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ACTION POINTS ARISING FROM THE SIXTH MEETING
OF THE SIGNATORY STATES

The following action points have been extracted from the Report of the Sixth Meeting of the Signatory
States (Bangkok, Thailand, January 2012) and related meeting outputs. The activities have been divided
into three categories: (1) Implementation guidance / support; (2) Institutional; and (3) Administrative. In
each table (sorted by Action Theme and Lead Actor, respectively), the nature of the follow-up activity is

identified along with the actors to whom the activity is addressed.

paragraph reference in the SS6 report is indicated; along with additional remarks.

TABLE 1. Sorted by Action Theme

In most cases a corresponding

species in the IOSEA region.

Action Action Report
theme primarily Activity pe;rgf Remark
directed to:
imol . Signatory IG1. Signatory States with national Sugaestion of
mplementation | giaieg conservation plans should submit them to 99
guidance / . : 16 Bangladesh
support _ the Sgcretarlat for posting on the IOS!EA representative
Secretariat | website, as models for others to consider.
IG2. Five main priority areas for IOSEA to
Signatory address in the current biennium are:
States
(1) investigation of illegal direct take of
Implementation | Advisory marine turtles; (2) identification of index
guidance / Committee beaches associated with genetic stocks; 18-29
support (3) capacity-building in support of Signatory
Secretariat State efforts; (4) investigation of indirect
take (incidental capture) in legal fisheries;
and (5) socio-economic considerations,
particularly stakeholder engagement.
DETAIL:
Secretariat IG2a. Investigation of illegal direct take of
marine turtles 20-21
Implementation | Advisory Suggested mechanisms: Commissioned
guidance / Committee - . . .
support reviews (_e.g. in collaboration with TR_AFFIC,
CITES, fisheries sector and community-
. based studies) and prescribed student
Signatory . /
States pro;ects (ranging from semester-long
reviews/course work, to Masters or PhD
level theses).
IG2b. Identification of index beaches
. X . Sample template
. associated with genetic stocks o
Advisory for describing
Implementation | Committee | ;. steps: Dr Colin Limpus to collaborate 22-23 | index sites is given
guidance / : e in Sixth Advisory
: with Dr. Nancy FitzSimmons to create a :
Support Signatory - : : Committee
listing and geographic mapping of known .
States ; meeting report,
and suspected genetic stocks for each Annex IV




Action

SIC;'T?Q primarily Activity Rpeeﬁgft Remark
directed to:
Advisory IC_-I-ZC. Capacity-building in support of 24-26
. Signatory State efforts
Committee
Suggested mechanisms: regional courses,
. core modules, tailored training activities,
. Signatory C D
Implementation States gra_lduate-level tralnlng,'cernﬂ.catlop of
guidance / trainers etc. Dr. Jeff Miller will revise and
support recirculate within the AC a “Draft road map
Secretariat for t_he further de\{e!opment of the IOSI_EA
Marine Turtle Training Course / Capacity-
Building Programme”, and develop a
proposal to advance the process with
Signatory States.
Signatory IG2d. Investigation of indirect take in legal 27
States fisheries:
Suggested mechanisms: collection and
. Advisory compilation of data on turtle bycatch in legal
Implementation | ~ommittee | fisheries: better reporting on levels of
guidance / . . 0
support f|sh¢r|es and thglr impacts on turtlgs.
Advisory Committee to provide guidance on
Secretariat | the minimum data requirements. Examples
of data, data sources, and data gathering
methods from different countries in the
IOSEA region should be sought.
Secretariat IG2e. Socio-economic considerations 28
(specifically with regard to public
. Advisory participation and stakeholder engagement):
Implementatlon Committee
guidance / . . I
support _ Sugg_ested mechanisms: compilation of best
Signatory practices and lessons learned (among
States Signatory States), perhaps undertaken by a
graduate student.
Advisory IG3. Signatory States and others to send
Committee comments on draft loggerhead assessment
Implementation to Dr. Mark Hamann (Advisory Committee),
guidance / Signatory who hopes to finalise the document by mid- | 30-32
support States 2012. The Secretariat will circulate the next
version to Signatory States prior to the
Secretariat document’s finalisation.
Advisory IG4. Dr. Ronel Nel to finalise review of 2006
Committee leatherback assessment, including an
Implementation analysis of progress and gaps, as well as
guidance / Secretariat project concepts arising from existing 33
support recommendations. Updated document to
Signatory be completed and circulated in April 2012
States (after review by Advisory Committee).
IG5. Secretariat to contact Indian Ocean
Implementation Tuna Commission (IOTC) secretariat to
guidance / Secretariat seek any available data on marine turtle 34
Support bycatch and to encourage reciprocal IOTC

participation in future IOSEA meetings.

Implementation
guidance /
support

Advisory
Committee

Secretariat

IG6. Advisory Committee to review and, as
necessary, revise the Site Evaluation
Criteria; and draw attention to any further
adjustments that may warranted in the
course of using the criteria.

* Site network
resolution, para. 2




Action

SIC;'T?Q primarily Activity Rpeeﬁgft Remark
directed to:
IG7. Secretariat to recirculate application
forms for the IOSEA Capacity-
_ Secretariat Building/Technical Support Programme, and
gmuﬁjgnmcin}at'on to seek funds to support its extension -- 50
support Signatory based on positive feedback from countries
States having beneifited already and expressions
of interest from Bangladesh, India,
Maldives, and Mauritius.
i IG8. Members of the IOSEA Advisory
Igmuﬂgnmcin;atlon Advisory Committee training roster to interact and 51
support Committee collaborate more to complement each other
and their specific training projects.
Implementation Signatory IG9. Focal Points are encourageq to follow Reproduced in
guidance / States the “Terms of Reference and Guidance for 58 | Annex 8 of SS6
support IOSEA Focal Points” adopted at SS6. meeting report
IG10. Secretariat to provide Signatory .
Implementation States with details about procedures for ﬁ;%gaé%rgnsrtzﬁz d
guidance / Secretariat accessing UNEP funding for micro-projects 73 by email of 4 April
support aimed at conserving CMS-listed species (as 2012
announced at CMS COP10).
IG11. Where relevant, Signatory States are
imol ati encouraged to explore “offsetting Suggestion of
gmu%znmceen/a ion Signatory arrangements” with major industrial 77 Australian
support States development projects as a possible new representative
source of marine turtle conservation
funding.
IG12. Signatory States and others to take
account of specific management priorities
Implementation Signatory for sate_llite tracking studies, turt_le _ Reproduced in
guidance / States populations, and IOSEA-led action in each * Annex 7 of SS6
support of the four IOSEA sub-regions, as identified meeting report
by the working groups in the Satellite
Tracking workshop.
IN1. Signatory States should collaborate to
Institutional Signatory secure more funding for _projects and 9 Suggestion_of us
States encourage States with high seas fleets to representative
join the IOSEA Marine Turtle MoU.
Signatory IN2. Signatory States to begin preparing
States I~ . R .
Institutional and submitting site nominations, as _of . Site N_etwork
Supporting September 20_12 until six _months prior to the Resolution, para. 4
Seventh Meeting of the Signatory States.
partners
Signatory IN3. Signatory States to consider, at the
States Seventh Meeting, recommendations of the * Site Network
Institutional Advisory Committee for the inclusion of * Resolution, para. 5
Advisory network sites, with a view to launching the ' '
Committee Site Network at SS7.
IN4. Steering committee to be established to
Signatory seek financial support for the
States implementation of the Site Network and to * Site Network
Institutional consider other operational issues that may *

Secretariat

arise inter-sessionally.

Resolution, para. 6




Action

Action

Report

theme primarily ' Activity para. Remark
directed to:
Advisory IN5. Advisory Committee should meet three
- Committee days prior to the next Meeting of Signatory
Institutional States, so that the AC report can be 64
Secretariat available at the start of SS7.
Signatory States
Signatory _ . are er_lcouraged_ to
o States IN6. Next Meeting of IOSEA Signatory submlt expressions
Institutional States to be held about two years hence 69 | of interest to host
. (during the first half of 2014). the meeting,
Secretariat
preferably by the
end of 2012.
IN7. Having endorsed the proposed budget
Signatory for 2012-2014, Signatory States are
- States encouraged to make voluntary contributions
Institutional - : o 76
in line with the agreed indicative scale.
Secretariat Secretariat to inform SS accordingly, as
appropriate.
ADL1. Secretariat to circulate to all Signatory
Secretariat States, by 31 May 2012, the revised Site
Evaluation Criteria for final review and xS
o : . ite network
Administrative written comment by Signatory States no * resolution, para. 3
Signatory later than 31 July 2012. Final version of the ' ’
States Site Evaluation Criteria to be circulated by
31 August 2012.
Secretariat
First call is
Signatory AD2. Secretariat to organise a periodic proposed for May
States (sub- | conference call with the four sub-regional 2012, after
Administrative regional Focal Points (Indonesia, India, U.A.E., 59 clarification of
Focal Madagascar) and the Chair of the Advisory Focal Point
Points) Committee (or his/her representative). arrangements for
Indonesia and
Advisory India.
Committee
Secretariat has
Advisory AD3. Advisory Chair to write to one inactive already welcomed
- . Committee member of the Committee with a view to one newly
Administrative 63

Secretariat

confirming that the position will be vacated
and possibly filled inter-sessionally.

appointed AC
member (duly
acknowledged)




TABLE 2. Sorted by Lead Actor / Action Theme

partners

Action ACtIOﬂ . Report
theme prlmarlly Activity para. Remark
directed to:
LEAD ACTOR: SIGNATORY STATES
. Signatory IG1. Signatory States with national S " f
Implementation | gyateg conservation plans should submit them to uggestion o
guidance / . : 16 Bangladesh
support ' the Sgcretarlat for posting on the IOSEA representative
Secretariat | website, as models for others to consider.
IG2. Five main priority areas for IOSEA to
Signatory address in the current biennium are:
States
(1) investigation of illegal direct take of
Implementation | Advisory marine turtles; (2) identification of index
guidance / Committee beaches associated with genetic stocks; 18-29
support (3) capacity-building in support of Signatory
Secretariat State efforts; (4) investigation of indirect
take (incidental capture) in legal fisheries;
and (5) socio-economic considerations,
particularly stakeholder engagement.
Signatory IG2d. Investigation of indirect take in legal 27
States fisheries:
Suggested mechanisms: collection and
imol . Advisory compilation of data on turtle bycatch in legal
mplementation | o mmittee | fisheries; better reporting on levels of
guidance / . . h
support f|sh¢r|es and thglr impacts on turtlgs.
Advisory Committee to provide guidance on
Secretariat | the minimum data requirements. Examples
of data, data sources, and data gathering
methods from different countries in the
IOSEA region should be sought.
Implementation Signatory IG9. Focal Points are encourageq to follow Reproduced in
guidance / States the “Terms of Reference and Guidance for 58 Annex 8 of SS6
support IOSEA Focal Points” adopted at SS6. meeting report
IG11. Where relevant, Signatory States are
. encouraged to explore “offsetting .
Implementation | gjonatory arrangements” with major industrial Suggestion of
guidance / . . 77 Australian
support States development prOJects asa possﬂ?le new representative
source of marine turtle conservation
funding.
IG12. Signatory States and others to take
account of specific management priorities
Implementation Signatory for sate_llite tracking studies, turt_le _ Reproduced in
guidance / States populations, and IOSEA-led action in each * Annex 7 of SS6
support of the four IOSEA sub-regions, as identified meeting report
by the working groups in the Satellite
Tracking workshop.
IN1. Signatory States should collaborate to
- Signatory secure more funding for projects and Suggestion of US
Institutional A 9 .
States encourage States with high seas fleets to representative
join the IOSEA Marine Turtle MoU.
Signatory IN2. Signatory States to begin preparing
States and submitting site nominations, as of * Site Network
Institutional September 2012 until six months prior to the * Resolution, para. 4
Supporting Seventh Meeting of the Signatory States. ' '




Action

Action

Report

theme pnmarlly ' Activity para. Remark
directed to:
Signatory IN3. Signatory States to consider, at the
States Seventh Meeting, recommendations of the . o
- . - . : Site Network
Institutional Advisory Committee for the inclusion of * Resolution. para. 5
Advisory network sites, with a view to launching the - para.
Committee Site Network at SS7.
. IN4. Steering committee to be established to
Signatory : .
seek financial support for the . o
- States ; ; ! . Site Network
Institutional implementation of the Site Network and to .
. . . Resolution, para. 6
. consider other operational issues that may
Secretariat oo X
arise inter-sessionally.
Signatory States
Signator are encouraged to
Stgtes y IN6. Next Meeting of IOSEA Signatory submit expressions
Institutional States to be held about two years hence 69 | of interest to host
. (during the first half of 2014). the meeting,
Secretariat
preferably by the
end of 2012.
IN7. Having endorsed the proposed budget
Signatory for 2012-2014, Signatory States are
- States encouraged to make voluntary contributions
Institutional oo b o 76
in line with the agreed indicative scale.
Secretariat Secretariat to inform SS accordingly, as
appropriate.
LEAD ACTOR: ADVISORY COMMITTEE
IG2b. Identification of index beaches
. associated with genetic stocks Sample template
Advisory o
Committee for describing
Implementation Initial steps: Dr Colin Limpus to collaborate 22-23 | index sites is given
guidance / with Dr. Nancy FitzSimmons to create a in Sixth Advisory
support . listing and geographic mapping of known Committee
Signatory X ks f h .
States and §uspected genetic stocks for eac meeting report,
species in the IOSEA region. Annex IV
IG2c. Capacity-building in support of 2496
Signatory State efforts
Advisory
Committee Suggested mechanisms: regional courses,
core modules, tailored training activities,
Implementation graduate-level training, certification of
guidance / Signatory trainers etc. Dr. Jeff Miller will revise and
support States recirculate within the AC a “Draft road map
for the further development of the IOSEA
Marine Turtle Training Course / Capacity-
Secretariat Building Programme”, and develop a
proposal to advance the process with
Signatory States.
. IG3. Signatory States and others to send
Advisory
Committee comments on draft Ioggerhead assess_ment
to Dr. Mark Hamann (Advisory Committee),
Implementation | ;o400 who hopes to finalise the document by mid-
guidance / Stgtes y 2012. The Secretariat will circulate the next | 30-32
Support version to Signatory States prior to the

Secretariat

document’s finalisation.




Action

Action . . - Report
theme pnmarlly ' Activity para. Remark
directed to:
Advisory IG4. Dr. Ronel Nel to finalise review of 2006
Committee leatherback assessment, including an
Implementation analysis of progress and gaps, as well as
guidance / Secretariat project concepts arising from existing 33
support recommendations. Updated document to
Signatory be completed and circulated in April 2012
States (after review by Advisory Committee).
. IG6. Advisory Committee to review and, as
Impl ' Advisory necessary, revise the Site Evaluation
mplementation | committee cessary, , « | * Site network
guidance / Criteria; and draw attention to any further resolution. para. 2
support . adjustments that may warranted in the - para.
Secretariat . o
course of using the criteria.
imol . IG8. Members of the IOSEA Advisory
mplementation | Aqvisory Committee training roster to interact and
guidance / . 51
support Committee collabor.ate more to t':olmplem'ent each other
and their specific training projects.
. IN5. Advisory Committee should meet three
Advisory . . .
o Committee days prior to the next Meeting of Signatory
Institutional States, so that the AC report can be 64
. available at the start of SS7.
Secretariat
Secretariat has
Advisory AD3. Advisory Chair to write to one inactive already welcomed
Administrative Committee member of the Committee with a view to 63 one newly
confirming that the position will be vacated appointed AC
Secretariat | and possibly filled inter-sessionally. member (duly
acknowledged)
LEAD ACTOR: SECRETARIAT
IG2a. Investigation of illegal direct take of
Secretariat marine turtles
20-21
imol . Advisor Suggested mechanisms: Commissioned
mplementation ry reviews (e.g. in collaboration with TRAFFIC,
guidance / Committee : . .
support CITES, flsh_erles sector an_d community-
Signator based studies) and prescribed student
g y projects (ranging from semester-long
States !
reviews/course work, to Masters or PhD
level theses).
Secretariat IG2e. Socio-economic considerations
- ) ) 28
(specifically with regard to public
Advisory participation and stakeholder engagement):
Implementation | Committee
guidance / Suggested mechanisms: compilation of best
support Signatory practices and lessons learned (among
States Signatory States), perhaps undertaken by a
graduate student.
IG5. Secretariat to contact Indian Ocean
imol at Tuna Commission (IOTC) secretariat to
mpementation . seek any available data on marine turtle
guidance / Secretariat - 34
support bycatch and to encourage reciprocal IOTC

participation in future IOSEA meetings.




Action

SIC;'T?Q primarily Activity Rpeeﬁgft Remark
directed to:
IG7. Secretariat to recirculate application
forms for the IOSEA Capacity-
Implementation Secretariat Building/Technical Support Programme, and
p to seek funds to support its extension --
guidance / . . . 50
support Signatory baged on pos_ltlve feedback from COUI’I'FHES
States having benefitted already and expressions
of interest from Bangladesh, India,
Maldives, and Mauritius.
IG10. Secretariat to provide Signatory .
Implementation States with details about procedures for ﬁlgnatory Stat_e§
! . . . . : ave been notified
guidance / Secretariat accessing UNEP funding for micro-projects 73 by email of 4 April
support aimed at conserving CMS-listed species (as 2012
announced at CMS COP10). '
AD1. Secretariat to circulate to all Signatory
Secretariat | States, by 31 May 2012, the revised Site
Evaluation Criteria for final review and xS
o : . ite network
Administrative written comment by Signatory States no * resolution, para. 3
Signatory later than 31 July 2012. Final version of the ' ’
States Site Evaluation Criteria to be circulated by
31 August 2012.
Secretariat
First call is
Signatory AD2. Secretariat to organise a periodic proposed for May
States (sub- | conference call with the four sub-regional 2012, after
Administrative regional Focal Points (Indonesia, India, U.A.E., 59 clarification of
Focal Madagascar) and the Chair of the Advisory Focal Point
Points) Committee (or his/her representative). arrangements for
Indonesia and
Advisory India.

Committee




