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Agenda item 1. 
Opening of the meeting

1. The First Regular Session of the Technical and Compliance Committee (TCC) of the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission took place 5-9 December 2005 at Pohnpei, Federated States of Micronesia.  The Session was opened by the Hon. Sebastian Anafel, Secretary of Foreign Affairs, Federated States of Micronesia.  The Chairman was Mr Apolosi Turaganivalu from Fiji.

2. The following attended the Session as Members of the Commission:  Australia, Canada, People’s Republic of China, Cook Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, French Polynesia, European Community, Fiji, France, Japan, Kiribati, Korea, Marshall Islands, Nauru, New Caledonia, New Zealand, Niue, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Chinese Taipei, Tokelau, Tonga, Tuvalu, Wallis and Futuna and Vanuatu. 

3. The United States of America attended as a Cooperating Non-member (CNM).  Observers representing the World Wide Fund for the Conservation of Nature (WWF), Greenpeace, the Pacific Islands Forum Fisheries Agency (FFA), Secretariat of the Pacific Community (SPC) and the Commission of the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources (CCAMLR) also participated.  A list of participants is presented at Attachment A.
Agenda item 1.2. 
Adoption of agenda

4. The Committee adopted the agenda contained in WCPFC/TCC1/02 (Attachment B). 

Agenda item 1.3.
Election of Vice Chair

5. Mr. Wendell Sanford (Canada) was elected Vice Chair of the TCC by consensus.  In accordance with the rules of procedure adopted by the Commission, he shall serve for TCC1 and TCC2.  A new Vice Chair will be elected at the close of TCC2. 

Agenda item 2.1.
Review of the status of measures

6. The Secretariat presented WCPFC/TCC1/10.Rev.1 and provided a brief report on the information received from Members, CNMs and participating territories, in accordance with Article 24(5).  The presentation summarized information received to date in respect of the procedures for the Commission's record of vessels and authorizations to fish (WCPFC/PrepCon/46, Annex I) and other information required under the WCPF Convention, including reporting on compliance with the provisions of the Convention and adopted conservation and management measures.  The Secretariat noted that the development of the report was hampered by the limited number of reports received in a timely manner, the lack of a standard template for reporting, and the varied quality of the information received, particularly in relation to the record of fishing vessels.  The Secretariat also noted that there may be a need to develop a standardized format for the submission of the information contained in Annex IV of the Convention given the experience of the Secretariat this year.  

7. Several delegations raised technical issues regarding the type and format of information to be submitted pursuant to Annex IV of the Convention.  A small informal working group met to discuss further the issues that had been raised.  As a result of these deliberations, TCC1 recommends that:

a). Members, CNMs and participating territories provide, as a matter of priority, all the information required by Annex IV of the Convention, in accordance with the procedures adopted by the Commission at its first meeting in December 2004.  In particular, Members, CNMs and participating territories are requested to bring the specifications for the marking and identification of fishing vessels (WCPFC/PrepCon/47
), which were adopted by WCPFC1, to attention of their appropriate authorities, noting in particular section 2.1 regarding the WCPFC Identification Number (WIN), to ensure all the required information is provided to the Commission.

b). Further work is needed regarding standardizing certain technical aspects, such as the metric on carrying capacity (item 18 in Annex IV).  It is recommended that this be a priority task for the future Commission Compliance Manager (expected to be hired in the first quarter of 2006), who will consult with Members, CNMs, and participating territories.

c). For the purposes of clarification, the Commission endorse that once Members, CNMs, and participating territories have submitted the information required under Annex IV to the Commission they are not obligated to resubmit this information annually, except in the case of any additions or deletions to the record. In such cases, Members, CNMs, and participating territories shall promptly inform the Commission of any such changes, in accordance with Article 24(6).

8. The TCC further noted that additional consideration needs to be given to such issues as how the record of fishing vessels authorized to fish in the Convention Area beyond a Member or Cooperating Non Member’s area of national jurisdiction may be used in the future for compliance purposes and the development of a transparent process for addressing incomplete record submissions.

Agenda item 2.2.
Reports from Members & Cooperating Non-Members 

9. The Secretariat circulated provisional guidelines for the preparation of national reports one month in advance of the Session (WCPFC/TCC1/09).  Twelve Members submitted reports which had been posted on the Commission’s website prior to the Committee’s First Regular Session.  In addition, the United States of America submitted a report in compliance with the obligations listed in paragraph 3 of the procedures for Cooperating Non-members.  The Committee recognized the need for the development of a transparent process for the consideration of applications for CNM status.
Agenda item 3.1
Monitoring and reviewing compliance with conservation and management measures

10. The Secretariat presented WCPFC/TCC1/11 and Attachment, as a first step in developing a structure for reporting on compliance with conservation and management measures, drawing the main elements of such reporting requirements from the Convention, and comparing them with reporting requirements from other RFMOs. A suggested template for an annual compliance report was tabled for consideration.
11. Discussion confirmed the need to avoid duplication and maintain transparency in any reporting procedures adopted, whilst ensuring such reporting did not become excessively onerous for members. In response to calls to develop a procedure for submitting a single annual report to the Commission which provided information to both the SC and the TCC, the Secretariat developed a draft report outline for the consideration of the TCC.
12. The TCC noted that agreeing to this reporting format was just the first step in the process, and that the TCC may later need to develop compliance mechanisms, sanctions etc, in line with the prescribed functions of the TCC as outlined Article 14.  The TCC recognized the need to include an agenda item “Members Compliance Review” for TCC2.
Agenda Item 3.2 
Standards for reporting by Members and Cooperating Non-Members to monitor compliance

13. The TCC, after further discussion, agreed to a two-part reporting format (attached as Attachment D), with Part 1 of the report (Information on Fisheries, Research and Statistics) to be submitted to the Commission by 30th June or one month in advance of the SC, and Part 2 (Management and Compliance) submitted 30 days in advance of the Annual Session or the TCC. This format will be subject to periodic revision and possible elaboration.  It was noted that the elements of Part I were drawn from the Fishery Reports from Members to the SC meeting.  The Committee recommended to the Commission that Part I become the template for the National Fishery Reports for the SC and that Part II become the template for Management and Compliance Reports to the TCC. This will provide for complimentary reports which avoids that avoids duplication. The TCC agreed on the need for a Violation Reporting Form to report IUU fishing activity.
Agenda Item 4. 
Implementation of cooperative measures for monitoring, control, surveillance and enforcement

Agenda Item 4.1 
VMS

14. The Secretariat presented WCPFC/TCC1/13.Rev.1 on VMS standards and specifications and details of a number of options for VMS implementation for the Commission.  Options were presented for the specifications for the functions of the Commission VMS, options for the implementation of the Commission VMS, cost issues relating to VMS implementation and technical issues relating to implementation such as transponder (ALC) specifications, data sharing and confidentiality and procedures to run in parallel with the VMS implementation.
15. The Committee noted the importance of VMS as an MCS tool but noted that this is not a stand-alone solution and must be integrated with the other MCS functions of the Commission, such as the vessel record, observer program, boarding and inspection, transhipment monitoring and port state measures to ensure an effective MCS solution.

16. The Committee noted the seven basic requirements of the Commission VMS as:

Near Real Time – “Each member of the Commission shall require its fishing vessels that fish for highly migratory fish stocks on the high seas in the Convention Area to use near real-time satellite position-fixing transmitters while in such areas” (Article 24(8))

Area of coverage – “Each member of the Commission shall require its fishing vessels that fish for highly migratory fish stocks on the high seas in the Convention Area to use near real-time satellite position-fixing transmitters while in such areas” and “any members of the Commission may request that waters under its national jurisdiction be included within the area covered by such vessel monitoring systems.” 
Traditional Vessels – “the Commission shall take into account the characteristics of traditional fishing vessels from developing States” (Article 24(8))

Direct transmission of position information – “The Commission, directly, and simultaneously with the flag State where the flag State so requires, or through such other organization designated by the Commission, shall receive information from the vessel monitoring system in accordance with the procedures adopted by the Commission.” (Article 24(8))

Confidentiality – “The procedures adopted by the Commission shall include appropriate measures to protect the confidentiality of information received through the vessel monitoring system.” (Article 24(8))

Responsibility to Coastal States – “Each member of the Commission shall require its fishing vessels that fish in the Convention Area in areas under the national jurisdiction of another member to operate near real-time satellite position-fixing transmitters in accordance with the standards, specification and procedures to be determined by the coastal State.” (Article 24(9))

Compatibility – “The members of the Commission shall cooperate to ensure compatibility between national and high seas vessel monitoring systems.” (Article 24(10))
17. With respect to standards and specifications for ALCs, much of the discussion within the Committee focused on the issue of “polling.”  Some delegations noted that polling capability provides significant advantages in terms of monitoring and enforcement capability.  This is due to the fact that a regular reporting period of 4 to 6 hours can be reduced by the VMS system operator, when necessary, to intervals of as little as every 15 minutes, which can be highly valuable in monitoring the operations of a particular vessel that might be suspected of engaging in a prohibited activity.  Moreover, units with polling capability also had the ability for two-way communications, which also provides an important tool for monitoring, control and surveillance purposes.
18. Other delegations noted that the effectiveness of VMS system as a monitoring and enforcement tool need not be compromised by the lack of a polling capability.  They noted that the regular reporting rate could be specified as a sufficiently small period to make up for the inability to reduce such rate from a remote location.  They also noted that virtually all vessels have alternative methods for two-way communication with the vessel, so polling need not be the only factor in any decision regarding VMS.
19. The Committee noted that ALC standards could be approved that did not include a requirement for polling provided that other specific requirements were included in the Commission’s VMS standards.  The Committee agreed that for units without polling capability, the reporting rate should be set a frequency sufficient to ensure that the effectiveness of the program as a monitoring and enforcement tool was not compromised.  Though there was no consensus on this point, with limited exceptions, the large majority expressed the view that a one-hour reporting rate would be the best compromise between the alternative positions expressed.  The Committee agreed that any specification should require an alternative form of two-way communication for vessels equipped with ALC units that did not have this capability.
20. The Committee received a draft specification for the use of ALCs by vessels operating under the Commission’s VMS (Attachment E). The draft specification is based upon the FFA VMS Specification.  It was agreed that Members would review the draft specification for further discussion at TCC2.  It was noted that coastal States and participating territories would retain the right to operate systems in accordance with existing national, bilateral and regional agreements.  
21. The Committee also considered draft rules and procedures for the use and release of VMS data.  The draft rules and procedures were based upon the CCAMLR rules for the use and release of VMS data (Attachment F).  It was agreed that Members would review these draft rules and procedures before the Commission VMS becomes operational.

22. The Committee discussed the development of a short list of options for VMS implementation, from those presented by the Secretariat as listed below and mechanisms for progressing the development of the Commission VMS.  The Committee expressed the desire that the system options be considered in 2006 and, if approved, the system be made operational in 2007.
Option 1 – One VMS at FFA covering high seas and FFA Member’s EEZs

Option 2 – One VMS at the Commission covering high seas and FFA Member’s EEZs

Option 3 – Two VMS with FFA VMS forwarding relevant high seas data to WCPFC VMS

Option 4 – Two VMS WCPFC VMS forwarding data for FFA Member’s EEZs to FFA VMS

Option 5 – Two separate VMS at WCPFC for high seas and FFA for FFA Member’s EEZs 

Recommendations and technical advice from the TCC to the Commission:

23. The TCC recommends that the Commission approve the following description of the agreed functions of the Commission’s VMS program.
a). Track the position and speed of all fishing vessels that fish for highly migratory fish stocks covered by the Convention on the high seas in the Convention Area and any waters under national jurisdiction as requested by Members as per Article 24(8);
b). Support of the MCS functions of the Commission (e.g., transhipment monitoring, observers); and

c). Facilitation of the monitoring and enforcement of conservation / management measures (e.g., closed areas).
24. The TCC recommends to the Commission that approval of ALC standards that do not include a polling capability be contingent on the following conditions:
a). That the reporting rate be set at a frequency sufficient to ensure that the effectiveness of the program as a monitoring and enforcement tool was not compromised.  
b). That vessels equipped with such units have on board and operational at all times an alternative method of two-way communication between the vessel and the VMS system operators.

25. The TCC recommends that the Commission consider Option 3 (two VMS with FFA VMS forwarding relevant high seas data to WCPFC VMS) and Option 5 (two separate VMS at WCPFC for high seas and FFA for FFA Member’s EEZs) as potential solutions for VMS implementation.  
26. The TCC recommends that a cost assessment and feasibility study be undertaken by the Secretariat of the short-listed options as described in the TCC work program (Attachment I) during the intersessional period.  

27. The TCC recommended a process for establishing the VMS.  This is described in the TCC work program at Attachment I).

Agenda Item 4.2 
Monitoring, control and surveillance components of the regional observer program
28. The Secretariat presented a paper (WCPFC/TCC1/14) which profiled work undertaken in the Preparatory Conference in relation to the monitoring, control and surveillance functions of the regional observer program, recent reviews of observer programs operating in other RFMOs and options for establishing the Commission’s program.  The Committee recalled the decision of the First Session of the Commission which requested the Technical and Compliance Committee to consider the regional observer program as a matter of priority at the First Regular Session of the Technical and Compliance Committee.
29. The Committee agreed that the Commission’s program will support both scientific and compliance functions and be coordinated, to the extent possible, with existing national, regional or sub-regional programs to avoid duplication.  It was also agreed that the Commission will need to develop standards and procedures, including training and certification procedures, so that existing programs can contribute to the Commission’s program to the maximum extent possible.

30. The Committee considered that, while the operations and procedures for observer programs operated by other RFMOs provide useful information that can assist in the design of the Commission’s program, there is no model arrangement in operation that lends itself to immediate adaptation to the WCPO and that gives effect to Article 28.  

31. The Committee considered the options for developing the regional observer program presented in WCPFC/TCC1/14 and noted that the hybrid approach (option 2) represented one of the flexible and cost effective options for the Commission.

32. The Committee also considered compliance-related functions of the observer program. It was noted that, while the initial observer program may focus on relatively small set of compliance-related functions, such as catch validation, the program will need to be adapted over time to monitor the implementation of specific conservation and management measures as they are adopted by the Commission.

33. Recalling that at the First Regular Session of the Scientific Committee it was noted that the level of observer coverage in the WCPO was generally low and varied across fleets, and that the low levels of observer coverage, particularly for some fleets, have a corresponding impact on estimates of non-target species. The majority of delegations suggested that early consideration should be given to improving observer coverage, particularly in relation to longline fleets, including the setting of observer coverage targets.  The Committee discussed technical issues relating to coverage and deployment, noting that observer safety and costs would be important considerations to improve coverage of all fleets.

34. Data quality and data standards for the observer program were agreed to be matters that would benefit from close collaboration with the Scientific Committee.  Noting that the Scientific Committee has recommended a review of the scientific aspects of existing observer programs, it was suggested that the Technical and Compliance Committee and the Scientific Committee formally collaborate to consider the scientific and technical and compliance elements of the regional observer program.  This could include the scope and objectives of the program, the types of data to be collected, sampling protocols, coverage levels, coordination and compatibility with existing regional or national observer programs, roles and responsibilities of observers, confidentiality requirements, standardized training and certification and reporting formats, and the fate and use of the information generated by the program.  It was suggested that the Chairs of the SC and the TCC meet during TCC1 to discuss how collaboration between these two committees could be facilitated in 2006, such as via a joint meeting of the SC and TCC associated with either SC2 or TCC2.

35. The Committee recommended that the recruitment of the Commission’s observer program coordinator should be a priority for early 2006.  The coordinator would be tasked with drafting, in consultation with interested Members and CNMs, a program document that would describe the immediate objectives of the regional observer program, institutional arrangements for its implementation, science, technical and compliance-related elements of the program, including collaboration between the Scientific Committee and the Technical and Compliance Committee, and a timetable and plan for implementation across all fleets operating in the WCPO.     

Recommendations and technical advice to the Commission

36. The majority of Members of the TCC recommended the following:

a). That the Commission proceed with the hybrid option, recommended by PrepCon Working Group I and identified in WCPFC/TCC1/14, and begin to develop a program of work for its implementation;

b). That early consideration is given to improving observer coverage in the Convention Area, particularly in relation to longline fleets and on the high seas, noting that observer safety and costs are important considerations in improving coverage of all fleets;

The First Regular Session of the TCC recommends the following:

c). That the regional observer program, which will have both scientific and compliance functions, be coordinated, to the extent possible, with existing national, regional or sub-regional programs.  The TCC further advises that standards and procedures, including training and certification procedures, need to be developed to facilitate the contribution of existing programs to the Commission’s program;

d). That the Scientific Committee and the Technical and Compliance Committee formally collaborate to consider the scientific and technical and compliance elements of the regional observer program by convening a joint meeting in association with SC2 or TCC2; and

e). That the Commission’s observer program coordinator be recruited in 2006 as opposed to 2007 as recommended in WCPFC/PrepCon/37.  This will have financial implications for the Commission of approximately $95,000.  As a first task, the coordinator would draft a program document, as outlined in paragraph 25 above.

Agenda Item 4.3 
Boarding and inspection procedures

37.
The Secretariat presented WCPFC/TCC1/15.Rev.1 on high seas boarding and inspection that provided a summary of the discussions during the Preparatory Conference on the development of procedures for high seas boarding and inspection, identified the outstanding issues that require resolution and recommended several options for the Committee to consider on how to advance the issue with a view to reaching agreement on a boarding and inspection scheme for the Commission.

38. 
The Committee noted the importance of high seas boarding and inspection as a monitoring, control and surveillance tool to meet the objectives of the Convention and promote the long term sustainability of the fisheries in the region.  The Committee took note of the provisions of Article 26 of the Convention and recognized that although significant progress was made in PrepCon Working Group III in developing procedures for high seas boarding and inspection there was not sufficient time to reach agreement on them in advance of WCPFC2.  As a result, per Article 26(2), Articles 21 and 22 of the Agreement will apply as of 19 June 2006, until the adoption of a specific boarding and inspection scheme when and if the Commission agrees to such a scheme. Some delegations had a different view that, without additional procedures, high seas boarding cannot be conducted. 
39.
The Committee recognized that Article 26(2) provides that the Commission may decide on additional practical procedures necessary for the implementation of Articles 21 and 22 of the Agreement, noting that the characteristics of the fisheries in the WCPO and the experiences of other regional fisheries management organizations are important considerations.  The Committee agreed to proceed with developing a specific Boarding and Inspection scheme  for the WCPFC  with  a focus on additional practical procedures to implement Articles 21 and 22 in advance of WCPFC3, building on the work of Working Group III.  To advance this work, the Committee agreed to establish an intersessional working group.  The terms of reference for this intersessional working group are attached at Attachment G. 

Recommendations and technical advice to the Commission

40. 
The First Regular Session of the TCC recommends the following:

(a) That an intersessional working group be established, in accordance with the terms of reference found at Attachment G, to be convened by Mr. William Gibbons-Fly (United States).

Agenda Item 4.4 and 4.5 
Port State measures and port inspection

41.
The Secretariat presented WCPFC/TCC1/16 on port state measures and port inspections that briefly described the legal basis for port State control under the WCPF Convention and identified issues that may require consideration in developing a Commission Port State Scheme, taking into account the recently adopted FAO Port State Model Scheme and the experience of other regional fisheries management organizations.  The Secretariat also advised the Committee of language on the FAO Scheme that was recently adopted by consensus in the 2005 United Nations General Assembly resolution on Sustainable Fisheries, which is provided below.  A copy of the full UNGA fisheries resolution may be found at www.un.org.

42. Recognizes the need for enhanced port State controls to combat illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing, urges States to cooperate, in particular at the regional level and through regional and subregional fisheries management organizations and arrangements, and encourages States to apply the model scheme on port State measures endorsed by the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations Committee on Fisheries at its twenty-sixth session in March 2005 at the national and regional levels, promote its application through regional fisheries management organizations and arrangements and bodies and consider, when appropriate, the possibility of developing a legally binding instrument;
42. 
The Committee noted the importance of port State measures and port inspections in meeting the objectives of the Convention, increasing cooperation and coordination, addressing illegal, unreported, and unregulated (IUU) fishing activity and ensuring compliance with conservation and management measures adopted by the Commission, noting in particular the utility of reporting violations that are detected in accordance with Article 25.  The Committee further noted the benefits of developing a harmonized scheme and standards and that the FAO Model Scheme could usefully serve as a basis in this regard.  It was suggested that an appropriate first step would be for Members and CNMs to provide a report to the Secretariat on their existing port State and/or port inspection schemes and how these schemes correspond with the FAO Model Scheme.  

Recommendations and technical advice to the Commission

43. 
The First Regular Session of the TCC recommends the following:

(a) That the 2005 FAO Model Scheme on Port State Measures to Combat Illegal Unreported and Unregulated Fishing serve as the basis for developing a Commission port State Scheme;

(b) That Members and CNMs provide a report to the Commission, in advance of TCC2, that describes their existing port State and/or port inspection schemes, as appropriate, and how these schemes correspond with the FAO Model Scheme.  Members and CNMs are further requested to provide copies of their existing schemes as part of this report. The Secretariat is requested to compile these reports, compare the information received with the FAO Model Scheme and identify any gaps; and

(c) That Members and CNMs, in their annual report to the Commission, provide information on inspections undertaken in their ports and any violations detected. 

Agenda Item 4.6 
Transhipment monitoring

44. 
The Secretariat presented WCPFC/TCC1/17.Rev.1 on transhipment that provided information on the provisions of the WCPF Convention regarding transhipment in the Convention Area, the relationship of transhipment to IUU fishing activities, and the experiences of other regional fisheries management organizations in addressing the issue.

45. 
The Committee agreed that transhipment is a global issue, which necessitates a comprehensive system of regulation that is consistently applied across all regional fisheries management organizations and oceans to prevent IUU activity.  The Committee noted that the fisheries and fleets operating in the region have different characteristics that need to be taken into account in regulating transhipment, in accordance with Article 29 of the Convention.  The Committee noted that transhipment vessels operating in the WCPO are often not flying the flag of a Member of the Commission or CNMs and, as such, this activity is inconsistent with the Commission’s procedures for the record of fishing vessels and authorization to fish.  It was further noted that regulating transhipment both at sea and in port, such as through observer and VMS programs and other actions by port and flag States, should be considered by the Commission as a matter of priority. The Committee also noted the importance of in port transhipment activities to the economic development of some small islands States.

Recommendations and technical advice to the Commission
46. 
The First Regular Session of the TCC recommends the following:

a). That the Commission take early action to regulate transhipment in the Convention Area by developing procedures and other measures to give effect to Article 29 and Article 4 of Annex III of the Convention.  In doing so, the Commission is further requested to consider transhipment regulation schemes adopted by other regional fisheries management organizations, such as ICCAT;

b). That the development of procedures to regulate transhipment be closely coordinated with the implementation of Article 27 on port State measures in order to promote a comprehensive compliance regime and to suppress IUU fishing activities; and

c). That the Commission, in accordance with Article 32, request non-parties  to the WCPF Convention whose vessels fish in the Convention Area, including by conducting transhipment activities, such as Panama, to cooperate fully with the Commission.

Agenda Item 4.7 
MCS Priorities
47.  The Technical and Compliance Committee agreed the following priority components for the elaboration of the Commission’s monitoring, control and surveillance framework within the next two years:

· Member’s and Commission’s List of Fishing Vessels;

· Vessel monitoring system;

· Regional observer program;

· Port State scheme and transhipment;

· High seas boarding and inspection scheme;

· Catch verification; 
· Catch and statistical documentation scheme;
· Gear marking;

Agenda Item 5. 
Advice On Measures Requested By The Commission
Agenda Item 5.1 
Implementation of possible conservation and management measures 

48.
 In introducing Agenda Item 5.1, the Chairman of the Scientific Committee presented the summary outcomes of the first Scientific Committee meeting, held in Noumea from 8th –19th August, for the information of the TCC. He highlighted outcomes of the work undertaken as directed by the WCPFC1 Resolution (Annex II), including estimates of both sustainable catch and effort levels for bigeye, yellowfin and South Pacific albacore, biomass projections for bigeye and yellowfin tuna relative to 2003 catch and effort levels, investigation of measures to mitigate the catch of  juvenile bigeye and yellowfin including controls on setting on floating objects; and estimates of the mortality of non-target species with an initial focus on seabirds, turtles and sharks, as well as data and other issues requiring consultation between the SC and TCC. Regarding the status of bigeye and yellowfin stocks, in both cases, overfishing was probably occurring but neither is in an overfished state.
49.
The Secretariat then presented WCPFC2/TCC1/18 (Conservation and Management Measures), which addressed, inter alia, the specific issues identified for the provision of advice by the TCC to the Commission ie implementation of possible conservation and management measures, including time/area closures and alternative measures to control sets on floating objects. Ensuing discussion stressed the need for TCC to focus on technical issues associated with the implementation of any management measures, but noted that this was difficult before management measures had actually identified for adoption. It was however recognized that the vessel record, operational VMS, observer programs and port schemes would be essential to the implementation of most measures being considered. 

50.
It was agreed to form a small working group to progress this issue. Using Table 2 in WCPFC2/TCC1/18 as a starting point, the group identified MCS measures that would be needed to implement the measures as proposed for adoption at WCPFC2. Following some modification, the Table entitled “Summary of MCS issues that may require consideration for the effective implementation of possible conservation and management measures that might be adopted at WCPFC 2” was accepted as advice for the Commission, and is attached as Attachment H.

Agenda Item 6. 
Work Program for 2006

51. The Committee recommended a draft 2006 work program and budget for consideration by the Commission (Attachment I).  
Agenda Item 7. 
Other matters

Agenda Item 7.1 
Cooperation with other organizations

52. The Committee welcomed a report presented by the Executive Director summarizing developments with the Commission’s relationship with other organizations.
53. The Committee received a presentation from the representative of CCAMLR noting that the Commission and CCAMLR would benefit from close collaboration on i) general MCS matters and ii) efforts to address the incidental catch of seabirds.

54. The Committee advised that the relationship with the IATTC, CCAMLR, CCSBT, FFA and SPC should be priorities for the Commission. It urged the Secretariat to cooperate with the International Monitoring, Control and Surveillance Network for Fisheries-Related Activities and establish a relationship with the North Pacific Anadromous Fish Commission.
Agenda Item 7.2 
Requirements of developing States

55.   
The Committee considered means to give effect to Article 30 of the Convention in relation to assisting small island developing States and participating territories build their fisheries compliance capacity.  The Committee recommended that the Secretariat develop a strategy for capacity-building prior to finalizing procedures for the operation of the Fund to ensure the efforts of the Commission are effective and coordinated with the work of other agencies, as well as guidelines to give effect to Article 30.  
Agenda Item 7.3 
Other business

56. 
The Committee deferred discussion of rules of procedure until TCC2.
Agenda Item 7.4 
Next meeting

57. The Committee recommended that its Second Regular Session be convened at a time and place to be decided after further consultation. 
Agenda Item 8. 
Report to the Commission

58. The Report of the First Regular Session of the Technical and Compliance Committee for forwarding to the Second Session of the Commission was adopted by consensus. 
Agenda Item 9. 
Close of the meeting

59. The Chairman closed the meeting by thanking all delegations, observers and the Secretariat for their hard work and contribution to a productive First Session of the Committee.  

� This paper is included as Attachment C
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