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FOURTH E-REPORTING AND E-MONITORING WORKING GROUP MEETING 

(ERandEMWG4) 

Virtual Meeting 

14 October 2020 

SUMMARY REPORT 

AGENDA ITEM 1. WELCOME AND OPENING 

1. Ms. Kerry Smith (Australia), the E-reporting and E-monitoring Working Group (ERandEMWG) Chair, 

called the meeting to order and asked Mr Poasi Ngualuafe of Tonga to open the meeting with a prayer.  

The meeting, which was convened remotely via Zoom in response to the coronavirus disease (COVID-

19) pandemic, began at 10:00 am Pohnpei time on 14 October, 2020.  

 

2. The Chair welcomed participants to the fourth meeting of the ERandEMWG and provided some 

opening remarks, acknowledging the progress that continues to be made through engagement with 

members and the work of the drafting group despite current challenges due to COVID-19. She 

acknowledged that the work of the ERandEMWG over prior years had focused on development of E-

reporting standards, and that it was pleasing that this year’s TCC Annual Report on E-reporting 

standards (TCC16-2020-RP08) confirmed there had been good uptake of the three sets of WCPFC E-

reporting standards (operational level catch and effort data, observer data and high seas transhipment 

pre-notification and declarations) by CCMs. In 2018, the ERandEMWG had shifted its focus to E-

monitoring (EM), and this has culminated with support through a drafting group of the draft EM CMM 

proposal to be further considered by participants during this fourth meeting.   

 

3. The following members, cooperating non-members and participating territories (CCMs) attended 

ERandEMWG4: Australia, Canada, China, Cook Islands, Federated States of Micronesia (FSM), Fiji, 

French Polynesia, Indonesia, Japan, Kiribati, Republic of Korea, Republic of Marshall Islands, Nauru, 

New Caledonia, New Zealand, Niue, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Solomon Islands, Chinese 

Taipei, Tonga, United States of America, Vanuatu.   

 

4. Representatives from the following regional organisations attended ERandEMWG4: the Pacific Islands 

Forum Fisheries Agency (FFA), the Parties to the Nauru Agreement (PNA), the Secretariat of the 

Pacific Community (SPC) the Secretariat of the Pacific Regional Environment Programme (SPREP) 

and the World Bank. 

 

5. Observers representing BirdLife International, International Seafood Sustainability Foundation (ISSF), 

Ocean Outcomes (O2), Pew Charitable Trusts (Pew), Sustainable Fisheries Partnerships (SFP) 

Foundation, The Nature Conservancy (TNC), and World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF) also attended 

ERandEMWG4.   

 

6. A full list of participants is provided in Attachment A. 
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Adoption of Agenda  

 

7. The Chair introduced the Provisional Agenda (ERandEMWG4-2020-01), and the supplement 

developed by the Chair to provide guidance to participants on the provisional agenda 

(ERandEMWG4-2020-01_supplement).   

 

8. The agenda was adopted (Attachment B). 

 

AGENDA ITEM 2. INTRODUCTION 

9. The Chair provided a report on the background of the ERandEMWG and progress made against the 

Terms of Reference. She recalled that the establishment of the ERandEMWG had come about as a 

response to the outcomes from the 2014 WCPFC workshop that had identified a key risk for the 

Commission is the lack of documented policies and standards for these technologies, resulting in poor 

data coordination, increased data storage and transmission complexities, higher data security risk and 

increased long-term costs. She noted progress on E-reporting and EM may be informed by updates 

from CCMs or regional bodies on steps taken. She referred the meeting to a number of information 

papers from SC16 and TCC16 that had been posted for the meeting: 

• SC16-ST-IP-07  Report of the DCC Meeting for the Review of Longline Electronic 

Monitoring (EM) Data Fields 

• SC16-ST-IP-08  Electronic Reporting and Electronic Monitoring Implementation 

Status – July 2020 

• SC16-ST-IP-09  Comparing Electronic Monitoring and human observer collected 

fishery data in the tropical tuna purse seine operating in the Western and Central Pacific 

Ocean 

• TCC16-2020-IP03 Status of Observer Data Management 

• TCC16-2020-RP10 Annual Report on the Performance of the E-reporting Standards 

 

10. The Chair acknowledged that E-Monitoring is a new technology with different levels of uptake across 

the region. The Chair also acknowledged the efforts of the various CCMs and partners who have 

supported trials of E-technologies to date, noting that the experience gained of how to apply E-

technologies at a national level does usefully assist the ERandEMWG in its focus of how to support 

implementation the regional level. The Chair noted that success at a regional level will rely on CCMs 

working collaboratively to share outcomes and lessons learnt from domestic implementation of E-

technologies. The Chair also acknowledged that part of the discussions must also recognize that 

capacity building and cost-benefit analyses would need to be considered as part of discussions related 

to regional implementation.   

 

11. The intent of the meeting was to gather high level comments on the third version of the Draft 

Consultative Proposal for a CMM for a Regional E-Monitoring Programme (WCPFC-ERandEMWG4-

2020-02) as well as the Draft Consultative Proposal for Minimum Standards for WCPFC’s E-

monitoring Programme (EMP) (WCPFC-ERandEMWG4-2020-03) which, based on intersessional 

feedback, is now separate from the draft CMM.  
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12. Participants acknowledged the hard work and leadership of the Chair, with support from the drafting 

group, in the development of the draft CMM to date.  However, they saw difficulties in conducting 

negotiations of the draft CMM in a virtual setting, and confirmed that it was unlikely that the 

negotiations could be concluded by the end of 2020.   

 

13. FSM, on behalf of FFA members, informed the meeting that FFA Ministers had endorsed a Regional 

Longline Fisheries EM Policy in June 2020, that requires, amongst other things, setting of various 

minimum standards for EM and define minimum standards of data fields to be collected using EM.  

Referring to SC16-ST-IP07, FFA members advised that they intend to undertake future work to define 

a concise list of compliance data fields to be collected by EM.  They noted that, as highlighted within 

SC16-ST-IP08, CCMs are at different stages in their implementation of E-technologies.   

 

14. Some participants wanted more time to review the draft proposals and considered an approach that 

expressed the outcomes from EM and the minimum standards to be met would better recognise the 

different stages members were at in developing national EM programmes and provided necessary 

flexibility to future proof the measure given rapidly changing technology.  

 

15. Whilst some CCMs felt the focus for the draft proposal and implementation of EM should take account 

of the SC Project 93 outcomes and focus on areas where the levels of independent verification of 

fisheries activities is low, such as high seas fishing and transhipment-related activities.  Other CCMs 

noted that high seas transhipments had 100% observer coverage under CMM 2009-06 and thus 

independent data collection and verification were high.   

 

16. The Chair acknowledged the challenges associated with conducting negotiations on complex topics via 

virtual platforms. The Chair clarified that she would provide a report on progress to the Commission 

during WCPFC17, and would seek the Commission’s endorsement to continue the work tasked through 

the TOR. Participants were invited to provide additional comments on recommendations under Agenda 

item 6 towards the end of the meeting.  

 

AGENDA ITEM 3. DRAFT CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURE 

17. The Chair overviewed the background to the development of the consultative proposal for a draft 

Conservation and Management measure for a regional E-monitoring programme (ERandEMWG4-

2020-02) and the draft minimum standards for a regional E-monitoring programme (ERandEMWG4-

2020-03).  She noted in particular that at WCPFC15 “The Commission supported the continuation of 

intersessional work, led by the ERandEMWG chair Kerry Smith (Australia) to further develop a draft 

conservation and management measure on E-monitoring for consideration by the Commission in 2020. 

The ERandEMWG Chair was tasked to provide a report on progress to WCPFC16 in 2019.” 

(WCPFC15 Summary Report para. 410) and at WCPFC16 “The Commission noted the intersessional 

progress by the Electronic Reporting and Electronic Monitoring Working Group on the development 

of draft Minimum standards for Electronic Monitoring Programmes”(WCPFC16 Summary Report 

para. 554). 
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18. The draft CMM was initially introduced as a concept paper to ERandEMWG3 and is intended to 

provide the WCPFC policy framework and set out obligations. The draft CMM captures objectives, 

principles, roles and responsibilities and sets up an accreditation process, as first raised at 

ERandEMWG3.   

19. The Chair noted that in early 2020 (refer Commission Circular 2020/44) a drafting group was 

established to progress work on the draft CMM and the group has considered two versions of the draft 

CMM. There has been good engagement and comments have included clarifying various elements as 

well as more substantial questions. The Chair explained that she would introduce the draft CMM at a 

high level, section by section, and seek input to help resolve specific issues based on comments received 

through the drafting group.  In addition, and noting that some CCMs had indicated that they needed 

more time, the Chair confirmed that she would also take comments on the draft CMM and minimum 

standards at the conclusion of this meeting.   

 

Status of comments and text of the draft CMM as of 30 September 2020 

Preamble 

20. The Chair noted that this section includes minor changes - One change that notes that E-Monitoring are 

part of a suite of data collection and validation tools. One change that includes reference to the 

Convention text on compatibility.  

 

21. Points raised in the discussion included: 

• There was discussion on whether the role of EM would be to supplement human observers 

or as a substitute for human observers which affects the design of the measure.   

• Some CCMs pointed out that if EM is supplementary to human observers, the system could 

be much simplified.   

• CCMs are currently using human observers to capture a range of fisheries data, with some 

use of E-reporting and EM, and the expectation of some CCMs that human observers would 

continue to be required to monitor their fisheries. 

• There was possibly a different short-term focus on EM as a substitute at this time with 

COVID-19 affecting the deployment of observers.  

• In response to questions about their EM approach, Australia agreed to provide further 

information on their experience to assist in considering the role of human observers and 

EM. 

Establishment of the WCPFC’s E-Monitoring Programme (EMP) 

22. The Chair noted that two major changes were made: One CCM suggested that the use of the term 

“regional” was redundant, and this change was made throughout the document. There was a desire to 

recognise the need for prioritisation in terms of implementation. 

 

23. Points raised in the discussion included: 

• A preference for reasons of clarity to retain “regional” in the description, and to align to 

language in the Regional Observer Programme CMM as closely as possible. 

• There were differing views expressed on paragraph 4 and 4 bis. 
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• Views on whether the role of EM would be to supplement human observers or as a substitute 

for human observers were also reiterated, noting that this would affect the and interpretation of 

the measure.   

• A request for greater clarity of language where possible, to avoid subjective interpretation.  

Terms related to implementation should be clearly defined and measurable.  

• The aim is to ensure flexibility as to where EM could be targeted to meet needs over time and 

an understanding of how this technology would work alongside the ROP under the WCPFC 

framework.   

• Implementation timeframes and phasing would be difficult to achieve from 2021 and will 

depend on the pace of discussions. 

Objectives 

24. The Chair noted that a minor change was made - The objectives were agreed at WCPFC16 however 

one change was made to clarify what was meant by “verified catch data”. The Chair changed this to 

“verify catch data”, noting that data is only verified once the footage has been reviewed.  

Definitions 

25. The Chair noted that there have been some additions to the definitions in response to questions from 

CCMs. She also acknowledged that lots of changes had been made by the drafting group and this was 

a part of the draft CMM that CCMs may need more time to consider. 

 

26. Points raised in the discussion included: 

• Some participants iterated their comments on the need to not be overly prescriptive and to 

accommodate flexibility given the potential impact of evolving technology impacting the many 

components that make up an EM programme for example, definitions that limited where 

analysis was carried out would be impacted by Artificial Intelligence (AI) developments that 

allowed some on-board summary analysis. A minimum standard approach and framework 

would accommodate future developments. 

• Discussion on paragraphs 6 a. and b. considered the analysis rate (a.) and coverage rate (b.) and 

their differences and the drafting group was asked to consider this further.  

• Discussion on paragraph 6 d. included concerns about defining ownership, noting that there 

would be considerations related to where vessels are operating as well as conditions of fishing 

licenses, application of national laws, charter arrangements and how to ensure that flag States 

can effectively monitor their vessels.  Some participants suggested that the issue might be better 

phrased around ensuring appropriate access to relevant CCMs.   

Scope of the WCPFC’s EMP 

27. The Chair noted that additional language has been included to recognise that EM forms part of the suite 

of independent monitoring and verification tools. 

 

28. The Chair also noted that further discussion is required in relation to the scope, particularly around 

vessels that fish on the high seas as well as in waters under the jurisdiction of one or more coastal 

States. Discussions previously have noted that an implementation plan must consider prioritisation and 

phasing.  
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29. Points raised in the discussion included: 

• CCMs identified unnecessary duplication of the objective of EM and discussed the relevance 

of the three categories of vessels (paragraph 7) given the principle direction was set out in the 

objective. Some CCMs raised concerns with such categorization of vessels since operational 

patterns are changeable from year to year and the ROP does not have such categories.  These 

categories could be more relevant to consider as part of implementation.  

• There was a concern there was some contradiction in this section as to whether EM was an 

independent data source or complementary.  

• CCMs sought more clarity on the types of arrangements referred to in paragraph 9 which the 

Chair noted may be a provision more relevant to the minimum standards.  A suggestion was 

provided that the second sentence could be rephrased, so it is more a key principle. 

• Some CCMs reiterated their view that the focus of EM should be on data gaps, and on areas 

where the levels of independent verification of fisheries activities is low.  The Chair noted that 

the implementation plan is intended to provide some clarity on the phased approach that focuses 

on data gaps. 

Guiding principles for operation of the WCPFC’s EMP 

30. The Chair noted that a major change had been made.  There have been a number of additions to this 

section including the addition of subheadings. Further discussion is needed on this section.  

 

31. Points raised in the discussion included: 

• There was discussion on the references to supplementary programmes (paragraph 11 c.) 

particularly crew cooperation which introduced a new concept.  

• Participants discussed the need to assess how EM data and language can align, as much as 

possible, with the Convention text and relevant existing procedures and protocols e.g. the ROP 

and WCPFC data rules in a way that recognises the evolving nature of EM systems.  

• It was suggested that would be helpful to clarify the role of stakeholders and engagement to 

facilitate the process to develop and implement the measure. 

• In relation to paragraph 11 b. there was support for the intent, and a request that the language 

align closely with the Convention text. 

Obligations of CCMs of the Commission 

32. The Chair noted that major changes had been made – there was a reference to ‘participating CCMs’. 

The reference to participating has been removed as one CCM noted that it implied the measure was not 

applicable to all CCMs. The Chair suggested an implementation plan with a timeline may be added as 

an annex to the draft CMM which may provide clarity as to which sectors the CMM applies to.  

 

33. The Chair noted that a number of changes were made to this section, mainly moving text to other areas.   

 

34. Points raised in the discussion included: 

• It was noted paragraph 12 could be clearer as it implies EM would be mandatory for all vessels 

rather than this relating to the ‘coverage rate’.  The Chair noted that the phased approach would 

need to be reflected here.   

Role of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies 

35. The Chair noted minor comments were received in relation to the role of the Commission. 
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36. Points raised in the discussion included: 

• Some participants requested greater clarity over the types of contracts for services that might 

be envisaged (paragraph 16). The Chair noted that the text provided discretion around using 

contracts for the delivery of E-monitoring services. 

Role of the Secretariat 

37. The Chair noted that this section involved a major change – Additional text was added around the role 

of the Secretariat (to accredit E-monitoring programmes as having met the WCPFC’s E-monitoring 

standards).  

 

38. Points raised in the discussion included: 

• Some participants requested greater clarity over what accreditation would be required and how 

this would operate with national programmes that are likely to differ in terms of scope and 

needs. It was noted this was also dependent on whether the EM was a substitute for, or 

complementary with, observers. 

Review 

39. The Chair noted that some language clarifying the role of the Commission was included (specifically 

ensuring the Commission could make decisions regarding any changes rather than requiring them to 

make changes).  

 

AGENDA ITEM 4. ACCREDITATION PROCESS 

40. The Chair explained that an accreditation process was first introduced as part of the concept paper at 

ERandEMWG3. The accreditation process seeks to follow a similar format for the ROP whereby CCMs 

may seek to have their national programmes accredited as meeting the Commission’s minimum 

standards. The draft minimum EM standards were presented to ERandEMWG3 and cover four areas - 

programme, technical, logistical and data analysis. At the meeting in 2018, they were the subject of 

focused breakout groups which noted a range of issues, not limited to – camera placement and 

maintenance, evidentiary needs, trips that involve fishing in both high seas and EEZs, training needs.  

 

41. Some participants requested clarity on the nature and scope of an accreditation process to allow them 

to comment.  

 

Annex A - Minimum Standards for WCPFC’s Electronic Monitoring Programmes 

42. The Chair noted that comments on the draft minimum standards have been expansive and valuable. 

One major change is in relation to de-linking the draft standards from the draft CMM. The draft 

minimum standards were initially included as part of the draft CMM but comments from members of 

the drafting group have indicated that it is more appropriate that the standards stand alone as part of the 

suite of documents that inform an accreditation process.  It is the Chair’s recommendation that the draft 

minimum standards would be better suited as a stand-alone document. This approach is similar to 

decisions around the Commission ROP which includes the ROP CMM (2018-05) as well as a range of 

documents as set out on the WCPFC website that inform accreditation, training and data standards. 
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43. The Chair sought endorsement of the group to take comments and feed them back through the drafting 

group and asked CCMs to consider any recommendations that may be required to take work forward 

to the Commission.  

44. There was general support for the separation of the minimum standards from the measure. Some CCMs 

expressed difficulty in considering standards at this time given the stage they were at in developing 

national programmes. 

 

45. There was discussion on the extent of the standards required if obligations and priorities are clearly 

stated particularly noting the different ways CCMs implement these, including through domestic 

regulation and policy. However, the role standards play in creating regional harmony while allowing 

flexibility for national programmes to meet national as well as regional interests was also identified 

with the ROP as an example of this.  

 

46. It was suggested that the standards could be simplified and less prescriptive. Removing references to 

specific technology and reframing the standards as outcomes would move the focus to the primary 

purpose of addressing data needs and allow for future flexibility. At this stage the standards need to 

guide initial development of systems and may be reviewed in the future. Some CCMs suggested that 

the paper SC16-ST-IP-07 was a useful starting reference for an outcome-based approach. 

 

47. It was suggested minimum data fields for collection should be identified and that the standards and 

obligations should be tested across a range of different fishing operations to make sure they are 

practical. An example of this is where the EM records of a fishing vessel are transferred to the flag 

State by a third party such as carrier operator. 

 

48. The Chair acknowledged that CCMs needed more time to consider the standards both in terms of their 

application nationally, as well as regionally.  She requested that if CCMs have national and regional 

standards that are yet to be shared with the ERandEMWG, if they could be provided to her so as to 

inform the drafting groups continued consideration of the minimum standards. The Chair welcomed 

additional comments on the draft standards post ERandEMWG4 to inform a report to WCPFC17.  

 

AGENDA ITEM 5. IMPLEMENTATION 

49. The Chair overviewed the background related to implementation for the regional E-monitoring 

programme for the Commission.  In 2014, the Commission noted that progress had been made by some 

members with respect to electronic technologies, specifically electronic reporting and electronic 

monitoring and tasked a working group with considering steps to progress implementation. At 

ERandEMWG2 it was noted that “The extent of trials and implementation of e-technologies across the 

WCPFC membership, is increasing the urgency for standards and specifications to be agreed at the 

WCPFC level, which take into account the developments amongst WCPFC members.” 

(ERandEMWG2, paragraph 27).   

 

50. Previous discussions that relate to implementation have noted the need to consider cost-benefit 

analyses, training needs, importance of not transferring a conservation burden to SIDs and Territories, 

periodic reviews.  There has also been recognition by the Commission of a need to prioritise 

implementation in some fisheries, for example WCPFC12 Summary Report paragraph 543 “The 

Commission encouraged the development of Electronic Monitoring by CCMs in areas where data gaps 
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exist such as longline observer coverage and high seas transhipment.” The Commission in adopting 

the ERandEMWG3 report, accepted a recommendation “the Commission agree to prioritising E-

monitoring in areas where independent data collection and verification is currently low and asked 

SC14 and TCC14 for advice on priority areas.”  WCPFC16 Summary Report paragraph 556 – “The 

Commission agreed that the conclusions from Project 93 in relation to data gaps be considered in the 

implementation of regional EM standards.” 

 

51. The Chair referred participants to ERandEMWG4-2020-04 Outcomes of the review of the 

Commission's data needs and collection programmes (SC Project 93) and to the Annex in 

ERandEMWG4-2020-02 the Consultative proposal for a draft Conservation and Management 

measure for a regional E-monitoring programme.   

 

52. CCMs commented on the need to focus implementation on the areas of risk where data gaps and the 

need for verification are required, consider the use of coverage rate and analysis rate, and to not be too 

ambitious.  Some CCMs were unsure about the suitability of describing implementation as both an 

analysis rate and coverage rate and indicated a preference for reasons of simplicity to have a single rate.  

Other CCMs noted that for reasons of cost and practicality it was preferred to express the 

implementation in terms of analysis and coverage rate.  The Chair confirmed that the aspect of analysis 

vs coverage rate needed further reflection.   

 

53. CCMs supported the Chair’s suggestion that work on an implementation plan occur concurrently with 

work on the draft CMM. The linkage with other IWGs was noted and the Chair would continue 

discussion with other relevant chairs. 

 

54. The Chair thanked CCMs for their candor and confirmed that whilst a conversation had started on 

implementation, there was more discussion still to be had.  Further work for EM was expected to center 

around three elements: the draft CMM, draft minimum standards for EM programmes and plans for 

implementation.  The Chair noted the need for implementation to be at the front of ERandEMWG 

participants minds.   

 

AGENDA ITEM 6. OUTCOMES AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

55. The Chair summarised the points for action based on CCMs input including specific comments made 

suggesting changes to text, the need for further time for consideration of the minimum standards 

(Agenda item 4). CCMs were asked to provide further comments on the documents provided and their 

thoughts on recommendations to the Commission. A final report will be drafted and circulated after the 

meeting. A Chair’s report will be submitted to the Commission in December.  

 

56. Chair expressed her thanks to the Secretariat for their support and guidance and to CCMs for their input, 

guidance, experience and work throughout this meeting and prior meetings to date. 

 

57. The meeting closed at 1.44pm.  
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Tokimasa Kobayashi
Member
Overseas Fishery Cooperation
Foundation of Japan (OFCF)
Japan

 
Tomohide Yamada
Director of Business Support Section
Overseas Fishery Cooperation
Foundation of Japan (OFCF)
Japan
+81368955382

 

 
Toru Kitamura
Environmental Management Unit
Japan NUS Co., Ltd.
Nishi-Shinjuku Prime Square 5F 
7-5-25 Nishi-Shinjuku, Tokyo 160-0023
Japan
81-50-3646-3131
tkitamura@janus.co.jp

 

Toshihiro Hasegawa
Executive Secretary
Japan Far Seas Purse Seine Fishing
Association (Kaimaki Japan)
14-10, Ginza 1-Chome, Chuuo-Ku,
Tokyo 
Japan
0335642315

 
Yoshihiro Notomi
Managing Director
National Offshore Tuna Fisheries
Association of Japan
Tohan No.2 Bldg., 2-7-14, Uchikanda 
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo Japan
+81-3-3526-6774

 

 
Yuka Murayama
Staff
Japan NUS Co., Ltd.

 

Member - Kiribati

Dr Tim Adams
Offshore Fisheries Management
Adviser
Ministry of Fisheries & Marine
Resources Development (MFMRD)
Bairiki, Tarawa 
Kiribati

 
Uati Tirikai
Senior Compliance Officer
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine
Resources Development (MFMRD)
Bairiki, Tarawa 
Kiribati
(686) 75021099
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Member - Nauru

Julian Itsimaera
Oceanic
Nauru Fisheries and Marine Resources
Authority (NFMRA)
NFMRA Main, Anibare 
Nauru
674 5582066

Member - New Zealand

Richard Martin
Compliance Adviser
Ministry for Primary Industries

Member - Niue

Greg Harding
Fisheries officer
Department of Agriculture Forestry and
Fisheries
Sir Roberts Wharf, Alofi 
Niue Island
+6834302

Member - Palau

Kathleen Sisior
Fisheries Lic./Rev. Officer II
Ministry of Natural Resources,
Environment and Tourism
No.1 Street Peched
4884938
utau.sisior@gmail.com
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Member - Papua New Guinea

Adrian Nanguromo
Manager, PNG Observer Program
National Fisheries Authority
PO Box 2016, Port Moresby 
National Capital District Papua New
Guinea
(675) 309 0444
ananguromo@fisheries.gov.pg

 
Benthly Sabub
Fisheries Management Officer, Tuna
Fishery
National Fisheries Authority
PO Box 2016, Port Moresby 
National Capital District Papua New
Guinea
(675) 309 0444
bensabub@gmail.com

 

 
Brian Kumasi
Executive Manager Fisheries
Management
National Fisheries Authority
PO Box 2016, Port Moresby 
National Capital District Papua New
Guinea
+6753090444
bkumasi@fisheries.gov.pg

 

Joseph Kendou
Senior Compliance Officer, Tuna
Fishery
National Fisheries Authority of Papua
New Guinea
P.O. Box 2016, Port Moresby 
National Capital District Papua New
Guinea
(675) 309 0444
jkendou@fisheries.gov.pg

Member - Philippines

Benjamin Felipe S. Tabios Jr
Attorney V
Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
PCA Annex Building, Elliptical Road
Diliman 
Quezon City Philippines
09166112879
benjotabios@gmail.com

 
Isidro Tanangonan
Philippine Fisheries Observer Program
Office
Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
BFAR MCS Station, Navotas Fishport
Complex 
Navotas City Philippines
+639989678087

 

 
Marlo Demo-os
Aquaculturist II
Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
PCA Annex Building, Elliptical Road 
Quezon City, Metro Manila Philippines
+639189640454

 

Michael Andayog
OIC Fisheries Regulatory and Licensing
Division
Department of Agriculture - Bureau of
Fisheries and Aquatic Resources (DA-
BFAR)
PCA Annex Building, Elliptical Road
Diliman  
Quezon City Philippines
09189475651

 
Rafael V. Ramiscal
Chief, Capture Fisheries Division
Bureau of Fisheries and Aquatic
Resources
PCA Annex Building, Elliptical Road
Diliman 
Quezon City, Metro Manila Philippines
639998847635
rv_ram55@yahoo.com
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Member - Republic of Korea

Minju Jang
Assistant Director, International
Cooperation Division
Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
Sejong Self- governing City, 30110 
Republic of Korea
+82 44 200 5347

 
ILkang Na
International Cooperation Specialist
Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries
Sejong Self- governing City, 30110 
Republic of Korea
ikna@korea.kr

 

 
Tae-hoon Won
Policy Analyst
Korea Overseas Fisheries Cooperation
Center

 

Member - Republic of Marshall Islands

Glen Joseph
Executive Director
Marshall Islands Marine Resources
Authority
PO Box 860, Majuro 
Marshall Islands MH 96960

 
Beau Bigler
Chief Fisheries Officer
Marshall Islands Marine Resources
Authority
PO Box 860, Majuro 
Marshall Islands MH 96960

 

 
Casmil Saimon
EM Officer
Marshall Islands Marine Resources
Authority
PO Box 860, Majuro 
Marshall Islands MH 96960
(692)625-8262
csaimon@mimra.com

 

Dike Poznanski
Oceanic
Marshall Islands Marine Resources
Authority
PO Box 860, Majuro 
Marshall Islands MH 96960
692-625-8262

Member - Solomon Islands

Derrick Tagosia
CFO-ERM
Ministry of Fisheries & Marine Resource
Honiara 
Solomon Islands
39143
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Member - Chinese Taipei

Joy Hsiangyi Yu
Secretary, International Fisheries Affair
Section, Deep Sea Fisheries Division
Fisheries Agency, Council of Agriculture
No.100, Sec. 2, Heping W. Rd.,
Zhongzheng Dist., Taipei, Taiwan
+886 2 2383 5819

 
Hsiangyin Chen
Associate Researcher, International
Fisheries Affair Section
Fisheries Agency, Council of Agriculture
No.100, Sec. 2, Heping W. Rd.,
Zhongzheng Dist., Taipei, Taiwan

 

 
Joseph Chia-Chi Fu
Director
Overseas Fisheries Development
Council

 

Shih-Ning Liu
Secretary
Overseas Fisheries Development
Council

 
Doris, Tak-Wai Lau
Assistant
Overseas Fisheries Development
Council

 

Member - Tonga

Poasi Ngaluafe
DCEO - Head of Fisheries Compliance
Division
Ministry of Fisheries
PO Box 871, Nuku'alofa 
Tonga
+6767762539
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Member - United States of America

Keith Bigelow
Fisheries Biologist
NOAA Fisheries - Pacific Islands
Regional Office

 
Alex Kahl
International Fisheries Division
NOAA Fisheries - Pacific Islands
Regional Office
+1 808-725-5031

 

 
Dorothy Lowman
US Commissioner
PFMC
6507 SW Barnes Road

 

Elizabeth O'Sullivan
Enforcement Attorney
NOAA GCES
US Department of Commerce 
NOAA, Office of General Counsel 1845
Wasp Boulevard, Building 176
Honolulu, HI 96818

 
Jennifer Stahl
Fisheries Monitoring and Bycatch
Research Associate
Joint Institute of Marine and
Atmospheric Research
Honolulu, Hawaii
jennifer.stahl@noaa.gov

 

 
LCDR Jason Holstead
Fisheries Officer
Fourteenth US Coast Guard District,
Law Enforcement Branch
United States Coast Guard 
300 Ala Moana Blvd Honolulu, HI 96850
USA

 

Raymond Clarke
Vice President
South Pacific Tuna Corporation
PO Box 463 
Waialua, Hawaii 96791

 
Stuart Chikami
Manager
Western Pacific Fisheries, Inc.

 

 
Valerie Post
Fishery Policy Analyst
NOAA Fisheries
1845 Wasp Blvd, Bldg 176 
Honolulu, HI 96818

 

William Gibbons-Fly
Executive Director
American Tunaboat Association
1 Tuna Lane, Suite 1 
San Diego, CA 92101 USA
410-940-9385
wgibbons-fly@atatuna.com

Member - Vanuatu

Garry Preston
Offshore Fisheries Advisor
Vanuatu Fisheries Department
PMB 9045, Port Vila 
Vanuatu
preston.garry@gmail.com

 
Tony Taleo
Principal Data Officer
Vanuatu Fisheries Department
PMB 9045, Port Vila 
Vanuatu
678-7748506

 

Participating Territory - French Polynesia

Anne-Marie Trinh
Fisheries Officer
Marine Resources Authority
Fare Ute - Immeuble Le caill - 2ème
étage - BP 20 - 98713 
Papeete, Tahiti, Polynésie Française
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Participating Territory - New Caledonia

François Prioul
Regional Observer Coordinator
DAM-SPE / ADECAL
francois.prioul@adecal.nc

Observer - Birdlife International

Stephanie Borrelle
Pacific Regional coordinator
BirdLife International
+64211362531

Observer - International Seafood Sustainability Foundation (ISSF)

Victor Restrepo
Vice-President for Science
ISSF
1440 G Street NW 
Washington, DC 20005 USA
+1 703-226-8101
vrestrepo@iss-foundation.org

Observer - Ocean Outcomes (O2)

Fenjie Chen
North Asian Tuna Officer
Ocean Outcomes (O2)
Haiguangding
No.5,Queshi,Shantou,China
+86-135-3490-8624

 
Ross Wanless
Asia Tuna Manager
Ocean Outcomes (O2)
Cape Town, South Africa
+27846222424
ross@oceanoutcomes.org
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Observer - Pacific Islands Forum Fisheries Agency (FFA)

'Ana F. Taholo
Compliance Policy Advisor
Pacific Islands Forum Fisheries Agency
(FFA)
1 FFA Road, Honiara 
Solomon Islands
6919253125

 
Allan Rahari
Director Fisheries Operation
Pacific Islands Forum Fisheries Agency
(FFA)
1 FFA Road, Honiara 
Solomon Islands
+677 21124

 

 
Hugh Walton
Project Manager - OFMP II
Pacific Island Forum Fisheries Agency
(FFA)
1 FFA, Honiara 
Solomon Islands
0275060498

 

Philip Lens
Manager Observer Program
Pacific Islands Forum Fisheries Agency
(FFA)
1 FFA Road, Honiara 
Solomon Islands
+677 21124
philip.lens@ffa.int

Observer - Parties to the Nauru Agreement (PNA)

David Byrom
Program Manager
PNA Offce
PO Box 3992, Majuro 
Marshall Islands 96960

 
John Kelimana
MSC/IT Officer
PNA Office
PO Box 3992, Majuro 
Marshall Islands 96960
4565148
john@pnatuna.com

 

 
Les Clark
Adviser
PNA Offce
85 Innes Rd 
St Albans Christchurch 8052 New
Zealand
+642102445396

 

Sangaalofa Clark
Policy Advisor
PNA Offce
85 Innes Road 
St Albans 8052, NZ
(64) 2108097540
sangaa@pnatuna.com

Observer - Pew Charitable Trust

Esther Wozniak
Principal Associate
The Pew Charitable Trusts
901 E Street, NW, Washington DC 
USA
2026578603
ewozniak@pewtrusts.org

 
Glen Holmes
Officer, International Fisheries
The Pew Charitable Trusts
901 E Street, NW, Washington DC 
USA
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Observer - Secretariat of the Pacific Community (SPC)

Malo Hosken
ER and EM Regional Coordinator
The Pacific Community (SPC)
BP D5 Noumea, 98848 
New Caledonia
+687262000
maloh@spc.int

 
Paul Hamer
Principal Scientist
The Pacific Community (SPC)
BP D5 Noumea, 98848 
New Caledonia
754079

 

 
Peter Williams
Principal Fisheries Scientist (Data
Mgmt.)
The Pacific Community (SPC)
BP D5 Noumea, 98848 
New Caledonia
+687290159
peterw@spc.int

 

Timothy Park
Observer Programme Advisor
The Pacific Community (SPC)
BP D5 Noumea, 98848 
New Caledonia
+687 262000

Observer - Secretariat of the Pacific Regional Environment Programme (SPREP)

Karen Baird
Threatened and Migratory Species
Adviser
Secretariat for the Pacific Regional
Environment Programme
PO Box 240, Apia, Samoa
0284263274
karenb@sprep.org

Observer - Sustainable Fisheries Partnership (SFP) Foundation

Alexia Morgan
Global Tuna Manager
Sustainable Fisheries Partnership
13522623368

Observer - The Nature Conservancy (TNC)

Craig Heberer
Deputy Director, TNC Tuna Program
The Nature Conservancy
2119 Wedgewood Dr., Oceanside,
California, 92056
7608055984

 
Mark Zimring
Director, Large Scale Fisheries Program
The Nature Conservancy
10084 SE River St Truckee, CA, USA
96161
7325808221
mzimring@tnc.org

 

 
N Barbara Hanchard
Consultant
The Nature Conservancy
PO Box 2132 
Arorangi, Rarotonga Cook Islands
+682 81020

 

Page 22 of 27



Observer - The World Bank

Frank Chopin
Consultant
The World Bank
57, Doyle Street 
+19024106616
chopin.frank@gmail.com

Observer - World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF)

Bianca Haas
Intern
World Wide Fund for Nature
bianca.haas@utas.edu.au

 
Bubba Cook
Western and Central Pacific Tuna
Programme Manager
World Wide Fund for Nature
PO Box 6237, Marion Square
+64278330537
acook@wwf.org.nz
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Secretariat

Aaron Nighswander
Finance and Administration Manager
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993

 
Albert Carlot
Vessel Monitoring System Manager
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993

 

 
Arlene Takesy
Executive Assistant
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993

 

Dr Lara Manarangi-Trott
Compliance Manager
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993
Lara.Manarangi-Trott@wcpfc.int

 
Eidre Sharp
Assistant Compliance Manager
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993

 

 
Elaine Garvilles
Assistant Manager Science
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356  
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320-1992/1993

 

Feleti Teo
Executive Director
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993

 
Joseph David Jack
Compliance Officer
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Comission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320-1992/1993

 

 
Jung-re Riley Kim
WCPFC Chair
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Government Complex Sejong Bldg #5,
94, Dasom2-ro 
Sejong Special Self-Governing City
30110 Republic of Korea
+82 44 200 5398

 

Karl Staisch
Regional Observer Programme
Coordinator
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320-1992/1993 / Mob: (61)
4040752323
karl.staisch@wcpfc.int

 
Lucille Martinez
Administrative Officer
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 1992/1993

 

 
Penelope Ridings
Legal Advisor
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
+691 320-1992/1993
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Samuel Rikin
IT Officer
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356  
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993

 
SungKwon Soh
Science Manager
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993

 

 
Tim Jones
ICT Manager
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 320 1992/1993

 

Jeannie Nanpei
RFV Officer
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission
Kaselehlie Street, PO Box 2356 
Pohnpei, FM 96941
+691 1992/1993
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ATTACHMENT B: Agenda 

 

FOURTH E-REPORTING AND E-MONITORING WORKING GROUP MEETING 

(ERandEMWG4) 

Virtual Meeting 

14 October 2020 

ADOPTED AGENDA 

 

WEDNESDAY 14 OCTOBER from 10.00am Pohnpei time 

(Tuesday 13 October from 23h00 UTC) 

TIME AGENDA 

10-10.15am AGENDA ITEM 1. WELCOME AND OPENING 

1.1 Adoption of agenda 

1.2 Meeting arrangements 

10.15-10.45am AGENDA ITEM 2. INTRODUCTION  

2.1 Background and progress against ERandEMWG TOR 

10.45-11.45 AGENDA ITEM 3. Draft CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT 

MEASURE 

3.1 Chair introduction on work by drafting group  

– Discussion section by section with particular focus on areas where further 

clarification is needed to assist the drafting group with progressing the draft CMM 

11.45-12.15pm Break 

12.15 – 12.45pm 

  

AGENDA ITEM 4. ACCREDITATION PROCESS 

4.1 draft Minimum Electronic Monitoring Standards   

– Discussion on draft EM standards (noting ROP Standards) – consider a similar 

approach 

- Discussion on what other documents are needed as part of accreditation process? 

4.2 Next steps 

- How to progress draft standards and accreditation process?   

12.45-1.30pm AGENDA ITEM 5. IMPLEMENTATION PLAN –  

5.1 Revisit conclusions and Commission decisions regarding implementation – 

Discussion as to how do we give effect to the Project 93 outcomes? Are we in a 

position to progress work on an implementation plan? Are we in a position to agree 

to a timeline for agreeing an implementation plan? 

1.30-2.00pm AGENDA ITEM 6. OUTCOMES AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

https://www.wcpfc.int/docx/wcpfc-regional-observer-programme-standards%20updated%202016
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