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Independent EM Data Review on the High Seas: Options for Consideration
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Key Definitions:

EM Records Analysis/Interpretation- The process of an EM Analyst reviewing EM records and
converting them into EM Data.




Review for Data Quality- The verification process of re-analyzing/interpreting a portion of

previously analyzed EM records to determine completeness, adherence to protocols, and accuracy

of the EM Data produced by the EM Analyst.

Independent review for data quality undertaken by the Secretariat (2)

Data Quality and Integrity to verify the
accuracy, completeness, and consistency
of submitted data

e Automated validation checks,
cross-dataset comparisons (e.g.,
VMS, logbooks), anomaly detection,

completeness tracking)

And/or Data Verification which is a direct
comparison of annotated data against EM
record

Independent video review sampling,
re-analysis of EM data, verification
of catch and effort records.

Accredited independent third-party EM review provider (3)

Establish accreditation criterion based on
interim standards and audit questionnaire
with a focus on demonstrated
independence.

e This option provides separation

from flag State interests, reducing
the risk of bias or perceived
conflicts of interest.

Simultaneous data provision to Flag State

and Secretariat (5)

Independence and impartiality can be
supported with a focus on the
standardization of data structures.

In this approach, EM data (e.g.,
event codes, species codes, and
timestamps) are submitted using
agreed, standardized codes rather
than free text.




