supply chain agenda on a humber of related issues.

Innovative Growth - Members discussed possible ways to promote extensive interaction among
universities, research centers and the business community; cooperation in education and the
development of human capital; protection of intellectual property; and opportunities for advancing
joint initiatives in these spheres within APEC.

The APEC Committee on Trade and Investment {CTI) first met on 14-15 February in Moscow and
again in Singapore on 2-3 April to advance its work program. CTI's work program for 2012 is aligned
to three of the four APEC 2012 Priorities, namely: (i) trade and investment liberalization, regional
ecaonomic integration; (ii) establishing reliable supply chains; and (iii) intensive cooperation to foster
innovative growth as well as the APEC 2011 priority of "expanding regulatory cooperation and
advancing regulatory caherence.” The key elements of CTI's work in 2012 include:

Bogor Goals Review Process - Preparations for the |1AP Peer Reviews in 2012 wil! involve brief
reports prepared by the APEC Policy Support Unit (PSU) with key highlights on members’ main
achievements and remaining areas for improvements based on the IAPs submitted for discussion
at SOM2 in Kazan. A one-page ‘regional integration metrics” or “dashboard” that would
complement the |AP brief reports and provide a shapshot of APEC's progress towards the Bogor
Goals is being developed.

Exploring an Free Trade Area of the Asia-Pacific (FTAAP) - CTl endorsed the Regional Economic
Integration Capacity Building Needs Initiative {CBNI) which included a proposed Action Plan
Framework for REI CBNI. Several economies have confirmed their intention to participate in
specific areas of the action plan and various programs/activities are being developed to take
forward this work.

Next Generation Trade and Investment Issues — CTI| continues to progress the implementation of
the next generation trade and investment issues that were addressed by Leaders in 2011, as well
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as to advance work on global supply chains improvement. It is also working through a Friends of
the Chalr on Next Generation Trade and Investment Issues {NGeTI FoTC) on several new ideas
for consideration as additional next generation issues to be addressed in 2012. Issues proposed
for consideration inciuded: integration of competition policy into Free Trade Agreements (FTAs);
regulatory principles for access to essential network-based infrastructure facilities in the services
sector; Regional Trade Agreements (RTAs) best practices; Transparency in FTAs; enforcement of
Intellectual Property Rights in the Digital Environment; and Securing Open Markets for Digital
Products. The CTI will continue discussing the proposals in the lead up to CTI3 in Kazan, Russia.

» Environmental Goods and Services — CT| agreed to an “Indicative Timeline” to develop an APEC
List of Environmental Goods in 2012, By the time of CTI2 in April, 10 economies had submitted
their initial product nominations for consideration. In accordance to the indicative timeline agreed
at CTI1, the lead of the FoTC on EGS have circulated a compiled list o economies to which
economies are to provide inittal comments by 1 May. Economies are expected to have an
extensive discussion on the nominations on the table at the upcoming CTI3 meeting in Kazan.

+  Supply-Chain Connectivity Framework and Action Plan (SCFAPR} — CT| continues to progress the
implementation of SCFAP to address the eight chokepoints. Some of the new initiatives being
pursued in 2012 include: (i} development of a “supply-chain connectivity (SC) inventory” to
identify internal policies and practices related to cross-border movement of goods affecting the
logistics sector for chokepoint#t; (i) A proposed capacity building program for the Pathfinder to
Enhance Supply-Chain Connectivity by Establishing a Baseline De Minimis Value; (i) A
proposed multi-year capacity bullding project for Enhancing Logistics Performance through
Training and Networking for APEG Local/Regional Logistics; and (iv) A study to be undertaken by
PSU for CTI that measures the economic impact of submarine cable disruptions on trade and
investment within APEC economies and assesses current approaches to minimize disruptions.
The CTI held a Symposium on SCFAP from 31 March — 1 April 2012 to share experiences and
exchange views on the measurement of supply-chain connectivity from different perspectives
(international organizations, private sectors and academia}; and to stock-take the implementation
of the Supply-Chain Connectivity Framework Action Plan (SCFAP). The Symposium also
discussed the draft design of the self-assessment survey that will be used to complement the
internal and extemnal indicators for tracking APEC's progress towards the 10% improvement by
2015 in supply-chain performance. The draft self-assessment survey is being finalised for
adoption at CTI3 in Kazan.

s Expanding Regulatory Cooperation and Advancing Regulatory Convergence — CT| agreed that
the second dialogue of the APEC Regulatory Cooperation Process Advancement Mechanism
(ARCAM) would address the issue of self-regulation in advertising. The dialogue is being planned
for the 4™ quarter of 2012.

The CTI will next meet in Kazan from 30-31 May 2012. A Trade Policy Dialogue on Facilitating Global
Supply Chains will be held on 27 May 2012,

The Economic Committee (EC) met on 14 — 15 February in Moscow. The EC considered the work
plans of the Caompetition Policy and Law Group (CPLG) and its five FotCs including: competition
policy, regulatory reform, corporate law and governance, public sector governance and ease of doing
business. The EC also discussed its contributions to the APEC 2012 priorities, including APEC New
Strategy for Structural Reform (ANSSR) and the 2012 APEC Economic Policy Report (AEPR) on
Ease of Doing Business (EODB) and 2013 AEPR on Public Sector Governance. The EC organised
two policy discussions on “State of the Regional Economy” and “Strengthening Implementation of
Good Regulatory Practices.”

Prior to the EC1 plenary, the “APEC EODB 2012 Stecktake Workshop” was held on 12 — 13 February
2012 in Moscow. The workshop discussed, among others, progress on accomplishing APEC-wide
EQODB objectives and capacity building and technical assistance programs on EODB- related reform,

The next EC meeting will be held on 30-31 May in Kazan, Russia.
The SOM Steering Committee on ECOTECH (SCE) met on 16 February in Moscow. The SCE
Committee of the Whole (SCE-COW), which includes the Chairs and Lead Shepherds of the SCE

fora, also met on this day. Members discussed the 2012 priorities of strategic planning, coordination
on cross-cutting issues, improving public communications and streamlining and independent
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assessments. The goal of SCE efforts in 2012 is to ensure that APEC remains effective in achieving’
the goals we have set for ourselves.

Specific work of the SCE this year includes the development of a Framework to Address Cross-
Cutting Issues that will support goals that require cooperation across working groups and committees
in the APEC structure.

The SCE has also adopted a policy requiring SCE fora to prepare a strategic plan that ensures the
work they undertake is done to maximize confributions towards APEC’s broader goals. Strategic
plans are to be completed by SCE2 in 2013, a timeline that ensures all fora will have a chance to
discuss their plans at a regular meeting, the assistance of the APEC Technical Assistance and
Training Facility (TATF) remains available to support fora in the development of these plans.

During the SCE-COW meeting the importance of communicating the work of APEC to external
stakeholders through the media was emphasized, including through a presentation by the APEC
Secretariat’'s Communications and Public Affairs Unit on the level of support that the Secretariat can
provide in this area.

The Budget and Management Committee (BMC) last met on 10 February in Moscow, which
approved the 2012 Work Plan for BMC. The meeting noted Russia's priorities for APEC 2012, the
latest staffing developments and financial position of the Secretariat. BMC members agreed to the
Secretariat’s plans to update the Project Guidebook and to establish a Small Working Group under
BMC to progress longer term evaluations of APEC Projects.

From 1 January 2012 to 31 March 2012, the Secretariat received a contribution of JPY 87,480,000
from Japan to the APEC Support Fund Sub Fund for Energy Efficiency and Low-Carbon Measures.

The APEC Business Advisory Council (ABAC) held their 1% meeting on 21 - 24 February 2012 in
Hong Kong. The main focus of the meeting was to discuss and endorse work plans of the 6 Working
Groups (APAWG, FEWG, IDWG, REIWG, SGWG, and SMMEWG). The Council also endorsed several
key documents, including, (i) a letter to IEG Chair to recommend annual interaction with the business
community and help to facilitate long-term private sector input into IEG work; (ii) a letter to APEC SOM
Chair requesting the private sector’s participation in the annual APEC Energy Ministerial Meeting, (iii)
a recruitment document for the Policy Partnership on Food Security (PPFS), and (iv) a Report of 2011
Financial Inclusion Forum prepared by the Advisory Group on APEC Financial System Capacity
Building. The Council also held dialogues on the APEC 2012 priorities with 18 APEC Senior Officials
and their representatives.

The next ABAC meeting will be held in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia on May 21-24, 2012. More
information on ABAC can be found at:

hito:/fwww.apec.org/Groups/Other-Groups/APEC-Business-Advisory-Council. aspx
(c) Developments within the Secretariat and Policy Support Unit {PSU)

Key Staff Movements and Appoinimenis

There have been a number of staff movements in the Secretariat since February 2012. Program
Directors, Mr Andrew O’Sullivan {Australia) succeeded Ms Joanne Lovejoy in March; and Ms Fadzilah
Abu Hassan (Malaysia} succeeded Ms Zaireen Omar in April. In March, Mr David Hendrickson, Media
Manager, succeeded Ms Trudy Harris and Mr Philip Chang joined the PSU as a Senior Analyst
replacing a Senior Analyst who had left [ast year.

Key dates
The second SOM meeting of 2012 and related meetings will be held in Kazan on 20 May — 5 June
2012.

The 5th APEC Education Ministerial Meeting (AEMMS) will be held from 21 - 23 May in Gyeongju,
Korea.

Several ministerial meetings will follow:
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30 - 31 May  Ministerial Meeting on Food Security Kazan, Russia

4-5June Meeting of APEC Ministers Responsible for Trade Kazan, Russia
24 - 25 June  Energy Ministerial Mesting St. Petersburg,

Russia
27 - 28 June  Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Mining St. Petersburg,

Russia
16-18 July  Meeting of Ministers Responsible for Environment Khabarovsk, Russia
23-24 July  Tourism Ministerial Meeting Khabarovsk, Russia
3 August Small and Medium Enterprises Ministerial Meeting St. Petersburg, Russia
6 August Transportation Ministerial Meeting St. Petersburg, Russia
6 - 8 August  Telecommunications and Information Ministerial Meeting St. Petersburg, Russia
30 August Finance Ministerial Meeting Moscow, Russia

The APEC calendar of events can be found at hitp:/fwww.apec.org/en/Events-Calendar.aspx.

Profects

Project Approval Sessions

The first project approval session for 2012 commenced in the second week of January 2012, A total of
32 Concept Notes (CNs) were submitted for funding and based on funds availability, 26 were granted
in-principle approval to proceed to the implementation stage. Two projects were deemed non-
compliant due to the lack of supporting documentation and one was withdrawn; for a total of 23
projects being funded at a cost of US$2.375 million.

The second session for 2012 commenced on 9 April 2012. A total of 80 CNs were submitted for
funding but one CN was withdrawn. In addition to standard projects, two Multi-Year CNs have also
been submitted for funding. The final stage of the ranking and pricritisation process for the CN
submitted in Session 2 is underway.

Multi-vear Project (MYP) pilot

The four Multi-year Project CNs approved for funding in Sesslon 3, 2011 are in early stages of
implementation. No MYP proposals were submitted in Session 1 while 2 CNs were submitted in
Session 2. It is anticipated that once a large enough sample size is available, an independent review
of the pilot phase of MYPs will be conducted. This is scheduled for early 2013.

APEC Project Guidebook
A

n update of the 7" Edition of the Project Guidebook is underway. The 8" Edition of the Guidebook
will incorporate the policy and operational changes approved by BMC in 2010 and 2011, together with
additional amendments proposed by the Secretariat to make the provisions clearer and the document
more user-friendly.

Long — term evaluations of APEC projects
The proposed approach and the methedology for conducting long-term evaluations of APEC projects

were approved by SOM at SOM3 in 2011. In order to progress work in this area, the Secretariat
sought BMC approval to establish a Small Working Group under the purview of BMC. The Terms of
Reference for this group has been circulated to BMC members for comment and approval and its
anticipated that the first meeting of this group will be held in Kazan prior to the BMC 2 meeting.

Policy Support Unit
PSU is currently undertaking several projects to suppart the work of different APEC groups. Ongoing
projects include:

¢ Food Security Policies in APEC: This project examines the landscape of prevailing food security
pelicies of each APEC member economy. The findings will provide an important foundation for the
work of APEC's Palicy Partnership on Food Security (PPFS).

¢ APEC Economic Trends Analysis report(s): The repori(s) is a concise and succinct document that
provides timely analysis of the recent economic performance of APEC economies and the APEC
region, The report(s) would serve as a source of information for discussions among the EC
members. :

e Economic Impact of Submarine Cable Disruptions in APEC: This project assesses the economic
impact of submarine cable disrupticns on trade and Investment within APEC economies. The
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findings would include a relevant and cost-effective approach for the APEC region to reduce the
negative impact on trade and investment of disruptions to the communications network.

» Regulatory Reform — Case Studies on Green Investments: This project evaluates regulatory
praciices concerning the promotion of green investments in the renewable energy sector and
energy-efficient technologies.

+ Bogor Goals Progress Report — |AP Peer Review Process: PSU is assisting the CT! in assessing
the progress by APEC in achieving the Bogor Goals by 2020.

¢ Supply Chain Connectivity Initiative: PSU s assisting CTI in identifying indicators that will be the
basis to evaluate APEC’s supply-chain performance in terms of time, cost and reduction of
uncertainty.

s« Ease of Doing Business Interim Assessment: PSU has completed an assessment of APEC’s
progress towards the 5 percent interim improvement target by 2011 specified in the EoDB Action
Plan. The findings will be incorporated in the APEC Economic Policy Report 2012 produced by
the Economic Committee.

s PSU Policy Brief series: The policy briefs provide APEC stakehclders with a concise analytical
document covering pertinent policy relevant issues in the Asia-Pacific region. The third issue on ‘A
Snapshot of Current Trade Trends in Potential Environmental Goods and Services’ was published
in April 2012.

PSU updated StatsAPEC data in November 2011. Another update will be performed in June 2012,

PSU has continued to collaborate with the World Trade Organization (WTO) and the Organization for
Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)} to prepare a report for the MRT meeting in June
2012 on key trends and developments relating to trade and investment measures in the APEC region.

In the course of iis work, the PSU has also built up linkages with the World Bank, the Asian
Development Bank (ADB), the World Economic Forum (WEF), the ASEAN Secretariat, the United
Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD), and the United Nations Economic and
Sacial Commission for Asia and the Pacific (UNESCAP).

All of the PSU's research and the PSU work plan (which is updated monthly) are available on its
website (http://www.apec.org/en/About-Us/Policy-Support-Unit/PSU-Research.aspx).

Communications and Public Aifairs
The Communications and Public Affairs Unit (CPAU) continues to carry out its operaticnal plan for
2012 by implementing Phase 3 (Sustain) of the SOM FotC on Communications' Branding Strategy.

APEC Secretariat Executive Director Ambassador Muhamed Noor conducted outreach in Saudi
Arabla, Singapore and Viet Nam and delivered four speeches to key stakeholders since February
2012, including at the Jeddah Economic Forum 2012; the Diplomatic Academy of Viet Nam; the 3rd
APEC Air Cargo Security Workshop; and the Pacific Economic Cooperation Council (PECC})
Conference 2012.

Since February 2012, CPAU has published over 20 news releases, garnering coverage in media
outlets such as China, Chinese Taipei, Malaysia, New Zealand, Philippines, Viet Nam, and Russia as
well as in industry-specific publications. To draw attention to air cargo security, Ambassador Noor
issued an op-ed entitled, ‘Safeguarding the Region’s Air Highways, Driving Mutual Prosperity.’

At the request of the SOM Chair's Office, CPAU covered the TPTWG meetings in Bangkok, Thailand,
CTI2 and related meetings in Singapore and TEL meetings in Da Nang, Vietnam. From this coverage,
CPALU produced 12 articles and 5 video interviews for both the APEC website and APEC Russia
websile, which were picked up by a wide range of key media from Bloomberg Business Week to local
channels reflecting the strategy to boost grassrcots coverage. Further to this request, CPAU will cover
the AEMM in Gyeonju, Korea,

The next APEC Bulletin will be published in June 2012 and will highlight tourism initiatives; food
security in the APEC region; MRT outcomes; and education and innovation.

Since February 2012, the APEC Secretariat has received delegations from Waseda University
{Japan); Singapore Management University {Singapore); University of St. Thomas (United States);
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officials from Chinese Taipei's Central Personnel Administration; staff from the United States
Congress; officers from the Canadian Armed Forces; lawyers from Saudi Arabia’s Ministry of Foreign
Affairs and Ministry of the Interior; and cofficials from the Black Sea Economic Cooperation Secretariat.

With support from CPAU, the APEC Business Mobility Group will launch the new ABTC website once
it is approved. CPAU has also created a new webpage for the SCCP to provide customs requirements
and import information.

While more people continue to access the website on a desktop computer than on-the-go, smart
phone usage has grown faster more recently. The APEC website {(hitp://www.apec.org) saw its
monthly page view traffic grow from 161,058 in April 2010 to 166,763 in April 2012 (equivalent to a 4%
increase). Its visitors grew from 49,028 visitors in April 2010 to 60,392 visitors in April 2012
(equivalent to a 23% increase). The APEC mobile website (hitp://m.apec.org) was launched in
November 2011 to facilitate timely access to APEC news by smart-phone users. It saw its monthly
page view traffic grow from 1,471 in January 2012 to 2,776 in April 2012 (equivalent to a 89%
increase). lts visitors grew from 662 visitors in January 2012 to 1,307 visitors in Apri! 2012 (equivalent
to a 97% increase).

The publications database saw its monthly average visitors traffic grow from 1,498 in 2009 to 4,476 in
2012 (equivalent to an 198% increase). Its monthly average page view traffic grew from 5,777 in 2009
to 12,137 in 2012 (equivalent to a 110% increase).

From the time it was launched in March 2011 until 1 May 2012, APEC's official Facebook page has
grown to over 2,130 "likes" and its Twitter feed (@followAPEC) has attracted around 900 followers.

APEC Technical Assistance and Training Facility

The APEC Technical Assistance and Training Facility {APEC TATF) works closely with the APEC
Secretariat to implement a range of activities designed to strengthen the APEC Secretariat as a
customer-driven institution. Since early March 2012, APEC TATF's accomplishments include:

« Continued to upgrade the APEC Secretariat's Project Database (PDB}, including requirements
gathering, design and development. After conducting the User Acceptance Testing (UAT) with the
IT Unit and the Project Management Unit, it was noted that the search function needed to be
enhanced to accommodate APEC's needs. Completion of PDB upgrade is scheduled for early
May 2012,

+ Digitized the Guidebook on APEC Projects, 7th Ed. was completed. The launch of the digitized
Guidebook will occur at the same time as the PDB;

« Continued to work with SCE sub-fora in their efforts to develop medium-term strategic plans to
ensure that their goals and future work are in line with APEC’s overall objectives;
Organized a one-day teambuilding exercise for APEC Secretariat Staff; and
Supported the completion of ASEAN and APEC Secretariat integration mapping exercise,
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Attached is a revised draft of the of the process guide to strategic planning in the medium-term.
This document has been revised from an earlier version circulated at SOM 1, 2011, to focus more
on the SCE working group level to support the planning and achievement of medium term goals
Please direct comments and input to Michael Vonk (mv(@apec.org) and Victoria Waite
(vw(@apec.org) by October 15, 2011,
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Strategic Planning — Process
Guide for Working Groups

WHAT IS AN APEC WORKING GROUP STRATEGIC PLAN?

A step by step guide, created by a working group, to map out how it will reach its goals and objectives.
The strategic plan for the working group will establish a foundation so that all of APEC knows what
is planned and what is expected of the working group. Essentially, it builds on APEC’s overarching
vision by setting a mission for the chosen targets of the working group for a three to five year period.

Strategic planning is often confused with tactical planning, A gbod strategy should define what the
objectives are; good tactics set a plan for how to achieve those objectives. A simpler way to think of it
is:

s Strategy is longer-term, often 3-5 years, and sets the overarching objectives and purpose for
the working group;

o Tactics are shorter-term, often written up in annual work plans, focused on process and
actions. While the strategy for the working group may not change year to year, tactics can be
adapted over time to identify and act on new ways to reach the goals and objectives already
established in the strategy.

A working group strategic plan should serve as a systematic, management tool for problem solving,
activity planning, funding decisions, and guiding the preparation of annual work plans.

When everyone participates in the strategic planning stages, all will work harder to carry out the plans
and projects. APEC can't buy or outsource this kind-of motivational interest, and working group
leadership must be an integral part of such vital activities. Therefore, the strategic planning process
should include a variety of people from the working group to participate in any brainstorming sessions,
including key stakeholders from private and public sectors among member economies if that is
possible.

Five Elements of a Strategic Plan
There are five elements that help shape the foundation of a workable and achievable strategic plan.
These elements are: '

e Vision

e Mission Statement

¢ Critical Success Factors
s Set Objeétives

e Prioritized Implementation Schedule
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The strategic planning process should begin by exploring essential questions about the purpose of
having a working group. Working group leadership and members must answer these essential
questions and come up with a consensus on the answers. Answers to these questions will help in
determining the elements to the strategic plan.

s  What is APEC’s vision?

e  Whatis the working group’s vision?

* How does the working group’s vision contribute to APEC’s vision?
o  What do we do best?

e  What is our purpose?

e What needs can the working group satisfy for member economies that they cannot more
easily do on their own?

¢  What kind of image does the working group want?
*  What does the working grdup want to be known for?
¢ How many objectives does the working group want to have?

»  What value does the working group want to have for APEC’s member economies?

BUILD THE FIVE ELEMENTS

Vision Statement: A brief statement describing direction and
growth plans of the working group [Aspirational]

The working group’s vision statement should directly support APEC’s mission statement. From the
APEC website:

“APEC is the premier Asia-Pacific economic forum. Our primary goal is to support sustainable
economic growth and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region. We are united in our drive to build a
dynamic and harmonious Asia-Pacific community by championing free and open trade and
investment, promoting and accelerating regional economic integration, encouraging economic and
technical cooperation, enhancing human security, and facilitating a favorable and sustainable business
environment. Our initiatives turn policy goals into concrete results and agreements into tangible
benefits.”

e Develop a concise vision for the working group. Try to address:
¢  Who are we?
e  Where are we? (What is our current state?)

¢ Where do we want to go (or not go) and why? (What is our desired future state?)
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Remember that defining — and being able to communicate — a clear working group vision is
most important for those outside of the group. So make sure that the working group’s vision
informis everyone— both inside and outside APEC — about the working group’s aspirations.

If it is possible, the working group should seek an opportunity to engage APEC senior
officials and leaders in a discussion on the working group’s vision, especially if the APEC
policy leadership is new. The intent of the discussion would be how to best articulate a
working group’s vision in a concise yet descriptive manner that the working 'group can use to
best inform its mission statement as part of the three to five year strategic planning process.

Mission Statement: Statement describing the working group’s
capabilities to help realistically achieve key objectives identified by
member economies (or the working group itself) within the three to
five year strategic planning period

The mission statement should answer the question, “What outcome or outcomes do we think is/are
possible for the committee to deliver within three to five years?” The mission statement should
encompass a few concrete objectives, achievable within the timeframe of the strategic plan.

The mission statement should be more than just “The | ] working group establishes
‘ policy.” The mission statement should describe how it facilitates the achievement of outcomes. For
example, “The [ ] working group’s mission is to address policy bottlenecks and guide
member economies to make [productive decisions] that support the vision of APEC in a timely
manner.”

Critical Success Factors

Critical success factors are elements that are vital for a strategy to be successful. A critical success
factor drives the strategy forward. It makes or breaks the success of the strategy — hence, it is
“critical.” Addressing critical success factor(s) is required to ensure the success of the activity or
organization. Critical success factors are those few things that must go well to ensure success, and,
therefore, they must be given special and continual attention to bring about high performance.

For your working group, critical success factors might include:
» Achieving credibility;
e Maintaining quality standards;
¢ Finding needed resources;
e Performing additional market research to inform the APEC region;

¢ Establishing definitions and standards of how the working' group can serve and listen to all
members;

* Establishing internal and external communication standards;

e Maximizing cost-effective operations; -
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e Establishing a continuous improvement policy for reviewing and evaluating progress;
s Establishing a system that documents processes so others can be trained;

e Securing buy-in from all levels of APEC, which helps understanding and acceptance through
participation;

* Commitment and willingness from the member economies to make changes.
e A plan to deal with downturns should they occur; or
» Systems and administrative policies to ensure the working group does its job most effectively.

After identifying critical success factors for your working group, review them for practicality and
achievability. Can all critical success factors be addressed by the working group and directly
incorporated into the strategic plan?

Explicitly identify ways that each of the critical success factors will be addressed by the working
group and incorporated into the sirategy.

Set Objectives
Objectives are those specific steps that enable you to
accomplish, or make measurable progress against, your

A major reason that strategic plans
fail to reach their objectives is that
implementation is assigned to
members who never participated in
the planning.

working group’s mission statement.

There is no set rule for how many objectives your working
group should set. However, all of the objectives should be

attainable within the 3 to 5 year timeframe of the strategic plan.

In setting objectives, you should eliminate the "why" and the "how." If you need to discuss "why"
you're interested .in doing something, you should have that discussion earlier when establishing your
working group vision and mission statement. When you set objectives, you won't explain "why" you
are planning to do something, and you won't attempt to justify your objective to those who review
your plan.

Neither will you describe "how" you'll accomplish the objective at this point in the process.
Describing “how” you’ll accomplish an objective will be part of prioritized implementation planning
in the next step.

There are two kinds of objectives you can develop — results-oriented and activities-oriented. "We will
increase the volume of cross border trade within the APEC region by 10 percent next vear” is a
results-oriented objective. "We will facilitate three regional conferences for APEC next year" is an
activities- oriented objective. The first example is a stronger statement because it focuses on achieving
something (results). Whenever possible, write your objectives in terms of a result, rather than an
activity.

However, there are times when you simply can't write a results-oriented objective, and if so, write
your objective as an activity. But these are the exceptions. "Install the new computer system by the
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end of the year," "Hire a manager of human resources by June 15th," "Launch the new product by the
third quarter." Each of these is an activity-oriented objective. They are not ideal objectives, because
no result (other than the completion of the activity) can be measured. Generally, your objectives
should be results-oriented.

Prioritized Implementation Schedule: Annual Work Planning.
Prioritize the objectives and corresponding actions in order of
importance. ‘

For a one year pericd, document a schedule, including start dates, milestone dates and anticipated
completion dates for each working group action. The annual work planning process is not about
making new strategic objectives. It is about defining the steps that are necessary to achieve strategic
objectives successfully. It is important to make sure participants in the process understand and agree
that the strategic objectives are important and relevant to the working group’s role in helping to
achieve its vision, and ultimately the overarching vision of APEC. Part of building this support is
effectively identifying problems that may occur if you do not move towards achieving the working
group’s mission as well as identifying the benefits if you do achieve the working group’s mission.

The emphasis in the work plan is on articulating the steps that support the overarching strategic plan.
It is good for the steps to be challenging rather than trivial, but often planning falters when there is a
substantial gap between expectations and what is feasible. Therefore, steps should be delineated in
terms of time horizons and milestones, and driven by realistic resource availability.
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Promoting Initiatives to Compiling APEC Marine Sustainable Development Report
Submitted by: China

In the APEC High-Level Meeting on Sustainable Development in Santiago, Chile in 2006 noted to
encourage APEC Working Groups to coordinate their work on sustainable development through the
exchange of information and ongoing cooperation between and among APEC economies. The APEC
Oceans-Related Ministers’ “Paracas Declaration” in 2010 reaffirmed the 2002 Seoul Oceans
Declaration, adopted at the first AOMM held in the Republic of Korea, as our commitment to domestic
and collective action far the sustainable development of our oceans, seas and coasts, including their
resources. As mentioned in many APEC important documents, marine sustainable development is an
essential part of global sustainable development and means a lot for economic growth in Asia-Pacific
region. Furthermore, the related ocean themes of UN Conference on sustainable development in this
June will excite sustainable development activities in the Asia-Pacific Region to enhance the
contributions of oceans to the social economic development and poverty eradication.

Upon the need for marine sustainable development, APEC Marine Sustainable Development Center
{AMSD) was established on Nov. 1*, 2011 in China. AMSD aims to promote exchanges and
cooperation among APEC economies in fields of blue economy, food safety, EBM, climate change and
marine disasters mitigation. Based on this platform, China suggests fo value the achievements’
accumulation and sharing under the OFWG framework. Especially considering the effective and fruitful
efforts done by many economies, it will be greatly beneficial for achievements' summary and refining
within OFWG to compile an “APEC Marine Sustainable Development Report”, which will also expand
achievement beneficiaries and information distribution among economigs.

It is recognized that there are gaps between APEC economies on economic development, ecosystem
conservation, and institutional framework. Marine sustainable development covers a wider range of
sectors such as fishery management, food security, blue economy, marine ecology, environmental
goods, climate change, integrative coastal management, ecosystem services as well as maritime
policies etc.. Sharing the knowledge and best practice among APEC economies is ideal for achieving
commeoen prosperity towards sustainable development. Input from each APEC member economy will
reflect the contribution of each economy to the progress of APEC marine sustainable development in
an open and fair way. The report will present a number of tangible proposals towards ocean
sustainability that should be regarded as priorifies for consideration in APEC OFWG outcomes. If
possible, China suggests to set up a compiling group formed by experts with diverse background who
are recommended by each economy. The compiling group will discuss and determine the frame and
contents of the report. The expenses could be covered by the potential APEC fund and the support
freom member economies will be highly welcomed.

The beneficiaries of this project will be policy-makers, APEC member economy government agencies,

NGOs, the private sectors, international organizations, academia and other professionals in APEC
economies.
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APEC Strategic Planning Checklist

Visien Statement

What significant problem is the group trying to
solve?

What would you like the world to look like in
your realm of interest?

Keep in Mind: Planning Parameters that link the
group to reality — competency, resources,
stakeholders, advantages/weaknesses,
assumptions.

Mission Statement

Who are you? Who do you work with? What are
your aims? How do you expect to achieve them?

APEC’s Vision

We strive to achieve strong, sustainable,
inclusive and balanced economic growth in the
APEC region.

APEC's Mission

We are government policy makers and
technical experts working with the private
sector and academia to promote free and open
trade and investment, regional economic
integration, economic and technical
cooperation, human security, and a favorable
and sustainable business environment by
undertaking research, sharing best practices,
participating in peer reviews to build
understanding and technical capacity and to
undertake cooperative actions.

Keep in Mind: The Mission Statement is influenced by the Objectives so may not be finalized

until the Objectives have been agreed.

Objectives

What needs to be accomplished to make measurable progress toward realizing the vision? Toward
overcoming critical problems that impede the group from realizing its vision?

Keep in Mind: Identify a critical problem. Then state the objective by describing the condition when the

problem is solved.

Problem: Trade is impeded by tariffs and non-tariff measures

Objective: Trade that is free from impediments from tariffs and non-tariff measures

Critical Success Factors (also called Key Performance Indicators)

How do you know that you have achieved your objective? Or that you are making progress toward

overcoming critical problems?

Key performance indicators can be:
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Results Oriented: Reduce the number of procedures, time, and cost of securing construction
licenses by 25% in three years.

Process Oriented: By 2013 hold workshops for 100 officials responsible for issuing construction
licenses on the benefits of faster, less expensive, and streamlined procedures for issuing
construction licenses; half of the participants report adoption of action plans to implement
within one year of the workshop.

Keep in Mind: Key performance indicators need to be SMART: Specific, Measurable, Agreed, Realistic
and Timely.

Prioritized Implementation Schedule

Annual Work plan — for a one year period, document a schedule, including start dates, milestone dates,
and anticipated completion dates for each action needed.

Keep in Mind: Need to indicate the lead econamy or fora for the activity and key performance indicators
or outputs expected to be generated that will lead to achieving the overall objectives.

Ohbjectives/Activities Start Completion Lead Economy/Fora Key Performance

Indicators/Qutputs

APEC Projects

Well designed APEC projects contribute to advancing APEC toward its objectives to realize its vision.
Many activities are likely to be necessary to achieve any objective.

Keep in Mind: The “Results Chain”

1. Activities: Things that are done (e.g. organize a workshop, conduct research) that produce=>

Qutputs: Things that can be measured {e.g. workshop attended by 50 participants; research that

indentified capacity building needs) that generate=>

3. Qutcomes: Changes in behavior or systems (e.g. 25 workshop participates implemented new
procedures; capacity needs filled and workers fuller trained and employed) that lead to=>

4. Objectives/Impacts: That are measurable changes {new procedures increased office efficiency
by 20%; more productive warkforce generated higher output and real incomes) that advance
APEC toward its=>

5. Geal of strong, sustainable, inclusive, and balanced economic growth in the APEC region.

e
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FUNDING CRITERIA FOR ALL APEC-FUNDED PROJECTS IN 2012

In assessing APEC-funded projects in 2012, priority should be given — pursuant to instructions from Leaders
and Ministers — fo funding capacity-building activities, with special emphasis on developing economies, in
accordance with the following rankings. These criteria will be used for ranking all of APEC’s funded projects.

.This includes projects related to:

Next generation trade and investment issues

Strengthening multilateral trading system and supporting FTAs/RTAs

Promoting innovation policy

Promoting greater alignment in regulatory approaches, including through standards, regulatory
coherence and cooperation, technical regulations, conformity assessment, risk assessment
Trade facilitation and supply chain performance

Environmental goods and services

Cooperation in information technology and digital economy

Investment

Services

Ease of doing business

Promotion and development of SMEs and entrepreneurship

This includes, but is not limited to, projects closely related to:
Sustainable Growth

Secure Growth

Inclusive Growth

Energy security

Renewable energy development, alternative energy sources

Reducing energy intensity and promoting energy-efficient technelogies

Phasing out inefficient fossil fuel subsidies

Low-emissions development strategies (LEDS)

Facilitating trade in remanufactured goods

Conservation, sustainable management, and rehabilitation of forest resources, combating illegal
logging and associated trade

Green jobs education and training

Climate change mitigation and adaptation

Sustainable development of oceans and their crucial role in climate change and food security

Food security and agricultural technology cooperation

Food safety

Emergency preparedness and natural disasters

Strengthening health system

Counter terrarism initiatives/anti-money laundering activities
Fighting corruption and improving governance and transparency

Human rescurces development
Women and the economy
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Other issues connected with Innovative Growth
+ Education
» Research cooperation
Balanced Growth
* Implementation of the APEC New Strategy for Structural Reform (ANSSR)
+ Strengthening financial markets (including financial regulatory systems and capital market
development), financial inclusion and ensuring long-term fiscal sustainability

Rank 3: Projects that are linked to other priorities identified by Leaders and Ministers but are less closely
linked to regional ecanomic integration via free and open trade and investment

For example:
Activities which contribute to balanced, inclusive, sustainable, innovative and secure growth in the longer-
term, such as;

e Youth issues

« |Initiatives which support trade recovery (e.g. the APEC Trade Recovery Programme)

e Tourism

NOTES

Cross-cutting issues: All projects should maximise: developing human capital; building linkages between
APEC economies; gender equality; engagement of other APEC fora, ABAC, the private sector and other
multilateral organisations; multi-year capacity building opportunities; and the spectrum of capacity building
madels and activities, although the extent to which projects incorporate these methodologies will not affect
their priority rankings.

Prioritisation within a rank: In the event that there are more project proposals than available funding for
inifiatives within a pariicular rank, projects will be prioritized in accordance to the degree to which they
contribute to its rank’s objective (and therefore to APEC's overall objective of furthering the goal of economic
integration via free and open trade and investment).
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Thailand report

A summary report of progress to advance the implementation of the Bali Plan of Action and

the Paracas Action Agenda

Although last year, Thailand experienced the great flood in northern provinces and in

Bangkok, many progresses have been made towards the implementation of the Bali Plan of Action,
and the Paracas Declaration {(2010) which are:

1.

Sustainable Development and Protection of the Marine Environment by developing of
Naticnal Marine and Coastal Resources Strategy.

Thailand has started its 11" National Economic and Social Development Plan (2012-20186) in
October 2011. The protection of the marine resource and environment is one of the priorities in
environmental issues of the government as a result of population growth in coastal provinces and
other economic activities. Many strategies and activities have been developed and implemented
in order to achieve sustainable management of fisheries and marine resource conservation, for
example, Department of Marine and Coastal Resources is developing integrative marine and
coastal resources strategy, which focuses on the participatory process of the people to enhance
the sense of ownership toward natural resources as well as the Department of Fisheries is using
the new fishery strategy which has been developed for many years.

To ensure the sustainable management and protection of the marine environment and
resources

In recent years, coral bleaching has emerged at larger scales covering national and regional
territorial waters as a result of unusually high temperature in the sea. Thai seas experienced
increased temperatures, especially in 2010, the coral reefs bath in the Andaman Sea and the
Gulf of Thailand were more severely damaged than previously. Many efforts have been made in
order to mitigate the impact and enhance reef recovery and its resilience fto climate change.
Moreover, many researches have been conducted in many areas such as biclogical diversity of
the marine and coastal habitats as well as fish stocks monitoring and the impact of nutrients and
pollutants on the coastal habitat in order to protect marine and coastal resources and
environment.

Monitoring has been carried out on the status of the marine and coastal habitats (including coral
reefs, seagrass beds and mangroves). The status of demersal fishes has also been monitored
on a monthly basis by research vessels that employ standard experimental trawl net.

Marine and coastal habitats (coral reefs, seagrass beds and mangroves) were alsc been
rehabilitated by applying use of several methodologies that suit the condition of the habitats.

Coral reef and beach clean-up activities have been carried out by both government agencies
and private sectors. Internship courses for coral taxonomy were also organized.

Improvement of the management and effectiveness of existing Marine Protected Areas (MPAs)
was made for the selected national parks. The database of MPA was made under the ICRI East
Asia Regional Program (shown in Reef-Base website). In addition, to prepare the possibility of
establishment of new MPA, the new three sites were sfudied either on ecological aspect or
social-ecanomy aspect, and the database was created.

To enable sustainable development of coastal communities:

Thailand implemented the projects which encourage the engagement of coastal communities to
conserve seagrass beds. The integration of local knowledge and science provided key
indicators used for monitoring the seagrass bed ecosystem by scientists and the trained locals.
The project sites cover both the Andaman Sea and Guif of Thailand.

Impact of Climate Change on the Oceans

87



Thailand is aware of the severity of the issues of climate change and the need to join the
international community to resolve these issues. Thailand rafified the joint convention on the
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) in 1994 and approved the
Kyoto Protocol in 1897. The first national strategic plan on climate change issues for the period
2008-2012 was prepared in 2006 by the initiative of the Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment in order to set guidelines and measures for adaptation and mitigation the impacts
of climate change for all relevant sectors. According to this, Thailand has implemented the
following activities in relation to fisheries and aquaculture:

1) Preparation guidelines and identification of risk areas (Hot Spots) on the impacts of climate
change.

2) Rehabilitation of water sources, mangrove forests and degraded coastal areas in order fo
balance the ecosystem and biodiversity.

3) Study the impacts of environmental changes in the coastal areas for aquaculture and coastal
fisheries.

Co-operation

Thailand has co-operated the works with other APEC members and other institutions, such as
following items:

1} Implementation of the project ‘“monsoon onset monitoring and its social ecosysfem impacts
(MOMSEI)”, in collaboration with China. The MOMSEI incorporates the multi-discipline
research to understand the role of ocean for monsoon, with the purpose to improve the
seasonal outlook and to guarantee the sustainability of ocean ecosystem.

2} Implementation of the “Southeast Asia (Global Observing System (SEAGOOS) Pilot
Project’, in colfaboration with China and Malaysia. The project aim to operate the
forecasting system for the ccean system in the Southeast Asian seas. The ocean circulation
model in the target region is developed and is fully open to the public and research
agencies.

3) Implementation of the coastal vulnerability research, in collaboration with China. The project
aim to investigate the marine geo-hazards phenomenon (such as coastal erosion, sea water
intrusion, etc.) occurred in the coastal zones of the Gulf of Thailand and to evaluate the
vulnerability of these areas.

4) Implementation of the workshops/meetings, under the Bay of Bengal Large Marine
Ecosystem (BOBLME), for development of the joint management of habitats and fisheries in
the Mergui Archipelago, between Thailand and Myanmar.

5} Facilitation of the researches done by the Ph.D. candidates from the Marine Protected
Areas Research Group at the University of Victoria. The researches comprise of 3
components. 1) Determination of management options for MPAs to address the impact of
climate change by improving their effectiveness and enhancing ecological resiliency. 2)
Examining the past, present and future interactions of selected Andaman coast
communities with local MPAs to determine possible interventions for enhancing resilience.
3) Assessment of the sustainability of the diving industry in light of future climate change.
The outline of a framework of potential impacts on the industry and the kinds of
management responses that might be applied in future was made.

The Role of oceans in food security: According to this issue Thailand has carried out the following
actions:

1.

Promotion of the sustainable management of fisheries and aguaculture resources:

In order to conserve the marine fisheries resources for sustainable utilization, Thailand has taken
up various management measures. The concept of co-management has been accepted for its
effectiveness and used in many parts of the world to manage congested fisheries. Fisheries co-
management that actively involves the communities to work side-by-side with the government
has been promoted in Thailand.

Under the 10" National Socio and Economic Plan of Thailand, the government has set up 10

year periods (2007-2016) the Thai Marine Fishery Management Master Plan. This plan propose
to develop life quality of fishers, develop sustainable marine fishery corresponds with the code of
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conduct, increase the efficiency of co-management and collaboration of networking, capacity
build for fishery enterprise correspond with situation and condition changes. With the target, to
sustain and secure for marine fishery, to collaborate and networking, and human capacity
building for support the condition changes.

The sustainability of aquaculture and capacity building on safety of the supply chain

Thailand has implemented the traceability system for whole supply chain--feed, hatchery, farm,
distributor and processor by using documentation of fry, catch and product movement. All of
these documents have been computerized for traceability system. Government and shrimp
industry put efforts to ensure the sustainability of shrimp culture. All shrimp farm have to meet
the requirements on GAP and Code of Conduct for shrimp aquaculture. The processing plants
have complied with EU standards. Beside this, HACCP and Codex guidelines are applied
throughout the life cycle of seafood supply chains.

Elimination of IUU fishing

The EC regulation, which entered into force on 1 January 2010, requires that all fishing vessels
carrying fishery products that intend to land with EC economies has been required catch
certification to combat, deter and eliminate 1UU fishing. Thailand emphasizes that combating IUU
fishing is important for sustainability of fisheries. Thai government has applied the catch
certification system to monitor the fishing activities that legally operated. All fishing vessels have
to register their vessels and have the license of fishing gear when they operate fishing. The
fishing logbook that record fishing ground, date, catches by species and landing port are used to
inspect the fishing operation. The traceability of these catches will be monitored by the Marine
Catch Purchasing Document (MCPD) that mentioned what and how much they sell their catches
to the buyers. This MCPD will be handover to next buyer up to the processing plant. Meanwhile,
the fishing logbook will be on-line recorded to the database. The catch certification will be issued
when the processing plant request and submit all MCPDs which they use catches to process to
fishery products. With this catch certification, the processing plant can export their products to
EC region
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FWG 01/2011S Application of Satellite Data for Sustainable Fishery Support in APEC (Russia)
Workshop Summary and Recommendations

Delegates from 8 APEC economies (Chinese Taipei, Indonesia, Korea, Malaysia, Russia, Thailand,
USA, Viet Nam) met in Bali, Indonesia during June 10 to participate in the workshop on Application of
Satellite Data for Sustainable Fishery Support in APEC. The workshop was conducted as key element
of Russian Self-funding APEC Project # FWG 01/2011S. The workshop was co-organized by Russian
Federal Space Agency and Federal Agency for Fisheries, Ministry for Economical Development of
Russia, Research and Development Center SCANEX and supported by the Ministry of Marine Affairs
and Fishery of Indonesia (MMAF) and Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) Fisheries Working
Group.

The workshop attended by 38 delegates, saw experts In satellite Remote Sensing (RS) technologies,
officials/experts in Fishery and Marine Resource Conservation and representatives from
Environmental NGOs sharing experience and best practices in application of satellite data for
sustainable fishery support, marine biodiversity conservation and recognition of interacfion between
climate change and fishery.

RS persons presented information about past and perspectives of satellite technologies development,
implementation of satellite data for fisheries in Pacific, particularly in Indonesian waters; operational
satellite solutions for sustainable ocean resources management; role of RS data for sustainable
fishery management; application of satellite data for maritime services, cil spills monitoring and
combat, coastal resources management and internet based technologies for visualization of space
monitoring resulfs. :

Academia persons presented reports on implementation of satellite technologies for fishery; mapping
of marine resources; satellite derived oceanic and atmospheric phenomena for fisheries application.
Official persons presented information about problems of [UU fishing in North Pacific. NGO
representatives demonstrated presentations about fishery challenges in North Pacific; impact of
climate change on fishery and marine biodiversity in Coral Triangle; application of satellite data for
environmental projects.

The overarching recommended solutions include:

Institutional

o The time has come to tum from pilot projects of remote monitoring to operational work on
international and global scale. And the discussion between all responsibie organizations within
APEC should go further to establish legal foundation for such programs.

o It is advisable to develop as APEC project an internationally recognized complex system for
detection, special services alerting, obtaining evidence facts and punishment of vessels, involved
in 1UU fishing. The system needs interaction of fishing companies and gavernment agencies.

Economical

s  For further development of remote sensing programs and increasing their effectiveness the chain:
satellite/constellation proprietor — data distributor — end user should be optimized to get the data
faster and cheaper.

s Economical estimation of expenditure and returns is needed for investing in development of
remote methods for sustainable fishing support.

Information

e To keep all responsible parties informed about new technological solutions and the latest
approaches in Remote Sensing against |[UU fishing it is crucial to arrange close interaction
between Fishery Agencies of APEC Economies and research centers to share new knowledge
and oufcomes.

» The informational interchange shouid be improved in the practical aspect, too, to make remote
imagery and analytical results accessible for different responsible organizations (fishing
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companies, official Fishery Agencies), and special attention should be put to a question of
transhoundary data transfer.
= To protect marine resources from pouching special measures should be developed and taken to
keep secure important information about Potential Fishing Zones, received from satellite images.
Technology

» For monitoring of legal and illegal shipping it is vital to detect unlicensed vessels, carrying no VMS
onboard.

Transboundary issues

» Remote sensing is essential for effective monitoring of vessels and control of transhoundary
shipping, as well as close interaction and exchange of acquired data between APEC economies.

Scientific

+« Remote sensing is perspective for Blue Carbon projects, say, for basic mapping of coastal zones
{mangroves, seagrass).

+ Remote sensing is important for better understanding of connections between fish stocks’
protection and productivity {control of spawning etc.)

The full report on this workshop will be available in December 2011 to the delegates. A summary of

the recommendations and Project Progress Report will be presented by the Russian delegation to the
APEC Ocean & Fishery Working Group during 2012 annual meeting.
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The 1% APEC Ocean and Fisheries Working Group Meeting
Report of Chinese Taipei
May 17, 2012
Kazan, Russia

Based on the main areas highlighted in Paracas Declaration adopted in The third APEC
Ocean-Related Ministerial Meeting (AOMM3) in 2010, in which this report focuses on “Sustainable
Development and Protection of The Marine Environment,” “Impact of Climate Change on The Oceans,”
and “The Role of Oceans in Food Security.” We manifest our commitment to strengthen our
implementation through the following domestic measures:

1. Sustainable Development and Protection of The Marine Environment

(1) Marine Pollution Control

Chinese Taipei is sumrounded by seas and its neighboring waters are important waterways for
international cargo shipping. Nearly 2,500 vessels of various sizes cruise on these waterways
every day. A range of chemicals are imported/exported in all of its major harbors. They pose
risks of chemical or fuel spills that may harm the marine ecology. To ensure the sustainable use
of marine resources, Chinese Taipei performs marine pollutiocn control and prevention work and
conducts personnel training on a regular basis. Furthermocre, Chinese Taipei supervises its
frontline staff to conduct emergency response drills and establish a cross-administrative marine
pollution response mechanism in order to share resources and gain improved efficacy and
efficiency in pollution remediation.

(2) Commercial Harbors Marine Pollution Confrol Assessments

In September 2011, the Environmental Protection Administration {EPA) conducted the marine
pollution control assessments for commercial harbors, including Keelung Harbor, Taipei Harbor,
Suao Port, Taichung Harbor, Hualien Harbor, Kaochsiung Harbor, Anpin Port, Magong Port, and
Budai Port. An assessment team consisted of representatives from the Ministry of
Transportation and Communications, the Coast Guard Administration, local competent
authorities, and experts and scholars made on-site visits and conducted assessments at the
harbor/port areas. The results of assessments revealed the environmental conditions were
good. The collection of the wastewater, cils and solid wastes from vessels, the allocation of
marine pollution response equipment, and execution of training and drills on a regular basis
were found to be in conformity with the relevant rules.

This assessment was required by the Marine Pollution Controf Act. The assessments contained
three aspects:

A. Environmental sanitation: garbage within the premises of the harbor, including land and
water areas, garbage collection and storage area.

B. Waste oil collection facility, garbage recycling and classification, pollution prevention
equipment in gas station and dock area

C. Management system, water monitoring system, land and water areas self-inspection
system, waste oil recovery management system, final disposal measures for wastes.

The proactive input and innovative initiatives of the harbor authorities was included in the

assessment.

The results of the 2011 assessment revealed the environmental conditions in all commercial
harbors were all good. If the harbor authorities could adopt current measures, the goal for
harbor land area of “no fish odor, no odor, cleanliness, tidiness” and the goal for harbor
operation waters of “no garbage, no floating oil, and pristine water” are achievable.

{3} Assessment of Equipment and Gear
An assessment and auditing project on the oil spill emergence response equipment and gear

preparedness of the local governments was conducted on July 12 to August 23, 2011. The local
govemnmments were asked to make equipment map in order to keep the latest inventory of types
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and numbers of equipment items, and were asked to conduct equipment maintenance regularly
and properly operate the equipment.

(4) The 12th APEC Roundtable Meeting on the Involvement of the Business/private Sector in
Sustainability of the Marine Environment (October 19-20, 2011, Taipei, Chinese Taipei)

The 12th roundtable meeting was held on October 19-20, 2011 in Taipei, Chinese Taipei.
Government representatives and scholars from Canada, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Malaysia,
Peru, the Philippines, Russia, Chinese Taipei, and Vietnam attended the meeting to discuss the
issues related to marine resources conservation. Sixteen speakers made presentations at the
meeting, covering topics such as promoting public awareness of marine resource conservation,
marine eco-labeling, recovery of a natural coast, mitigating the impact of natural disasters. Mr.
Ulises Munaylla, the Lead Shepherd of the MRCWG, was invited to attend the meeting. A group
discussion at the end made 24 suggestions, which were included in the “APEC Bulletin on Marine
Resource Conservation and Fisheries” Volume XIII, Issue 2 for the reference to APEC members.

(5) Conducting International Workshops

Chinese Taipei promotes exchanges of technology and experience and strengthens emergency
response capability to treat oil and chemical spills by inviting experienced experts from abroad to
workshops held in Chinese Taipei in order to build its personnel capacity.

A. 2011 International Workshop on Marine Pollution Protection (June 28, 2011, Taipei,

Chinese Taipei)

The Environmental Protection Administration (EPA) held the 2011 International Workshop on
Marine Pollution Protection on June 28, 2011 with the goal of learning the use of the latest
technology in emergency response and marine pollution control. Specialists and experts from
the United States (NOAA and EPA), Singapore, and Chinese Taipei were invited to share and
discuss the topics related to remote sensing technology, oil spill models and oil spill emergency
response. In the seminar, the case of the Gulf of Mexico oil spill was raised to discuss the use
of remote sensing technology in monitoring oil pollution and its threats to marine life. The
participants also discussed how {o use modern technology to prevent the occurrence of oil
spills, and how to collect useful information in the wake of an incident for the reference of
decision makers.

B. The Workshop for the Decision Making & Compensation System in Qil Spill Response
{August 9, 2011, Taipei, Chinese Taipei)

This workshop was held on August 9, 2011 in Taipei. A senior technical advisor of the
International Tanker Owners Pollution Federation (ITOPF) was invited to share with participants
about the impacts and influences of oil spill on the environment, an ITOPF's point of view on
decision making for emergency respense, an introduction to the international compensation
system for oil spill, and case studies.

C. The 2011 International Workshop on Emergency Responses to Marine Pollution by
Chemical or Oil Shipping Incidents (October 18, 2011, Taipei, Chinese Taipei)

This workshop was held on October 18, 2011. The EPA invited experts from the British
SEACOR Marine, the US Applied Science Association (ASA}, and the University of Alabama to
share the latest marine pollution response technology with more than 80 experts from
academia and those who are engaged in marine pollution work in the public and private
sectors.

In this workshop, the experts presented case studies to demonstrate the factors that need to be
considered in a chemical spill. These included properties of chemicals, such as volatility,
toxicity, flammability, corrosivity, and explosivity; application of appropriate equipment and gear,
such as portable Photo lonization Detector, personal protection equipment, recovery
technology for bottom contaminants; the rules and requirements of the international
organization, such as Protocol on Preparedness, Response and Co-operation to pollution
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Incidents by Hazardous and Noxious Substances Protocol of 2000, which went into force in
2007. The experts also shared a simulation model and techniques for the pollution diffusion,
biological impact assessment, and the challenges and aspects considered when the
environment recovers from oil and chemical spills.

(6) Wetland Act

To protect the functions and biclogical diversity of wetlands, and for the wise use of wetlands,
Chinese Taipei began drafting the Wetland Act in 2009. The contents of the Ramsar Convention,
Korean wetland laws and the wetland management systems cof the European Union, the United
States and England were used as references during the drafting process. The draft contains 8
chapters and 42 articles. After completion of the discussion meetings and the public hearings with
government agencies, experts and scholars, the draft was sent to the legislature on March 30,
2011. Though there were other laws related to wetlands in Chinese Taipei, this draft provides a
specific, direct, and proactive management and legal mechanism that enables the competent
authority to develop effective measures suitable for the management of wetlands.

(7) Ocean Observation

Chinese Taipel conducted a project on the short-, medium- and long-term interaction among
typhoons, the ocean and the atmosphere in the West Pacific Ocean and the Kuroshio Current.
This project deployed three observatory buoys in the West Pacific Ocean. A domestically
developed real-time ocean weather monitoring data fransmission system was mounted on the
buoys, which were placed in the most probable locations that typhoons would cross on the way to
Chinese Taipei. The monitoring data were transmitted real-time by Iridium satellites. The project
made observations over a long-term of the changes in the atmosphere and upper ocean
temperature (to a depth of 500m). This was the first time observations were made of the
interaction between a part of the ocean that is influenced by a typhoon and the atmosphere. The
observation has provided data on the important role of the ocean in typhoon formation. As
typhoons passed by, disturbances in the ocean's physical environment and indicators of
biogeochemical activities were recorded. Chinese Taipei is situated at the junction between the
Eurasian Plate and the Philippine Sea Plate. The main island’s mudflows, landslides, and high
output from river basins which are caused by the combined effects of typhoons and earthquakes
have altered the marine and coastal environment. Observation of land-based cufput materials
(including pallution) and their fates in the ocean has contributed to the understanding of the
sources and sinks of materials originating from land at places where plate movements are active.

The South East Asia Time-Series (SEATS) Station, established in the tropical zone of the South
China Sea, was used in a study to observe the influences of natural climate change, the
greenhouse effect and pollution transport on changes in biogeochemical activities. The study
aimed to gain understanding of the interactions between the atmosphere and the tropical ocean,
for example by providing data on the ocean as a CO; sink, or on ocean acidification mechanisms.
Continuing scientific research including observation and simulation of the carbon cycle of river
basins and seas in South East Asia and Chinese Taipei would help us learn about characteristics
of the major GHG fluxes, such as those of CO, and CH,, in areas neighboring Chinese Taipei,
and understand the influences of natural environmental change and anthropogenic behavicr on
the fluxes. This study provided knowledge about the carrying capacity of land and water areas to
absorb CO,, and was able to establish a relationship between GHG emissions and climate
change. The development of an earth sysiem assessment model could provide more
understanding of the cause and effect relationship among GHG emissions and reductions,
climate change, the formation of typhoons, flooding, droughts, and the water cycle in areas
neighboring Chinese Taipei. It could provide Chinese Taipei and its neighboring members with
information on atmospheric, hydrological and ocean changes for current and future climate
change adaption measures.

The East China Sea and South China Sea are marginal seas of the West Pacific Ocean. They
play a crucial role in global carbon circulation and land-based material (including pollution)
movement to the Pacific Ocean. Chinese Taipei has been supporting the “Long-Term Observation
and Research of the East China Sea (LORECS),” from which it can understand the impacts of the
land-based material transported by the Yantze River and dust storms on the ecological system
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and CO; adsorption, storage and exchange. It is further understood the relationship between the
dynamics of the CO, of the marginal seas and the marginal seas themselves as carbon source
and sinks. Chinese Taipei also supports the study of the Northern South China Sea Shelf
{NoSoCS), which helps it to comprehend the influence of sea shelf on the transformation and
biogeochemical behaviors of the land-based materials transported by the Pearl River, and the
uniqueness of the tropical sea shelf in carbon cycle.

{(8) Measures on “Shark’s Fins naturally attached”

Awareness of overexploited shark stocks has been drawn by the international community. In the
mid-1990s, Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAQ) called upon the
cooperation of regional fisheries management organizations (RFMOs} to strengthen the
collection of catch data of sharks. In 1999, the FAO International Plan of Action for the
Conservation and Management of Sharks (IPOA-Sharks) was adopted to ensure the
conservation and management of sharks and their sustainable use. In line with this development,
Chinese Taipei promulgated NPOA-Sharks in 2006 as the basic guideline for our promotion of
shark conservation and management. And the prohibition of fishing on such sharks was
promulgated in 2008. Chinese Taipei, as a major fishing nation participating in RFMOs, is taking
up such a responsibility for the sake of sustainability of the fishery and has overcome such
impediments for the premulgation of Directions on the Disposal of the Fins of the Shark Catches
of Fishing Vessels to implement the measures on “Shark’s Fins naturally attached” step by step
according to the different types of fishing vessels in 2012.

(9) Artificial Reef Zones

Chinese Taipei began planning artificial reef zones and launching of artificial reefs in 1974. So far,
88 artificial reef zones and 69 reef protection zones have been established. Scientific
assessments and surveys were conducted before and after the launching of the reefs, and such
work will continue in a scientifically sound approach while paying attention to environmental and
ecological protection, and sustainable fisheries operation. Today, about 220,000 lamppost reefs,
ship reefs, and metal reefs have been launched, and guidance is given to local governments,
fishermen’s associations, and related conservation groups to establish proper management
mechanisms, in order to demonstrate the given functions of fishing grounds formed by artificial
reefs.

2. Impact of Climate Change on The Oceans

(1) APEC Seminar on Sharing the Experiences of Mitigating the Impact of Extreme Climate on
Aguaculture and Fisheries {March 21-23, 2012, Taipei, Chinese Taipei)

The self-funded Project “Seminar on Sharing the Experiences of Mitigating the Impact of
Extreme Climate on Aguaculture and Fisheries” was approved by the APEC Ocean and
Fisheries Working Group in July, 2011, and the Seminar was successfully held on 21-23 March,
2012, in Taipei, Chinese Taipei. About 80 participants attended the meeting, including 16 fishery
officers and 10 invited scientists from 18 APEC member economies. The Seminar was
organized into three main sessions: A. summaries of extreme climate impacts and mitigation
strategies from APEC member economies, B. expert input and case studies of mitigating
impacts of extreme climate on aquaculture, and C. expert input and case studies of mitigating
impacts of extreme climate on fisheries. The recommendations are intended to help APEC and
other organizations address key needs for better understanding, preparing for and responding
to changing climate conditions to reduce the impacts of extreme climate on aquacuiture,
fisheries, and the communities and economies that depend on them. One of the overall
recommendations was to increase proactive (instead of reactive) actions to reduce the causes
of climate change {mitigation) and increase resilience (adaptation) in a changing climate.

3. The Role of Oceans in Food Security

{1} Prevention of overcapacity in fisheries

A compulsory fleet size reduction program has been carried out since 2005. In 2005 and 20086,
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59 and 101 large-scale tuna longline vessels were scrapped or sunk respectively. In 2007,
Chinese Taipei continued fo reduce 23 large-scale tuna longline vessels, After the completion of
the three-year fleet size reduction program, the total number of large-scale tuna longliners
larger than 100 GRTs in Chinese Taipei has been reduced from 614 to 421, whereby
surpassing the objective of 20% reduction of the world's total large-scale tuna longliners as
proposed by the FAO IPOA on Capacity.

(2} Combating lllegal, Unreported, and Unregulated fishing (1UU) fishing

(3)

Chinese Taipei has complied with relevant regulations stipulated in Regional Fisheries
Management Organizations (RFMOs) to implement effective measures to combat [UU fishing
including:

Establishing the authorized fishing vessel list.

Requiring fishing vessels to report their catches.

Impiementing management measures on fransshipment in port or at sea.

Requiring fishing vessels to implement Vessel Monitoring System (VMS).

Implementing the Regional Observer Program (ROP).

Dispatching patrol vessels to conduct boarding and inspection in the high seas.
Implementing Statistical Document and Catch Document Scheme.

Implementing measures to reduce the incidental catch for fisheries.

Allocating fishing quota and limitation of fishing area.

Port State Measures.

CTIeMmMOOwWR

By strengthening its management capacity and with collaborative efforts through bilateral and
multilateral consultations, Chinese Taipei’'s management capacity has been well recognized by
the international community. Such recognitions can be seen in the 2010 ICCAT annual meeting,
where only five eccnomies out of the 52 participants (including contracting pariies and
cooperating non-contracting parties) did not receive letters of identification or concern for poor
compliance with ICCAT management measures, and Chinese Taipei was among the five
participants. In the 2011 ICCAT annual mesting, there was a sign of improvement in the
compliance efforts by ICCAT members, and those who did not receive letters of identification or
concern increased to 11. Again, Chinese Taipei was among the 11 participants with good
compliance record. Despite this recognition, Chinese Taipei will continue to exert its endeavors
in fulfilling its responsibilities in managing its fisheries and improving its competencies in the
research of fisheries resources, thereby making Chinese Taipei one of the world's important
members in fisheries management.

Program of Distant Water Fisheries Management and Industrial Restructure

For the purpose of strengthening sustainable fisheries development, protection of marine

resources, and adjustment of fishing capacity, during 2006 to 2011, Chinese Taipei conducted a

six-year program titled “Program of Distant Water Fisheries Management and Industrial

Restructure” The objectives of this program are:

A. To encourage deep sea fishing vessels to comply with the international measures.

B. To continue participating in international organizations and protect the rights and interests of
deep sea fishing vessels.

C. To ensure safety operations of fishing vessels and fishermen and thereby creating a superb
fishing environment.

D. To enhance the research quality of fisheries resource and thereby improving Chinese
Taipei’s leadership in the international fisheries.

E. To develop the superb image of Chinese Taipei’s fishery products thereby expanding the
domestic and international markets for Chinese Taipei's fishery products.

F. To cooperate with international organizations.

In order to achieve those objects, we have implemented following measures:

A.  Vessel Monitoring System: All tuna long-line fishing vessels operating in three oceans are
required to install with satellite-based VMS. To avoid interruption in communication of
position message due to malfunction of equipment, all these vessels are required to install
two sets of VMS, with one of them serving as spare.

B. Observers Program: Chinese Taipei has been carrying out an cbserver program in a
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global basis. For three oceans, the observer coverage rate meets 5%, which comply with
the regulations of RFMOs.

C. Port Inspection: Chinese Taipei inspectors carried out three port inspections each in Las
Palmas, Caps Town, and Mauritius.

D. Patrol Program: This program was implemented in three oceans to monitor fishing
activities of our fishing vessels as well as sightings of the possible [UU fishing activities.

In 2012, we continue implementing relevant program to ensure the sustainable development of
Chinese Taipei's deep sea fisheries by enhancing the fisheries management capacity,
controlling of fishing capacity, and strengthening the capacity in fisheries resource management
and research, thus enabling Chinese Taipei to become a leading economy in fisheries
management.
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“DriKwang-Ming Liu :_'

arine Affairs arid Resource Management; -
hinese Taipei

Roundtable Sessions

fThe 12 APEC Roundtable Meeting on the involvement of the
¥ Business/Private Sector had been held in Taipei on October 19-21,
2011, Ten member economics include Canada, Indonesia, Japan,
Korea, Malaysia, Peru, Philippines, Russian, Vietnam and Chinese
Taipel attended this meeting.

The meeting sessions:
Fromoting Public Awareness on Marine Resource Conservation

«Marine Eco-Labeling
«Recovery of Natural Coast

Mitigation the Impact of Natural Disaster
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The 12th APEC Roundtable Meeting Scientific Tour

The 12th APEC Roundtable Meeting recommends
MRCWG to take action on the following
recommendations to its future work

1. Promoting Public Awareness on Marine Resource Conservation:
APEC economics should be encouraged to:
«Participate in the development of the UN Regular Process

«Develop a cooperative mechanism between Asia-Pacific regional
organizations

sDevelop public education and awareness programs

«Encourage domestic marine research institutes to work with the private
sector to implement public outreach programs.

«Partner with industry and NGOs to help consumers make informed
decisions when purchasing marine products and/or services.
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il Marine Eco-labeling
APEC economies should be encouraged to

«Demonstrate a commitment to responsible fisheries management
through encouraging and supporting eco-labeling.

oldentify new markets for APEC eco-labeled products.

«ldentify fisheries and fishing communities that would benefit from
eco-labeling their marine products.

+Explore opportunities to develop and adopt eco-labeling for marine
shipping and tourism.

11, Restorasion of the Nanural Coast
APEC economies should be encouraged to:

«Develop sustainable approaches to the restoration and recovery of
the natural coast

«Encourage the business/private sector to protect environment.

«Encourage governments to consider providing incentives for such
efforts.

«Consider implementing MPAs as a tool to restore and recover the
natural coast.

sImplement top-down and bottom-up management schemes informed
by comprehensive marine spatial planning.
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| 1Y, Mitigation of the Impact of Natural Disasters
| APEC economies should be encouraged to:

«Collaborate in the development of disaster risk management plans
at the community, national, and regional levels.

«Promote community based participation

«Improve the understanding of the roles of oceans and coasts in
climate change mitigation.

«Improve natural disaster early warning systems and
communications.

sCooperate 1o share information on radioactive contamination,

«Urge to renew existing socio-economic, legal and industrial
structures where applicable, to adapt to innovative changes.

Bulletin on Marine Resource Conservation and
Fisheries Volume Xlii, Issue 1and 2

]
P it

Bulletin on Marine Resource
Conservation and Fistie
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The 13t APEC Roundtable Meeting
on the involvement of the Business/Private Sector
in the Sustainability of the Marine Environment

September 17-19, 2012
Chinese Taipei

i

L THEMES OF THE MEETING

With a focus on reinforcing our efforts to establish public-private
parinerships, this meeting will respond o the “2002 Seoul Declaration of
APEC Ocean-related Ministerial Meeting” and follow-up on the "2005 Bali
Pian of Action”. Three major themes which are closely related {o the
business/NGO/fprivate seclors will be discussed:

Potentiai Roundtable Session:

Sustainable management of the marine environment and resources
-Wetland Conservation

-Infegrated Coastal Zone Management

-Deep Sea Conservation and Management

-Marine Ecosystem Service

107



I DATES AND VENUE

With the support of the Environmental Protection Administration,
several agencies, and ocean-related industries of Chinese Taipei, this
roundtable meeting is being organized by National Chinese Taipei Ocean
University.

The roundtable meeling is scheduled for September 17-19, 2012
inciuding 2-day meeting and 1-day scientific tour. The meeting will be held
at the Civil Service Development Institute, Taipei City, Chinese Taipel.

il CALL FOR PAPERS

The deadline for submitting topic is August 24, 2012 for the extended
abstract.

iV, MORE INFORMATION
For more information, please contact:

Dr. Kwang-Ming LiU

Professor

Institute of Marine Affairs and Resource Management,
Nation Chinese Taipei Ocean University

E-mail: kmliu@mail.nfou.edu. tw
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{New Proposal — self funded project)

The 14" APEC Roundtable Mesting
October 2013, Chinese Taipel

Potential Themes

1. Marine Ecosystem Related to Extreme Climate

2. Capacity Building on Mitigating the Impact of Extreme
Climate

3. Constructing Regional Net Work in Response to
Extreme Climate

Thank you
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Status Report of Korea’s Marine Protected Areas

OThe area of remaining intertidal wetlands (in 2011)

- 2,489.4 km* (Ministry of Land Transportation and Maritime Affairs - MLTM, 2008).

- Intertidal wetlands area is calculated every 5 years in Korea.
- An assessment of intertidal wetlands area is scheduled to be completed in 2013.

and 2020

OThe area of interfidal wetlands affected by reclamationfland claim or conversion to fand and
artificial wetland in the periods pre-1980; between 1980 and 2010; and as predicted, between 2010

- Pre-1980 and between 1980 and 2010 (MLTM, 2008)

- Analysis of Intertidal wetlands area

Intertidal
Wetlands 3,102 3,203.5 2,393.0 2,550.2 2.480.4
Area(kn)
Source MOC, MOC, MLTM, MLTM, MLTM.,
1979 1987 1998 2003 2008

*MLTM- Ministry of Land Transportation and Maritime Affairs *MOC- Ministry of Construction

- Intertidal wetlands area was increased by 101.5 kn* between 1979 and 1987.

w=With the introduction of advanced measurement technology, undiscovered intertidal wetlands area
was calculated.

- Compared to measurements taken in 1987, there was a decrease of 714.1 ki (22.3%) of the total

intertidal wetlands area in 2008.
wVarious landfill activities for the development of more land, agriculture, and industrial complex was
the main cause.

- Compared to measurements taken in 2003, there was a decrease of 60.8 ki of the total interiidal

wetlands area in 2008.
w|arge scale landfill activities for the construction of Songdo's international city, Pyungtaek port, and
Yeosu's Yulchon industrial complex was the main cause.
- 2010-2020: Further calculation is expected between this period.

OThe conservation status of examples of conservation initiatives taken in order to maintain or
restore intertidal wetlands and dependent waterbird populations.

- Accoerding to the Wetland Conservation Act, any coastal wetland that is recognized worthy of
preservation will be designated as a wetland protected area.
- There are currently 12 coastal wetland protected areas(218.96 km) in Korea where 7 areas

{Suncheon Bay & Boseong Beolgyo Tidal Flat, Muan Tidal Flat, Seocheon Tidal Flat, Gochang &
Buan Tidal Flat, Jeungdo Tidal Flat) are designated as Ramsar sites.
- 8 areas (Masan Bay Bongam Tidal Flat, Jindo Tidal Flat, Suncheon Bay Tidal Flat, Ongjin jangbong-
do Tidal Flat, Buan Julpc Bay Tidal Flat, Gochang Tidal Flat, Seocheon Tidal Flat, Songdo Tidal
Flat) in Korea are designated to protect waterfowl habitats.

o Korea's MPA / MLTM News Report (2012.2.17)
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Name

Established Date

Total Area

Management Time
frame

Management
Agency

Muan Tidal Flat

2001.12.28

42 k'

From 2003

Mokpo Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Port Office
{Certified as
Ramsar Site in Jan.
2008)

Jindo Tidal Flat

2002.12.28

1.44 km

From 2005

Mokpo Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Port Office

Suncheon Bay Tidal
Flat

2003.12.31

28 k'

From 2005

Yeosu Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Port Office
(Certified as
Ramsar Site in Jan.
2008))

Boseong Beolgyo
Tidal Flat

2003.12.31

10.3 km’

From 2006

Yeosu Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Port Office
(Certified as
Ramsar Site in Jan.
2008))

Ongjin Jangbong-do
Tidal Flat

2003.12.31

68.4 km'

From 2009

Incheon Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Paort Office

Buan Julpo Bay
Tidal Flat

2006.12.05

4.9 km'

From 2007

Gunsan Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Port Office
{Certified as
Ramsar Site in Feb.
2010)

Gochang Buan Tidal
Flat

2007.12.31

10.4 k'

From 2007

Gunsan Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Port Office
{Certified as
Ramsar Site in Feb.
2010)

Seocheon Tidal Flat

2008.1.30

15.3 ki

From 2002

Daesan Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Poart Office
(Certified as
Ramsar Site in Dec.
2009)

Song-do Tidal Flat

2009.12.31

6.11 k'

From 2010

incheon City
Yeonsu County
Office

Jeung-do Tidal Flat

2010.1.29

31.3 Im’

From 2010

Mokpo Regional
Maritime Affairs and
Port Office
(Certified as
Ramsar Site in

112




Sept. 2011))

Mansan Bay

Mansan Regional

. 2011.12.16 0.1 ki Maritime Affairs and
Bongam Tidal Flat Port Office
Incheon Regional
Siheong Tidal Flat 2012.217 0.71 k' maritime Affairs and
Port Office
Total Tidalflat 218.96 ki

Wetlands Area

Contents provided by Marine Ecosystem Management Team, Korea Marine Environment
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Economy Report —Japan
In 2010/12, Japan has undertaken various measures as a follow-up to the Paracas Declaration of 2010 and has
made progress in achieving goals and objectives described in the Declaration. Specific measures and
achievements conducted in Japan and within APEC are elaborated below.
1. Sustainable Development and Protection of the Marine Environment

As regards sub pillar 1.7 Understanding of the Marine Environment, continued efforts and progress were made
as follows:

Monitoring of marine environment bath within and outside of Japan’'s EEZ continued to be made for a
comprehensive and systematic understanding of water quality, sediment quality and aquatic lives in order to
conserve the marine environment and marine ecosystems.

As regards sub pillar 7.2 Sustainable Management of the Marine Environment, the following measures
confinued to be undertaken:

Ecosystem-based Management

The strategy for Conservation of Marine Biodiversity was formulated in March 2011 to promote conservation of
marine biodiversily and sustainable use of ecosystermn senvices that derive from it. This Strategy defined the Marine
Protected Areas in Japan.

Marine Invasive Species

Japan continued to be actively involved in the discussion at the IMO for an early entry into force of the Intemational
Conventicn for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Water and Sediments (2004) as well as for
developing guidelings for the Control and Management of Ships’ Bicfouling to Minimize the Transfer of Invasive
Aquaiic Species.

Coral Reef and Other Vulnerable Areas

1. Inorder to promote regionally coordinated actions for conservation of coral reefs, Japan co-hosted the 7th
International Coral Reef Initiative {ICRI) East Asia Regional Workshop in Siem Reap, Cambodia in October
2011 to follow up the implementation of the “ICRI East Asia Regional Strategy on MPA Networks 2010°.

2. The"Action Plan for Coral Reef Ecosystems Conservation” was compiled in April 2010 to promote
conservation of coral reef ecosystem in Japan. Restoration of coral reef ecosystems through transplantation
of corals and/or removal of obstructive factors has been implemented.

3. Marine areas which are important from the perspective of biodiversity are identified by applying the CBD
scientific criteria on the identification of ecologically or biologically significant marine areas (EBSAs).

Sustainable Fisheries and Aguacutture Management

1. Investigations and development of technology for establishing countermeasures against red tides were
made. In order to cope with poisoning of clams, investigations were conducted and technologies for effective
monitoring were further developed.

2. Inorder to conserve important areas such as seaweed bed and tidetand which are suitable for breeding and
growing of aquatic animals and plants, those areas were designated as “protected areas” according to the
provisions of the Aquatic Resources Protection Law.

3. Based on the Forest Law;, the forests which can contribute to breeding and growing fish were designated for
“forest reserves”. For an appropriate management and conservation of such designated forests, relevant
measures were undertaken.

4.  In order to improve water quality and sediment quality within the port area and to create new habitats for many
types of aguafic lives, measures to conserve, restore and create new coastal areas and tidelands were
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undertaken.

5. In order to conserve biological diversity of wild aguatic life, necessary conservation techniques were further
developed.

6. Inorderto elucidate a state of bycatch in tuna longHine fisheries, fishemmen are required fo provide relevant
information on bycatch promptly to the Ministerial Ordinance of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries.

Monitoring of Harmful Conduct to Marine Environment

Close monitoring of and strict controlling over offences harmiul to marine environment were conducted by patrol
vessels and airplanes on the sea and at coastal areas in order to conserve the marine environment.

Enabling Integrated Management

1. The creation of fertile “Sato-umi”, which is defined as a coastal area where biological productivity and
biodiversity have increased through human interaction, was further promoted. Monitoring of the marine
environment in terms of water quality, sediment quality and surviving seaweed bed was conducted in order to
restore the coastal ecosystems since fertile “Sato-umi” in the enclosed coastal waters has been drastically
affected by the Great East Japan Earthquake and Tsunami.

2. In order to maintain and conserve suitable environment of fishery grounds, citizens and fishermen were
encouraged to clean up the coastal and river areas. In accordance with the Law for the Promaotion of Marine
Litter Disposal and the Basic Policy enacted in March 2010, counter-measures against marine litter by
stakeholders in each region were encouraged to be taken,

3. Inorder to conserve and enhance biodiversity of coastal area, tree-planting activities by fishermen were
further encouraged.

4. The central Govermnment and the local govemments supported activities of volunteers to research aquatic
lives.

As regards sub pillar 1.3 Pollution, the following measures continued to be undertaken:
Marine Pollution

1. The Law for the Promotion of Marine Litter Disposal was enacted in 2009, The purpose of the Law is fo
promote proper disposal and reduction of marine litter in order to conserve good landscape and environment
of the coast. Based on the Law, each prefectural govemment has formulated its regional plan and related
organizations have been cooperating together to implement the plan.

2. Specific regulations have been enforced to conserve the ocean environment by enacting the Law Relating to
the Prevention of Marine and Air Pollution from Ships and the Maritime Disasters and Water Poliution Control
Law.

3. Inorderto preserve water quality in public waters, while considering the environmental quality standards for
the protection of the human health and the conservation of the living environment according fo the Basic
Environment Law, various measures against water pollution including control of industrial and public effuent
were further taken, and consideration was made on the environmental management measures in order fo
meet the environmental quality standards for the conservation of aquatic habitats.

4.  Development and diffusion of technology for recydling fishing gears such as fishing floats made of
polystyrene, and for promptly disposing properly drifting materials picked up during fishing operation were
further promoted.

5. Investigation into oil, heavy metal, PCB and organic fin compounds accumulated in seawater and seabed
sediment as well as into oil balls and marine debris washed ashore continues to be undertaken. Surveys on
the accumulation of dioxin in fish continued to be conducted. Monitoring of toxic materials from factories and
plants damaged by the Great East Japan Earthquake and Tsunami is also undertaken.
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6. Idea of the necessity of marine conservation was further disseminated among the public as well as the pecple
engaged in maritime affairs and fisheries.

7. Since March 2010, Japan has been implementing “The project for environmental protection in Halong Bay” in
cooperation with the Department of Natural Resources and Environment, Quang Ninh Province of Vietnam to
enable both econcmic development and the envirenmental protection of Halong Bay recognized as a World
Natural Hertage.

8.  Inthe wake of the Great East Japan Earthquake of March 2011 and the accidents at the Fukushima Daiichi
Nuclear Power Station, the Government of Japan regrets that the incident including the leakage of radicactive
contaminated water into the sea has caused great anxiety around the world. The Government of Japan is
determined to make every effort to prevent the spread of radioactive material in a manner consistent with
relevant intemational law. The Govemment of Japan will continue to provide information on this issue to the
intemational community with maximum transparency. In this regard, monitoring of fisheries products and
seawater is conducted intensively in the affected areas. Monitoring outcomes can be found at the following
websites;

http/Awwwjfa.maff.go jp/efinspectionindex.himl
hitp:/Avwww.mext.go.jpfenglishfincident/1305954.him

2. Impact of Climate Change on the Oceans

Manitoring of Greenhouse Gases Concentration, Marine Wesather and Sea Levels

1. Monitoring of greenhouse gases concentration such as carbon dioxide and other parameters in seawater
related to global enviranment continued to be conducted by research vessels in order to conserve ocean
environment and to improve global warming projection.

2. Marine weather observing reports sent by voluntary merchant ships, fishing beats, and floating buoys
continued to be collected in order to monitor the long-term variations including waming tendency of the sea
surface temperature around Japan.

3. Monitoring of sea levels around Japan with high precision tide gauges continued to be conducted at 14
stations registered under the Global Sea Level Observing System (GLOSS) Core Network.

Ecosystem-based Management

Since February 2010, Japan has been implementing “The project on integrated coastal ecosystem conservation
and adaptive management under local and global environmental impacts in the Philippines” in cooperation with
Marine Science Institute, College of Science, University of the Philippines, Diliman.

Hazard Mifigation.~Post-Natural Disaster Rehabilitation and Planning

Japan has been providing developing economies with various types of assistance aiming at reducing their
vulnerability to natural disasters and underpinning their efforts for adaptation to climate change, as the impacts of
climate change include the submersion of coastal regions, coastal erosion and increased tropical cyclones. Latest
examples of assistance by the Govemment of Japan are described below.

1. Since April 2010, Japan has been implementing "Climate Variability Study and Societal Application through
Indonesia-Japan Maritme Continent COE-Radar-Buoy network Optimization for Rainfall Prediction” in
cooperation with the Agency for Assessment and Application of Technology of Indonesia aiming at hazard
mitigation through constructing climate change cbservation network and training researchers.

2. Since March 2010, Japan has been implementing "Project for enhancement of earthquake and Tsunami
Disaster Mitigation Technology in Peru” in cooperation with Centro Peruano Japones de Investigaciones
Sismicas y Mitigacion de Desastfres of Peru aiming at prediction and mitigation of earthquake/tsunami
damage.

3 Promote Free and Open Trade and Investment

1. Considering that sustainable use of fisheries resources will have a significant role in addressing the issue of
free and open frade and investment, Japan made every effort to ensure that free frade and investment in
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fisheries resources should be facilitated carefully, with due attention to appropriate resource management

In accordance with EU’s IUU regulation, Japan has implemented its catch documentation scheme for
Japanese fishery products exported to EU.

Since enhancement of traceability of fishery products will be effective against IUU fishing, Japan has tried to
ensure, together with relevant economies, that this should be promoted in Regional Fisheries Management
Organizations (RFMOs).

The Role of Oceans in Food Security

Japan has made remarkable progress over the past year after the earthquake disaster and been devoting all
available resources to realizing reconstruction of Japanese fisheries as well. Also, Japan has established the
New basic Fisheries Plan this March which positions immediate reconsiruction of Japanese fisheries as one
of important fisheries policies.

The Japanese New Basic Fisheries Plan aims to boost Japan's self-sufficiently rate of fishery products for
human consumption from 60% in 2010 to 70 % in 2022, which would significantly contribute to securing
stable supply of fishery products and sound development of Japanese fisheries industries.

At present, as one of Japan’s main contribution to the Niigata Declaration on food security and associated

Action Plan, Japan is initiating to develop the Asia Pacific Information Platform (APIP} to compile all relevant
infermation on food security including fishery products, which will be shared among APEC economies.
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A draft statement of the Russian Federation delegation’s leader, Deputy Head of the Federal Agency
for Fishery N.V.Shebina at a meeting of the APEC Working Group on item Il of Agenda

Summary report on the progress of the national work to promote implementation of the Bali
Plan of Action and the Paracas Action Agenda
May 25, 2012, Kazan

Dear participants of the meeting, ladies and gentlemen!

The Russian Federation completely supports the Bali Plan of Action (2005) and the Paracas
Action Agenda (2010) developed by APEC. During the period, identified in the Bali Plan of Action
(2006-2009) and subsequent years, the Russian Federation carried out the work to implement the
main provisions of the Bali Plan of Action and the Paracas Action Agenda on a permanent basis.

On_the oceans observations and data collection in the Pacific, Russia participates in the
following international projects:

- in Russian-American project of studying the state of the biota in Arctic Long-term Census of
Arctic (RUSALCA) since 2004;

- in draft ArcOD — Arctic Ocean diversity within the framework of the international project of
the Census of marine life;

- in the programme Sustaining Arctic Observing Networks (SAON) within which 8 subarctic
states gather data and share their observations on Arctic flora and fauna, control of the environment,
state of the ice, meteorology, oceanography and many other things since 2006;

- in the formation of the Russian-American database of metadata on the Bering Sea biota,
including data on the biology of hydrobionts from the upper trophic levels and on the aquatic ecology
of the Bering Sea which formation is carried out within the bilateral Russian-American Agreement on
the mutual relations in the field of fishery.

The collection of information about IUU fishing is carried cut both at the national level and
within the framework of agreements concluded with the Republic of Korea in 2009 and with the DPRK
in 2012,

Russia always refers to the use of the ecosystem-based management with great attention.
The section "assessment of the impact of fishing on the environment” is necessarily included in
support of a total allowable catch for each stock at the national level. In order to obtain information on
this issue, Russia annually conducts comprehensive ecosystem surveys of the seas of the North
Pacific. The work for the establishment of marine protected areas and reserves is carried out on a
permanent basis on the basis of reliable scientific information within the EEZ of Russia. In the Pacific,
the largest marine protected areas are the Commander's State Reserve (1993}, and reserve "Isle
Karagin” (1983).

On the conservation of coral reefs and other vulnerable marine ecosystems Russia is doing a
great job in the framework established in the Asia-Pacific regional fisheries management
organizations in the North (NPO) and South (SPRFMO) Pacific. The Russian experts transferred in
NPO and SPRFMO maps of the spatial distribution of corals and other vulnerable marine ecosystems
(VME) in the Imperial Ridge and seamounts in the South West Pacific. During fishing and researches
the Russian specialists continue to collect data on coral reefs and VME, in accordance with the
requirements of Regional Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMQ); on these data RFMOs
develop recommendations on fishery management.

Russia has actively participated in the development of the FAO Guidelines for the
management of deep-water fishing in the high seas. Since its adoption in 2009 Russia strictly adheres
fo the principles laid down there.

According to the interational fisheries governance, Russia actively participates in creation
and work of the global and regional organizations on fisheries issues in Asia-Pacific region as well as
in other parts of the World Ocean. The Russian Federation has ratified the UN Convention on the Law
of the Sea in 1997, the Agreement on the implementation of the UN Convention on the Law of the
Sea relating to the Conservation of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks in 1997.
Meanwhile, Russia participated in all preparatory Conference on Straddling Stocks Agreement.
Russia took part in all activities of NPO and SPRFMO since the start of consultation: in 2011 The
Russian Federation was among the first signatory to the SPRFMQ Convention. The creation of NPO
and SPRFMO in the Pacific nearly completed the process of covering the high sea by RFMO, which
was initiated by the UN General Assembly Resolution 61/105.
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Sustainable fisheries and aguaculture management in Russia, inter alia, ensured by the wide
application of the ecosystem and precautionary approaches, introduction of the concept of maximum

sustainable yield (MSY), improvement of national legislation. Thus, at present in Russia the Federal
Law on aquaculture has been developed; additions to fishery rules are made annually. Russia is
actively combating IUU fishing at the national and international levels.

In order to reduce the incidental catch of seabirds in longline fisheries, Russia adopting gear
with heavy and other design features provided by RFMO (CCAMLR, NPO, SPRFMO).

The protection of hydrobionts’ reproduction areas in Russia is provided through the
establishment of forbidden terms and fishing areas.

Maximize value from use. production and harvesting is achieved, inter alia, as rightly pointed
out in the Bali Plan of Action by reducing corruption, in particular through the establishment of fishing
companies in proportion to the TAC for 10 years. The eco-certification, the supply of fish products on
a voluntary basis by eco-labels is introduced in Russia.

In summary, it should be noted that during the period of 2006-2011 Russia carried out a lot of
work to implement the Bali Plan of Action and the Paracas Action Agenda. Kazan initiative of the
Russian Federation, which we will discuss in the next few days, contains proposals for further
development of APEC's activities concerning oceans and fishery.
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APEC 1st Ocean and Fisheries Working Group Meeting
Kazan, Russian Federation
24-26 May 2012

Statement of Member Economy
HONG KONG, CHINA

Lead Shepherd of APEC Ocean and Fisheries Working Group, Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and
Gentlemen,

On behalf of the Hong Kong, China, we would like to express our appreciation to the
Russian Federation for organizing this meeting and for their hospitality and excellent arrangements.

Hong Kong, China would also like to congratulate Ms Kalen SU for being elected as the
Lead Shepherd of the Ocean and Fisheries Working Group. We are looking forward to working
closely with other economies under the leadership of the Lead Shepherd in this inauguration meeting
of the working group. We extend sincere thanks to the Lead Shepherd of the Ocean and Fisheries
Working Group and her team for their considerable work in organizing and preparing for this meeting.
We also thank the APEC Secretariat for their excellent support.

HKC strongly supports the work of APEC on ocean-related and fisheries issues. The Bali
Plan of Action adopted by APEC and the Paracas Action Agenda of 2010 APEC Oceans-Related
Ministerial Meeting will continue to provide a solid foundation for the future work and direction of the
Working Group after the merger of the former Marine Resource Conservation Working Group and
Fisheries Working Group.

HKC continues to advocate strongly for managing the marine environments. We have
designated four marine parks and one marine reserve under the Marine Parks Ordinance to protect
marine areas of high ecological value such as habitats of the Chinese White Dolphin, corals and sea
grasses. These areas, cover about 2% of HKC waters, are being actively managed for conservation,
recreation, education and scientific purposes. We have plans to designate more marine parks in
future with a view to better conserving species and habitats of ecological importance. A review of
marine biodiversity and ecological surveys is being conducted to study the diversity of the marine life
and health of ecosystem in Hong Kong waters.

HKC has also taken actions to protect the marine environment by preventing significant
adverse impact to ecosystems through implementing pollution control strategies, and planning and
devefoping sewerage infrastructure. To combat land-based water pollution, we continue to enforce
the Water Pollution Control Ordinance and implement the sewerage programme, including the
Harbour Area Treatment Scheme (HATS). Among others, Stage 2A of the HATS, which will collect
and treat the remaining 25% of sewage that enters the Victoria Harbour, is targeted for completion by
2014,

We continue to review our marine water quality objectives in light of advancement in
marine science and technologies, overseas practices and local conditions.

We cooperate with neighbouring authorities to improve the quality of shared water bodies
through the implementation of joint action programmes to reduce pollution discharge into Deep Bay .
and Mirs Bay.

HKC aims to promote the sustainable use of our fisheries resources while maintaining a
steady and safe supply of quality seafood for our seven million citizens. We have made significant
progress in these areas through various new initiatives. With a view to restoring our seabed and
marine resources as early as possible, we will ban trawling activities in Hong Kong waters from the
end of 2012.
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We expect that upon the implementation of the trawl ban, not all fishermen will leave the
trade for good. We will be introducing a special training programme and offering financial and
technical assistance to the affected fishermen with a view to assisting them for switching to other
sustainable, fisheries-related operations. Measures conducive to marine conservation and
replenishment of fisheries resources will also be implemented, for example, we will deploy some of
the obsolete trawler vessels as artificial reefs.

To complement the trawl ban measure in restoring the fisheries resources in Hong Kong
waters, we will implement a suite of fisherles management measures to control the fishing effort in
Hong Kong waters and protect impartant fish spawning and nursery grounds. These measures
include setting up a registration system for local fishing vessels, limiting the entry of new fishing
vessels and maintaining an appropriate level of fishing effort, and designating fisheries protection
areas.

We continue fo focus on the importance of the development of sustainable aquaculture,
which is particularly significant for the APEC region. In meeting the demand for food safety and quality
assurance for fisheries products from the public, we take initiatives to introduce and promote
advanced techniques on fish culture and good management practices to fish farmers. We implement
a voluntary "Accredited Fish Farm Scheme” to increase product competitiveness and provide quality
and safe aquaculture products to the public.

Hong Kong, China will continue to participate in this important meeting in further,
advancing the Bali Plan of Action and the Paracas Action Agenda as well as other topics of common
concern to the economies. We sincerely hope that the 1% Ocean and Fisheries Working Group
Meeting will be a productive one. Once again we thank the Russian Federation for successfully
organizing this meeting and for the warm hospitality accorded to us.

Thank you.

Hong Kong, China

May 2012
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Project: FWG 01/2011A

Potential Contribution of Small Pelagic Fish to
Food Security within the Asia Pacific Region

APEC Startegic Partners: Perl in coordination with The Philipines and Indonesia

APEC Co-sponsor Economies: China Taipel, Chile and USA

2012

Main Goal

Contribute to the long-term food security in
Indonesia and The Philippines by offering a
sustainable source of high-quality protein at

low cost, providing examples to other APEC
economies.
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Obijectives

1. Investigate the dietary protein requirements of the human population in
The Philippines and indonesia, and identify the mast vulnerable
populations to food insecurity

2. Determine the capacity of small pelagic fisheries to satisfy the protein
demand for direct hurman consumption

3. Analyse the supply chain of small pelagics to identify possible barriers in
the productive process and estimate production costs

4, Study human consumption habits of small pelagics in The Philippines
and Indonesia

5. Assess the potential of small pelagics to cover the protein demand of
human populations in The Philippines and Indonesia

Objectives

7. Propose strategies to encourage direct human consumption of small
pelagics, particularly in vulnerable populations

8. Share the progress of Peru in research, management, supervision, and
regulations of smali pelagic fisheries to identify initiatives that can be applied
to control and regulate the fisheries of the Case Study Economies

9. Share the Peruvian experience in:
- Technology for added value products of direct human consumption
- Market strategies to encourage direct human consumption
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Methodology

1. Desk-based research—
- Literature review

- Fieldwork planning /,m' We are here
- Virtual questionnaire for the initial data collection S —
2. Fieldwork —

Case studies, The Philippines and indonesia

- Workshop with stakeholders

- Interviews with key stakeholders

- Surveys on human consumption habits

- Visit the main ports, processing plants and markets for small pelagics

Visit from representatives of The Philippines and indonesia to Peru
- Workshop to validate the information collected during fieldwork
- Visits to IMARPE, ITP, Peruvian Fisheries National Authority, etc.

Process

Desk-based research (aor. may} Strategic Partners
l' 5 ndanesia + Philippines

Fieldwork
Case study 1: THE PHILIPPINES (45 jun - 6 ju)
Case study 2: INDONESIA ( 7jul- 7 aug)
Visit to Peru of the representatives from Indonesia and The Philippines (sep)

Meeting to discuss Preliminary Results (sepiember)

3

Mid-term evaluation iadoten pd

!

Prepare final report and send to Indonesia and The Philippines (nov, dsc)

Identify possible missing
Information. Prepass technical
vigits to Peruvian research centras
and gevernmental Instltutions.

Dissemination and evaluation of the results (ensi)
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FWG 01/2011A Project

Contact Details of the Responsible Economy

Responsible Economy: Peru, Ministry of Production,
Office of the Vice-Ministry of Fisheries

Project Overseer: JOSE E. ALLEMANT SAYAN

Office: PROPESCA-DVP {Ministeric de la Produccién)
Address: Calle Una Oeste Nro.60 San Isidro

Telephone: (511) 816-2222 extension 1635

E-mail: jallemant@produce.gob.pe; jeasbiol@hotmail.com
C.C.: dsu@produce.gob.pe;

Coordination with Strategic Partners:

The Philippines
-Jessica Mufioz — Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources

Indonesia
- Sitti Hamdiyah — Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
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Economic Importance
of the Oceans

ransporte por 3
via marftima. Coastal Megacities

Importance of the Marine Resources

e for the APEC economies
CCEAN AND FISHERIES WORHING GROUP
APEC Worldwide Production {fishery and Jobs Created in the APEC’S Fishery
aguaculture) vs rest of the world. Sector
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tdenesla T 7 2/406,000

Japan 210,000

Republic of Korea . 130,000

Malaysla 110,000

Faxlcd 270,009
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Damage of the Marine ecosistem

OCEAN AND FISHERIES WORKING GROUP

Three guarters of fish stocks
are fully exploited or
overexploited.

Marmmals and seabirds threatened by poliution

The loss of biodiversity reduces the
resilience capacity of the oceans.

Sustainable Growth

‘OCEAN AND FISHERIES YYORKING GROUP

=PROFITABILITY
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Sustainable Growth of Fishery

OCEAN AND FISHERIES WORKING GROUP

Recommendations for achieving sustainable growth in the Fishing
Sector

1. Spread the need for care and protection of the marine
environment

2. Promote the development of sustainable aquaculture
3. Encourage fisheries regulation

4. Attack bad fishing practices and IUU fishing

Aguaculture importance

Aquaculture is growing more quickly
than other production sectors

Provides food with low carbon emission

Provides employment to 170 million
people throughout the production
process
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Fishery Regulation towards
sustainable growth

OGEAN ANC FISHERIES WORKING GRORIS

greater need for sustainable regutation
of water resources

1. Fish demand increase =

Artisanal fishing provides employment to more than 90% of over 35 million
fishermen in the world and contributes to the livelihnoods of other 85 million
indirectly with related jobs

About half of those employees are women

Sustainable Growth of the Peruvian
Artisanal Fishery

OGEAN AND FISHERIES WORKING GROUP

SPECIE RULE
ANCHOWVY [IHC} DL &* 1084
ANCHOVY (DHC} DS N* 010-2010-PRODUCE
HORSE MACKEREL, | DS N* * 022-2009-PRODUCE N 7 7 @f
MACKEREL DS N* &' 011-2007-PRODLUCE RELABHID S 5
1 H W
HAKE D5 N* N* 016-2003-PRODUCE i
GIANT 5QUID DS N° N° 014-7011-PRODUCE
EEL DS N* N° 013-2011-PRODUCE
TUNA DS N* N* 032-2003-PRODUCE £
i
SEAWEEDS DS N* N° D19-2009-PRODUCE 5{@&%
OCTCPUS RM N 288-2011-PRODUCE
BLADE SCALLOP RM N° 266-2005-PRODUCE
RM N2 661-2008-PRODUCE
BLACK SCALLOP RM NE 014.2006-PRODUCE
Other resources: RM N2 205-2001-PE
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QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION

1. How can we standardize the concept of fishing?

How can we promote trade in nontraditional species to
decrease the extraction pressure on species of greatest
demand?

Thank
You

:.PERL)} Ministerio 7.4y Asia-Pacific .
| de la Produccién ; Economic Cooperation
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APEC Priorities for 2012

APEC'’s mission to support sustainable economic growth and prosperity encourages APEC economies
to focus on elaborating concrete measures and reaching tangible results in order to boost trade and
investment. To support the regional and world economic growth APEC in cooperation with G20 should
make an inclusive comprehensive response to the arising world economic and financial challenges.
Along with the upcoming accession to the WTO Russia will support the search for the solution for the
Doha round in APEC moving towards trade and investment liberalization.

With a strong commitment to effectively proceed in this direction, Russia as the host of APEC 2012 will
pursue the priorities continuity, do its best to raise sustainability and increase the pace of future
commaon development. To this end, tangible results should be achieved in the following areas: (I} trade
and investment liberalization, regional economic integration; () strengthening food security; (1}
establishing reliable supply chains; and (IV) intensive cooperation to foster innovative growth.

|. Trade and investment liberalization, regional economic integration. The 2011 APEC Leaders’
Declaration states that “APEC’s core mission continues to be further integration of our economies and

expansion of trade among us” and that “strengthening regional economic integration ... plays a key
role in promoting regional peace and stability”. To reach this goal, it is necessary to facilitate progress
on the recently raised issues of trade and investment liberalization as well as to proceed with the
regulation coherence searching for the achievable ways to align technical regulations and standards.
APEC should continue to expand discussions of next generation trade and investment issues and to
search for a long-term worldwide agenda for APEC regional economic integration.

APEC should continue to ensure sustainable and innovative growth, develop secure trade and
liberalize investment in the region. We should be ready to respond to new challenges of global
eccnomic development and trade and bear responsibility for global economic growth and financial
stability. We also reaffirm APEC’s aspiration for achieving the Bogor Goals and, while seeking to
promote consistency among agreements, will make further steps to the FTAAP. APEC economies in
2012 need to effectively proceed with the structural reforms agenda, and fo be even more active in
engaging business — both major companies, and small and medium enterprises — in discussions of
trade and investment liberalization issues and undertaking concrete steps in implementing
Public-Private Partnership approaches.

1. Strengthening food security. As reaffirmed by Niigata declaration and discussed in 2011 APEC has
an important role to play to improve regional and global food security searching for sustainable
development of the agricultural sector and facilitation of investment, trade and markets. While
deepening discussions on food security and helping APEC econcmies to fight volatility of food prices,
in 2012 APEC should continue fo elaborate proposals for sustainable agriculture development and
stable markets including the increased transparency, monitoring and information exchange on
agricultural production, supply and demand; developing markets infrastructure, reducing costs and
losses in food production and food supply chains. APEC economies are also needed to contribute to
joint efforts on food supply support, including liberalization of investment and innovative agricultural
development.

To take care of the health of APEC citizens in the future years to come, it is necessary to work out and
implement measures aimed at raising quality and safety of food products, enhancing conformity to food
safety standards and providing food for socially vulnerable population groups. APEC should also
discuss an interconnection between future sustainable growth and food securily, elaborate measures
on sustainable management of marine ecosystems, and on combating lllegal, Unreported and
Unregulated fishing and associated trade.

Ill. Establishing reliable supply chains. To establish the APEC shifted connectivity in the region that
strongly supports the economic growth APEC should continue to elaborate and implements steps
towards reliable, competitive and barriers-free supply chains both within the APEC region and covering
APEC and other major markets. It is highly important to implement concrete steps in tackling the
bottlenecks, including barriers on trans-border movement of goods and obstacles that increase the
time and cost of transportation. APEC should contribute to transparency and visibility of supply chains
identifying and consistently removing restrictions on information exchange and telecommunication
interconnectivity, applying perspective satellite-based tracking technologies.
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APEC should continue to help economies in advancing madern logistics, as well as navigation and
customs technologies aiming at efficient interaction of transportation systems. Furthermore, future
supply chains in APEC should respond to possible risks related to their maintenance and development;
it is necessary to ensure appropriate risk management, safe cperation and protection of transport and
transportation facilities. APEC should strengthen capacities of APEC economies in emergency
prevention and relief, development of related coardination and information exchange.

1V, Intensive cooperation to foster innovative growth. Putting to practice the Leaders 2011 commitment
to set a model for innovation in the region as the best path toward fostering innovations that will
increase productivity and ensure economic growth, APEC should fruitfully contribute as a part of the
Growth strategy to the economies’ innovation strategies and policies. We should elaborate measures
to foster cooperation between the economies in major innovation related directions, further develop
hi-tech sectors and address barriers to investment in these sectors. It is necessary to promote
technological progress among all APEC economies through strengthening trans-border cooperation
and networking among innovation centers, high-tech clusters, universities and research institutions.

APEC should elaborate and implement measures that conform the business’ interests in innovations
and build up a basis for intensive cross-border businesses, science and government cooperation.
Innovative growth in APEC should be based on adoption of cutting-edge telecommunication
technologies, bridging of digital gap and development of Internet economy. It is also important for
APEC to contribute to the discussions on the issues of human capital: human resources development,
support for global life-long education, creativity, healthy lifestyle and relevant healthcare issues.
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1# APEC Ocean and Fisheries Working Group Meeling
Kazan, Russia Federation, 24-26 May 2012

Coral Reef Monitoring for
Sustainable Economic
Utilization using Innovative
Observation and Satellite
Information

Proposed by: Indonesia
Co-Sponsoring Economies: Chinese Taipei, Russia, Philippines

This project proposal seeks to measure the
applicability of coral reef monitoring for
sustainable management system by drawing
on the collective knowledge and wisdom of the
APEC region to sustain marine resources.

141



5/25/2012

NOSA Coral Rgef Watch Monthly Moximum Soteffite Corpl Bleoching Alerf Areo  May 2010

| L]
Ho Stresy Wateh Warning hiert Level 1 BRlert Level 1

“ssuffer from coral bleaching

“suspected due to tourism activities, and global
warming

s»affects the economy secftor,

% needs more information sharing

Coral Diversity of the World

Coral Triangle is the most diverse
reef species Area in the World
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Wi

{=} to share and improve the
information network on data,
information, knowledge, skill and
experts on coral reef monitoring
approach;

o design an upscaling alert
system for coral bleaching in a
specific region of coral triangle to
support better management of
the sustainable use of the coral
reef and marine resources.

o Respond to APEC Joant Muntstenai Statement (AOM 2 2005)."We
. stress the critical need for adequate science and economtc mformatior:
" data and Earth observation systems.

E3 Contnbutes into development of Sustainable Growth and Ennovatwe
 Growth Attributes of APEC Growth Strategy (ngh ~Level Poiicy Round

.- Table, Japan, 2010).

' L1 Respond to APEC 2011 Prigrities on lmportance “to develop a fong-term
comprehensive growth strategy that supports balanced and .

“environmentatly sustainable growth through technical innpvation and a
-1 -knowledge based economy”,

' L Respond to APEC FWG VESIOH Statement: “Close cooperation is needed,
particularly in the exchange of scientific and research data, in order to
ensure that management decisions are based on the best scientific

- information available”.:
|1 Directly carrespondent with MRC WG core goals support scientific
. collaboration and research; improve relonal cooperation for the
responsible care of oceans and coast; facilitate capacity

building through technology transfer, training, sharing of bes
praclices and education.
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6y Activities and

1. Sharing data, information, knowledge, skill and
experts through the information network among
economy.

2. Focus Group Discussion on the development of
monitoring system for better management of
coral reef and marine resources.

3. Training Workshop and Field Assessment in
Chinese Taipei for sharing information on best
practise for monitoring of coral reef and its
bleaching detection.

4. Publications 7

Previous Activities

Referred to the succcess of SAKE (Satellite Application for
Knowledge-based Economy) project in 2006-2008 under
MRCWG lead by Chinese Taipei.

2. Referred to the outcome from Workshop on Satellite Data
Application for Sustainable Fishery Support in APEC in 2011
lead by Russian Economy; which was also promoted the use
of satellite imagery for marine biodiversity protection.

Referred to experiences on detailed map development of coral
reef using multi scale approachs of satellite hyperspectral,
airborne CASI, and field survey.

2. Sharing the best practise on ‘real-time monitoring of coral reef
at “KenTing Ocean Ecology Observation, Chinese Taipei “

uka e KAra fanmbAR
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Contact Point:

Center for Natural Reseources Inventory
Agency for the Assessment and Application of Technology
Ministry Research and Technology

Building 11 BPFT, 19 Floor, JI. M.H. Thamrin No. 8 Jakarta 10340
E-mail: nani.hendiarti@bppt.go.id

10
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A number of APEC ecconomies (Australia, Canada, New Zealand,

Singapore, the USA) subtnitted their comments and editorial remarks to the text
of the initiative of the Russian Federation on combating IUU fishing and illegal
trade in biological resources. These proposals were taken into consideration by

the Russian side while further working on the draft of the initiative.

1UU fishing of living resources has a significant adverse impact not only on

the number and size of living resources, but also on their reproduction and food
security of many APEC economies.

1UU fishing leads to serious social problems: the legitimate fishers receive
less living resources, which are the primary source of nutrition for the population

of many APEC economies.
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In contrast to the European continent, there is no universal system of

fish products’ certification in the Asia-Pacific region.

In order to prevent IUU fishing of living resources, in 2009 the Russian

Federation has signed the Agreement with the Republic of Korea and is holding
consultations with other APEC economies on conclusion of similar agreements on

combating IUU fishing and trade in products produced from such resources.
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n order to combat more effectively TUU fishing of living resources and iHegal teade in
products praduced form such resources, the Russian Federation snggests the APEC

cconomies the following:

* to consider a possibility of mtiﬁ.cation or accession to the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea (1982), the Agreement Relating to the Implementation of the Provisions of the
Convention on the Law of the Sea Relating to Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish
Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks (1995), the FAO Agreement on Port State Measures to
Prevent, Deter and Eliminate [UU fishing (2009);

* to encourage implementation of the FAO International Plan of Action to Prevent, Deter and
Eliminate IUU fishing (2001) and to develop national plans on its basis;

+ to expedite signing of bilateral agreements to combat IUU-fishing and illegal export of living
marine resources and products;

* to certify the production of fisheries and aquaculture, which are used as food products;

The Russian Federation alse considers it important that the APEC cconomics:

* carry out monitoring of ﬁslﬁﬁﬁ and tracking of fish products, including the situation with the
distribution;

* consider a possibility of sharing between the OFWG members of the best practices in combating
[UU-fishing of living rescurces and turnover of illegally manufactured fish products;

* promote implementation in the relevant regional fisheries management organizations of best
practices in keeping a register of vessels engaged in IUU-fishing, and vessels flying the "flags of
convenience" and engaged in illegal fishing of living resources;

« take the necessary measures in accordance with international law to prevent trade or imports into
their territory of fish products caught by vessels that have been identified by the relevant regional
fisheries management organization as engaged in [UU-fishing.
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Positions of Anstralia,
-fishing of Hving res

. . Canada and Singapore would not
Implementation of measures is a

complex issue, dependent on regional support a new scheme for
circumstances. Specific measures
(detailed and time-bound) are
required and these are best pursued in other fora, including on traceability
forums such as Regional Fisheries
Management Organisations (RFMOs)
and the Regional Plans of Action (COFIL), could risk further
(RPOA). APEC can lend weight to
actions taken in those forums.

9 U=

certification, as duplicating work in

at the FAQ Fisheries Committee

complicating an already difficult

'APEC

RUSSIA 2012

The Russian Federation encourages the APEC cconomies to take
responsibilities on undertaking specific measures referring to implementation of
effective ways of combating IUU fishing and trade in products produced from

such resources.
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Thank for your kind attention
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PROMOTING BLUE ECONOMY INITIATIVES TO STRENGTHENING FOOD SECURITY LINKED
TO CLIMATE CHANGE IN THE ASIA-PACIFIC REGION

Concept Paper

1. The Concept of Blue Economy

The terminclogy of "blue economy” has been promoted in several international cooperation to
highlight the importance of sustainable management and preservation of marine and ocean
resources.” In 2012, the blue economy’ will become a major theme for international EXPO in
Yeosu, South Korea. lts theme, “The Llwng Ocean and Coast: Diversity of Resources and
Sustainable activities” defines “blue economy” as the global sharing of green growth based on
new science and technology applied to the ocean?. The need fo promote blue economy in APEC
is timely as concerns for better management of ocean sustainabilit y and marine biodiversity
conservation is increasing.

Based on this conception, the "blue economy” should address all elements in achieving
sustainable management of oceans and marines resources as it should be viewed from a
hollistic approach. There is urgency to promote concrete action involving ali related stakeholders
in the areas of cooperation, among octhers, in (i) managing sustainable oceans and marine
resources supply to food security, (i) tackling climate change, {iii) combating trade in illegally-
captured fish, (iv) innovations through collabaration in research and development, (v} increasing
public awareness on ocean and marine issues. The "blue economy” is aimed at complementing
efforts for green economy towards sustainable growth, as the two concepts share the same
visian, sustainable and inclusive growth. According te Cherdsak Virapat, there are three pillars of
sustamab[e development affecting “blue economy’, namely: ecosystem economy and
social.*Ecosystem considerations need to be integrated into economic and social decisions,
rather than separate and often competing matters. The objective should be derived from
economic and social benefits from the oceans in ways that are efficient, equitable and
sustainable in short and long terms. Better coordination and cooperation between the three
pillars is needed in the policy implementation.

2. Addressing sustainability of oceans and marine resources in APEC

The conservation and sustainability of oceans and marine resources have become two elements
of cooperation among APEC economies. The establishment of Marine Resources Conservaticn
Working Group (MRCWG) and Fisheries Working Group (FWG), and the merger of the two
working groups into Oceans and Fisheries Working Group {OFWG) in 2011, are testament to the
commitment of APEC Economies on the importance of oceans and marine conservation and
their sustainability to the economic growth that contribute to the regional development and trade.

The commitments made in the warking group levels have been reaffirmed in the commitments of
related Ministers and Leaders. At the 2010 APEC Economic Leaders Meeting in Yokohama,
Japan, it was agreed to include ocean and marine resources preservation as part of sustainable
growth of APEC Growth Strategy.

! The Pacific Small Island Developing States (PSID) used the term “blue economy’ in its paper "The Blue Economy : A Pacific
Small Island Developing States Perspective’, submitted to Rio+20 Pacific Preparatory Meeting,
hitp:/fiwww.unescap.org/epoc/pdi/Rio+20-Pacific-Paper-2-2-Blue%20E conomy-Pacific-SIDS-Perspective. pdf, accessed on 4
Feb 2012
% The main objectives of the EXPQ 2012 are: {a) promoting sustainability; (b} addressing climate change; (c) sustainable
resources supply; and (d) technology. It seeks {a) to generate new growth opportunities through development and conservation
of the acean; (b) the integrated management of the ocean and coasts based on ecosystems approach; (c) innovation in marine
science and technology and marine-related industries; (d) global collahoration; and {e) public awareness,
http {iwww.oecd.org/datacecd/22/39/45692295.pdf, accessed on 4 Feb 2012

% Report of the UN Law of the Sea Convention, hitp://unnaosustainabillty.orafwp-content/uploads/2011/07/Report-on-UN-Law-
of-the-Sea-Convention.pdf, accessed on 4 Feb 2012
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There are numerous challenges to the sustainability of ocean and marine resources such as
piracy, acidification of oceans, deterioration of coral reefs and marine life, implementation of
UNCLOS, lllegal, Unregulated and Unreported (IUU) fishing, investment in marine renewable
energy, deep seabed mining reduction of harmful subsidies in the fishery sector to avoid over-
fishing and protection of marine biodiversity in areas beyond national jurisdiction. Many also
underlined the importance of blue economy as a large segment of the population in the region
rely on marine resources for their daily livelihoods.

The challenges faced by APEC economies were addressed comprehensively in the Ocean and
Fisheries Working Group. At the APEC Oceans-related Ministers in Paracas, Peru, Qctober
2010, the Ministers agreed on increasing cooperation in four main areas, namely: (i) sustainable
development and protection of the marine environment; (i) climate change impacts on the
oceans, (iif) free and open trade and investment; and (iv) the role of oceans in food security. The
ministers have also agreed on the Action Agenda as commitment made through Paracas
Declaration. The need to promote activities related to the management of Marine Protected
Areas (MPAs) and to further collaborate with international organization including Regional
Fisheries Management Organization (RFMQ) in creating new MPAs, is also acknowledged in the
action agenda.

The impact of climate change to oceans sustainability has gained special concerns, as the APEC
economies agreed to cooperate in gathering and sharing scientific knowledge on climate change
and its impacts on coastal and marine ecosystems, fisheries and aquaculture, and were
encouraged to improve capacity of coastal communities, fishing industries, and resource
managers to respond and adapt to climate change.

The important contribution of fisheries and aquaculture products to food security through the
promaotion of sustainable management of fisheries and aquaculture supply chain, is one of the
primary cooperation among APEC members as the region accounts for more than two-thirds of
the world's captured fisheries and aquaculture production, and consumes 70% of the world's fish
products. |UU fishing and piracy activities pose serious threats to the sustainability of ocean
resources. Therefore, APEC has agreed to strengthen cooperation in order to reduce damages
and losses in the fisheries sector and food security in the APEC region through developing and
harmonizing traceability tools in fisheries.

On trade and investment, APEC economies have agreed to restrain from unilateral acts that can
threaten food security, such as subsidies, and increase cooperation on the issues of standards,
and non-tarriff measures such as sanitary and phytosanitary, and supporting initiatives on
improving supply chain efforts in order to increase efficiency and reduce losses in supply chain.

. Promoting Economy Initiatives in APEC

Blue economy initiative promotes ocean-based economy that is economically and
environmentally sustainable. It covers a wider range of sectors such as fisheries management,
marine industries development, as well as marine/coastal ecosystem protection. It requires
integration on planning, including its implementation to develop sustainable ocean-based
development. There are three initiatives suggested by Indonesia in promoting Blue Econemy in
APEC, namely :

a. Reducing Unsustainable Fishing Practices
Over-fishing and illegal fishing are depleting once abundant fish stocks and driving many

species rapidly toward extinction, while destructive fishing practices such as bottom trawling
cause enormous damage on marine ecosystems. These issues are not new, but innovative
approaches, renewed commitment and urgent implementation of strategies to combat
unsustainable and destructive fishing must be at the forefront on building a resilient “blue
economy’, thereby safeguarding food security and a sustainable future for Asia-Pacific region.

b. Climate Changs and Coral Reefs
The combined impacis of climate change, such as sea-level rise, increased sea-surface
temperature and intensified storm acfivity, with the adverse effects of ocean acidification
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caused by increased dissolved carbon dioxide, are likely the biggest threats to the health of
the ocean. Coral reefs ecosystems are particularly susceptible to climate change and ocean
acidification, and may be the first marine ecosystem to collapse without urgent increased
mitigation action. Urgent and deep reductions in greenhouse gas emissions are a global
imperative. Additionally, given existing levels of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere and ocean,
building the resilience of vulnerable marine ecosystems to the impacts of climate change and
ocean acidification is essential to enabling sustainable development and eradicating poverty.

Promoting regional connectivity

The concept of regional connectivity is the creation of physical and non-physical facilitating
linkages within a region, in this case Asia and the Pacific, through development or required
infrastructure to enable the free movement of goods, services, trade and invesiment in a
region. Physical is the creation of hard-infrastructure such as transport (seaports, shipping)
that would enable the flow of free movement of goods, services, trade and investment in a
region. Non-physical is the formulation of soft-infrastructure in the form of policies and
regulations such as effective border and customs procedures for a smooth flow of free
movement of goods, services, trade and investment in the region. One of many factors, if not
prerequisite, that would achieve Blue Economy in the region may be the concept of
connectivity. Through connectivity, regional economies may better address the issues of
ocean infrastructure and soft-infrastructure in relations to the Pacific Ocean with the aim of
creating sustainable development through trade. The establishment of a better ocean
infrastructure as well as policies and regulations in the region may help contribute to the
creation of a dynamic and prosperous region.

In promoting “blue economy” initiative in APEC, the APEC Secretariat will provide assistances
in preparing the mapping exercise on APEC capacity building projects/activities related to
oceans. In addition, Indonesia would also like to propose a concept note regarding “blue
economy” model project in APEC to be further developed in OFWG. The possible area will be
in Morotai, North Maluku and International Fishing Port in Jakarta. The concept note is still
being discussed and will be circulated later.

Objectives

We are cognizant of the fact that the concept of blue economy is new and requires further

elaboration that may be achieved through common perspectives and understanding from

APEC Economies. Therefore, we recommend that this new initiative should be put forward as

one of the main issues to be discussed during APEC 2012, with the following ohjectives:

1. Addressing the sustainability of ocean and marine resources as one of priorities in APEC
2012.

2. lIdentifying and sharing of best practices and promoting capacity building related to blue
economy issues.

3. Identifying practical measures and efforts to achieve food security and economic
development through blue economy.

4. Promoting further cooperation among APEC member economies through regional and
international cooperation, as well as public private partnership in achieving better
management and sustainable oceans.

Conclusion

APEC Summit 2012 should accelerate and broaden the world-wide transition towards a “blue
economy” that promotes sustainable development and trade which may contribute to poverty
eradication in the Asia Pacific region. The APEC member economies should consider that a
“blue economy” offers win-win opportunities to all economies, regardless of the structure of
their economic and their level of development. “Blue economy” is more than the sum of
existing commitments: it has the potential to lead us fo a new development paradigm and a
new business model where growth, development and environment are seen as mutuaily
reinforcing.
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«Trade and investment in sustainably managed fisheries and
aquaculture contribute to economic growth, poverty alleviation and
food security, and create employment in all economic sectors in the

region while relying on healthy marine ecosystems.»

« We are concerned by the growing adoption of unilateral measures

that can create unjustified barriers to_trade_ of fisherfes products if
inconsistent with international obligations. »

« We reaffirm our commitment to free and open trade and
investment in a transparent, rules-based multilateral trade system.»
2
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We stress the Importance of the fisheries subsidies negotiations as part of the WTO DDA and urge
the APEC economies to actively eommit to a successful and effective outcome of these
negotiations.

We recognize tha efforts of the relevant international organizations such as FAQ, Codex, OIE and
other international and regional organizations te promote within these organizations the
development of standards, guldelines, and recommendations with respect to SPS issues in
fisheries.

We support the further development and implementation, as appropriate, of traceability tools.

We encourage APEC economles to support regional and global efforts to harmonize traceability
tools and to minimize as much as possible the costs of their implementation.

We support the development of FAQ best practice guidelines for catch documentation schemes
and traceability in an effort to avoid differing unilateral import requirements.

We support trade and investment facilitation measures that are consistent with sustainable

resource management,
)

EIPARNIONIGNIARES

INITEAYA

* We shared the view that through effective resource
management of marine fisheries and sustainable
development of aquaculture production, fishery resources
will continue to be a secure and promising source of food
supply.

* We acknowledged the outcomes of the AOMM3,
recognizing and emphasizing the vital contribution of
marine resources and fisheries and aquaculture products
to food security.

Utilize fisheries resources sustainably
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Utilize fisheries resources sustainably

* Develop a framework for fisheries development assistance
outlining sustainable fishery %oals and the priority areas to
secure food supplies and livelihoods.

* Conduct a study on the potential supply and use of small
pelagic fish products for human consumption.

* Deliver a training module cn safety of the aquaculture
supply chain.

* Share information on sustainable use of fisheries resources
via IP.

Vorrild sl g tfg|LJ€JCuH'LE1

@@ émd uislization

CARLreSrs Sestrrrem)

" PREDUCTION T
INLAND
Caplure 8.6 9.4 9.8 10,0 0.2 101
Agquaculture 25.2 26.8 28.7 30.7 32.9 35.0
Totat Inlanc 338 a6z 385 40.6 431 45.1
MARINE
Capiure B3.8 82.7 80.0 79.9 785 9.9
Aquaruliure 16.7 17.5 18.6 9.2 18.7 20.1
Tatal marine 1005 100.1 98.6 99.2 99.2 10G.0
TOTAL CAPTURE 92.4 22.1 2307 B92.0 83,7 0.0
TOTAL AQUACLULTURE 419 44.3 A74A 49.9 2.5 55,1
TOTAL WORLED FISHERIES 134.3 136.4 137.1 139.8 142.3 1459
{ UTILZATION )
Human camsumptlon 1044 107.2 110.7 112.7 115.1 it7.a
Non-lood uses 29.8 20.1 26.3 271 27.2 27.3
Population (alfions) 5.4 6.5 6.6 6,7 6.8 6.8
Per caplia food fish supply (ko) 16.2 16.5 16.8 15,9 - 171 17.2

MNore: Excluding agquatic plants. Data for 2002 arc provitlonal estimates,

Souce: FAQ SCFIA 2090 B
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Fisheries Sector Outlook

Miarine and inlamnd Lf![r)LLll rC ﬁl |m less

Peru

Indonesta

United States of America
Japan

India

Chile

Russian Federation
Phifippines

Myanmar

0 2 4 8 3 10 12 4

16 18

Milion tonnes
Sowae: FAD SOFIA 2010
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quaniity in 2008 and grewih

(91D 15, BIgUiEIC tutlhuulnf“";urhtﬁu’u UIC@ES ‘6‘/

Praduction Avarage anhual tata of growth
2000 ZooE  1990-2000 2000-2008 1950-2008
tPercentego]
China . 5462 21 522 32736 127 3.4 9.4
“India ~ 1017 1943 3479 6.7 7.6 7.1
Viat Na_m 160 . 499 zZ 462. 12,0 22,1 16.4
S R R T T A N T
Thailand 292 738 1374 87 8.1 9,0
Bangladesh 193 657 1005 3.1 5.5 96
Norway 151 491 244 12,6 7.0 10.0
Gile  m 3@ w3 &3 W4 198
i’hiilppines 380 394 741 0.4 2.2 3.8
Japan 804 763 732 -0.5 0.5 -0.5
Egypt £2 340 594 8.6 9.3 1.4
P R g T ers  sez | gma | zas
United States of Amerita 315 456 500 3.8 12 26
__Republic of Korea 77 293 475 ~2.5 6.2 1.3
Taiwan Province of China 333 244 324 -3.1 36 -0.2

Vote; Data excudle aquatic plants.
Source: FAQ SOFIA 2010

que 'jr&ﬁogdcgt m@d ﬂ‘br CW

1%@@@@@13@

150

IS Froduction

120

90

80

30

Source: FAQ SOFIA 2610
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e e Ay e o
RIS AT T WSO |

Thns 121} it
Horwiy - J66t E9T 55 £ LA

Thastand 4033 6512 49
Derumark FETT] 4591 47
Vit fare a25 A58 [
United States of Amerca 1409 4253 64
Chile 1558 39 94
Canads s FE [
Span 1529 3 465 B5
Hetherlands 1365 3 25
TOF TEN SUTTOTAL 2318 51685 B3
REST CF WORLD FOTAL 226 ¥ 53
WOk TOTAL 51451 FUEH e
HUaT A

Iapan @8 dahad 15
Urded S1ates of Ameria 454 A3 %1
Span 3545 7103 72
France 3505 5536 kY]
luly 2809 5453 &

Chma 951 5133 A7,

Cermany 2629 502 &

Wnhad Kingdom 7384 £223 E:

Dheraruik. 1704 EYiE] £2
Aepublic el Kotes E 8 178
TGP TEH SURTCTAL 39SH 7317 55
AT OF WORLD TQTAL W51 1975 EX3
WORLD I0TAL s5o81 17418 ER

Hoie AP selen toth fesceatige genuth ate Sor 19985408,
Source FAO SOFIA 2010

Flsheries ane aouaculiture contribuie

te ecomomic growth

Table 1% Share of Fish in Agricutural GDP and in Tatal GOP {n 9%} T e Lo
Share in agsicuitural
Share i wisl GEP
Ausiralia H1 63
Canada ] 02
Chide &4 50
Indonesia 4 ig
China b1 20
Japan 22 03
Korea, Repubfic of 9 84
fhafaysis 17 15
1hewco 20 a8
Hew Zealand 2% 13
Papua New Gulnea 5 i4
Peru 23 29
Philippines 13 22
Russian Federation 9 83
Thalland 19 21
usa . a7 a3
iet Nam 19 40
Aversge 18 28

Mote: these figures are based on FAD Fishenes Counlry Profile, 2vailable for different
years, Chingse Taipgi s nol identibed

162



el I L T R T e | IR
AT TF T G OWLE TN T E (g

@:{ﬁﬁu;j}Ji@wiﬁ@m@ CIFEaiEoN @imd! JOXONAETTIEY

I:lSectori‘mpfcrymentinAPECemnoes AL ‘

Australia © 18000 " ' '

Brunel Darussatam 6,600 In APEC economies, and
g;;:da 123-33 aquaculture sector employs approximately 26.2
China 12,160,000 million fish harvesters and fish farmers, which
Hong Kong, China 38,000 comprise 60% of the world’s total fisheres
Indonesia 2480000 .
Japan 210,000 wprkforce. Employment numbers vary widely,
;er;ublilcof Korea ﬁmg with more than 12million in China and 4million in
ratdiad Hoom Viet Nam to 110 thousand in Malaysia and 16
New Zealand 1,500 thousand in Papua New Guinea.
Paptsa New Gulrea 16,000
Perly 25,000 -
Philippines 2,600,000 The sector offers employment for people living
it R e in remote and rural locations, where
Chinese Talpei 350,000 employment opportunities are limited, With 90%
‘Thattand 3,691,000
e tes 10000 of APEC _ﬁsh harvesters rfm.c_l fish farmers
Vistiam 4,000,000 employed in small-scale activities, the sector
ToTAL 26,153,900 a[_sI? plays al vital role In the livelihood of 24,2
Fgures based on SUAAand FAQ fakurles country profies, million people.

availabla for diffeentyrars 13

B (g”uﬁi@"@f@ﬂgkJruj;gniﬁ_i;!ynfi‘_é‘ OROTH

jood security

For more than 2.9 billion people, ﬂsherypucts= pravide at lea
animal protein intake. This figure increases to 18.5% for p
food-deficit countries.

Fish also supply important traditional ingredients in the daily diets of many APEC
populations, including for fish sauce and fish-based condiments. Economies in Asia,
in particutar, place greater importance on fish in total protein intake, with people in
Indonesia, Japan, Malaysia and the Philippines eating fish more often to meet their
animal protein needs.

Estimated in 2003 at 27.3 kg per person, the consumption of fishery products in the
APEC region is 65%higher than theworld average of 16.7 kg. This figure is also
Increasing, with per capita intake doubling over the last 40 years in Australia; Hong
Kong, China; and Indonesia. In the Republic of Korea, liberalisation of import policy
led to a jump in fish consumption from13.3 kg in 1961 to over 50 kg in 2003.

14
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{per capita per day)
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* Ecolabeling and certification
* Private Standards

# Traceability

* Harmonization

Example: Peru’s efforts to maximaze the value of
Fishing

Use of Engraulis Ringens (Peruvian Sardine) for direct
human consumption: maximizing the value of the
largest catch species globally )
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* Trade measures against 1UU fishing

# Caution must be exercised in their application to ensure that they

do not create unnecessary or unjustifiable barriers to frade.

* The use of Port State Measures to combat [UU
fishing.

19

« Fisheries subsidies may have damage the sustainabllity of wil resourced by

creating overfishing and  over-capacity. They may also
distortive effects on prices, trade and markets.

% WTO launched negotiations to clarify and improve WTO disciplines on
fisherles subsidies, At the Hong Kong WTO Ministerial Conference in 2005
there was broad agreement on strengthening those disciplines, including
through a prohibition of certain forms of flsheries subsidies that contribute

to overcapacity and overfishing.

% The challenge now fading the negotiators is to develop stronger rules while
respecting the important policy concerns of WTO members, particularly

developing and least-developed economies.

+ Adetailed and analytical report on the challenges faced in this difficult
negotiation was released in April 2011 by the Chair of the WTO Rules

Negotiating Group. It was a useful tool to Meapture” the negotlations and

frame its future work.

20
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Stronﬁ consensus among, delegations of all sizes and levels of development

that the state of global fisheries resources is alarming and getting worse.

Most agree that subsidies play a major role in contributing to these problems,
and that this Is what is behind the neﬁotiatl‘ng mandate te strengthen
disciplines on fisherfes subsidies, including through a prohibition.

For the Chair, it seems that most (although not all) delegations, rather than
seeking to build convergence by indicating acceptance of the appropriate level
of disciplines ﬁand of the poilcy changes that this would imply), to effectively
address what is undeniably a common and raptdly worsening problern, appear
to be focusing princpally on maintaining their own status quo by placing on
"others" the main responsibility to implement solutions, while minimizing the
impact of disciplines on their own activities.

Currently, negotiations at all areas of the WTO DDA are at an impasse, but
delegation are exploring different approaches to advance negotiations,
{l;dudinl_;g fjocusing on the issue were provisional or definitive agreements can

e reached.

21

b«lh?l:;:lﬁ,nfumg relizisle s

|:, Generic fish and fish product supply chain

Tactris woply chih Domesta J3 Infernational

SN A : Vo L A
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Source: UNEP, The Role of Supply Chainsin Addressing the Global Seafood
Crisis (2009) 22
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£ o Peru’s racie

Imports (2007-2011) {Thousands US$)
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CHILE’S PROPOSAL

Key Performance Indicators: (Please read document OFWG/010, page 3)

Elements that are vital/critical/fundamental for the strategy to be successful.

Those few things that must go well to ensure success

» Marine resources and ecosystems in a healthy condition
o In practical terms, fish and the habitat of the fish in good conditions, this a sine
qua non statement

¢ Real commitment and willingness from the member economies to implement best
fishing and aquaculture practices {or e.g. the international plans of action)
o Formal/diplomatic declarations are not sufficient

s Proper fadequate dialogue, coordination and exchange of information among the
member econemies, the private sector and regional and international organizations.
o Isolated efforts from each economy are not sufficient (e.g. capacity building;
collabarative solutions to common problems)
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