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Responsibility for these requirements ZEREHD KT

The Marine Stewardship Council (MSC) is responsible for these requirements.

Readers should verify that they are using the latest copy of this and other documents. Updated
documents, together with a master list of all available MSC documents, can be found on the MSC
website (msc.org).

AERFHRICEHY 2HEEBFEEERES NSC) H"ET D,

FRICH-2TIE, AXEHVICEHEXENRHRTHDZEEZHRA LB TFNIELE S,
BRHFOEXXEIEINSCHOY = THA + (msc.org) [TABRESHTLS,

Versions published /18— 3 U ¥ {TEFE

Version _ Description of amendment
no.

1.0 15 August 2011 First version issued for application by Conformity Assessment
20114 8 A 15 8 Bodies (CABs).
HEEMHEEWE (CABs) BEADE 1 lRFEIT.

11 24 October 2011 | Version issued incorporating revised Group Chain of Custody (CoC)
2011 4% 10 8 24 requirements and correcting typos, page numbering, wrong and
= missing referencing and unreadable flowcharts.

JI—T CoCERFEZMAAN, 34 TIRAPOR—UESF, £
BEEVRUVEHRTED T 0—F v— FOKREREIT,

1.2 10 January 2012 | Version issued incorporating Technical Advisory Board 20 agreed
2012 % 1 B 10 B @ changes regarding reassessment, Objection Procedure,

modifications to the default assessment tree to assess bivalves,
implementation timeframes and Aquaculture Stewardship Council
(ASC) requirements.
REMEZEESE 20 RBARZE L. BRE. BEPLITF
e, —KREBREXOBEICERTHIEEEERY ) —DEBIE., EiEH
REVKEEEEERH ESR (ASC) ERBE~ADEEZHAANT:
MRDFET,

Minor edits, comprised correction of wrong and missing referencing,
typos and unreadable figures.

LEORSE. SREHEOMEBVRUARRE. 24 TR, BHETHEL
ORI,

1.3 14 January 2013 | Version issued incorporating Technical Advisory Board 21 and
20134 1 B 14 B Board of Trustees agreed changes.

Minor edits and clarifications were also incorporated.
BRTEMEZEERE 21 ARBRUFEESNRKE LE-EEZHAAA
Nl & %17,
2O DmECHBILE SRR,

2.0 1 October 2014 Version issued incorporating changes to the standard as a result of

2014 % 10 A 1 B the MSC Fisheries Standard review and changes to CAB
procedures as a result of the speed and cost review.
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Version | Date Description of amendment
no.

FEEIXAMDRELIZE S, WSCREXZBIARBRORELRUEER
WE (BAMEEHE) CEAFIENEEZXZ T TITHhARBR
ST EEAANTZRDFEIT,

2.1 31 August 2018 Version issued incorporating changes to the assessment process
2018 &£ 8 B 31 B @ regarding streamlining, harmonisation and labour policy
development topics.
BEITOROUFL. N—FFAE—2 32, FBAHOKREIC
By oERZMAANT-IRERIT,

2.2 25 March 2020 Version issued incorporating changes to: the confirmation of scope
2020 &£ 3 B 25 B @ process, defining the Unit of Assessment and Unit of Certification,
conditions, and the expedited audit process.

HRAEE IO ROMHER. BEEHM (UA) RURBIEEHSE (UoC) @
RE. BHEE IO RICETHIEELZHEAANTRE HKIT,
Minor edits and clarifications were also incorporated.

20 DmECHBIE S RBR,
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Marine Stewardship Council ¥ SEiHES

Vision EY 3 >

Our vision is of the world’s oceans teeming with life, and seafood supplies safeguarded for this and
future generations.

HEPOBBAEMICHAN, REEZ L TREOBKITHE Y KEYOHBENIERENEZE. TAN
MChHELarTHb,

Mission {# &p

Our mission is to use our ecolabel and fishery certification program to contribute to the health of the
world’s oceans by recognising and rewarding sustainable fishing practices, influencing the choices
people make when buying seafood, and working with our partners to transform the seafood market to
a sustainable basis.

TASNVERETEHFHEZRBL T, FRAIRTEREZIHLBET S LBIC. KEVEBATS
BROEHBEZEORRICEEZL-oL, N— b F—EHRITKEDTISZHFRARELTLDONEERIRT S
ET, HADBFEREICAMT S E. T NSCDERTH S,
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General introduction [Z L &Iz

Fisheries certification jfa 2 :2:F

With international consultation with stakeholders, the MSC has developed standards for sustainable
fishing and seafood traceability. The standards ensure that MSC labelled seafood comes from, and
can be traced back to, a sustainable fishery.

MSC standards and requirements meet global best practice guidelines for certification and labelling
programs.

The MSC Fisheries Standard sets out requirements that a fishery must meet to enable it to claim that
its fish come from a well-managed and sustainable source.

Throughout the world, fisheries are using good management practices to safeguard jobs, secure fish
stocks for the future and help protect the marine environment. The science-based MSC environmental
standard for sustainable fishing offers fisheries a way to confirm sustainability, using a credible,
independent third-party assessment process. Certification means sustainable fisheries can be
recognised and rewarded in the marketplace and gives an assurance to consumers that their seafood
comes from a well-managed and sustainable source.

The MSC Fisheries Standard applies to wild-capture fisheries that meet the scope requirements
provided in Section 7.4.

MSC DFFRRIRERIER EKEND b L—HE) T4 DRBIEX. RAT—URLF—EDTO—/NILIGH
BETRALTERESN-LDTHS, CNoDRIBIZE 2T, NSC I NILRTDKEYIE, HETTH
SFERAIRELREFT TH O TENTECENATELIHRTHLC LEDHEANELNDIDTH S,

MSC DI R UVEREFEHILX, FARUINILEHEDARR N TSHTF 4 ADE=HOEBRMLEAA K54
VIZERL TS,

BYICEEBSN-FRARGEETHDCLETIRYT H1=0ICIE, MSCAKXFRBENDERSZIRICE
WL TOEITNIEGE S,

HAZEOREIZL>DTHESATVLIEVLEEARKRE, £HORE. REKD-ODEEXERD
HR. TLTBEFREORLICEML TV S, FRATRRGAES. RIBE=HKEICLSEEEDR
WEEITE > T, HEFEHRILIZE D NSC DFFRAREGRED-ODRERKZIEFLTNSELT
uu..uIEé*Léo Lo)urbuIE‘ J:U ﬁf;u?ﬁ?@:ﬁ’%li*fﬁﬁfﬁl &L\—Cnuugﬁém *& 'é*LZD if-s Iﬁ
BEE, BUICEESNFHRTRCAEREHEBTET IKERBZBAL TV EVSRIDERDL
nd,

MSC DIFEIE. £/ a2 1 4 DERFEZH -TRALBEARITER SN D,
The MSC Fisheries Standard comprises of the following core Principles:

MSC @ REBAEARBEZRAM SR Y I > TV S,

Principle 1: Sustainable target fish stocks [REI 1 : ¥EAIRELRERN R EIR

A fishery must be conducted in a manner that does not lead to over-fishing or depletion of the
exploited populations and, for those populations that are depleted, the fishery must be conducted in a
manner that demonstrably leads to their recovery.

BEE, BEEEL LIEIHEZSISREIILVAERTITLLEITNE G ST, #IBKEICH HEKREE
[ZDWTIE, BEEARIETELAETRENMTODNA TEE S,
Principle 2: Environmental impact of fishing [REI 2 : REDBE~ADEE

Fishing operations should allow for the maintenance of the structure, productivity, function and
diversity of the ecosystem (including habitat and associated dependent and ecologically related
species) on which the fishery depends.

BEFTDE, BAENMRET IEER (ERECHEKREE ABRFPHEEEZEL) O
BE AESN, WEE SHRUZHEBETEILOTRINEG LA,
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Principle 3: Effective management [RR| 3: @Y EE

The fishery is subject to an effective management system that respects local, national and

international laws and standards and incorporates institutional and operational frameworks that
require use of the resource to be responsible and sustainable.

BRI, MECER, BRMTEERFEZEEL, EEHSFRARGERA
RZE&EH M TOFERVEERFEHR T LENECEEVATLNBLETH D,
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Implementation timeframes EHEHIIRE =

Effective date of the Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 %232 O+ R E 2. 2 ik
DFEMAE

Publication date: 25 March 2020 AR H : 2020 £3 A 25 H

Effective date: 25 September 2020 %18 : 2020 &9 A 25 H

CABs shall conduct any assessment process (initial assessment, surveillance audit, scope extension,
expedited audit, or reassessment) that is announced on or after 25 September 2020 in conformity
with the MSC Fisheries Certification Process (FCP) v2.2.

2020 £ 9 A 25 HURIZAR SN -FE WREE. BE. ERGEEOHEX, BRHEE. L LIEFE
PRELEE) ITDOLTIE. MSCAXERBII ot X (FCP) % 2.2 fRICEI > TEME L ITHIXAE S5 7L,

Any CAB may elect to use the FCP v2.2 as of the publication date (25 March 2020) if they are ready
to do so and templates and training are ready.

FCP 2 2. 2 IRICWMER T TL— FEFHENAESh, BROEBNE - TLLEEHEICONT
(T, AFABE (2020 3 A 25 B) & Y HERZEEAI S L1 TES,

Unit of Assessment (UoA) and Unit of Certification (UoC) B&EE I (UoA) R UEREE
B (UoC)

For fisheries that are certified (including those that are suspended) or have announced an initial
assessment, reassessment or scope extension before 25 September 2020, CABs shall apply the Unit
of Assessment (UoA) and Unit of Certification (UoC) requirements (FCP 7.5.2, 7.5.3 and 7.5.6) by 25
March 2023. CABs shall follow 7.27 to determine if Annex PE applies. If Annex PE applies, CABs
shall announce the scope extension by 25 March 2023.

gﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁli 2020 ﬂi 9 H 25 = J: Uﬁﬁ‘-nun]}énfﬁ (nL\nEb\_E?f1$JtEP0)i‘%¥§§t) {J L/ ( [i*ﬂ@
L. BREE. EAGEEOIMARZARLIZARICHL, 202343 A 25 BETICEREMN

(UoA) R UEBEEE L (UoC) DEREIE (FCP 7.5.2, 7.5.3 & 1.5.6) #@RA L ITnIEE 54U, M
BXEPEDERICONTIXT. 27 I2#ERT 5, MIEXEPEDERICEKRET 5HEE. 2023F 3 A 25
BETICERSEROIBAREZAR LA TAIEGE S,

CABs may apply the new UoA and UoC requirements earlier to fisheries that are certified or in
assessment before 25 September 2020.

20009 A 25 HE YRETICERESNBAELTEINPDBEIZDOLNTIE., HIHFETIMN 5 UoA & UoC DFEFFR
BRBIEZEHATAIENTES,

Review RE L

The MSC welcomes comments on the FCP. Comments will be considered as part of the next review
process. Reviews will take place at least every 5 years. Please submit comments to
standards@msc.org.

More information about the MSC policy development process and MSC Standard Setting Procedure
can be found on the MSC website (msc.org).

MSC TlE., BERII TOLRICET I CEREZMIFEZTHFITEYET, BV :CERIIREDRE

LIZBRLBE SIS EITRYFET, RELEDLECEL S EBICITHONET . standards@msc.org
FTA—LICTIBRZEREY K SN,

MSC DA EEE T O+ REWITRIRKEDFIRICBIT HFMIT. MSCOH = TH A b (mscorg) &
BETaL,
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Introduction to this document AKX ENDHE

The MSC Fisheries Certification Process (FCP) v2.2 and the annexes define the process
requirements for CABs to assess fisheries against the MSC Fisheries Standard.

MSC lﬁ%nunl—tjntx (FCP) 2.2 Hﬁﬁ&Ul‘ﬁEi%(:lis MSC un.. nIE*E*ﬁ‘ EIJO_C %Egﬁj-%)
BROBEMBE~DERFENEESINA TS,

The FCP consists of the assessment process (Sections 1-7) and process annexes (PA-PF).
FCPIFBETOER (E/vavi~T) RUTOLRDMEXE (PA~PF) THERIhTWLD,
Fisheries Certification Process ;8 %RiE 70+ X

The purposes of the FCP are: X2 TALXOBEMITLUTOREY THD.

e To establish a defined process that enables all CABs to operate in a consistent and controlled
manner.

o ERINFLBHEITOLADEILIZEY., IRTOEEREN—BEHDOH LM SNI-FETER
EEBETESEIICT B,

e To provide transparency to maintain credibility with stakeholders.
o RT—VRILI—DEFEFEROLDTEIZFHAMFRET S,

MSC Guidance to the Fisheries Certification Process JEEZEF O XD HA A R

Guidance is provided in the MSC Guidance to the Fisheries Certification Process (GFCP) to help
CAB:s interpret the FCP. The GFCP is maintained as a separate document.

MSCEX(ZRII TN RICHT HIBEMBEDEREFOS=OIC, NSCHREFNTOELRDAA ST
x%Gummc GEIFTOCLRDAAFUR) EVNVSHILEXEORTIREHELTLS,

The headings and numbering in the GFCP, when included, match those in the FCP exactly, with
numbers prefaced with the letter “G” to indicate guidance.

GFCP MEEIZDOWTIE, BEXRII T RADFENRHELEBELE—HEIE, ZOHIICAMIFT VR
THDEZERIEXF IG] #ftL1=,

The MSC recommends that CABs read the FCP in conjunction with the GFCP. Text in the FCP is not
repeated in the GFCP.

MSC Tldk. MSCRXBIETAERENSCREBIETALRDHAHA TR (GFCP) ZHETHFRT 5T
CLEBEMBBEICHRELTWLS, NSCARERIITOCLRDOXEEHA F U RICZIFSIAIATLVEL,

Where guidance is provided that generally relates to the subject of a section, or relates to the content
of a specific clause, this icon @ appears at the end of the section title or clause in the FCP, and if

critical guidance is included, this icon ! appears. These icons provide hyperlinks to the related
guidance section in the GFCP.

U a 0B, LLLEBEDREICHLTHAS T VANREINTWSHZEICE, FCPDEY L

IVEAFLL LLBEEORDYICEAOT7 A aAVRRRIN, BEELGAA TV RADEHEICEINE
REINTWS, TNENDT A A VIZIEGFCP DBEEH A F U RADNA =) VI DBEESNTL
o

Critical guidance is identified within the GFCP using a sidebar, as illustrated in this paragraph.
BEEAAT VR, RNRFTFTDESI2, GFCP ADH A RAN—TREIN TS,

Within the GFCP, this icon A provides a hyperlink back to the corresponding section or clause in the
FCP.

GFCP AN ADT A AVICEIRIETHFCP DLV a3V LLEFFEADNAIR— VIDNEESHL
TWa,
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MSC Interpretations Log MSC f2fR 0 5

The MSC occasionally provides additional guidance to CABs and assessment teams via
interpretations that are posted on a public Interpretations Log. Interpretations are provided in
response to questions about requirements in the FCP (and the Fisheries Standard and General
Certification Requirements). Interpretations help clarify the MSC'’s intent and provide additional
information and guidance to explain how a requirement should be interpreted and applied. They are
not new requirements.

MSC (Z. BRRICET SO JZN L. BERBERVEETF —LISEMOHAZF VA EHEEREL T
W5, BRIEL. FCP DEREIR (RUHARZIRE, EMMEBAEREE) ICHTHERADOEET
HbH, BRI NSCHERZHFELL., ERXFEZLEDLSICHRL, BRI NESHDEMERE A
AFRATHY . FROBREBEAETIEAL,

The MSC recommends that CABs and assessment teams check the Interpretations Log on a regular
basis and follow relevant interpretations.

MSC 1F., BEMBEEBEEF—LICHEROJZEHMICHERL, BET IBMICENT S L EHEL
TWa%,

Auditability of the Guidance to the Fisheries Certification Process and interpretations
Ilu\%ﬂlh\HIE 7 AtX jj A 9 /X&Uﬁ#*ﬂo)%ﬁ Ejj

The guidance in the GFCP and interpretations are not directly auditable. The critical guidance
identified in the GFCP should be followed by CABs where applicable. It is likely that this critical
guidance would be referenced by the MSC-appointed accreditation body in any non-conformity with
related FCP clauses.

GFCP DHA F UV ARUBRZDLDIZEBREAFTENLOD., BEEHETFCPRNOEEHAF R
ZEATERBAICRIINEBERLAETAEESA0, NSC DREMBI, BERE TN AKEA
DIRBBEMNMBESINEIRIC, COEBAA TV RESRT HARENELH S,

The presence of critical guidance is identified with this icon !! in the FCP and includes:

FCP RN TEEHAF VANRINTVREEIZIFIDTAAVNREINATWNS, EEHA UV RIE
LUTZ&aTHESITRENATLS,

e Special cases relating to requirements that apply to a particular type of fishery, data or situation.
o FHEH : HEDEBEOAEXOT 4. KRICERASNIERFHRICEHTSHIF VX,

e Additional clarification on how a clause in the FCP would usually be expected to be
implemented. The use of different methods would need to be justified.

o BEFETIOLRDFHEIIODNT, KYPAELGREAENTSNTLSSEICE. TOASF Y
RIZHES CEMNARESN TS, MDA EZEDGERICE. TORUETITVELSH D,

Derogations 4%l

A derogation indicates a measure that allows for all or part of the requirement to be applied differently,
or not at all, to certain applicants or certificate holders. Derogations are indicated by a footnote
including:

B &L, BREDRAERFRED L JEFEAMBFRBZICOVT, ERFEHZEZEMH S WL ITESTHIIC
FELTERT S CLZROIHETH D, FHIFHEIETTSN, UTORBAEEN TS,

e The authority who made the decision on the derogation.

o HIDREFRTEM

e The date or meeting number of the decision.

o REMNMTONEBMNL LLEREES

e The date on which the derogation came into force or expires.
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o HfIDFEML L IFEMA
e A short description of the derogation.
o HBIDHE

Derogations are also issued via the MSC Interpretation Log. The MSC shall inform CABs when
derogations are issued.

MSCDA v a—T)T— 3205 THHEHEDFENSINS, NSC (FIFHOFRITEEZERBICER LK
FhEE s,
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120
PF8 Conducting a Scale Intensity Consequence Analysis (SICA) #iH - & - &R0
(SICA) DT .o 138
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MSC Fisheries Certification Process MSC %I 7Ot X

1 Scope HAHH =

The MSC Fisheries Certification Process (FCP) is for Conformity Assessment Body (CAB) use when
assessing fisheries against the MSC Fisheries Standard.

MSCBEEREET Ot R (FCP) (X, MSC DEEFRFMRKICAI > TREEZEET HSRICEERENERY
o

2 Normative documents IJRELE @

The documents listed below contain provisions that, through reference in this text, become part of the
FCP.

LUTOXEICIE, AXETEIASNDZLICE>T, MSCEXBHETOERICTEFEFNLIHRENEY A
FNTLS,

For documents listed, the latest effective version of the document applies.

The documents are:

LUTOXEICEELTE. SNh0HLEFMNERAEINS,

a. MSC Pre-Assessment Reporting Template. MSC $EBEHREAT T L— k

b. MSC Annual Pre-Assessment Reporting Template. MSC EXFHBEREAT > T L— b+

c. MSC Fishery Announcement Template. MSC ;A %BIEBEAYHRKRAT > TL—F

d. MSC Client Document Checklist. MSC Y S 4 7> rXEF v Y Rk

MSC Use of the RBF in a Fishery Assessment Form. MSC ;2% EEIZH (T2 RBF OFER 7+ — LA

- o

MSC Fishery Assessment Scoring Worksheet (including versions for enhanced bivalves and
salmon). MSCEEBBHRERT—IV o —F (ZKRESLIUVY T OEBEEERDIRZET)

g. MSC RBF Worksheets. MSC RBF 7—% L — |k

MSC Reporting Template (including versions for enhanced bivalves and salmon). MSC KREZE#H &
ATo7L—F (ZRESIUVS7OBERXAOREED)

i. Template for Peer Review of MSC Fishery Assessments. MSC /&% EENDE7LEa—RATY 7
L— b

j.  Template for Peer Reviewer follow up at PCDR stage. PCOR EREE CTOE7 LEa—D 7+ A—7
vITRTYIL—hk

k. MSC Surveillance Announcement Template. MSC BEEEMAT > TL— k

I.  MSC Surveillance Reporting Template. MSC BEE#HRER T FL— b+

m. MSC Surveillance Review of Information Template. MSC B5 BB DIEREAR T T L— +

n. MSC Reduced Reassessment Reporting Template. MSC BRI HBERERAT > TL— +

0. MSC Database User Manual for CABs. BZE#MED-HDMNC T—E4_R—X1—H— -7 =27
L

p. MSC Variation Request Form — Fisheries. MSC ZEBREREX-A X[ T

g. MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments. MSCiBEXBEEBE~AD A T—Y 7RIL
B—e ATy FRETVTL—F
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r. MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Surveillance Audits. MSC A 2B E~ADR T—I RILS
— ATy FRTYTL—F

s. Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour Policies, Practices and Measures Template. 5&551&)
BLUVREFBICHT 548, BITSLUVHEICET HREMEERTYIL—+

t. MSC IPI Announcement Template. MSC IPI SR&RF > FL— b

In addition, the normative documents listed in MSC General Certification Requirements Section 2 also
apply to implementation of the MSC Fisheries Certification Process.

CDIEM. NSC —ARFREIERZEIE (GCR) £V L a v 2ICEBEHEIN TV LHREXEL MSC AR T
AtADOEEICEREN S,

3 Terms and definitions FE & E &S
All definitions are in the MSC-MSCI Vocabulary.
RERUVERITT T, MSC-NSCI AEKICBHE I TS,

Terms or phrases used in the FCP that have multiple definitions are defined within the text where
such terms or phrases appear.

MSC ﬁﬁn.hnﬁjﬂtxfﬁﬁﬁéhéﬁﬁ PEADS L., BEHOEZRZFOIDIIOVTIE. M EA
EBVOEAONERASNATVAAXATERSINTWLS,

4 General requirements —fi87L EREIF

4.1 Submission of reports, data and requests to the MSC MSC ~®
&E. T4, EFoRH

41.1 The CAB shall upload all information and data that are part of the fishery assessment and
surveillance process to the MSC database.

BERNBERVEEEET O LRO—ME LTRET 2ERET—2ICO2VTIE, BE
ﬁ%ﬁ;&lli*f«r MSC F—2R—XI[ZT7vTA—FLATIIEE S,

4.2 Consultation requirements %IR8 9 2 EREIEw

4.2.1 The CAB shall hold stakeholder consultations so that the CAB becomes aware of all
concerns of relevant stakeholders. ZBEMEA, BRT IR T—IRILE—DETHDES
FIMETED LS, BEHBRIRT—IRILEF—REFHRTETAIEE S0,

4.2.2 The CAB shall send a copy of a consultation announcement to stakeholders including a
hyperlink to the ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ no longer
than 4 days after the start of each consultation period. &R OREA 5 4 B LRI
. BERBEEETORT—IRILE—ICIHEREDEINZE NSCREXBE~DRAT—IK
WE— ATy FRATUTL—F] ONAIR—=1) 2y EXITER LB TRIELR SR,

4.2.3 Within 10 days of receipt, the CAB shall acknowledge receipt of stakeholder input during
the assessment process and inform (notify 2% infform ICATE I N TV 3 EHHAWL Db b
Y. notify X IEZUTEAIT %, inform IZHICERE, A — AR ETHIET Vw02 a T
VARDDZDT, TOEinform bEMKIC LB AL LIvEHA, ) the sender

how and when the CAB will address their comments. BEE#EE(IBERICZ (TR >1=X T
—JRILF—D50a A ML, ZITRYMNS 10 BLURNIZZEREZREZ L., 034
VERIZHRL, WD, ESHRETEMNEEY EITEE GER) LETNIEHZESEN,

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 Page 17
Date of publication: 25 March 2020 © Marine Stewardship Council 2020


https://www.msc.org/docs/default-source/default-document-library/for-business/program-documents/general-certification-requirements/msc-general-certification-requirements-v2-4.pdf?sfvrsn=d1b5f2f_20#page=10
https://www.msc.org/docs/default-source/default-document-library/for-business/program-documents/chain-of-custody-supporting-documents/msc-msci-vocabulary-v1-3.pdf

4.2.4

4.2.5

4.3

43.1

4.3.2

4.3.3

4.4
4.4.1
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Where the Risk-Based Framework (RBF) is used to evaluate and score specified
Performance Indicators (PIs), the CAB shall carry out stakeholder consultation to gather
data to inform the scoring in conformity with the requirements set out in Annex PF. % ®
EEEIE P OFE - F£RI12. VRVICEDIKEE#RHEA RBF) MEHLNDHIEE. &
EHEHMEXEPF DERFRISEEST 5L 5. RRICBDEGERERIDHICAT—
I HRIVE—BEBETOLETNEE S,

Except where otherwise required, the CAB shall specify, in its consultation
announcements, a deadline for the receipt of information or feedback from stakeholders of
17:00 UTC on the last day of the consultation period. R 7—% RILE —h 5 DIEFRD R
ZHBRE. ROICRETILENHSEAZRVTIE. HEAROREBD 17§
UT0) & L. BEHREZZOEZHEFEBMEICHARZ LB HNEE LA,

Use of confidential information in fisheries assessments ¥

EITHITHRFRBOER

The CAB shall encourage stakeholders not to withhold information, including their
concerns and knowledge about the fishery in question. BE#E XX T—9 RILF —(Zxt
L. SZBEXICHIIBTONBZECHERORBEZELEZALSICEDLTVE SRS
NIELE S,

The CAB shall inform stakeholders that, unless covered by 4.3.3 below, any information
that they cannot share with all stakeholders shall not be: Ti2 4. 3. 3 N BERA SNz LR

Y, $RTODRAT—IRILE—DOETHETELEVERE., UTOZEITERATEAEL
5. BEBBIEIRT—UHRILA—IZEHN GEH) LETFNIEESAEL,

a. Referenced in the assessment. EENSEIZT 5,

b. Used in determining the assessment outcome. BEFERDHIMIZEHT 5,

The CAB shall ensure that information kept confidential is restricted to: & #4R8 (X H#% &

THRMA. BEICUTOILIZROEND L SICTLETFNIEL S,

a. Financial transactions about certification. Z25EI1ZB8 9 2 £ 5HH5I,

b. The financial affairs of individual companies or information that may lead to this
information being made public. 8% QXD IEP. ZOBBUFHRMNRA LM DEA
B 1EH.

c. Information that is the subject of relevant national privacy or data protection legislation

in the client's country. 7 54 7> b BT HSEDERKEOT —FREETORRE
AL TS

Access to information f[§ER~ADT7 IR

The CAB shall ensure that unpublished key information necessary for stakeholders to be
able to properly review the logic used by the team to score a Pl is made available to
stakeholders. %4 Pl [CEAT 2 BEF—LDRERABINERT—URILF—NELIRET
BIIRELRFEBRARIMATH-HE. BEHBIX. XT7—IFRILF—ITx L THEICH
ZERERB LB ITNIEE S,

44.1.1 The CAB shall make unpublished key information available when referenced in a

public assessment report and shall ensure that the information is available
throughout the subsequent stages of the assessment process. Z&EHR (L. 226
AEEHREETRINRO oM BEICE, ROAOEZFRBRERBE LG TN
59, BEDEEREICEVTHEBIEEREICAFTELLSICLATAER S
LY,
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44.1.2 The CAB shall note that unpublished information does not include peer-reviewed

or grey literature. FEEWE L. RABRFEHRN,. E7LE1—Sh-XMP. KE
XEEFLEWVILICTBE LB ITNIEE S,

Confidentiality agreements B FFHRH

The owner of information specified under 4.3.3 may require stakeholders to sign
confidentiality agreements before granting access to it. In these cases, the CAB shall:

4. 3.3 ICHESN-FRROMEEN. TOEB~NOT7 IV LRIZEILLE, ATV HRILE—
[T LT, ERBEZN~DELRERODIGEENH L, TOEE. BEEHBEIUTOFiR
TEBFER GG,

a. Require those requesting access to information to do so in writing. Z® & 3 R 1HE#HRA~
DTV ERERDBRAT—IRILE—IZH L, BEICK>THEREITILIKRD S,

b. Confirm signed confidentiality agreements are in place before permitting access to the
confidential information. #ZEHRADT7 I LR EH AT SRIICHBERIFZNIZEL S
NTWBZ EZEHERT 5,

The CAB may use the information specified under 4.3.3 in its assessment even if some or

all stakeholders refuse to sign a confidentiality agreement. —&8, H5WIETHORT—7

RILE—DHERBFEZN~ADERLRZIESGL-ELTH., BEEHBET 4 3.3 ITHEESINE

WEBEICERAI S ENTESD,

Structural requirements Xt DEREIF

There are no requirements additional to ISO 17065 and MSC General Certification Requirements.
15017065 B T* MSC —A&EBREZ R FIE LS DBMERFEITALY,

6

Resource requirements FiRICE T 5 EKREIE

There are no requirements additional to ISO 17065 and MSC General Certification Requirements.
15017065 B T* MSC —A&EBREZ K F IR LS IBMERFIEHITZLY,

7 Process requirements FE =TT 5 EREE @
7.1 Pre-assessment P {HB&
7.1.1 The client may select a CAB to undertake an optional pre-assessment. ¥ 54 7 > ;M E{E
ETPRBEZTOLOICEERBEEESZ LN TES,
7.1.2 The CAB shall have objectives for the pre-assessment that include: EEHBE X FHEEIC
L., ULTZETENEHFE ODRELNDH D,
a. Enabling CAB planning for a full assessment. BAMENKEEDHEEFI TS &
HEEICT B,
b. Informing the client of the likelihood of achieving certification. S2SEEIGDETEEEZ Y S5
A7 BT S,
c. Enabling client planning for the full assessment. 7 54 7 > b AKREBEBENDETE %23 T
5 EETAREIZT B,
7.1.3 The CAB shall appoint an individual or team qualified in conformity with the requirements
of Table PC2 and any 1 of the qualifications and competencies listed in Rows 1-5 of Table
PC3 to conduct the pre-assessment evaluation. BE#E (X, FHEEXTS5:H. X
Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 Page 19

Date of publication: 25 March 2020 © Marine Stewardship Council 2020


https://www.msc.org/docs/default-source/default-document-library/for-business/program-documents/general-certification-requirements/msc-general-certification-requirements-v2-4.pdf?sfvrsn=d1b5f2f_20
https://www.msc.org/docs/default-source/default-document-library/for-business/program-documents/general-certification-requirements/msc-general-certification-requirements-v2-4.pdf?sfvrsn=d1b5f2f_20

MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

PC2 DEHKIZEE L. RPCBD I~5TONTIMNIEETHEADH S WNIF—LERT
LEEFNIEE S,

7.1.4 The CAB shall ensure that any guidance given to clients during pre-assessment is in
conformity with ISO 17065. BE&E#MEE. FHRBEZEICEVWTCY AT U MIAM T VR %E
TOBIZIE, ZOHAF XM IS0 17065 [ISEE L TWAZ EF#HALAITAIEE LK
L @

7.15 The CAB shall include the following activities as part of the pre-assessment: 25248 (X LA
TOZELEFRBERICEDLBITNEE AL,

a. Anin-person or remote meeting with the client. ¥ 54 7> & DEEH L < [LEFEIC
J: é E _7__ 4 >7‘o

b. Decisions on potential field site visits, if required. R EHIBE. BE S SEHIRE(C
B9 HRE

c. An assessment of the extent to which the fishery is consistent with the MSC Fisheries
Standard (Annex SA, Annex SB, Annex SC and Annex SD). BEMNEDIEE. NMSC i
%Elﬁ\%ﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁ (Bﬁ.ﬁxg SA» SB» SC &U SD) ':EIJ 2 —C L\éb\o)gﬁo

d. An evaluation of the fishery’s readiness for assessment. BEEZZ (T3> TDif
EJOF 313/ S ANET N

e. Areview of the availability of data. AFATEELT— 2 DFER,

i. If data are not thought to be available, the CAB shall indicate likely use of the
RBF. T—AMNAFTELWNEEAONDIHE, BEEWEIIRBF 2FEAT SLE
HERELGTNIEE S0,

f. Defining the options for the scope of the full assessment consistent with Sections 7.4
and75. 723V 1 4BLV 1S ICEET 2ABEDHEDA T3 VERE,

g. Describing potential obstacles or problems that may be a barrier to certification. 2L
DY &Y [ EEELHBEDIRT,

7.1.6 If the CAB conducts a pre-assessment, the CAB shall use the ‘MSC Pre-Assessment
Reporting Template’ that is effective at the time of preparation. EE#EN FHBEEL1TH
SHE. BERBEIZOBRATEYL INSC FHREEREATIL— ) 2ERAT S,

7.1.6.1 The CAB shall inform the client that some sections of the ‘MSC Pre-Assessment
Reporting Template’ are mandatory and some optional. Z&H#EEIE. TMSC %
BEREATOITL— b CE, BADREBELEEEDO RV avhiHd sy
AT MIERLGETNEGE LG,

7.1.7 The CAB shall inform the client of the requirements for proceeding to a full assessment.
BEERE. RBERICET-ODERFEZY 547 2 MIBEHM GER) LEHTNIEES
A AN

7.1.8 The CAB shall inform the client of: BE#EIE YV S A 72V FCUTDI EZ @ GERK)
ERPC
a. Communications that may need to take place with management agencies,

conservation groups, post-harvest sectors, and relevant commercial and non-
commercial fishing groups to explain the MSC assessment process and the
implications (including costs and benefits) of certification. EB#H#ECRFERER K.
BERDOEEIM. BRI IAFRECEFERETIL—TEEKEL. NSC OFREET
AtX EREEEERIE (AR MOFRGEZET) ITOVTHOERZEZRD D,

b. The types and extent of data and information that the client will need to make
available for a full assessment. AEEICEWT, V5472 bHNREBIRET—EDH
BEHOEACEHEA,
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7.1.9

7.1.10

7.2

7.2.1

7.3
7.3.1

7.4
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c. The location, timing and form of any announcements to be made during full
assessment. XABEFDREME D, EZT., EDKSITLTITSOMEHERT S,

d. The optional MSC training information on the assessment process for clients. ;%2
ETOERICETENCOI SA TV bAITA TS aFILBRHEIC DL TOERERER
ERE

The CAB shall treat the existence, process and outcomes of the pre-assessment as
confidential to the client, the CAB and the MSC, unless otherwise directed by the client to

make the pre-assessment more widely available. BE#EE (X, FHEENITHONI-EE
EZDTAOCRRUFERIZOVTIE, V5347V bSO FHEEICOVTOEREZL YA
CHLERVWEDRRALBILINEY ., V5470 FEBERE. RUNSC 2T OHEERIE
& LTHRDETNIEGE S AL,

The CAB shall provide the MSC with an annual report on the fishery pre-assessment
reports they have provided to clients over the period 1 April to 31 March by the following
30 April. ZEHKEIZ4 A 18153 A3 BETOREICIT>-FPREBEEICET 5FEREE
EF#F4R30BETITMSCICIRELEBTAELZSHZL, @

7.1.10.1 Annual reports shall be sent to the MSC standards email (standards@msc.org) as

an attachment using the ‘Annual Pre-Assessment Reporting Template’. & R#R&
EF TERFHEEEREAT O IL— ] ZERAL. EA—JLICHAFT BT,
MSC #REF—L®D E A —JL (standards@msc.org) [TFEE LA IFRIEE S,

7.1.10.2 Where information relating to a specific MSC pre-assessment report has changed

since a previous annual report submitted to the MSC, the CAB shall include an
entry in the relevant section of the latest annual report providing the status of
these fisheries. MSC ~DERMEE DIRELIE. FHEDREICET 5 NSC FHEE
EREEVHERICEELAH - 12156, BEEHRERIEHOFRBREENEET 515
FICHEZAEOBRERRZRE LG TNEE S0,

7.1.10.3 The first annual report submitted shall include data for all previous MSC pre-

assessment reports provided to clients, irrespective of the year they were
prepared. FDERBEEICIETERICAREGL., V53472 bOE=BHIZITHES
E2ETONC FHRBERSEICET ST 2 ZEDLTNIEE S,

Application for full assessment by client 7 54 7> FIZkBEXE
BEDHEE

On receipt of an application for full assessment, the CAB shall refer to ISO 17065 and the

MSC General Certification Requirements for application review requirements. RXEEHHE

2%, BEEMBEIX IS0 17065 L UMSC GCR DERFIEEZSH L., BFEZRESL TN
(FE B,

Client Document Checklist 7 54 7Y FAXEF v/ X tm

Before defining the Unit of Assessment and Unit of Certification, the CAB shall require the
client to submit a completed Client Document Checklist. BE AL & FREFHE A DREIZE
(1. BBERBEIISATUORMIT9SAFTUOMIEFI VIR DRALREERD
THNEE SN,

Confirmation of scope BHASEHENHSE =

Confirming that the fishery is within scope of the MSC Fisheries Standard MSC i3
AR D BERAEERNICHLHBETHDS Z L DHER
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7.4.1 The CAB shall withdraw the fishery at any point if it does not continue to meet scope
requirements of 7.4.2. BEMEIL., BREN 1.4 2 DBERABEZH-IL B oFR
T, BEZMYPLHATAEGE S,

7.4.2 The CAB shall verify that the fishery is eligible for certification through the following
determinations: FEEWE T RAEDORAERZLUTOHIMELECE SV THRIEL G ITIE
AR A A
74.2.1 The following taxa shall not be target species of the fishery under Principle 1: 53%8

BE. RAICET2RAXORMRATEEL LTEDONLLY,
a. Amphibians. T4 %8

b. Reptiles. [ZHR%E

c. Birds. B%8

d. Mammals. [ZZL5E

7.4.2.2 The fishery shall not use poisons or explosives. JAEIIEYLEEMZRANTIX
BN,

Controversial unilateral exemption to an international agreement EFRHIEE 23 L
THREDZL., —AHLGREREDDL ETITON TV SAE

7.4.2.3 The fishery shall not be conducted under a controversial unilateral exemption to
an international agreement. &% (¥, EFMERICH L THEED S LY, —ARLGHR
BEREDL ETITOLN TG LAY,

a. The CAB shall use these definitions to interpret this criterion: Z )X ¥ % 2R
THICHY ., BERBIIUTOEREZFERALZTAIEGE S,

i. “Controversial” means creating a controversy in the wider international
community rather than simply between 2 states. TFEIREDZ V] &LV
DIFEIZZERMIICR o= ETRGL, FYESEBFEHRICE OV THE
EFECLTWAEVLSIEKRTH D,

ii. “Unilateral” means arising from the action of a single state. T—7A#71 |
F—EOHLEHL-TLS., EVWSEKRTHD,

iii. “Exemption” means a refusal to join or abide by the rules of an
international management body, or the taking of a reservation or
exception to a measure adopted by such body, when in either such case
the effect is to undermine the sustainable management of the fishery.

%E] LREREE#EADENANDSEH S WV IKIEFZEELEY.
ZDEDGHEANMERLEAECH LBRHDWVIEHINEEBZ-VT D
CET, BEOHRAIRLGEEMELGOND ZLICHEH I LEEKT
%o

iv. “International agreements” are those with a direct mandate for
sustainable management of the resources affected by the fishery
according to the outcomes expressed by Principles 1 and 2. TEFRHE
Bl BRIV RV20OBEICAIY ., HREARGCERIAOEEZERY
B-ODEEMNLGHRTDEZHET,

b. When verifying fishery conformity with this criterion, the CAB shall take into
consideration: COEEADEEZIRIT HICH-Y. BEERKBEILUTO
EEBELGTNIEGE AL,

i.  The relationship between international and coastal state jurisdictions
recognised by relevant international agreements. BEJ 2EEAEIZ &
DTRHONTWHERMEE L AFEDERE & DER,
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i. Whether exemptions result in the implementation of a higher or lower
level of conservation than are currently agreed by an international

management body. fREREIC L 5 ERFREDKEN, ERESEBEEN
HLADE TLAKEITLERTEOMELD,

ii. Whether the sustainable management of the fishery is undermined. ##t
ARERRRDE-ODEREENMELGDODA TGN E 5D,

Conviction for forced or child labour 5&#757@ £ L < [(ZIREFEDOHFEHIR

7.4.2.4 The CAB shall confirm that the client or client group does not include an entity that
has been convicted for a forced or child labour violation in the last 2 years. &

k. BE2FMTHRAENFTEEL LLIFIREFBOEFRHREZITILEANY S

A7 B LLEIFATUORIL—=TITEEFNTWVREWNWI L EERELEITAIE

HHiEL, @

a. If an entity that belongs to a certified client group is convicted for a violation of
law on forced or child labour, the CAB shall consider the entity as having
become out of scope and shall withdraw it from the certificate or client group.
BEAEMBLTWEISA4T7 Y ML —TIZRBT Dz A 5aFITFEE L <&
REFEHORTERELG--HE. BEHEIL. BAREANTTELOEREER
ITHEVWEDELT, BAEFAELLIEISATY RTIL—Th SN LA
[FhEAE i,

b. If a conviction is determined, the CAB shall consider the entity as out of scope
until 2 years have passed since the date of the conviction. HFEMNHEE L1-15
&, BEHEE., BRHREZTE-AIL 2FLUEEBTSHET, HZEA
FHEASHEICEVEDERGIGTFNAEE S,

Submission of forced and child labour policies statement 525781 & & IR EFH @I
B9 A% DIRE

7.4.25 The client or client group shall use the ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour
Policies, Practices and Measures Template’ to detail the policies, practices and
measures in place to ensure the absence of forced and child labour. 2 54 7 >

LI SAT7UMIL—TF, TEBFZBE S CRESEICTT 5.
BT UREICET ARMBEERT Y TL— M ZEW, EHIFEBETICR
EFHNERAITONGNODFH, BTEICHEZHFMICKE S B TNER
B7ELY,

7.4.2.6 The client or client group shall submit the completed ‘Certificate Holder Forced
and Child Labour Policies, Practices and Measures Template’ to the CAB at the
same time as it submits the Client Document Checklist. 2 547> k& L < &Y
FGATONITN=TIE, T9SA4T7UMXEFT VI )R DR ERBRIC,
RAFAHD [BEFEBEIVCREFBICHT 5AEH., BITEITREICET 55
AMGBERT I L— b 2EEHBICRE LBTIERE S0,

7.4.2.7 The CAB shall confirm that all sections of the ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child
Labour Policies, Practices and Measures Template’ are completed. ZBZ& RS (X

MRFFBE S VREFBICHT 5AE. BTEICHEICET AZAMSER
TUTL—b] BNETRTEASNTVEZ EZHRLAETNIETE S,

7.4.2.8 The CAB shall confirm that the ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour
Policies, Practices and Measures Template’ covers all entities within the Unit of

Certification. BEME X MEHFES IV REFBICHIT A8, BITESLUE
BICEHATAFMMBERAT YT L— b HNRIEUDEAZTTRTHEEL TS
CEEHERLEBETNELELRL, @
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7.4.2.9 The CAB shall upload the ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour Policies,
Practices and Measures Template’, as completed by the client or client group, to
the MSC database for publication on the MSC website at the same time as the
Public Certification Report. BE#BEIE. VA4 T7 b LLEIZA4T7V T
—JIC&BEAFAHD [HFFBHE S CREFBITHT 558, BITESLUHE
[CRE 9 REIMBERT VT L— ] Z/RAREREELRAKICNSCY T T
A MIBARETESLS. MCT—2R—=XIZT7 v TA—RFLAETFNIEE S,

Conviction for shark finning ¥ —%2 7 4 Z 25 DB FHIR

7.4.2.10 The CAB shall confirm that the client or client group does not include an entity that
has been convicted for a shark finning violation in the last 2 years. EZ&#E8 (X
D934T RELLIEISATUORITL—TOHRIZBE2 FELAIZOY—D T o
ZUTDBERHREZFTIZEADEENTOVGEVWI LZHRE LTI G SR
LY, @

a. If an entity that belongs to a certified client group is convicted for a violation of
law with respect to shark finning, the CAB shall consider the entity as having
become out of scope and shall withdraw it from the certificate or client group.
RSN TWBISATU R L—TFICEENDEADN D Y—D T4 =0T
ICEADLESEICERLE-FETHEHREZZT-15E. EEHEEXAREAZE
REEICGEWERLGL, BAEHLIWVEISATU NI IL—ThoBEaLE
FhEE s,

b. If a conviction is determined, the CAB shall consider the entity as out of scope
until 2 years have passed since the date of the conviction. HFEMNHEE L1-15
A, BEREEERHROBMNG 2 FLEEBT HF T, AREATEALE
HIZGEWEDELTRAGEGETNIEGE S,

Controversy — disputes in fisheries &% — BXICEAT 2%

7.4.2.11 A fishery shall not be eligible for certification if there is no mechanism for resolving
disputes, or if the disputes overwhelm the fishery. % L 245%i8 (SR DL
ARV, B LLEHRENEDBRRDOFICEZA L INMGEE ., SHARILEINERZ
LGV,

a. If afishery applying for certification is the subject of controversy and/or
dispute at any time during the assessment process or certification cycle, the
CAB shall consider: SBEIZHEL TWHEENEEDE L < IXREEHIRM
RICHRERV/EERFORRELG>TVDIES, BEEBIIUTOC &
EERLETNEESAL,

i. Whether the fisheries management regime (national or international
system or plan) includes a mechanism for resolving disputes. &3Sk
#il (BRd L IEERMGHIES L CIFEE) BNinFRRADHEEZEL
TWWaHMESH,

ii. Ifthere is a mechanism for resolving disputes, whether that mechanism is
adequate to deal with potential or existing disputes (e.g. do stakeholders
have access to the mechanism for resolving disputes and is there
sufficient scope to cover the relevant issues). i} &R HEEEN D DB S
BEML LIEERETIHFIHLTZDICTHREIDOTHLINE S
e WBIRIE BEBROADXLIZRT—IRILI—HEET S
ERTELMNES D, F-EREEDPICEEL-BENEENINE
M) o

iii. Whether disputes overwhelm the fishery enough to prevent it from
meeting the MSC Fisheries Standard. #3%A%. %0 NSC ;& E DR
~NDBEEZEBRLIFENE S D,
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b. The CAB shall decline the application where it judges 7.4.2.11 applies.
142 N NERSNh DS, BEERERXCORFZATI 5.

Enhanced fisheries &5 %

7.4.2.12 Using the criteria in Table 1, the CAB shall determine whether the fishery is an
eligible enhanced fishery. BEE#EI X, K1 DERICIVSA 7V MNEEZBLL
Eht. BEAEEXL L TEBMNE S I ERRALLEITNIEE S,

a. An enhanced fishery shall only be eligible for assessment if it conforms to all
of the scope criteria. IEBREDBEEZRITIERLEHDIDIE. T XTOEA
HEDEBICEELTWAEEDATH S,

Table 1: Scope criteria for eligible enhanced fisheries 4% 7 &5 if 3 o & FA &5 B E B

Linkages to and maintenance of a wild stock XAZ IR & DEEE L ZF DHEH

i | Atsome point in the production process, the system relies upon the capture of fish from the
wild environment. Such fish may be taken at any stage of the life cycle including eggs,
larvae, juveniles or adults. The “wild environment” in this context includes marine, freshwater
and any other aquatic ecosystems.

BEEEDO—BREICEVT, TOEEVATLNEREENDADHEIZE> TS, £
DEDHEIX, . HAa,. HEFLEIRAEF. EORRBRETH-THEDLAL, Z2TO
BRIREL(E, B, RKEMDHOPHKELERRZST,

ii | The species are native to the geographic region of the fishery and the natural production
areas from which the fishery’s catch originates.

BT, HEaEOHBEMERE. TORENAGCINIBREETTICEVTEXRETH
éo

iii = There are natural reproductive components of the stock from which the fishery’s catch
originates that maintain themselves without having to be restocked every year.

BENGSNIERICEREIBOERNHY .. BERRSING ELARKEHFETED,

iv | Where fish stocking is used in hatch-and-catch (HAC) systems, such stocking does not form a
major part of a current rebuilding plan for depleted stocks.
HAC YA T LIZEWVWT., MRMNGEINTLSESE. BRICLS EROREN M HBEEROEE
FEHEOIEMEEH TGN &,

Note: This requirement shall apply to the current status of the fishery. Wild stocks shall be
managed by other conventional means. If rebuilding has been done by stocking in the past, it
shall not result in an out-of-scope determination as long as other measures are now in place.
AR AERFHEE., BEORKICEASINGHIAEGZ G0, RAERIIERBY OAE
TEEIALGTNELGLEL, HRICEXIERODBEENBEICEVWTIThAGE. D
DRATLNREMEL TLSRY . BREEADFESE LTEESAL,

H Feeding and husbandry 3¢5 & 85

i | The production system operates without substantial augmentation of food supply. In HAC
systems, any feeding is used only to grow the animals to a small size prior to release (not
more than 10% of the average adult maximum weight), such that most of the total growth (not
less than 90%) is achieved during the wild phase. In catch-and-grow (CAG) systems, feeding
during the captive phase is only by natural means (e.g. filter feeding in mussels), or at a level
and duration that provide only for the maintenance of condition (e.g. crustaceans in holding
tanks) rather than to achieve growth.
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EEVRATLNZEDBYHRBICK >TREIATULVEL, HAC DR TLALIZEWNTIX, #AEE

FRATDNE LY A X(BRREEROFZRRKEEDFHD 10%ZBAE)ICETHEMT, K

ROFEAEFDELCED IO MREDRADIKETHE NS, CAG VAT LIZEWLTIE,

FIEHRPOHKEEE. BRLEAETOAITOND Bl 1 HADBEBIZKDHEE), Fl=F. &
RORETEIBIREOHBLZEM W FHE OV DOBRREE & LIZLANILTORHEEENT
oY (N

i | In CAG systems, production during the captive phase does not routinely require disease
prevention involving chemicals or compounds with medicinal prophylactic properties.
CAG >RATLIZEWVWTIE., fABHMHTOEEICEROFHUBEEDHIEI,DFEE L NS
EHHLGAITHEREZLEE LG,

Habitat and ecosystem impacts £ 8 & £ RER~ADEE

i | Any maodifications to the habitat of the stock are reversible and do not cause serious or
irreversible harm to the natural ecosystem’s structure and function.

LHREBRDODEBEADORENEERRET., EERDEEE T OMAEIZER, £-IXEEFRAT
BELEEESIEFRI L,

Note: Habitat modifications that are not reversible, are already in place and are not created
specifically for the fishery shall be in scope. This includes:

EED

EBEBADOHENEEFRET, BN HFELTEY ., BRAXDAIZELONT-LD TR
LOICOVWTIFEREEICED LT TNEEA LGN, LTOLONENITHAET S,

e Large-scale artificial reefs. X R4&4 A ik

e Structures associated with enhancement activities that do not cause irreversible harm to
the natural ecosystem inhabited by the stock, such as salmon fry farms next to river

systems. JIIRICEHEEZE L VEBG E. HBREROERBOARRICEERAIELESGZ
Bl &R IRULVEE,

Introduced Species Based Fisheries (ISBF) # Af&;fa% (ISBF)

7.4.2.13 The CAB shall only accept an application for certification from a fishery targeting
an introduced species if it meets the scope criteria contained in Table 2. 7 # R
FR2DERAEELZ B -IBABERENCORMPEDOHEZHETHENTE
%o

a. Ifthe fishery is based upon an introduced species, the CAB shall follow the
necessary steps in the MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SD. A Z®RIZ L
BREDZE. BRI NSCEEITREOMEXE SD OWEFIEZRFE
b (1P AR A A

b. The CAB shall inform clients that the requirements for ISBF are part of a pilot
program and may be subject to change. ZF&E#R (L. [SBF DERFIBEHNAER
HELEDTHY ., EESNDAREENHEZEEVSA 7V MIERK LA
nIERE B,

Table 2: Provisional scope criteria for ISBF & 2 1SBF (¥ 5 f5# FA & #

Irreversibility of the introduction in the new location A D A a#1E
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i | The introduced species has a large population size (comparable to or larger than the
population sizes of other native species occupying similar ecological niches in the new
location).

BAEOEFZNREN (RALCKEIZHLIBELDOEERRICERT HAERELRAE. HHLE
EhULETHD. )

ii | The species has spread to a range beyond that of its initial introduction in the new location.
BAIIBASNEHEEIY LTI HESIE 071,

iii | There is evidence to demonstrate that the species cannot be eradicated from the location by
known mechanisms without serious ecological, economic and/or social consequences.

ARZPBESIV/ L LBHRRCRANGFEERIFTT LG, AHEEERT HBF
DHENEL, EVSFHLAH B,

H History of the introduction # ADESE

i | The species was introduced to the new location prior to 1993; this being the year that the
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), which includes provisions on introduced species,
was ratified.

BAEICHAT SRENEARAEN-EMSHRIEEK (CBD) AHtES N T= 1993 FLIFTICRA S
N-ETHS,

i | If the introduction occurred after the CBD was ratified, such fisheries shall only potentially be
in scope if the introduction was non-deliberate and occurred at least 20 years prior to the date
the application is made for assessment against the MSC Fisheries Standard.

CBD MHLAELIRICR AN ITONIZIEE. BARLE LTOERIE. BANERMGZHOTER
<. MSC DIRBIZH T HBE~NDEEBENH>TH DL EL 2 0FRIEEIHESICRS
BIFNIEE SN,

No further introductions # A A \#E#E S TLVE LY

i | There is no continuing introduction of the introduced species being considered for certification
to the location (i.e. the species is now entirely self-sustaining in its new location).

B CKEIZHEEBDOBANSIZHMEITOA TG (Thbhb, BAShEzKEIZEWTE
EENMTHOATWLD) o

7.5 Scope of assessment: defining the Unit of Assessment and Unit
of Certification BEEOHH : BEEEM S L URRIEORE !
7.5.1 After receiving an application for full assessment and a completed Client Document

Checklist, the CAB shall use all available information and pre-assessment reports about
the fishery to determine the Unit of Assessment (UoA). ABEZRIIDHBHFLSLUVF I v
BFHIFAT U IMXEF VI VR MDORZHEER., BEEHRETEEREMS (UA) ICEHT L2
TOFREEREELAFARLGERZHEZEL, BEEEMZRELGTAE G S,

7.5.2 The CAB shall determine the proposed UoA (i.e. what is to be assessed) to include: B&
WRAIXBRESIN TS VoA (BEEM., 7HHLEEEINDLD) ITTEAEENATLSD
CEERABLEITNIEGE S ALY,

a. The target stock(s). RRAEER
The fishing gear type(s) and, if relevant, vessel type(s). ;B ENDFEE. RUBEEMELH
5B EICIEiEMmOFELSE!

c. The fishing fleets or groups of vessels, or individual fishing operators pursuing that
stock, including any other eligible fishers that are outside the proposed Unit of
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Certification (UoC). ZDERZXMERE L. BESIN TV SREEEICEFEFN LR ULEEE
BEROHIHEBFEZECHEME L LAETRMRIIL—T B20EESE,

7.5.3 The CAB shall determine the proposed UoC (i.e. what is to be covered by the certificate)
to include: EE%E&@EF‘ éh_c L\%) UoC (nl.. nEﬁLL\ -a-fébgnb nIEO)JEFﬁ%EIED Iz -Fua
NEFENTVD I LEZRRLATAEA LR,

a. The target stock(s). ®&i&

b. The fishing gear type(s) and, if relevant, vessel type(s). {8 ENiEE., I VEEMEMN
HHBEICITERDOIES

c. The fishing fleets or groups of vessels or individual fishing operators pursuing that
stock including entities initially intended to be covered by the certificate. Z25F&EE <

TREFNDTFEDEANESCHRMEASL LERMIL—T, B2ADBREE

7.5.4 The CAB shall not define the UoA and UoC based on the species caught as determined at
the time of fishing, where the objective is simply to exclude certain hauls from the
assessment. KiZFIFESNTWIABERIET DT, HEDABEZEENSBRNT S
EHEMTHY . BEHBTZTINZEICUASEIUPUCZFRELTIEIELLEL, @

755 The CAB shall not change the UoA and UoC during the assessment unless the UoA is
announced provisionally in the initial announcement and confirmed later in conformity with
7173. BEHBIX., — BERESN-BRHEULBMEMEZEEREPRICERETERWN &I
BELATAEGSRL, BEL, BEAYEZAKRLEBICEEMIZ UcA ZRERL, %&E
7173 ICEBT HAHETHRLBEEERT LI EATES, @

7.5.6 The CAB shall define the geographical area in which the UoA and UoC operate. ZE & #4R8
(E. UoA BT UoC AMEET HHEBHMKEZRE L RTNEESHEL, @

Traceability factors kL—HE U 714 EH

7.5.7 The CAB shall undertake an initial review of key traceability factors and shall document
whether any of the following risks are applicable: EE#BEIIER FL—YEU T+ ER%E
ADOIZREFEL. UTOURIDBZETEINESINEXELLBTAEGELEL, ®

a. The possibility of non-certified gears being used within the UoC. UoC N TIEFREEDiE
EMEHLR TS ATEEM

b. The possibility of vessels from the UoC fishing outside the UoC or in different
geographical areas (on the same trips or different trips). FREEEEHAS DK, + L < (&
AMDKFET (A—RER. HAHLIEMDERZERIZ) UoC ADAMMIEEL TLNHTATHE
%

c. The possibility of vessels from outside the UoC or client group fishing the same stock.
UolC £ LLIFV T4 TV M IL—TICE&FENGWARINFR CATEEZE > T HATREH

d. Any other risks of substitution between fish from the UoC and fish from outside this
unit. UoC NDATEL TS THRVWABLDEBRANTONELEZOMD RS

7.5.7.1 The CAB shall include the traceability risks identified during the initial review in the
traceability section in the Announcement Comment Draft Report. B&EH#E (X, +
L—HEYT 1 DB ZRDICIT S ERICRESNZURVZ EEAYIAY
FRMEEE] ITEHEITNIXE SR,

7.5.7.2 The CAB shall inform the client of its obligations to meet traceability requirements
before it sells fish or fish products from the UoC as MSC certified or under
assessment, including that: UoC m 5 DIKEMH & VKERSEZE MSC FREIE R
LLFERIEESDERE LTHRFET HHICIE. UTEEC FL—YEYT1IC
BT AERBEEZH-IGTNELGEL LN LE, BEERBEII /472 MIE
M OGER) LathiEasin, e
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a. Systems are in place to ensure that fish and fish products from the UoC are
traceable back to the UoC. UoC D/KEME &K WKER%E UoC ETHEEIC KL
—ANYIDTEBZVARATLNHBC &,

b. Systems are in place to ensure that fish and fish products from the UoC are
segregated from fish or fish products not included in the UoC. UoC I D 7K E#
BEUKERRETITHEVILDEEZHEEICDANTEIVRATLASHD &,

Other eligible fishers and entities and certificate sharing Z2EEEHED &H 5 Z DD
FE L EARUFRERA

7.5.8 The CAB shall determine whether there are other eligible fishers or other entities that may
share the certificate as new client group members. BE#BEIX. LW SA T RTL
—7°0);‘ VIN—ELTER .:IEE#JET?%J_I EMDHHBEECEADMIZHEINE SO EHE
RLABTNIEGE S,

7.5.8.1 Fishers or other entities that are not identified as part of the UoA or as part of the
client group membership shall not be eligible to gain access to the certification
later, unless they conform to the requirements of 7.27. BRZEIF 7. 27 IZEA LK
umu~$ﬁiﬁitﬁ7547>h7» TAUN—D—HELTRDHONT
WRLVEEREOZAZRB, BREEMICMATERE LA,

7.5.8.2 If there are other eligible fishers or other potential client group members within the
UoA, the CAB shall require the client to: BEHEGIZRIAERDHLEEECI S
AT TN —=TAN—DHICWVIHE, BEEBIXI 472 MAXICUT
DEFZ LETNIEE S,

a. Prepare a statement for the CAB to upload to the MSC database for
publication on the MSC website of the client’s understanding and willingness
for reasonable certificate sharing arrangements within the MSC Fishery
Announcement. EEHEANINC VT THA FOT—EIR—X[CHRTED &
7 N uun ;ﬁa)ﬂy Y 19&&)‘ -Lh.l'-d-é D247V FODAIEE’]&@F%R&U = lLa\EE
BA L,T:K%%E MSC AR ETEAYBREERNITERT B,

b. Inform other eligible fishers and/or other entities of the public statement and of
the opportunity to share the certificate during relevant interactions with the
eligible fishers and other entities as is practicable. 2 ﬁﬁ’l‘ﬁd)ﬁ)%ﬁiﬂ.@ )
BEUV/FEFEANARFAXZEM (EH) L, BEEHEEITHHEN
Hhed Lz, BAERDHIAERELEAEDEDY ODEP'Gd)iﬁ_IﬁE&%E
B TERT D

Inseparable or practicably inseparable catches X RKEM & HBEARARES L < [EE
B ERRIERKEY

7.5.9 The CAB shall determine whether there are catches of non-target (Principle 2) stock(s)
that are inseparable or practicably inseparable (IPI) from target (Principle 1) stock(s). B&
AL, KEDORICHREEE (REI1) EOBERTEED L < [XEFH LD B AT6E
(IPI) HGENZRATE (FRI2) BHEINESIHIEHR LB TAELZSHL, ®

7.5.9.1 The CAB shall only recognise stock(s) as being an IPI stock where the
inseparability arises because either: ZEM#EIC K Y IP1 2L L TRE SN LD
X, UTOERIZEY DHELATFAIRELIHEEDHTH S,

a. The non-target catch is practicably indistinguishable during normal fishing
operations (i.e. the catch is from a stock of the same species or a closely
related species), or REIN-ABTEEDRFIZETEIER LARELR
ADEAGZEL (RE. HEWIBELOETHLILENDERT) .

b. When distinguishable, it is not commercially feasible to separate due to the
practical operation of the fishery that would require significant modification to
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existing harvesting and processing methods. RBIMN{TLNV=& L TH., E’H’
B=OIZIFREFOUIFECMIAEICHEY DEENBET, TDH. BE
AEEMICKY LGS

And: BV :

c. The total combined proportion of catches from the IPI stock(s) do not exceed
15% by weight of the total combined catches of target and IPI stock(s) for the
UoA. BEEMATORENZREL NHERAIRLGCEDSHEEICHT 5.
BERATBERFEDEIEA 15%EBR TLVERWNI &,

d. The IPI stock(s) are not endangered, threatened or protected (ETP) species.
Z0 IPl ERERMNETPFETHENI &,

e. The IPI stock(s) are not certified separately. Z® IP1 EEAAIIZFREZZ (T
TWEWWZ &,

7.5.10 The CAB shall apply Annex PA where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of the
assessment. ZEEEHIZ IPl ERAEFNTULSIHE. EEHEBIIMEXE PA ZERAL
RIFNIFE 5L,

7.5.11 If IPI stock(s) are identified as per 7.5.9.1, the CAB shall upload an announcement to the
MSC database for publication on the MSC website, using the ‘MSC IPI Announcement
Template’, to inform stakeholders and the MSC of the identification of IPI stock(s). IPI #&
A1 TDERBYICHERSNIIGE., BERERX. XTI RILT—EHITNSC [T:EHE
T5HIC, NSC IPI FHERTUTL—FEAWVTNSC Y = THA FMIBETE D LS.
MSC T—AR—XIZT7 v TA—FLAETNITESIEL,

7.5.12 In the ‘MSC IPI Announcement Template’, the CAB shall follow either 7.5.12.1 or 7.5.12.2
below. BEHM(E MSC IPI HREATTL— k] ITEBVT, UTFD 7512135 L<IE

75122 DWTNHDFHREEBREHFNIELZ ST,

7.5.12.1 Confirm that fish or fish products considered as coming from IPI stock(s) may
enter into chains of custody subject to Annex PA.BfE3E PA [ZHELy. IP] BEREA
HEEZONDKEMRPKERRM CoCREDRRELDLEEHRT S,

a. The CAB shall include a detailed and substantiated justification for how the
catches under consideration fulfil the requirements of 7.5.9.1 above. E& R
F. BESNTWSRABBN LR 75.9.1DEBREFEZLEDLSICHLZLTLS
ADFBETELALGIBRNZEO G TIITE SN,

7.5.12.2 Confirm that fish or fish products considered as coming from IPI stock(s) may
enter chains of custody, with an exemption to the additional assessment
requirements for IPI stock(s) given in PA1.4.2. PA1.4.2 @ IP] f@~MEMEXRE
BERRL. IPIERMNL EEZZ DNBHKEYRVKESRTRZE CoC ZBEEDXRI
THEEHERT B

a. The CAB shall include a detailed and substantiated justification showing that:
BEMBILUTO R HFHBTELARUEZED R TNIEE S

i. The catches under consideration fulfil the requirements of 7.5.9.1 above.

BEESNTWHRAEETERT.5.9.1 DERBEEZH LTS,

ii. The catch proportion of IPI stock(s) calculated in 7.5.9.1.c is less than or
equal to 2%, and the total catch of IPI stock(s) by the UoA does not
create a significant impact on the IPI stock(s) as a whole. 7.5.9. 1c T&t
BESNIPIEE2%LUTTHY .. BEEEMDEEICE D [Pl BROK
BESF. IPIERERICERGREEZES AL,

iii. The CAB shall note that significant impact will be assessed on the basis

of the status of the IPI stock(s), and the risk that the IPI catch poses to
the health of the IPI stock(s). EX%G &L, [Pl EREOKR. RUEZD
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HEEMN IPl EBEANSZ ) RVICEDNWTEEREIND Z LIZEBTHBIE
BELEFNIEGZ S,

The CAB shall upload the IPl announcement as early as practicable in the assessment

process, and no later than the date of issue of the Client and Peer Review Draft Report to

the client and to the Peer Review College. EE#EIIBFE O XIZHE T, EEH LA

BEGRRY BV, DOV SA TV RBLUVETLEA— ALy NEERERERRD

ODOEERE) AT V54T FESLXUVET7 LEA—RREEE] OFKTHLUAENIC.
MPIEE #7v 70— FLEITNIEESALY,

The CAB shall use the evaluation against the requirements specified in 7.5.9-7.5.12
above to determine the eligibility of catches of IPI stock(s) to enter further certified chains
of custody. IPI ERDKEMH CoC FBIDRR LG ENE SN DHIETZE T SR, BEKES
(T, EE27.5.9~7.5. 12 TRESNTWVWAERFRICHT HFEERICLATAELR 5K
LY,

Team selection BEF—LDEE

The CAB shall form an assessment team (hereafter “team”) for a fishery assessment,
comprising a team leader and a minimum of 1 additional team member, that meets the
qualifications and competency requirements specified in Table PC1, Table PC2 and Table
PC3 and in line with the requirements in the General Certification Requirements (GCR).
BEBBICEL, BEBBEETF L) —F—EDLG<KELE31BDF—LAVN—ND
BHABEF—L UTF—L) ZBEELLGIAELG OGN, F—LAN—[F, —HREE:
BREIR (GOR) DERZFIHICAH L. MIEXE PCDEPCI, PC2 KLU PC3 [CRES N
TWHBEEENERADEREREZEH L TLRHAEGR S,

a. If the team will use the RBF, as determined by reference to Table 3, at least 1 team
member shall have received MSC training in the use of the RBF as detailed in Table

PC3. F—LMKRIIZH>TRBF 2EAT HHE. KPS ICEESINTLDIEL Y.
F—LAN—DDI L — AL, RBF OERIZEET % MSC DHHEFZ (T T ULV (T
NIEE S0,
If events outside the CAB’s control mean that team membership must change during an
assessment, the CAB shall announce the new team members to stakeholders. Z&E#E D
IBERIEBNEEICE ST, BERICF—LAVNAN—DEENREL L SNEEEICIE.
BEBBEEIRT—IRILT—ITHA N—ZBM LR TNEZE ST,

Preparing for the Announcement Comment Draft Report E&E A
YatAy FABREERDER @

Fishery with enhanced stock 1&JE&RZ =L iEE

7.7.1

If the scope of the fishery contains an enhanced fishery that is not covered in the MSC
Fisheries Standard Annex SB and Annex SC: MSC i %2 5F R DM EXE SB & SC AV
AEhG MBEARNRAHERICEFNSIEES, UTOFRENDELL D, @

7.7.11 The CAB shall review and, if necessary, modify the default assessment tree,

taking into account the Pls required to assess the enhancements to achieve, at a
minimum, the same level of sustainability performance as the default assessment
tree. EEHEIL. EBEAEXZEERETOIDICTKLELPI ZEEL. VPR LHBE
BEY)—LEASEDFRARELANILICET LS., EEEEY)—%2REL.
DBENHBNEY ) —ZBELGTNEGESEL,

7.7.1.2 The CAB shall assess: ZEEMEIZLUT#EELEITNAIEE S 40
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a. Enhancement activities against the impacts on the natural reproductive
component of the associated wild stock. B5#E3 2 KA EBEND B ALKBERIC
9 BHIBIEFBDHZE,

b. The extent of translocation against: A TOEEBICEAEL-. AEXEROEH
BE.

i. The effect on the natural genetic characteristics of the stock. &IRD XA
BEIGHEHEADRE,

ii. The environmental impacts of translocation. ERBEFDIRE~ADFEE,

c. Environmental modification activities under the Principle 2 assessment for
their impacts on other species or the wild environment. The CAB shall
consider environmental impacts, including: JREI 2 I2H VT, thDAEHBER
RECHTIREOREDZE MY 5, BERBIUTEZETIRE~D
FETRILEZITNIEGE S,

i. Feed augmentation. ¥3€EMD &M,

ii. The use of medicines or other chemical compounds. ZE#|Z D thd L=

MEDER,

iii. Fertilisation to enhance natural food availability. R&AEE %103 1= DAL
*x1E.

iv. Removal of predators or competitors. HBELCHESEFDRE,

d. The impacts of habitat modification under the habitats and ecosystems
components in Principle 2. The CAB shall consider environmental impacts
including: BRI 2 12HE T 2EBEHEERBRICOVTORRICTELNT, £EEHD
BEDFE MY 5, BERBERIUTZETCRENOEEEZRIAL LT ITL
FEoiE, @

i.  Whether serious or irreversible harm may be caused to the natural
ecosystem’s structure and function, including the natural food chains of
predator and/or prey species. fHBERU .1 LL [FHBEDBREYE
HEED. BROERREECHEEITER. FREATRAHEMLEEGEZS
FERILTLELDE S D,

ii. The types and extent of habitat modifications and the possibility of these
causing serious or irreversible harm. £ BB OHREDEFCEE. RV
ENARL, RIFF #7185 % 5 Sk Z T aaek.

7.7.1.3 The CAB shall note that: BEMEIILUTOZ EIZBELLETFNIEE LA,

a. The CAB shall consult with other CABs developing modified assessment
trees for similar fisheries. BEWE L, FLOBRRIIHNT LBEEYI—DE
B otoBERELHELZTNER SN,

b. In cases where the CAB’s proposed modifications to the default assessment
tree for an enhanced fishery are later found by the MSC to produce a
determination and/or conditions that do not conform to MSC requirements: 1&
TERERAICEERENMREL-BREEZEEY ) —~DEEICKY, %A, NSC
BERBEHICES LAGWRE., RU/FEREEHNELECENRER LG
B, UTOFRENDBELL D,

i. The CAB shall review and, if necessary, revise its assessment and
scoring to conform to the default assessment tree. BEEE IIZEEE
VI—ICBERTSHED. FiEHRRZREL. BEICHLTEELLRT
nIFLE 50,
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ii. The timing of the review and revisions shall be at the discretion of the
MSC and may include a requirement for an expedited audit. RE LR U
EEDRHAILMSC [REELHY . BRREEZERFHICEHSEHEED
H%

iii. The process shall be sufficient to ensure the continued validity of the
determination taking account of the FCP. Z® 70+ X%, MSC i&%:25
TOEREZBRICANFZAGRETHASLERIAT HIT+HRLELD
THRIEINFE S,
7.7.1.4 If the CAB decides that the default assessment tree requires modification, the
CAB shall follow 7.12.5. EEREAMNREBREY ) —ZEET ILENH D & HIl
L-imE. BEHEE 7125 TR FHELMo LB TNIEE S,

Harmonisation of overlapping fisheries B8 X BED/\—EF1tE— 3 >

7.7.2 The CAB shall determine whether any proposed UoAs overlap with any certified or in-
assessment fisheries. BEHER L, BFETD UoA A, WIFRHDRILEES L IXBES
DREXLEBHELGUVLIZHE LG TNIEE S,

7.7.2.1 Where proposed UoAs overlap, the CAB shall follow the steps for harmonisation
in Annex PB. UoA "E# T 558, BERBEEIMEXEPBON—FEF1E—2
AVOFIREBFEGTNEGE S0,

Use of risk-based methods for a data-deficient fishery T—% =~ E D%~ D RBF M

1 A

7.7.3 The CAB shall use the criteria in Table 3 to decide whether a fishery may or may not be
data-deficient with respect to 1 or more scoring element(s) within a Pl. ZBE#EIIR 3 D
BEEZFRAL. ¥ETFMEENOBRERO—DOULIZIDOVT, BEOT—INFELT
WEMNE I ZEHIBT LA TFNIEE SR,

7.73.1 A Pl may contain both data-deficient and non-data-deficient scoring elements. £F
BHEEDBRERIIOVTIE, T—EFRBEESITHVLIDARELTLSEE
BHb5,

7.7.3.2 The CAB shall use the criteria in Table 3 to decide whether a scoring element may

or may not be data-deficient. BEEMBEIIRIDEELZFAL. FRERIZDOWLT
T—ABRFTELTLENE SHDHIEE LR TNRIEESAEL,

7.7.3.3 The criteria in Table 3 shall be applied to all known scoring elements in Principle 1
and Principle 2. & 3DEEILFRAI1 L[RAI 2 D2 THO/RAERICEA LR ITNIL
HoiEl, @

7.7.3.4 Uncertainties in the stock definition or stock assessment models shall not be used
as a justification for using Annex PF in cases where some form of indicators and
reference points are available for the fishery. JA%IZBE T 570 A LD DIEES LU
EEQNHHBEICIE, BREOEHRD LLFERFHBETILOFHEE S £RRIC
MEXEPF ZERAL TELELEL, @

7.7.35 If the decision is made that a fishery is data-deficient with respect to 1 or more
Pls, the team shall use Annex PF for the assessment of those data-deficient Pls.

— DU EDEBFEFHEERICOVTT—EHBTRBL TV D EHIBLIEE. F—L4
IMBEXEPF #AWNTT—2 R E Pl OFHEZITHAE ITNIE L S0,

7.7.3.6 If a PI contains both data-deficient and non-data-deficient scoring elements, the
CAB shall: FHE4EIRICT — 2 AR EES THRVERERNEEL TLSEE. B
BERERRODZEEEBLETNIEESEL,
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BRIIMBXEPF 2EH L TRA,

Use Annex PF to assess data-deficient scoring elements. T—4 R~ EDH{ &=

Score non-data-deficient scoring elements using the tree announced in the

assessment. T—A AR TCHWEBREREIBEAVYTFOORADOBIZERS

NV —ERVTER,

Table 3: Criteria for triggering the use of the RBF % 3 RBF OFEANER L LS EH#E

Performance
Indicator ¥k

PRl 1R

Criteria £t#£

Consideration

ERMER

Notes ¥R

outcome

Fisheries Standard habitats
guidance (GSA3.13.1.1), are

1.1.1 Stock Stock status reference points | Yes (LY Use default Performance
status &JEIKEE | are available, derived either Indicator Scoring
from analytical stock Guideposts within default
assessment or using assessment tree for this PI.
empirical approaches. 5478 LEZPLICBL TIXIEESE
EiRFHEE L < [XEEET T 'Y —DREDPISGC &
A—FICLHERIKREERE 1
RN AR,
No LMVZ Use Annex PF (RBF) for
this PI. H& PIICEAL TIE
FffEX&E PF (RBF) #%:@&H
2.1.1 Primary Biologically based limits are Yes [ LY Use default Performance
species available, derived either from Indicator Scoring
outcome analytical stock assessment Guideposts within default
and or using empirical assessment tree for this PI.
2.2.1 Secondary = approaches. 734 #J & R 5T L PLICEEL TIEMEX
species H LLFEEM7 To—FIC £ SA DIRLEPISG ZE A
outcome L HERINREBREE RNF
21158150 | BAage, No LMYZE Use Annex PF (RBF) for
R this PI. 245 P ICEAL TIE
BU ftE3XE PF (RBF) #3@EH
2215250
LEES
2.3.1ETP Can the impact of the fishery | Yes (LY Use default Performance
species in assessment on ETP Indicator Scoring
outcome species be analytically Guideposts within default
2.3.1 ETPf&E | determined? BEFDHEED assessment tree for this PI.
g ETP 3~ EE AT i = Fe LEPIICEAL TIHRESE
RTEENEIM, BV —DREPISG Zi#E
H
No LMV& Use Annex PF (RBF) for
this PI. 8% Pl (CBAL TIE
FffEX&E PF (RBF) #:@&H
2.4.1 Habitats In line with the MSC Yes [y Use default Performance

Indicator Scoring
Guideposts within default
assessment tree for this PI.
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Performance Criteria K& Consideration | Notes J¥IR

Indicator ¥#& EER/R

Bt

2.4 1 £815@0 | both of the following Wiy Pl CEAL ClLiEEE

R applicable? 'Y —DZLEPISG %
A

1. Information on habitats
encountered is available.

. . No LMvZ Use Annex PF (RBF) for
Information on impact of this PI.
fishery on habitats 232 Pl 2B L TIEHBX

encountered is available.

MSC ﬁ%l:m. nE*E*ﬁo)ﬂE:%\ﬂjJ
452X (GSA3.13.1.1) I

BELT, TRRZz#EATES

£ PF (RBF) #%&H

hEIH:
1. M 2EREICEET 51F
BmAH 5,

2. 2 BENEMY AR
DEEETTT HIER

75\3; %,

25.1 Is information available to Yes [FLy Use default Performance
Ecosystem support an analysis of the Indicator Scoring
outcome impact of the fishery on the Guideposts within default
2.5.1X£ERD ecosystem’? assessment tree for this PI.
R BEODEBRANDEE LTS Lz Pl ICEL TIXEESE

?‘él-%é'la#&#]\%'C%é 'Y —DOIREPISG #H#

nESHh =2

No LMvZ Use Annex PF (RBF) for
this PI.

L% PLICEAL TIEMEX
& PF (RBF) #%3EH

7.8 Determination of eligibility date B E#EFRAHBDRE =

7.8.1 The CAB shall nominate a date from which product from a certified fishery is eligible to be
sold as MSC certified or bear the MSC ecolabel (the eligibility date). & #%B8(%. L&
EEMBRET HHADMC FRME LTHFTEENENL LLEMC ZTIZRILERT
TZ2AEEMDH LA GREIERERR) ZROGHTNIEE SN,

7.8.1.1 The date shall be any nominated date on or between the publication date of the
first Public Comment Draft Report and the certification date. &#1D/87'1) v 4 O
AU FRARSERORMTELURE, RARGEAFEFTOAMTRITAEGESEL, @

7.8.2 If the eligibility date is set before the certification date, the CAB shall inform the fishery that
any fish harvested after the eligibility date and sold or stored as under-assessment fish
shall be handled in conformity with the following requirements: B2 &#& & {TH N EED R
SERIGHLATIICERE S ATV AI5E., BiERERB LY RICEESh-KEYZEEH
KEME LTHRTED LLFEBRTABRICIE. LTOERBEICEE LATAEGE LGN
Lx. BERBITERICEN GERK) LEThEES4L0,
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All under-assessment products shall be clearly identified and segregated from certified
and non-certified products. FEEHFDKEMIL. FRBEEEH &K VIFFRIEDKEY & BAREIC
Bl - 2B LTI SR,

The client shall maintain full traceability records for all under-assessment product,
demonstrating traceability back to the UoC and including the date of harvest. ¥ 5 4
TUhE, BEPKEBIZONT, BEBZEC UCETOML—HEY T4 XL
TEHML—HEYTARBEHFLATAEGZ S,

Under-assessment products shall not be sold as certified or labelled with the MSC
ecolabel, logo, or trademarks until fishery certification and product eligibility are
confirmed. AXRFADORMEHE L VEHGBDEBRIAHEZE S NLET. BEDKEMNZRE
KEME LTHRSE, L LLENSCTaSAN)L, BT, EHFEELMA T TIESLEL,

7.9 Determination of the traceability systems and point(s) at which
fish and fish products enter further certified Chains of Custody
FL—BEY T4 SRATLRUKEME KERRA CoC ITABRRIZDULY
TORE @

7.9.1 The CAB shall determine whether the fishery client has sufficient systems of tracking and
tracing to ensure all fish and fish products identified and sold as certified by the fishery
client originate from an appropriate UoC. BEHBE X, BREI A7 MORERZEL
THRSE L= KEMAOKERZA UoC (FRELENL) [T >THBESNZIDTHLHZ LN
HRTELTDHEM - FL—RVRTLNZDREIZAT Y MIHBEMNE S EFIM
LEthEasi,

79.1.1

7.9.1.2

7.9.1.3

79.1.4

7.9.15

The CAB shall confirm that systems allow the fishery client to trace back to the
UoC any fish or fish products sold as MSC certified. & #E (&, MSCFEEE L T
BESN=IANTOKEDE L FKERZZE UoC FREEEA) FTHL—AN
VI TEBVARTLEREV AT UM BELTWASILERRB LB TNIEGES
A AN

The CAB shall confirm that the fishery client maintains appropriate records to
demonstrate the traceability back to their UoCs of certified fish or fish products. 2
EHEIL. BEIFAT Y MEIKEDD LS IFKERRZ UoC ETH > THEE
[ShL—RANY I T H-ODOBEULGEFZEZHFL TS EEZER LT
L, @

The CAB shall document any of the risk factors outlined in the Announcement
Comment Draft Report, identifying any areas of risk for the integrity of certified
products and how they are managed and mitigated. ZFZ&E#RE (X TMSC ABE R
AToTL—Hr IZEDVWTIRTOYRVERERIIL. ThHRAHRZDE
BHEICRIETVRVEHERL, TOVRIDNED LS ICEEINERINT L\é
NEERLT IBEAYIAL MAREER] [CEHFLLGTNIEGE S,

For each risk factor identified in 7.9.1.3, the CAB shall describe the risk present
and details of the mitigation or management of risk. BZEH#BE (X, 7.9.1.3 THE S
NEERENOYRVERICOVT, REDY R RUVEDER. EEOFMIC
DWTEHRT 5, @

The CAB shall identify and document in the Announcement Comment Draft
Report: EEMEIL TBEAYIAL FAREEE] ICUTEHELEHLET
nIEE 0,

a. The UoC. FREF&E i

b. The point of intended change of ownership of product. & ZDFRIEENLEH S
iS35
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c. The point from which subsequent Chain of Custody certification is required.

CoC ALEL SNDHHFFR

7.9.1.6 Where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of certification, teams shall follow

Annex PA and report on the verification of the traceability systems including: &2z

DEREERIC IPl ERERNAEFNDEE. F—LRMEXEPAICHE-T., UTF

EFEHTHRL—YEU T4 9X7"A0)1ﬁ§1‘kl2’3b"€$&% LARFnEE S,

a. An evaluation of the species, stock, proportion and weight of the catch of IPI
stock(s) and their eligibility to enter further certified chains of custody, as per
Annex PA. MIEXE PA ICRBE Sh TS, ATE. R, IPI EREDOLELE

« BV CoC EBEEIZD LN T D@

If the CAB makes a positive determination under 7.9.1, fish and fish products from the
UoC may enter into certified chains of custody and be eligible to be sold as MSC certified
or carry the MSC ecolabel. 7.9. 1 IZHLy, AT LMNTSITHEEL TS & BEHEN
FIEr LB &2, UoC 1Tk HKEY - KERRIFRIZZ(T7= CoC ITEL Z EMNTE,
MSCEBEER M E LTIRFET O EMNTE. MCZIASRNILERTI HENTE D,

7.9.2.1 The CAB shall determine and document the scope of the fishery certificate,
including the parties and categories of parties eligible to use the certificate and the
point(s) at which Chain of Custody is needed, as follows: ZE#RE (X, LITFIZHE
\ BEIZFERATOEREZR/ROEEE L ZDERIRUY CoC REANDE LG HEFR
’a_" EHRERIMHHEZRE LEHLATNEE LGN

a. Chain of Custody certification shall always be required following first change
of ownership to any party not covered by the fishery certlflcate BERAMED
BREENICEVEXREICHAOMBEIIH TR LGS, AHRBEEIY
9 CoC R ZTMBT HIRLENDH D,

b. Chain of Custody certification may be required at an earlier stage than
change of ownership if the team determines that the systems within the
fishery are not sufficient to make sure all fish and fish products identified as
such by the fishery originate from the UoC. F—LAMN R GH & SN HKEY
’(ka*%nnb\m SEEAfL A bf?&ff"éht LDTHHIEZRIT DVRATLN

TR THLEHILIZGE. REOMBENSBITT HLIEITD CoC FREEA
M\%tf;é%étﬁéo

7.9.3 If the CAB makes a negative determination under 7.9.1, the CAB shall state in its reports
that fish and fish products from the UoC are not eligible to be sold as MSC certified or
carry the MSC ecolabel. 7.9.1 [CAI> T, BEHEAN XA TLAF+2THLH EHIE LT

. BEHBEITHEEIC, UoC h b DKEMAOKES ML MNSC RBEEEME LTHRFELL

Y. MSC IaSRNIILERTFTHIERDGVWI LZEILGTFNELE SR,

7.9.3.1 This determination shall remain in force until revised by the CAB in a subsequent
assessment. CORTEIL, BOBEICEVWTEERBEICE >TRESNEGEWNRY
DhEHFELKIT B,

7.9.4 The CAB shall inform the UoC that if they sell or label non-eligible (non-conforming)
product as MSC certified, they must: Z2EEZEER DT LT EE R Mm% MSC FZREERA & LT
FLLLEIANILERTZELTLESHE. UoC b\lAT@i‘f,uéét S ITAIEA S AL
CEEH . EEHEIELUCITEM (GER) LE('H’L(WZL Y YAN
a. Inform any affected customers and the CAB of the issue within 4 days of detection. =&

EARELTHG 4 BURNICREEZB - -BERUVEERBISERT 5,

b. Immediately cease to sell any non-conforming products in stock as MSC certified until
their certified status has been verified by the CAB. BEHR(Z &k > TE SO BEHIKR
NHERINDIET, THERADEEZS NSCERIRSE LTHRET 5 & ZAIBFHIE
ERN
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c. Cooperate with the CAB to determine the cause of the issue and to implement any
corrective actions required. . EERBEICH AL, TOEEBOREAEZHE LLELELE
HBEZ LD,

Announcement Comment Draft Report BEAY XY FRAREE
E®

The team shall prepare and complete an Announcement Comment Draft Report using, but
not limited to, the information provided in the Client Document Checklist. F—ALlX 195
AT MXEFIVI VAN IZHLEHFEFELT [BEAYIAL MARSERI %
AEL. ThEEgESELTFAELRLLEL, ®

7.10.1.1 The team may use any outputs of the optional pre-assessment stage and previous

Fisheries Improvement Projects, if completed. FED T HBE. L VBESRE
FTEABICET LTWSHRIZIE., TORRIBEICANDSZENTE S,

7.10.2 The team shall include the following in the Announcement Comment Draft Report: F—.L
F TEEAYIAY FABRSEER] ITUTORABTEEORITNILGE S AL,

a. Confirmation that the fishery is in scope. ¥ RELEAEEERNIZH 5 & LS FESE.

b. Confirmation of the assessment tree used to assess the fishery. JBEEE(ICFER I
HBEEY) —DHER,

c. The proposed UoA(s). 12ZE® UoA(s),

d. The proposed UoC(s). 2ZE® UoC(s),

e. Draft scoring ranges (<60, 60-79, =80) for each PI. & Pl MG m & (F) (<60, 60-
79, 280) ,

f. A draft rationale for each Pl and Scoring Issue (SI). &Pl 8L UBHER (S1) DR
wm(FE) .

A reference list for each Pl. & Pl @3k X ko

h. An indication of the availability of information used to score each PI, highlighting
potential information gaps. & Pl 2R3 2DICHELRFEBRNHINE SN, FREL
TWAAREMDHAFERICOVTIEINATA T B,

i. Areview of traceability risks and systems used in the UoA(s) and plan to review
traceability systems at the site visit, if necessary. UoA(s) TER TN TS FL—HE
VT4 VATLELIVY) R DOBEHER. BMBERTRL—HYEY T4 XTLOR
ELABERZEICIEZEDE,

j- Ifthe fishery is enhanced and is found to be within scope, an assessment of each
enhancement activity undertaken by the fishery and a documented justification for the
determination that the fishery is within scope. LEZREMNEERETHY . R DE
REERNIZHDBEE. BRREDTHOTVWIHBEEHOTE L N EREERNIZH S
EWSFIBTDIRIL L 2 HEEHFEL.

k. Identification and justification of IPI stock(s). IPl ERDHEREH & U Z DR,

l.  Summary of key issues for further investigation. AEZET 2T LA DEE,

m. A plan for RBF activities that the team will undertake at the site visit (Annex PF). iFih
R TEET 5 FED RBF ;FBIFE (FEXE PF)

7.10.3 The team shall use the structure and the default set of Performance Indicator Scoring
Guideposts in the default assessment tree as set out in the MSC Fisheries Standard
(Annex SA) in all assessments, with the following exceptions. F—AIEE THDEEIZH LY
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7.11

7.11.1

7.11.2

7.11.3
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T. MSCARFRRE (MEXESA ICRESNTLIBELREDPI LSGOEY b
BﬁéEE%EVU—ﬁﬁﬁL&Hhﬁﬁbhub\uTw%AMW%tTéo

7.10.3.1 For enhanced bivalve fisheries, the team shall score the fishery according to the

requirements set out in the enhanced bivalve default tree (the MSC Fisheries
Standard Annex SB) M HMEREZEREAT ABICE., F—LAFEE_KER
BEY ) — MSCRXZBIHRE MEXESB) OERFEZERALLTAELES
20N,

7.10.3.2 For salmon fisheries, the team shall score the fishery according to the

requirements set out in the salmon default assessment tree (the MSC Fisheries
Standard Annex SC) F—LlF, YT7EEEZRERTLHRICIE, H7RREEER
W) — (NSCARZERIMRE MEXESC) OERBEFEALLGTAELRLK
LY,

7.10.3.3 For introduced species based fisheries, the team shall score the fishery according

to the requirements set out in the introduced species based fisheries annex (the
MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SD). F—Al&, *5]\@%‘1%&3'6 BEEER
THRICIE. BAEBRICEHT HMEXE (NSCARFZIRBMEXE D) OFE
REBEZEALGITNIEXA SR,

7.10.3.4 If the fishery is an enhanced fishery for a species other than bivalves or salmon,

the CAB shall apply 7.7.1. Z# B3 LI T LN DOEIEREDISS. EEHKE
FLUTDT1.7.1 @A LG ITAIEE DAL,

7.10.35 If the CAB judges that the default assessment trees provided are inappropriate for

the fishery and require modification, the CAB shall follow 7.12.5. ;8% %E5 5 5
T, BEOREZEEY ) —HITEUL LIFBEZLETHD LI L5
B, BEHBEGT 7125 TR FHRELTMOS LB TNIETE LAY,

The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Announcement Comment
Draft Report. FEEHB (X TMSCHREEZERT U TL— k] ZF-T IFEAYIA Y AR
HER] R LGTAEGR S,

Decision to proceed to announcement by client 2 54 7 > b2k

DEEAYRRDIRTE

The CAB shall provide the Announcement Comment Draft Report to the client. ZE&E#%EE
FVZA7V M TEEAYIA Y PRAREEER] ZRELGTFAEGE LG,

The CAB shall ensure that any information given to clients during the Announcement
Comment Draft Report stage is in conformity with ISO 17065. E&E#E (X, TBFEAY D
AU NAREER] QBT 47 MIREESNF1FEHRA 1S0 17065 ISEE L TS
CEERIALGITNIEE S ALY,

The CAB shall give the client an opportunity to question the team and have an issue re-
examined if the client has a concern that insufficient information is available to support the
team’s decisions or that a decision has been made inerror. 7 54 7 > FDBFTF—LD
REEZXFHITAHEBRIFT5. LLLEREICRYIHLEVSIBENHLHIHE. BER
BIEO 47 ML, F—LICEMZL. %@ﬁéhtb\éﬁ@ﬁ#ﬁd%%*?éﬁéﬁ
ERELGTNEGE S0,

7.11.3.1 The CAB shall require the client to provide objective evidence in support of any

additional claims or any claimed errors of fact. BN XK, H L < [FBRERED
FRVHDGEEICIE. BEREETI 4T M, ZTORME L LFEHRMIND
R#EZEF LG TFAELE ST,

7.11.3.2 The team may accept client requests for changes in the report but shall provide

justifications for changes and responses made to client comments. & F—.,
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7.11.4

7.12

7.12.1

MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

N, BREEDBEICEATII9547 Y FOBLE2ZTEAN-BE. TEHLUVY
FATU DAY FADERIZEDERNLEZRRTLEFNIELZE S,

The client shall inform the CAB of their decision to either proceed to announcement of
assessment or defer announcement of assessment. ¥ 54 7 > FMIBEHBEICEEAY
RRICEOARENENDREZBEERBICTEMN GER) LETIEESAEN,

Announcement of fishery assessment JEFRIEENDEEAY OHERK
@

The CAB shall formally announce the fishery assessment by completing and uploading the
‘MSC Fishery Announcement Template’ and Announcement Comment Draft Report to the
MSC database for publication on the MSC website. ZB&E#BEIL, MSCDH = TH A k (‘#E
BINDNSCHREFABEAVRRAT U IL—FELU TEEAY AL FRAKRE

E] IZEBALTNMSC T—4R—=RIZ7yTA—FKF B2 &I J:offt‘t&%%ttxé

11 The CAB shall follow the timeline for stakeholder input as detailed in 7.15.1. &

HESIL 7.15. 1 [T RENTWARRTZ D 2 —)LIZH L., RTF—IRILT—IME5DA
Ty R ERDBITNRIEGE S AL,

7.12.2 The CAB shall include the following information in the ‘MSC Fishery Announcement
Template’: BEEMEI L MSCEEFABEAYERAT O IL— KR ICUTOREHREZED
BIFNIEE SR,

a. Confirmation that the fishery is within scope of the MSC Fisheries Standard. MSC i3

PR D EAEEMNICH D & LD HEEL,

b. The statement on certificate sharing described in 7.5.8.2.a, if applicable. EEERY: |
é':[is 7 5 8 2 a f:EEﬁéh—C L\éml.. nIE/\;ﬁ! E‘g—d—éna

c. Summaries of CVs of the team and team leader, including an explanation of how they
meet the competency criteria in the GCR and Annex PC, as well as confirmation that

the team has no conflicts of interest in relation to the fishery under assessment. F—

LDAN—=E)—F—H GCRBLUMBEXEPC DEREELEICEHLTWNS I L

[ZDOVWTOHRBA. BLUIDF—LEBEMNRAXOBRICRVTIEDOR ILAEL

CEDHEREZETCBEEEDF LD,

d. The choice of assessment tree to be used to score the fishery. JEEDFERICENEE

V) —DEAZEREFL TSN,

e. Details of the opportunities and input methods for stakeholders to participate during
the assessment process. R 7—I RILA —HABETOERICA Ty FET5HE

EFEIZDOLNT DM,

i.  The details for the site visit should make clear that all members of the team are
available to meet with stakeholders in person or remotely. IRitRELDFEMIZ L.
F—LAVN—2ERRT—IRILI—LEE., HHIVNIERRTRELTTHIER
NHBZEMNARINTVEITFRIEZESEL,

f. Details of the stakeholder input period on the Announcement Comment Draft Report.
BEAYIAY FPRAREER] ICTRBSNTVWEIRT—IRILI—- 42Ty

IO,

g. The hyperlink to the ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’.
TMSC BEBE~NDRAT—IHRILE— - AV Ty bATUTL—F] ONAR—1 >

T

7.12.3 The announcement of the fishery assessment shall include the announcement of the site
visit, including the date and location of the site visit. JEEBEDRRICKRUVTIE., BEE
B EEH-HEIARIZOVTOEMBLITS,
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7.12.3.4
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The CAB shall organise the site visit to commence after the stakeholder input on
the Announcement Comment Draft Report, as detailed in 7.15. &R (X 7. 15
DRERY. TEEAYIAL FABEER] ~ADRT—IRLI—DbDA Y
Ty FRICHEMAROFEEHF L TAE AL,

The announcement shall contain an invitation for stakeholder participation in the
assessment process. BENDHERTCEIBETOCLAADRAT—IRILE—DSMN
55,

The CAB shall ensure that stakeholders identified in the Pre-Assessment Report
and/or Announcement Comment Draft Report are invited to participate in the
assessment process. BEWKEL. FPREEREES LV B LK TEEAY
QXY MRAREER] THERINEZRAT—IRLT—IIHL, FETAELI~AD
EMELTFUNTEFRIEE SR,

Where the CAB proposes to use the RBF, the CAB shall follow PF2.1 and PF2.3.

EBWEDATRBF OBERAZHEEIT L TLSIHFEITIE, PF2.1 8K U PF2.3 £JESF
LETFnIEE 540,

7.12.4 At the same time as uploading the documents required in 7.12.1-7.12.3 to the MSC
database for publication on the MSC website, the CAB shall upload the following
documents to the MSC database: BEMERE (X, 7.12.1~7.12. 3 [CERFIBEL L TEITH
NTWBL2HAADXENT7 Yy TA— FERBFICUTOEHEZNSC T—2R—X(Z7v 70O
— RFLEBEFRIEE AL,

a.
b.

A copy of the Client Document Checklist. 7 547> rXEF T VvV VA MDIE—

A copy of any Pre-Assessment Report(s) it has written for the fishery. 2i5%i@E %12 L
THEBLE-FHREEREENIE—=

i. Ifthe CAB is aware of any other pre-assessment report(s) written by other parties,
it shall inform the MSC of the report’s author. 1 & IZ&k > THERSIN-FHREER
EHEENHSZEND O TWBIGER. BEMBEETZO|MEEDIERE % NSC IZE
M GERR) LiahEm s,

Modified assessment trees &Y ') —DIEIE

7.12.5 If the CAB decides that any of the assessment trees need modification, the CAB shall: &
EREANBEEY ) —ICBENBETHALHIHL-BE. BERBIUTOFHEZML
BIFNIEE SR,

a.

Apply for and obtain a variation from the MSC to 7.10.3 before preparing the
Announcement Comment Draft Report. TEEAY I A Y FRABREER] #ERT S

HIIS, MSCICEEZHFE LAEDIEREE 1. 10.3I~DEBFDRABERIT S,

At the time of formally announcing the fishery assessment, inform stakeholders in the
‘MSC Fishery Announcement Template’ about the draft assessment tree and the
reasons for modifications. JAEBEDERGRREZITIEIC. NSCOV = THA +D
TNSC BERBEAYRKAT O TIL—FI ITBEYVI—DOEE, RUEEY ) —
~DEEEHEBHEL. AT—IRILT—IZEBH GEH) 5.

Announce the site visit following 7.12.3. 7. 12. 3 [ZH WV RHREDOEMZE1T S 6

Upload the draft assessment tree to the MSC database for publication on the MSC
website. MSC ™ = TH A MIBHT 51=HIZ, NSC T—ER—=RI[ZY)—FE%2T7 v
0—K¥ 3,

Allow stakeholder input on the draft modified assessment tree and weighting during

the same stakeholder input period on the Announcement Comment Draft Report.
BEAYIA Y MAREERE] NDRAT—IRILE—DA 2Ty FERLCHMIC,

BEBEY)—BLUVEATFIZOVTHEA T FTESZLSIZT D,
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7.14

7.14.1
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f. Consider all stakeholder input, recording why comments have been accepted or
rejected. AT—IHRILFA—MNoHEZ2TDA Ty FERFL, AL FEZITA
nrf, v L<IF, ATLE-ERZRET 5.

g. Review the decision to modify the assessment tree considering stakeholder input. X
T—O9HRLE—A 2Ty bEEBREL, BEYV—EBETDHLEVSHMEERET D

o

h. Upload the final assessment tree to be used within 10 days of the consultation period
closing to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. &£ T D 10
BLURICREMICERTIEEY)—%. MSCOz THA MIBET 51=HITNSC T
—AAR—=RIZTyvTA—FT %,

i. Include the changes to the assessment tree in the subsequent fishery assessment
reports. EEYV ) —~DERZ NUBRDBAEBEEREEICEDN D,

Assessment timelines By a1—)L

The CAB'’s indicative assessment timeline, submitted to the MSC database with the
fishery assessment announcement, shall form the basis for tracking the assessment
process by stakeholders. MSC i E P BEA YRR ELICEEHE LY NSC T7—42 R—
RAICRHEENEBER T V21— RAT—9RILE—ABEETOLRAOBEE-EHE
REGBIRITNIEE LA,

7.13.11 If the CAB determines that the publication date of the next public report will be

equal to or more than 30 days before or after the date stated in the indicative
timeline, the CAB shall upload a revised timeline to the MSC database for
publication on the MSC website. E&E#E X, ROLXFHRABEEDNRERRALFE
LR Da—LdY 30 BULLERIERT 5 L4 LI-HE. EEHEIINSC D
TTHA MIBETHHIC, BERT7D2—ILENC T—2RA—XIZT7v 70
—FLBEFNEGE SR,

Peer Review College EZLEa—+ ALy (NEEFEERD
HOEEHE)

Upon announcement of the fishery, the CAB shall send the Peer Review College a
notification that the announcement of the fishery entering assessment and the assessment
timeline have been published on the MSC website. JBENEEAY DRRICEL T, BE
BEIXEZLEa— - ALy PIIHL, BEXOBEEAYZEHML. BEODFIALZAUN
MSC oz JHA MIBHIN TSI LEZBHMLAGTFNIEE S,

7.14.1.1 The CAB shall confirm the anticipated date that the Client and Peer Review Draft

Report will become available. EE#EIE (V547> FELUVE7 L E 21 —RA#K
HEXI OERFEAEZHALRTAEGE LA,

7.14.1.2 The CAB shall inform the Peer Review College when changes are made to the

assessment timeline that will affect the peer review process. BEEHE (X, E7 L
Ea—ICEENBLABEINLTIAVADEENMAOGNIZRIZ. EZLEa
— ALY DICEDEEERLETNEGE S,

7.14.2 The CAB shall obtain from the Peer Review College: BEE#BEIIE7 LEa—- ALy
NOUTOR|EAF LA ITNIEGE S,
a. The names of the peer reviewers who are proposed to carry out the peer review and
details of their qualifications and competencies. E7 LE 2 7 —Z#ENDK &, B8 H
L URES,
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7.14.4

7.14.5

7.14.6

7.15

7.15.1

7.15.

7.15.

7.15.2

7.15.3
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b. Confirmation that the peer reviewers meet the required competencies. E7 LE 27—

[CRHBELSNTVDRAZEMELSEL TS & LS HEEL

c. Confirmation of the availability of the peer reviewers within the timeline nominated by
the CAB. BEE#EANR LI-HMRNIZEWNT, E7PLEAT7—EBEHEDODR T 21—l
AZENTLNS & LS FEEE

Following the site visit, the CAB shall either: IR#hR221% . BEMBEIIRONThANEIT

NP EIES =LA

a. Provide the Peer Review College with the contact details of all the stakeholders to
enable the College to undertake the stakeholder consultation on potential conflicts of
interest of the peer reviewers proposed, or E7 L E 2 7 —I&#E DB ENL R RER
[ZDWT, RAT—IRILF—BENTADES. BEREINTVLEIIRTORT—IK
IWE—DEREEETLEaA— - ALy DITRHET S, HLCIE

b. Request their stakeholders to inform the Peer Review College regarding any potential
conflicts of interest of the peer reviewers proposed, using the consultation form
provided by the Peer Review College. E7 L E 2 7 — & L BEEXIRIAE L DRI
BENGAZTORINHIHEEICIE., EFLEa— ALy OARELEHEERE
EoTEFLEa— - ALy DITEBHA GER) $5L5. BERINTVWHIRT—UK
WE—ICEHET 5, @

The CAB shall obtain from the Peer Review College confirmation that the peer reviewers
have no conflicts of interest in relation to the fishery under assessment. EE#EIIE 7 L
Exa—-ALyPIZ, EPLEAT7—ELBESA TV SRR L ORI L FEFRALL
CEEHRBLEINIEES AL,

The Peer Review College’s decision on the choice of peer reviewers is final. E7 LE 17
—DEEFETFLEaA—-HhLyPIcERbNnd, ®
The CAB shall present the information in 7.14.2.a and 7.14.2.b in the Public Comment

Draft Report and subsequent reports. ZFE&E#MEIL7.14.2.a 5LV 7.14.2.b DIFHRZE. /N
Ty arAY FABREEEFFLHETIREEZEICEDHITNIEE SN,

Stakeholder input on the Announcement Comment Draft Report
BEEAYISA Y FABREEREADRT—IHRILE— A4V Ty bm

The CAB shall publish the Announcement Comment Draft Report for stakeholder input. 2
BERBEEIRT—IHRLET— ATy FRIZ TEEAVIAY FAREEE) 22HLE
[FhEi i,

11 If an initial assessment, the CAB shall allow 60 days for stakeholder input. #][EZE
EDHBE. EEHEIL. 60 BFODRT—UHRILE— 42Ty M ZERITET
NIEE 570N,

1.2 If a reassessment, the CAB shall allow 30 days for stakeholder input. BERIIEE
DFEIZE, 30 BEDRT—IRILF— - A>Ty MR ZR TG TNIEG 54
LY,

The CAB shall provide the hyperlink to the ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into
Fishery Assessments’. BEWE L. MSCRAERIMBENDRAT—IHRILI— 42T
AT UTL—F AQONANR—=1 OO EZRRLEBETNIEGE SR,

The CAB shall only accept stakeholder input as public record if submitted using the ‘MSC
Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’, or if raised at the site visit in
person or remotely. BEMRE (X, MSCEAEFA~NDRAT—IHRILE—- 42Ty AT
vITL— k] EE-TRESN. 3 LTRBAROBICERE. HHVILERTRES
NE-BIOMIT. AHRFEE LTROTIEI G LAY,
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7.15.3.1 Stakeholders may raise issues with the team in confidence for the team to
consider at the site visit, but any confidential information cannot be used in
scoring unless in compliance with confidentiality requirements, see Section 4.3.
AT—ORILE—[ERMRBEOBRICAETF —LICBRZIREL. BEEZXRDD
CENTELHD, BEBBFRHRIEI a3V 4IOHEFROFEAICET HEKR
ZRICA>TLWEWAEY, RRICEAT S EEXTERL,

7.15.4 The CAB shall inform stakeholders that they must provide objective evidence and
references in support of any claims or any claimed errors of fact. ol 5 A D FRAOCFEERZE
DERZTIOICIE. BENGRS L VEREZRELBATFAELGELGENILE, BE
WENS XTI RILF—TBEH GEHR) LETnERoiL,

7.15.5 The CAB shall upload all written stakeholder input received from the stakeholder
consultation on the Announcement Comment Draft Report to the MSC database for
publication on the MSC website before the commencement of the site visit, and inform
stakeholders that this has been completed. B&EHMEBE L, RIMIFRDFIZ TBEAY I A

VMRAREER] ICETAIRT—IRILI—HBEBETHEON-E@TOITY FENMSCT
—AR—=X[ZT7yTA—FL MSCOzTHA bTRRTESELSICLIE, BHRINT
WARRT—IRILF—IZZEDFHEMNTET L= & B GER) LEBTNIEE SR,

@

7.16 Site visits, stakeholder input and information collection FR#fR%
AT RV EF— ATy FELVHFHRNE @

7.16.1 The team shall carry out the site visit as planned. F—/AIXEEE Y WA ZThH AT
nEESHEND, ®

7.16.2 The team shall: ZDEE., F—LALITRDZ EFTHEITAIELZ S AL,

a. Conduct interviews to make sure that the team is aware of any concerns or
information that participants may have. X 7—2 RILA—LEH L. SMEBOEE
BWNIIFHREHEZET 5.

b. Allow private interviews with the team for participants who request one. SEMN 50
BENH--HBE. EIOEKERDETNEL 5L,

c. Use any information provided in private in conformity with confidentiality requirements,
see Section 4.3. AR TR EIN-IFHREZERT SIZHE=-TIE. /3243
DHERFITHT HERFEICER LG HIEE AL,

7.17  Scoring the fishery DR H=

7.17.1 After the team has compiled and analysed all relevant information (including technical,
written and anecdotal sources), the team shall score the UoA(s) against the Performance
Indicator Scoring Guideposts in the final tree. F—LAl&, BET 522 TOEMER. X
FIEHR. FAEMYABI SB-ERESTCLETCORERETER. A LR, F—LJRE
SNV —DPISGs ICEBL LELETHREZERALGZTAELZSHEL, @

7.17.1.1 The team shall only use information that was available (in accordance with
sections 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5) on or before the last day of the site visit. BEEF— LM
FATZLDE. RREORKBLANC. 4.3, 4.4 RUA4ASICAI>TAFT
EEEHROATH D,

a. Ifthe CAB and any participant at the site visit agree in writing that information
will be made available after the site visit, the CAB shall accept this information

up to 30 days after the last day of the site visit. BAH#E & FMMWEOSNE
LORIT, ARRICERZRBETIEDEENED RO INEE. BE
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HEIIRMARERBEN S 30 AUANFETICAZKBRZZM LA TNEE LI
LY.

7.17.2 The team shall: F—AFRDFIEZHEF R TNIEESEL, @
a. Discuss evidence together. SFHLCDWNT—#EIZ1BET 5.
b. Weigh up the balance of evidence. SFLDEH#{FITZE1TS,

c. Use their judgement to agree a final score following the processes below. LI T®M 70
TRIZHEL, REHGR/RISOVTHRZ TS,

7.17.3 Following the site visit, changes to the target stock(s) listed for assessment under
Principle 1 may be made. JARDFER. RE 1 ICBI > TEEINIKNEREEELEET D
&L TES,
7.17.31 The team shall assess any stock or species initially proposed for assessment

under Principle 1 that will no longer be assessed under Principle 1, instead
against the relevant Principle 2 Pls. JRR| 1 [CAI| > TBEIND Z &IZHE > TV :
BEREIVABZRAI TEELLG G-z K, [RAI2 DEET HFHEER
ICEL LELETEELLEITNIEGE S AL,

7.17.3.2 The team shall not assess any stock or species not originally proposed for
assessment under Principle 1. F—Ald., TRRA1 & LTHA>TLVEA ST
BRFEFABZRAN1TEELTEELAEL,

7.17.4 The requirements in the Scoring Guideposts (SGs) shall be regarded as follows: & mI8H
(SG) DERBEIIUTOLSICIEAGTFNIEE S,

a. In order to achieve an 80 score, all the 60 SGs and all the 80 SGs shall be met, and
each scoring issue shall be justified by supporting rationale. SG80 % i&7=9 f=&IZ(X.
SG60 DETHHRRIEH L SGBODLETH/REBZHE L TLWEITIEEST ., &5
RIEBIEREBMERIZ K > TEM T OB TRIEE S L,

b. In order to achieve a 100 score, all the 60 SGs, all the 80 SGs, and all of the 100 SGs
shall be met, and each scoring issue shall be justified by supporting rationale. SG100
-9 =®IZIE. SG60 DETHHRRIER & SG80 DL THHFRER. KU SG100 D
ETCO/REEZHLZLTVWETAELR ST, FEREBEBIEREMIRILIC K > TE
[FoniEithiEa s,

7.17.5 The team should assign scores for individual Pls in increments of 5 points. & PI ®& & (<
DNTIEERA > FRIADMRAIZ LA FNRIEE S AL,

7.175.1 If scores are assigned in divisions of less than 5 points, the team shall justify the
reason for this in the report. R % 5 R4 > FRIARFEICLIZHZE. REEDF
TZORAERESBITNEESHEL, @

7.17.5.2 The team shall apply an exception if the score is automated from the RBF
worksheet and include the worksheet score without rounding up or down. {B L.
RBF 7—9 > — b THREANBBMICHE SN SECE, FISeIZ, Y1Y EIF, 4
YFIFEFTHT. 7=V — FO/RRZZDFFEFMRALGETAEEGE S,
7.17.6 The team shall report scores for each of the 3 Principles to the nearest 1 decimal place.
F—LlE, FI3RADEFERIE. —FBEVMIE 16 E LTHRE LG TNIEG S,
7.17.7 The team shall score individual Pls. F—AlZ%& Pl OEm % L ITHIERE S ALY,
7.17.7.1 Any UoA for which 1 or more required Pls is not scored shall not be awarded

certification. JFENINEHIN>-BEEAMICH L TIX, BIEFEBELTELELH
Ly,

7.17.7.2 The team shall assess the Pl against each of the scoring issues at the SG60 level.
Pl Z&EEY HKRICIE. £7 SG0 DEF/REBICELS LELETER LG TR
BB,
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a. If 1 or more of the SG60 scoring issues is not met, the UoA fails, and no

further scoring is required for the Pl. — D LIl E 0 SG60 DFMIEE T 60 [ZiHT=
BWMEES. TOBBREAMIRIEELGY., TOPIIZEVWTENUERSZED

DWEITIZLN,

i. Teams shall not assigh a numeric score of less than 60 for a PI, but they
shall record in narrative form their rationale for determining that the Pl is
scoring less than 60. PI [TDULVT 60 Mk Z T+ TIXAR B4 LVAY, 60
UTFICHSEHEXES LTERLETAEGES AL,

7.17.7.3 If all the SG60 scoring issues are met, the Pl must achieve at least a 60 score,
and the team shall assess each of the scoring issues at the SG80 level. SG60 D #
REAMNETHEZINEIGE, BZPIOBRIE0ULELELGY . F—LAIXRIZ
SG80 MIFRIBERICHE L LEDLE TEA LA TNE LS4,

a. If not all the SG80 scoring issues are met, the Pl shall be given an
intermediate score (65, 70 or 75) reflecting overall performance against the
different SG80 scoring issues: SG80 ML\ DADFHIBR Filf= L TLVRL
HE. SG80 MIFRIERHICHT 2EARMGEEEERL . 5% PIIZ(F 65,
70, 75 £V R Z TR FRIEE S0,

i. Award 70 where performance against the scoring issues is mid-way
between SG60 and SG80 (some scoring issues are fully met, and some
are not fully met). B RIBE ([IxT % EEM SG60 & SG80 D HhfHIZH 55
& (HHBFREBEERITHELZLTWVWSD., HHEFREBILX. TL2ICIE
LT 710 REAF TS,

ii. Award 75 when performance against the scoring issues is almost at
SG80 (most scoring issues are fully met, but a few are not fully met). &
RIBBEICHT HFEM. SG80 ZIFFH-LTLBHIHEE (FLALEDER
BEEHEEZICHEEZLTWLWAHN, B2ICHEZLTLWEVLWLEDHANL DhvH
S55E) . b REMITS,

iii. Award 65 when performance against the scoring issues is slightly above
SG60 (a few scoring issues are fully met, but most are not fully met). %
RIBEICHT H5FEEMN SG0 &Y PP LETHLIHZE (W OHIDHRIEHE
FRLISHEEZLTWSD, FBEDELDIEEEICHEZL TLVELY) | 65 =
5,

b. If 1 or more of the SG80 scoring issues is not met, the Pl shall be assigned a
condition (or conditions). SG80 D/ RIEEMN—DTHLHE-INLGEWEE. &
ZPlICEEHZRE LG ITNEE S0,

7.17.7.4 If all the SG80 scoring issues are met, the Pl must achieve at least an 80 score,
and the team shall assess each of the scoring issues at the SG100 level. SG80

BRIEENLETHEZINZEE. PIO/RKSOLLEERY ., F—LAIXRIC

SG100 D/ RIEBICEL LALETERALAGHTNIEE 540,

a. If not all the SG100 scoring issues are met, the Pl shall be given an
intermediate score (85, 90 or 95) reflecting overall performance against the
different SG100 scoring issues. SG100 DL\ DADFHIEBR #idil- L TL
WMEA. SGI00 DFRIBERICHT 2EWMLGEEXELERE L. HPI (X85,
90, 95 EWZo AR ZEFMITRITFAIEGE S AL,

i. Award 90 where performance against the scoring issues is mid-way
between SG80 and SG100 (some scoring issues are fully met, and some
are not fully met). B RIBR ([Ix9 % 34EA SG80 & SG100 DHFEIZH B
5E (HAHABRBEEEFELRICHELZLTLSA., HHEREBIKX. LIS
[FiE= LTy [ 90 REAT5,
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i. Award 95 when performance against the scoring issues is almost at
SG100 (most scoring issues are fully met, but a few are not fully met). &
RIEBEICAT 2 EEN. SG100 Z(FFH-LTLIIHEE (FLALEDE
REBREZICHEEZLTVLSA, BELISHEZLTLWEVLEHDON N D
HdH5HE) . B REMITS,

iii. Award 85 when performance against the scoring issues is slightly above
SG80 (a few scoring issues are fully met, but most are not fully met). %
RIBBRICXHT 2 X#EH S0 LY DPPLETHAEE (W O2HDFHRIER
FRZICHEELTWED, FBEDLDIEEELICEFER= LTLVELY) | 85
REMIT S

7.17.7.5 If all the SG100 scoring issues are met, the Pl shall be given a 100 score. SG100
DH/REBNETHEEZINEEES. PIOF/RIL100 & LATAIEE S,

7.17.8 The team shall use the default weighting in the ‘MSC Fishery Assessment Scoring
Worksheet’ when scoring the default assessment tree. F—AISEEEERY 1) —(ZE D
THERTIEIC. MSCHEEXBERRAT—V P — FMNNOBREEH M FTEERLAGTAEGS
2L, ®

7.17.8.1 Where necessary, the team shall make changes to the default weighting when
they propose modifications to the default assessment tree. F—L[TIZHEBEEY 1)
—~DEBEEZRET IHE. DELEHNEIEEEAFTAOEEEZITHETAER
B7EL,
a. Weights in each level of the final tree (i.e. Principle, component or PI) shall
add upto atotal of 1. H&#EY ) —D&FL AL (FE|, FHEERER. £ LLIF
P) OEADEFEENEN 1 TRIFAIEE SR,

b. Teams shall give equal weighting to each Pl within a component of the tree,
and to each component within a Principle of the tree. F—AIZEEY ) —®D
mCEH@EIER TD& Pl. RUR CRAINOZFHMEIER (2t LRI CEA 1%
TRELEFNELESEL,
7.17.9 To contribute to the scoring of any PI, the team shall verify that each scoring issue is fully
and unambiguously met. Pl DS Z T 3I12H1-Y. F—LIFXEBSHEENTZELIZ. FL
THREICHELEIN TS EERIA LB TNIEE S,

7.17.9.1 A rationale shall be presented to support the team’s conclusion. F— LD #ERZE
111 2/BHRUART SN G TAE G LGN, @

7.17.9.2 The rationale shall make direct reference to every scoring issue and whether or
not it is fully met at each SG level. FEMBRIL. TXTOHREBICONTHEAN
LNEBENHY. & SGLALICEVWTERITHLZINA TSN E IHNITDLY
THRRSENEITNIELE S ALY,

7.17.9.3 An exception to 7.17.9.2 is permitted only for those Pls that include only a single
scoring issue at each SG level. 7.17.9. 2 ~DHI4h X, & SGDH/RIEEMN—DL
MNEWPI DIFERIZOABEH NS,

a. Forthese Pls, it is permitted to partially score the issue to obtain intermediate
scores. #5 L1=Pl DBFAERIZDOWLT, FEBRAEMITZ =012, SHH
BEREANROLN D,

b. A rationale shall be provided, clearly explaining which aspects of the scoring
issue are met. BRIEBEDEDERMNFHzSN TS0 EAREICEHBAT D
RIEBAARILASV R SR TAIEE S,

7.17.10 If multiple scoring elements are included in Principle 1 or 2 Pls, the team shall score the PI
as follows: [REI 1 F£=E 2BV TERDOBRERNEFTFNLIHE. F—Llk. RE1 %
ROESITHERALGTNIEE S0,
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a. If any single scoring element fails to meet SG80, the overall score for that Pl shall be
less than 80 so that a condition is raised, regardless of the situation with regard to
other scoring elements, some of which may be at the SG100 level. SG100 L RJLDF
RERNVOhHozELTH, SGB0 Mm-S HVWBRERN—DOTELH S5
B, TOMOBREROKRICEL ST HELPI (BT HEH@EIX 80 KREE LY. FH
ERETDHLICHD, !

b. The score given shall reflect the number of scoring elements that fail and the level of
their failure, rather than being derived directly as a numerical average of the individual
scores for all scoring elements. 52 b 5FRIE. ERRAEROBROBEMNTFH
TGS, 80 [CHEELA S HEREROHLEBENEER S NG TNEESLE,

c. Scores should be determined for each scoring element by applying the process in
7.17.7 to each scoring element. E/RRBRDERZRET HICH=>TIE. 7.171.7
DT REFBEALLBEFNIEE S,

d. Table 4 shall be used to determine the overall score for the Pl from the scores of the
different scoring elements. & 4 Zf# L), ERREFROB RN L Pl ORE/REHFT
BIFNIEE S,

e. Where some scoring elements have been scored using the RBF, the converted MSC
score shall be treated as an individual scoring element score when combining element
scores in Table 4. —&DF R ERDIFEAIZRBF ASBR S N5 EZIX. MSC EEITH:
BESN-BREGRERLELTHAL, RAIR>TREBREZHESG TN G4
(AW

Table 4: Combining element scores % 4 B RERDHEAEDHERER

Combination of individual scoring elements #FRERXRDHEASHEER
#/R

<60 Any scoring element within a PI that fails to reach SG60 shall not be assigned a score.
Teams shall record their rationale in narrative form for the Pl rather than assigning actual
scores of less than 60.

Pl DRRERD S 5. SG60 (TG WVELDICIEFRIFMAFEL, F—LIE, SG0 LLTF
DERZMITEDTIEL, XETED Pl OREBHMIRLZELET Do

60 All elements meet SG60 and only SG60.
ETOHFRERMNSGO0 TH-LTHY. TS0 TH S,

65 All elements meet SG60; a few achieve higher performance, at or exceeding SG80, but
most do not meet SG80.

ETHDR/AERNINSG0 FiE-LTHY., —EIESG80 £ LLIEZEFNULDERZEHITT
LBA., KF(H SG80 ZiEt= L TLVERLY,

70 All elements meet SG60; some achieve higher performance, at or exceeding SG80, but
some do not meet SG80 and require intervention action to make sure they get there.

ETOHRRERNSG0 ZE-LTHY., —8IELSE0 L LLEENLUEDEFEEHIFT
WBA, L DAIE. SG80 =L TV EDEH Y. SG80 IZELET H7=&IZTNA
BENMLETH D,

75 All elements meet SG60; most achieve higher performance, at or exceeding SG80; only a
few fail to achieve SG80 and require intervention action.

ETOBRERMN G0 Zimf-LTHY ., KEHEL G803 L EENULDEEZHIT
T, DITHIDBRERNSEOICITELTELT . TABENDLE,
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Combination of individual scoring elements #{REXRDHEASHEER
#/R

80 All elements meet SG80.
LETHEHEREEHINSG #iE-LTLVS,

85 All elements meet SG80; a few achieve higher performance, but most do not meet
SG100.

ETOR/RRAERMNSEO ZiEm=L TS, BY. LW IMNE, FYBLEEZHITTLD
A B HYSGI00 (XiET= L TULVRLY,

90 All elements meet SG80; some achieve higher performance at SG100, but some do not.
L2TOHRERMN S0 @ LTS, L DMIE, SGI00 [TEL TLVSA., LM DH
FELTWELWEDLH D,

95 All elements meet SG80; most achieve higher performance at SG100, and only a few fail

to achieve SG100.
2THDR/RERNMNSGO Fi@m-LTHY., FAEHMNSGI0 ITEL TS, HTHDEZRHS
SG100 %= L TLVA LY,

100 All elements meet SG100.
LETHEHEREEREMNSGI00 =L TLVS,

7.17.11  The team shall modify scores where appropriate: F—Ald, HEZHE L TUTD & 5 4
BREBET HIRNETH D,

a. Downwards by the scores falling between 2 SGs obtained by the individual elements
that fail to meet an upper SG level. EFIL AL SG ISR NWREBERILEBLIZ2D
DSGITELNDFERATIE, RaAT7ETIF5S,

b. Upwards by the scores falling between 2 SGs obtained by the individual elements that
exceed an upper SG level. 47 SG LRIV ZFEAZREZHAEBLI-2 DD SGI2F
=ABFRTIE, RaT7%EIFS,

c. Upwards change should never rise as high as 80 if the team judges that a condition is
required. FHZEFITHIRLENH D LFIENSHIGE. 80 LLEICHERZEFTELGS
AN
7.17.12  The CAB shall not certify the UoA if the weighted average score for all Pls under each
Principle is less than 80 for any of the 3 Principles. Z[RAID55—>TH,. HADEAIIC
BIHSEEDEATITROFHYRMN 80 ITH-LWEE., BERBETOETRAZFAT
LTG5,

7.17.13  The CAB shall not certify the UoA if any individual scoring issue is not met at the SG60
level, contributing to a score of less than 60 on any Pl. SG60 MFEIEE D WL\T AT =
ENT. 60 RICEIGEVWPIAVEDTHL HEEHEE. BERBIIZOEEEMEZRILT
A=Y AN

7.18  Setting conditions F£H DK E=

7.18.1 The CAB shall set 1 or more auditable and verifiable conditions for continuing certification
if the UoA achieves a score of less than 80 but equal to or greater than 60 for any
individual PI. @D ENMN—DD Pl DFEH 80 K. 60 UETHSHIHE. BEEHKEIL
REEDMFEDT=DIZ, BB ERANARRLGEHZ—DULBRE LG TNIEE S0,
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7.18.1.3

7.18.1.4

7.18.1.5

7.18.1.6
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The CAB shall ensure that every PI that receives a score of less than 80 has its
own distinct condition associated with it. 80 mFRFHEDFRH T UV PL IZIZL T
BLEEHERTETNEE S,

The CAB shall draft conditions to follow the narrative or metric form of the
Performance Indicator Scoring Guideposts and accompanying requirements used
in the assessment tree. EEMEAIL. FER Y1) —THERIN TS PISG RUMTHE
THERBHEICA-ERNL L BEEENFHOEEZER LB TNER 54
L, @

The CAB shall draft conditions to result in improved performance to at least the 80
level within a period set by the CAB but no longer than the term of the certification.
EZEWET. BERBEOED-HRURNICOLEEL 80 DKEFTHKEHE
TEDE5. FHOERZERLGTNELG GGV, BEHEDOTED 2HRIL.
FEEEVHE B A TIE R,

The CAB shall specify a deadline for each condition. ZE& RS X & EHIZDLNTH
REFRITETNIEE LA,

The CAB shall draft conditions to specify milestones that detail: F&E#RE(X&E %
HETHEIC. UTICEATIHBE L DBZEZHEICLAETAIEE S,

a. The measurable improvements and outcomes (using quantitative metrics)
expected each year. EEH A FHEIEIRIC L > TAERIRELEBOREROK
R

b. The specific time frames over which the milestones and the whole condition

must be met. STEEDBERUVEHEZDLDOEHT-T EANGERE,

c. The outcome and score that shall be achieved at any interim milestones. &
EEEICER SNGEFAIEESHEDBRPER,
If, at the time of drafting a condition, the CAB determines that there are
exceptional circumstances, and the CAB determines that achieving a performance
level of 80 may take longer than the period of certification, the CAB may draft
conditions to result in improved performance to at least the 80 level within a
longer, specified period set by the CAB. £ %R E 9 HIRIZ. BEHBEA. 455
BEENHDLHETL., RAAEDHARMAIZ80 LU S EBEKEFERTETHLEG
ABNH5 LI LIEE. BEKEI. PR ELERKEL ZERT L0
DEYRVWEKRHGHIFRZEGHE L TERET S ENTED, ®

a. The CAB shall interpret “exceptional circumstances” in 7.18.1.6 to refer to
situations in which, even with perfect implementation, achieving the 80 level
of performance may take longer than the certification period. 7.18.1.6 [Z# %

MERIREIE] &, BEICERIAIZELTH, 80 &0V EBKEDER
MERAEDHREY LR IODDAREELAHDHKR. EBMRLETNIELES
A AN

b. In exceptional circumstances, the CAB shall specify conditions that spell out:
FRGERICEVTIE, BERBEIREORGTUTOIRER ZBAFEIC LA
NIEE S0,

i. The significant and measurable improvements (in terms of milestones or
outcomes) that must be achieved and the score that must be reached at
interim milestones and at reassessment. ER SN 5 E, HFE TR
RELHE (EHBEVHRRICEALT) &V, EHEERUVEBERIEFEET
ICEBREL B IFNIEXESAROER,

ii. What constitutes a successful overall outcome to achieve the 80
performance level over a longer, specified period. & Y REIDIEE St
HIBRMIZ 80 DEARKEZZERT A AIC. MZH T, HREMGERRER
ETHDH,
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c. The CAB shall include justification for exceptional circumstances in the
summary of conditions in the Client and Peer Review Draft Report and all
subsequent reports. BEMEE (V517U FBLXUVETLEL—RHREE
B UROBMEEIEHT SEHOMEOPIC FALGERF LLGH5BNE
EX AP E (IER A=A A

7.18.1.7 The CAB shall create a summary of conditions stating the action(s) to be taken
within a specified time frame. BZ&E#BE (L. RO SNHARAICES B FHIEE S
BWEEZHAR LEEHO-BEZER LG TNEGE S,

7.18.2 Where the client and the CAB are unable to agree on conditions and milestones, the CAB
shall not certify the UoA. 2 5472 L BBHEAN., DELINLIBGEREERTLHEHD
EFHEPHBICODVWTEENBEONLZWNEEICIE., BEEMEIE VA ICRREZIRELTEES
ELY,

7.18.3 The CAB shall include conditions and milestones in the Client and Peer Review Draft
Report and all subsequent reports. FEERUVEBIE V547V bFELUVET7LE 21—
REER] RUETNLUBOETORSEICHRYAFALGTAELE S,

7.18.4 If a condition or milestone relates to reducing uncertainty or improving processes, the CAB
shall include in its reports a narrative about the ultimate ecological or management
outcome that the condition aims to achieve over the longer term. &£#4VEIEA . THEEM
DEF. HLLFETOLAOHEICHTILOTHDEHEE. BERET, FHEREICEL
Y, EDFESTRBHLGERZNG L{EEEORREZDELHICE > TRIMIZEFEELS
ELTLEDONE VWS GBAZHRESICRBE L L TNEE AL,

7.18.5 Where there are IPI stocks within the scope of certification, the team shall follow Annex
PAL3. FEEIDEREENIC Pl BRAEENDIGEE. F—LIIMEXE PAL 3 IZHEHE
(FHIEE SN,

7.19  Client and Peer Review Draft Report 7 54 7Y hELUVEFLE
1—RAHEERe

7.19.1 Once conditions, milestones and the point at which fish may enter further chains of
custody have been determined, the CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create
the Client and Peer Review Draft Report. & & &IB & & U E DFF R TKEMA CoC IZA
SMNREST-BMET. BEHEIL INSCABEREAT I L—F) Z2EALT. [
FAT UV FBEVET7LEA—ABRESE] ZERLEBTAEGE LA,

7.19.2 The CAB shall issue the Client and Peer Review Draft Report to the client and to the Peer
Review College at the same time. BE#BEI(E [V 5S4 7 U B LUVET7 L Ea—RA#s
EX| V47V FEETLEa— - ALy DICRAKICRE LA TAIRGE S,

Peerreview E7 L E 12—

7.19.3 The CAB shall arrange a review of the Client and Peer Review Draft Report, as detailed in
Section 7.14, by peer reviewers from the Peer Review College. EE#E(Xt 3>
114 RSNz BY ., EPLEa—- ALYy PODETLEAT7—IZ&D [9Z4T7 2
BEIUETLEL—RAREEER] OBRHOFERE LETNEE S,

7.19.4 The CAB shall allow the selected peer reviewers to review the Client and Peer Review

Draft Report. EEMBEIIRBESN-ET7LELT7—IZ&D 9S54 F7 Y FEELUVETFLE
1—AREER] ORFHZRDLEITNIE G S,

7.19.5 Upon receipt of the peer reviewers’ written comments, the team shall: EZ7 LE 2 7—M 5
DEETODIAY FEZITIR oz, F—LERUTZITOAETAEGE S0,
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a. Address all the issues raised, changing any part of the scoring, conditions and report
as the team sees necessary. {E#ENH - -BHEICHL L. FEROELE. REEEICHE
MEBEZONBEEEZMZ S,

b. Incorporate peer reviewer comments, team responses to those comments and any
appropriate changes into the Client and Peer Review Draft Report to create the Public
Comment Draft Report. EZ LEaA7—®Da A2 FOFNITHT EF—LDRE, &
MEEZONDERZ V547U FELUVETLEA—RBREER) (TMA. /T
Dy 0 NABREERZHERT 5.

¢c. Amend any conditions as required, and ensure the fishery client amends the Client

Action Plan, as required. HZIZIGCTEHZBEL, BE. V73472 MI&B1T
BEELEECBET S,

Clientreview 2 S A4 7> L E 31—

7.19.6

7.19.7

7.19.8

The CAB should allow 60 days after receipt of the Client and Peer Review Draft Report for

the client to: BEMEIX. VATV EDBUTEITSZENTED LS. 953472k

BLUVETLE2—FAREEE) 228%. 60 HEZ I M4/ 7 Y MIEZ ohBEITAEK

HoiEL, @

a. Provide information on items that would lead to a ‘material difference’, as defined in
7.20.5.c, in the outcome of the assessment. BEHERICX L., 7.20.6.c TEEINT
W5 TEERHEE] Z5|ER T MO H D IEHRERE,

b. Develop a Client Action Plan. ¥ 54 7 > MTEIFTEIDERE

i. The use of the ‘MSC Client Action Plan Template’ is optional. TMSC 2 54 7> k
TEEFERTYIL— k] OFIAIXEETHD,

The CAB shall verify that the client has prepared a Client Action Plan that includes: 22 4
BIEI 47 PAUTORBEZECTHHBEDEREZIT oI LA LLTAELS
T, @

a. A description of the actions that will be implemented by the client, and other entities
(where relevant) to achieve milestones and conditions. ¥ 54 7> b E X UBEHE®D%
AEHEBERUEHZERT H-DICEZTITEBOHME,

b. Roles and responsibilities for actions. {TEIIZ& T 5% E L FHE,

c. The outputs that will be provided to the assessment team to demonstrate that
milestones are achieved and progress toward meeting conditions is being made. i B
DER. RUFHERICAIT-EREZETEMEICELT 5-ODFHER,

The CAB shall not accept a Client Action Plan if the client is relying upon the involvement,
funding and/or resources of other entities (fisheries management or research agencies,
authorities or regulating bodies that might have authority, power or control over
management arrangements, research budgets and/or priorities) without: ¥ 54 7> kHt
UTETHEHLTIC. thOEE CREOBEEOHRFERY /B LLFREOBLIERICX
LIERR. 1N D L [THFI AN D D ATREMED 5 5 IR X EIRMAM O KA. BUFHE. &
FEEKE) OES5. ERRE. RU/ L LLEFER., ZHTICTLTLWSEEIZEK, B
RO 5472 FDITEEEZ AL TG 5L,

a. Verifying with those same entities, whether the closure of conditions is likely to require
any or all of the following: &%= 2 &I2k>T, UTFOWLWFhh—D, HLL
FETHBRELLEDAEEMEICOVTHZEREERT 5,

i. Investment of time or money by these entities. HZMIKIZ &L 2R EELDHRE
PILE,

ii. Changes to management arrangements or regulations. IO Y R OO HID
rHE,
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iii. Re-arrangement of research priorities by these entities. %5%H{KIZ &k 2 HAEEE
IBRIDERE,

b. Being satisfied that the closure of conditions is both achievable by the client and
realistic in the period specified. BRESNT=FHEHmI=T N, V54 T7 U MZEk»o
TEMAIREET., REMLGRRBRAICKRESA TS EITMBLTLS,

If the CAB cannot find evidence to show that funding and/or resources are, or will be, in
place to address conditions, the UoA shall not be certified. ZZE#EAMN, FHEH=T -
DITBERBEERV /L LLBERAHS. HAWVEINDALAFTEDEVSIHAR
DI oG WMEEICEFEREMICRIAZIZES LTEELAL,

The CAB shall document and retain any comments made by the client on the Client and
Peer Review Draft Report and responses from the team. ZBE#EIZ. V51472 +E
FUE7LELA—RAREER] ~DIFAT7UbDAAV PELUVF—LLDOEEET
RTXEEELTRELLGTNEGE S,

7.19.10.1  The CAB shall make these comments and responses available to any party upon

7.19.11

7.20
7.20.1

7.20.2

7.20.3

request. BEHBEIXCN LD AL FEIUVREIEZEZ. BEEICKRLCTHIZTH LM
LAThEEsii,
If conditions are added as a result of the peer review, the CAB should allow an additional
30 days for the client to update the Client Action Plan. E7 LE 2 —IZ& Y EHABEM S
NEBEIZE. 953470 PATHRBEZEHTEDS LS. BEMBEEY S/47 2 MIx
LEICI0 BEDEFEEZ G ITAIEGE S,

Public Comment Draft Report /87 ) wH a2y FARERSE

The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Public Comment Draft
Report. ZEEMEIL. /NXTY v 24 FAREEEZERT DRI, TNSCKBERE
ATrv7L—F1 2ERALBTAREGESAEL,

When creating the Public Comment Draft Report, the team shall only make changes to
scoring (Section 7.17) where: /ST v a* Y FAREERZERTIE. €V ay
TATIZENY, F—LNRREZETELDIIUTOHEEDHTH S,

a. Justified by stakeholder, MSC, client, or peer reviewer comments received during
consultation opportunities. #HEEHAMFIZ, RT—IHRILE—PONSC. V547> k.
HLLLEEZLEA7—DaATMILY, EHELNRBOHOATIZEE,

b. Justified by findings issued by the MSC'’s accreditation body. MSC M EREHRIMNFIT L
ERRICKY., EfEIRBOoNEE,

c. The information considered to justify scoring changes was publicly available on or
before the last day of the site visit. IRMFARDFERBLAENIC, FREFODELMHZE
OBIES>FHBIAFASh TV E,

i. Ifthe CAB and any patrticipant at the site visit agree in writing that information will
be made available after the site visit, the CAB shall accept this information up to
30 days after the last day of the site visit. TRHRERZ (CYUKERERMIT 68
AEEICT, BEHBEEVTNUODEESNEORM TRLEINBEIZE, BE
HWEIIFEMREREBE LY 30 B, BFBFREZFTANGTAEGE S,

The Public Comment Draft Report shall include: /871 w4~ a4 > FRAREEZE (PCDR)
[ZIE. UTFAEFERGTNEGE S AL,

a. Confirmation that the fishery is in scope. ¥ RILERASEERNICH D & LV S HER,

b. Confirmation of the assessment tree used to assess the fishery. JAEEEICFA I
HBEEY) —DHER,

C. The UoA(s). UoA(s),
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The proposed UoC(s). ZE® UoC(s).
The scores and weightings for each Pl. & Pl M & & EA T

A rationale for each Pl and Scoring Issue (SI). & Pl &5 RIEH (SI) DRIERE
B,

A reference list for each Pl. & Pl IZB9 53Xmk) X k.,

The draft determination on whether or not the UoA(s) will be recommended for
certification. UoA DERFED A EFIZ DT DFERE

A review of traceability practices used in the UoA(s). UoA(s) IZ& 175 FL—HE T
1 BITOR&ET,

The eligibility date. B1Z&#FEITH,

The surveillance schedule. EE&EEHE,

Any conditions. &,

The Client Action Plan. ¥ 54 7 > FDITEIETE

Peer review comments and team responses. EZLE 17— * Y FEEUVF—
LOERE,

If the fishery is enhanced and is found to be within scope, an assessment of each
enhancement activity undertaken by the fishery and a documented justification for the
determination that the fishery is within scope. FRiEEREEFHRNICH D LB S 518
JEBREDISE. HFZAXDT O TV HEBIEEHOFME CEREERNICHSELD
DR & 75 B FEHRE,

Identification and justification for IPI stock(s). [Pl BERDIEFEH & VIEHL

A review of RBF outcomes, if completed. RBF Z@&H L =15&(Z1X. ZDHEDR
&t

7.20.4 Any references used to support statements in the evaluation tables of the reports shall be
included in the References section of the evaluation table and an in-text reference (e.g.
number or author, date) made to the relevant source. $REEZENEERIZH 1T SRR DEST
F5ELHZRBRIEERD BB £/ aVvIti#l,. XERIZSBEDESHLF
EE. ARG EERALLGTNEGE AL,

7.20.5 The CAB shall include the following in a separate section or appendix to the Public
Comment Draft Report: E&EME(Z/ATY v aAY FABREZEDOH I avHdN
FMBEXEICUTOEREEDATAIEL S,

a. Written submissions from stakeholders (if any) received during consultation
opportunities on: AV HILT— 3 VEARFRICR T HRILE—D o UTICEALTH
Eon-EmICTLSa A (HEIBEDH) o
i. The Announcement Comment Draft Report. BEAY a4 > FAREEE,

ii. The proposal for the modification of the default tree and/or use of the RBF (Annex
PF). BESh=FE YY) —RU 1 L < IELRBF (FHEXE PF) DERADHEE,

b. All written submissions received during site visits. IRHIRRDEIZFEoNf-. E@
I2&BITRTOIAT b,

c. A summary of verbal submissions received during site visits likely to cause a ‘material
difference’ to the outcome of the assessment, including those with information that
could influence: BEEMERIC ERLEE] ZECIIREMEDOH L. BRREDRRIC
HEONOBEICESIA Y FOME, UTICHET HARIEOHLILDEEL.

i. APIscore falling below 60. 60 Xi&IZ% % Pl a7,
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ii. A PIscore falling between 60 and 80. PI X 37 60 » i 80,

iii. A Principle score falling below an aggregate 80 score due to the changes to the
score for 1 or more Pls. 0 &EDULEDPI DEFIZKYRAILANILDBREBRAN
80 Xilc%H4H Pl X7,

iv. A change in scope (as per 7.4,7.5.20r7.5.3).7.4, 7.5.2, % L< (X 7.5.3 [ZH|>
F-EREEDEE

d. Responses from the team to submissions described in 7.20.5.a, b and c, including:
7.20.5.a. b RU cITRENFzaA Y MIWTEHF—LDEE,

i.  What (if any) changes to scoring, rationales, or conditions have been made. #&
R, RENRRY L IEHICEERH - 12BE. TORE,

ii. Where changes are suggested but no change is made, a substantiated
justification. IRE L-ZEEZTHAEMN >=HEIZ(TE DERT & BM,

The CAB shall upload the following to the MSC database for publication on the MSC
website: FEEMBEIMNSC V= THA FTRHATESLS. UTEMC T—2RA—X([Z7
v 7 A— RLEFNIEES AL,

a. Any ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ submitted by a
stakeholder as per 7.20.5.a or 7.20.5.b. RF—9HR)LF—M 5, 7.20.5.a £ L <&
7.20.5.b ICHI> TR ENtz NSCREBEDRT—IRILE—- 42Ty FATY
TL—Fk1,

b. A‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ with a summary of
verbal submissions received during site visits as per 7.20.5.c. 7.20.5. ¢ [T &k V) . IFih
RERIZZMSNNSCEEXBEDORT—IRLE— - ATy ATV TL—
EURABETRE SN -FROBE,

Each ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ uploaded as per
7.20.6 shall include responses from the team as per 7.20.5.d. 7.20.6 [C& Y7 v TA—FK
SNtz INSCREBEDRT—IVHRILI— A4V Ty FRATUTL— k1 I2IE, 7.20.5.d
[CHL, BEF—LORESEENTOERTNELS AL,

The CAB shall upload the Public Comment Draft Report to the MSC database for
publication on the MSC website. ZEE#EIEX /ST U v oA Y FREREEE] #MSCH
T IHA FTRRTESE S MSCT—E2R—X(Z7 v TA—RFLEGETAIEGLE S,

7.20.8.1 The CAB shall upload an announcement with the Public Comment Draft Report

including a hyperlink to the ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery
Assessments’ and the timeline for stakeholder input. FEZE#E(E /KT v o a A
VERABEER] LHIZ. INSCHERXRBEORT—IVHRLE—- 42Ty AT
VIL—F] ADNAN=) VG ERT—YRLE— -4 0Ty FARZEDE
MET7YTA—FLGEFAEEGESEL,

7.20.8.2 The CAB shall inform stakeholders who submitted stakeholder input per 7.20.5.a,

7.20.5.b or 7.20.5.c that their input and the response from the team is published
on the MSC website and available for review. & #B8(&. 7.20.5.a, 7.20.5.b
HLLIFT.20.5.c12f>T. A1 Ty FERBENFLRAT—IRILE—IZ, £
NENDA 2Ty FRUZNIZHT 5F—LDOERIZMNMSC oz THA MIABHS
nhTHY. RETCENTEEIEZERLAMTNIEG S0,

The CAB shall make the Public Comment Draft Report available for stakeholder input for

at least 30 days. BEMB IR T—IHRILE—a 0Ty rD=HIZ, L EL 0B
M. ATV o 3A0 FAREERZABLGTAE G S,

7.20.9.1 The CAB shall only consider stakeholder input on the Public Comment Draft

Report from stakeholders who provided written input on the Announcement
Comment Draft Report or attended the site visit, in person or remotely. 22 B
T, TEEAYIAY MNAREER] CEAICKDI 2Ty FERE, LI
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HMARICEEHHVITERTEDL XA TF—IFRILE =050 /T y4H
AU MNEREEER] ITHTEAUTY FOHFEZEEBICANGBTNIELZ S,

7.20.9.2 The CAB shall inform stakeholders that they must provide objective evidence in

support of any claims or any claimed errors of fact. ZEZE#BIL. BMDFEPE
EDRYBEDERVPHIRT—UHRILT—IIx L. TNEZEMITLEEHRMGMN
FRELGTNEGESBEVEZTEM GER) LAFhETESEL0,

Peer reviewer comments and MSC Technical Oversight EZ LE 2 7—®Oa 4 > k

HIUNSC DEAMEE
7.20.10  The CAB shall make the Public Comment Draft Report available to the peer reviewers for

follow-up review of the assessment team'’s responses to the peer reviewers’ initial
comments. BE#BIL, E7LEaA7—DOoDRIDIAY MIHTIBEEF—LDIR
Z%H,. EPLEA7—ARETESE LS. T Yysary hARSEE| 2E7LE
AT7—ITRRLETNIEGE S,

7.20.10.1  The CAB shall make the Public Comment Draft Report available for peer

7.20.11

reviewers at the same time as it is available for stakeholder input, for at least 30
days. BEMBEIETZLEAT7—ERT—IFRILA—D [Ty aAr2 A
HMEEZE] L, DE<CELIOAEIA Y FTES LS. MBI LRI
RRLGFNEGE S,
The CAB shall make the Public Comment Draft Report available for MSC to conduct
Technical Oversight. &R (L MSC ARMEEZERTES LS. N TYvsarty
FRBESEE] £ MSCICRRLETNIEGE S,

7.20.11.1  The CAB shall make the report available for MSC at the same time as it is

available for stakeholder input, for at least 30 days. ZBEMBE I E$ 30
MRAT—IHRILE— - ATy FRICIRRT HERBEIC. MSCICHBEEEZLIR
TLEITNIERE S,

7.21 Determination JRE®
7.21.1 The team shall consider the suggested changes and comments made to the Public

Comment Draft Report under Section 7.20 and shall confirm or amend the draft

determination. F—AlXE2 23> 120 ICHLVTY v o2 A2 FABREERE~DER

ERLVIAVMEREL, BREZEED LLFZEELLGTAE G S,

7.21.2 When creating the Final Draft Report, the team shall only make changes to scoring where:

RRBEEEEROR. F—LIIUTOGEZRBRAEEL TEGELAL,

a. Justified by stakeholder, MSC, client, or peer reviewer comments received during
consultation opportunities. R 7—% RILF —HFEICE T, AT—UHRILFT—,
MSC, 2 547V hH LKIFEZLEA7— DAY MI&>TZDEEMENED S
nas.

b. Justified by findings issued by the MSC'’s accreditation body. MSC M ERFEHEREMNFIT L
F#ERICE > TEHENEROH LN D,

c. The information considered to justify scoring changes was publicly available on or
before the last day of the site visit. FREREDIE XM ZFRETT 5 L TOFERH. HRit
FEOERBFELEENLUEIICARINA TV,

i. Ifthe CAB and any participant at the site visit agree in writing that information will
be made available after the site visit, the CAB shall accept this information up to
30 days after the last day of the site visit. IR EKIZLZFREZRET HEE
M. BERELEVITIADORESMEOBMTERICE >TROEINEEEIZIE,
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EEHBIIEFEMARRKBE LY 30 B, SZFEBEZTANGHINEGE ST
LY.

The team shall record the final determination in the Final Draft Report. F— A (X Ri&HE
EXOHIZ, RBRHNGHERZEZRFELZTNERSEL,

If changes to scoring have resulted in conditions being added or removed, the CAB shall
give the client 20 days to make any amendments to the Client Action Plan. 1§ RO ZEEIC
FOTEHEMNEML LLIFRYBRANEES., BEMBEITHHEEZEETESL5. 20
HEQ#MFEI 547 2 MIEZGTNEE 5L,

7.21.4.1 Once complete, the CAB shall add the amended Client Action Plan to the Final

Draft Report. EEMRME (X, BEMNRT L-1TBHEZ RERHKEEE) ITMWRL
FhIFE S,

7.22 Final Draft Report iR EER

7.22.1 If the period from the full assessment announcement to the publication of the Final Draft
Report by the MSC is more than 18 months, the CAB shall withdraw the fishery from the
MSC assessment process. ABEDHERN O REMEEZEDMSC ICKEFERETIZI18 &
ABUENEB LGS, EEHBIIUAZAEOMCEEZRYESRTAEE AL,

7.22.2 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Final Draft Report. F—.s
FEBRBEERZMERTHE. ISCEKBERERATIL— M ZRAVGTAREG S
LY,

7.22.3 The CAB shall include the following in a separate section or appendix to the Final Draft
Report: ZEMEBIERBEEEDAN LI Va3 LIEMEXEL LTUTEZEDHREIT
NELESHEND, @

a. Written submissions from stakeholders (if any) received during the consultation
opportunity on: /8T w3 AL FAREEROHEIEPICRT—UHRILET—HD
LUTFIZDOWTHEEON-EAICKSIAU K,

i. The Announcement Comment Draft Report. BEEAY O XA Y FAREEE
i. The Public Comment Draft Report. /871w & a3y FRAREEE

b. All written submissions received during site visits. IRMBE TEEHICTIRHE Shi-1F
2

c. A summary of verbal submissions received during site visits likely to cause a ‘material
difference’ to the outcome of the assessment, including those with information that
could influence: TEELHE] 251 ITAREEDOH S OBETEHE SN-FERD
BME, ChICEUTICEEZRETAREOHIBEREST,

i. APIscore falling below 60. Pl X a7 h 60 RiGIZTFH 5,

ii. A PIscore falling between 60 and 80. 60 /v 80 MEETIZPI Ra7HATH S,

iii. A Principle score falling below an aggregate 80 score due to the changes to the
score for 1 or more Pls. 0 EDLUEDPIDEEIZE Y., REILRNILOBEFAN
80 KiHIZH B,

iv. A change in scope (as per 7.4, 7.5.20r7.5.3). 7.4, 7.5.2 3 L <X 7.5. 32>
F-ERHEEDER,

d. If applicable, peer review follow-up and MSC Technical Oversight submissions. £7 L
Ea7—07+0—7vT&MCHEMEENH--HEICITZTDHR,

e. Responses from the team to the submissions in 7.22.3.a—d, including: LT Z&L
1.22.3. a~d DO A2 FIHT HBEF—LORIG
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i.  What (if any) changes to scoring, rationales, or conditions have been made. %

R WREMRLD LEEGICEENH - HEE. TORE,
i. Where changes are suggested but no change is made, a substantiated
justification. IRE L-ZEEZTHAEMN > -HEZ(TE DERT & BH,

The CAB shall upload the Final Draft Report to the MSC database for publication on the
MSC website. BEHBIIMSC Iz TV A FLICEBETESLSRBRBEEEZL NSC 7—
ARN—=XIZT7vTA—FLEITNIEESAEL,

7.22.4.1 The CAB shall upload an announcement with the Final Draft Report including

information about the process and timeline for stakeholder input as set out in the

MSC Disputes Process. Z&EMERE L. MSCSHFMRITOLRATHESITWSRT
— IRV E— ATy b TORRARUVRT D2 —LICET 2ERESO KRR
EEXEORKRET7 Yy IA— FLETRIEE SR,

The CAB shall upload the following to the MSC database: ZEHBIIXLIT % MSC T—4 N

—RI[Z7 v A= FLEFAIFE LG,

a. Any ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ submitted by a
stakeholder during the assessment containing stakeholder input and the CAB
responses as per 7.22.3a,b,cande. 7.22.3 a,b,c RUelBENTLDEY. R
T—IRLE—DoREDH SR TV RILT—DA 0Ty FRUEBEREOEE
ZE80 IMSCREBEANDRT—IVRILE— ATy FRATUTL— K]

b. Any ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ with a summary
of verbal submissions containing stakeholder input and the CAB responses as per
7223cande. 7.22.3 c RV e MEY ., ABEBTORT—IHRILE—DA LTy FEE
EHBEOEEOBMESL NSCREFE~NDRT—IVRLF—- ATy bRATVT
L—Fk1

MSC Disputes Process MSC S&@R o+ X

The CAB shall follow the process and timeline as set out in the MSC Disputes Process
before publishing the Public Certification Report. ZE#BE (X ARRAZRIIMEEF AT 3
BICMSC MR IO THEINTVS TALRER T Da—)LICERLZTNIEES
ELY,

Public Certification Report /A BRI &=

At the end of the full assessment process, the CAB shall finalise a Public Certification
Report in accordance with this section that shall incorporate the Final Draft Report and, if
relevant, results arising from the MSC Disputes Process. AEED 7O AR T L1-B
RTEEHRERIERBREERL. ZATHEHREINCHEFBRTOLRADBEREHAAA
EARARMREEZER S ELRTNE G SEL,

The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Public Certification Report.
NFARMREREEDMERICIE TNSCABEHRERTIL— 1 ZRAVGITAER LR
LY,

The CAB shall upload the Public Certification Report to the MSC database for publication
on the MSC website, identifying a determination to certify or fail the fishery. ZH&EHEE (X,

%Enmnﬁ?% "E) L/< 'j: %h\mbniﬂ Ebféh\gf” &a)ikié MSC "717"?’( l“(:
#E%JZT%T—&N ARRARIREEENSC T—IAR—XIZ7yTA—FLETNEES A
LY,

7.24.3.1 The CAB shall upload to the MSC database, for publication on the MSC website,

an announcement with the Public Certification Report including the determination
to certify or fail the fishery. BEE#REE, BELZFEILTSH. © L [FTBEMEREEIC
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ELEMN 2 LDREZECAMAARIIREZEMCH = THA MZIBHT S
=612, ARRAZRIEREEENSC T—E2R—XIZ7yTO—FLEFNIELE S
LYo

The CAB shall determine which entities should or should not be allowed to use the fishery
certificate. BEME (T, BAMFERIATFEATEZTDEANE LTI THIVEAZRAREICL
BIFNIEE S,

The CAB shall only permit fish caught by those fishers that are identified by reference to or
on a valid fishery certificate to be eligible for Chain of Custody certification and
subsequent use of the MSC ecolabel. BEMEIL. BNLREDAEHKIICEH. HD
WEERESNTWVDBREFICK > TIREEIN-KEMIZDH CoC REEZEIZSE L. MSC T3
INLDEREHFALZTNEE S,

7.245.1

7.24.5.2

7.24.5.3

The CAB shall define entities in this case to include any processing companies,
producer organisations or other bodies to whom the client wishes to make the
certificate available, at the exclusion of other non-client group members. CDHE&

DENDERICONTIE, BEKEBIEL., 75472 MRS RO ERZ A
LEVIMIEZCRERKR, TOMISA UM ITL—TAUN—2BKRT 53D
ELTRAGITNIEGE S AL,

The CAB shall upload a Fishery Certificate Statement to the MSC database for
publication on the MSC website defining: ZFZ&E#R L. MSC D™ = TH4 FHAIZ,
UTORZHRBL-AERAZEOEMZENC T—2R—XIZ7yvTA— KL%
nIFGE 50,

a. Which entities (vessels, fleets, agents and/or any other client group members,
including named companies) are currently eligible to access the certificate. 2
AEFFRELICKEB SN GERDHHEAN G, A, REABLIUT B LL
FEEEELIVSATURITIL—TDAIN—)

i. If a group of vessels or individual fishing operators (i.e. not an entire
fishing fleet) is used to define the Unit of Assessment or Unit of
Certification for the fishery, the CAB shall require the client to provide a
list of the vessels, or a hyperlink to a publicly available list of vessels, for
the CAB to upload to the MSC database for publication. ¥ 54 7> +®
UoA £ L < UoC IZEH DAL L TBREENEFATLLEE. &
BRI SA T MIAMBEDL LLEARASA TS AMBED/N
AN— O DRBEEFEL.MCOI T ITHA FBEHTED LS.
MSC T—RAR—XIZ7 v TA—FLETNIEES AL,

b. Which other eligible fishers, if identified in the UoA, may be able to access the
certificate through the mechanism of certificate sharing. RIAEFRTLE
FATDHCET, RABHAEZEAIT DI LDTELRFEN UA TS5
BIZIEZDBREBEDETL

c. Which points of landing, auctions or other transfer may be used for the sale of
fish from the certified fishery into further chains of custody. ZBEEif % A3 DK

EYMMN CCICAS I LDTELKBITHIA, Y. £ LLLEZDMDOBEIH
5

o

d. Any other limits to product eligibility, such as specific terms of the certificate
sharing agreement. B HET L5 LTOEKRMLEERE. KEMDEEE
BIRADZ DD HIR,

If there are any changes related to information on the Fishery Certificate
Statement, the CAB shall update the Fishery Certificate Statement by uploading a
new version with changes to the MSC database for publication on the MSC
website within 14 days of the change, except for the list of vessels detailed in
7245240 BERMEOENXOABICEENHSHI5E. EERBEIEELH
S2TH L 4 BLUAIZ, STESN-EFHMXENC Y T 7#4 FLiICiBETE D &
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3. MSCF—ER—=RIZT7yTO—FLAMTFNIEES%EN, BL, 7.24.5.2.a. i
[CRENTLLHEMEFEICOVTIEIDORY TIEAL,

7.24.6 The CAB shall update information under 7.24.5.2.a at every surveillance audit. ZE&##E5
(£7.24.5.2.a DIEMEHEEOHME. BEFLGTNELSEL,

7.25 Certification decision and certificate issue SREEDREH LU RBEE
BERIEDRIT

7.25.1 If the CAB makes a decision to award certification, the CAB shall determine that the date
of certification is the date the Public Certification Report is published on the MSC website
or, for reassessments, the 5th anniversary date of the existing certificate, whichever is
later. FEMEMNRIADIRESERE LI-5HE., RO AL, AFARERSENNSC D
VI T7HA MIEEEIN-EL L BRABEREDBSICE, RITOREZRED 5 F
BOGHEBAOWITNOADBMNT, BOBMIZEEALE LETNIEE SR,

7.25.2 The CAB shall add catch data into the MSC database, for each UoC for the most recent
fishing year for which data is available. ZE&E#E(X. ZhZhD UoCIZDVT, EADA
EBEQRESEZNCHDT—ER—X(Z7yTO—FLEITAIEESEL,

7.25.2.1 The CAB shall complete this within 10 days from the date the Public Certification
Report has been published on the MSC website. BE#ME (X, ARAREHRSEEN
MSC DT —RAR—XIZARASNTHS 10 BURIZLEREZRT LABTAELE 54
LY,

7.25.3 The CAB shall upload a copy of the issued fishery certificate(s) to the MSC database for
publication on the MSC website. EEHBIEMSC o = TH A FLIZIBETES LS. 1T
SNFRERMEODIE—ZNC T—E2A—XIZT7 v TO—FLEITIIEE S ALY,

7.25.3.1 The CAB shall ensure that the date of certification on each fishery certificate
matches the date in 7.25.1. BEMBE (X, AEZRAEZEICTEIN TSI ESBEHLMH
BULVELS, 12561 THESATLWASAMTHSZ LEICBELLGTNIEGE LAY,

7.25.3.2 The CAB shall submit a copy of the issued certificate(s) up to 10 days from the
date the Public Certification Report has been published on the MSC website. B&
BB IE N FARARMREENMSC Dz TH 4 MZABEShIzBL S 10 BLUUAIZFR
MEDIE—% MSCITIRHE LT EE s,

7.25.4 When changes to the information contained on a fishery certificate are made, the CAB
shall ensure the updated copy of the fishery certificate is provided to the MSC for posting
on its website within 10 days of changes occurring. FREEESFXEEICEEE SN TLSARIZE
BEhHo-HE. BERBIEENH - THL 10 BLURNICEHF SN -ERIAEDIE—%
MSCIZIRHIL. MSCH = TH A FLEICEBETED LS ICTLAITIIEE S,

7.26 Fisheries that fail or withdraw from assessment S2EEREIZE S
Ahot-, HLLIEBEZIMY OHBHME

Fisheries that withdraw from assessment B2&E ZE U VO 5 8%

7.26.1 In circumstances where the fishery client makes the decision not to proceed with the
assessment, the fishery can be withdrawn from assessment at any time. #%9 54 7>

FABEZMYPHLIREZ LE-RAT, BREEREREZPLET LI ENTES,

Fisheries that fail assessment ZREIFFICE LGN > T=AE

7.26.2 Where the CAB makes a decision not to award certification and fail the fishery, the CAB
shall upload the Public Certification Report to the MSC database for publication on the
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MSC website. BEMBEIEZEICRNFIBE TSRV EHIBLI-GE., BEMBEIZNSC
YA FLEICEBETES LS. AHARIMREEZNSC T—2R—XIZ7yvTO—FKL
THNIEE ST,

The CAB shall include the following in the Public Certification Report of the failed fishery:

BEEWREE, FEAZRETELGV LK L-EEOAFARREEIC. ROZLEZEZED

BIFNIEE SN,

a. Draft non-binding conditions for any Pls that score more than 60 but less than 80. 60
ZEREIZEDOD 80 ITHEAWLPIZEL TIXHERNDOLBEVWEFHOEE,

b. Specification that the conditions outlined are non-binding and serve to provide an
indication of the actions that may have been required should the fishery have been
certified. FRENTVSFEHOBEAHETH, BENRDAE SN S -DITBEL
SENENMLINGWNTEIZTRET 5, ARNADLGVLDTHS - EZHRET .

The CAB shall not include the following in the Public Certification Report of the failed

fishery: BEEMEIX. BEAZIRETELRVEHH L-AXOLFARMERSEIZ. ROZ

LEEBOTIFGE LA,

a. Mandatory conditions or defined actions that would need to be undertaken before the
fishery could be reconsidered for certification in the future. Hi%EEMNFE, BIAEH
EY ORI ELGRAZFHOCERMTGHE,

b. An agreement from the client to address conditions as in 7.19.7. 7. 19. 7 [T &% % &I
D2NTDYI ATV FDEE,

Fisheries that re-enter assessment B = HBEZI(T 5%

7.26.5

7.26.6

If a withdrawn or failed fishery, or a fishery that contains a UoA that has failed or

withdrawn from assessment, re-enters full assessment, the CAB shall follow the most

recent versions of the MSC Fisheries Program Documents in full. BEZE Y ©&H. F-(&

MEALICEL G-k, B LIFFREBEICLUAIEEZRY ©OH. FEREICELLR

75\97‘_}@ ENBENTVLEREN, BEEEEZ h‘éiﬁ . BB, KHMRD MSC
%nnunl—t jl:l 7 7 -L\Xi( 11E*)7:J~ H’*L‘iti b 7:J~ LY,

In assessment reports for withdrawn or failed fisheries that have re-entered full
assessment, the CAB shall: FE&ERKEIL. BEZRMY PO, £LEARBEICELS LM SZE
(T, BEBRZRTDBREDEEREEIC. ROZELZEHLEITNEGE AL,

a. Specify that the fishery has re-entered full assessment. EENBELABENEEALY
L= LERRET S,

b. Summarise the details of the initial assessment, including: L\ F #& T ¥EIEE D
DHEZBND,
i. The results of the original assessment. #[EBEDHER

ii. The date of the original determination not to certify. PRI Z2E5 LRI EZRE
L=B8ft,
c. ldentify those PlIs for which scoring and/or the rationale for scoring has changed from
the original assessment. fIEITFE LFRANELG S Pl ZBHFEICL. BT/ LLIEE
DiRBRRALZE RS,

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 Page 61
Date of publication: 25 March 2020 © Marine Stewardship Council 2020



1.27

7.27.1

7.27.2

7.27.3

7.27.4

7.27.5

MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

Extension of scope of fishery certificate (scope extensions) &
XL FFRADEFELKX CGEREEATILK) =

The CAB may extend the scope of an existing fishery certificate to include another fishery
within its scope, providing: I TOEHEZFFE =X, BEHEEIL. RAEDREDRIIZ IR
DEALEZIEAL THDBEEZEDHLLENTES,

a. The target Principle 1 species of the new proposed fishery was previously assessed
under Principle 1 or Principle 2 of the existing fishery certificate. i B FEEBZDRE
1 OIRATEDN. REORMZEHFADFEA 1 £ LLEFEE 2 TAEICEREZZTTL
Z

b. The 2 fisheries have some assessment tree components that are the same. 2 DDif
(DEBEV)-ITHBOERNH D, ®

c. The fisheries are in close geographical proximity. #EBHIZIEWNVEETH D, ®

The CAB shall only accept a request for a scope extension from a holder of a valid MSC
fishery certificate. AR (X, AL MSCRAZZ2RIFL TV IEELNLDH, FEHEE
ERKDEFEZZITANG TNIELE S0,

Where the client of an existing certificate requests a scope extension, the CAB shall use
the version of the assessment tree that was used for the assessment of the existing
certified fishery in the assessment of the new fishery. 2 nl'tﬁ‘ﬁnft’é’ﬁ LTWB9347>
FEREEOILKREZEF LI5S, EERBIBEORIEZIMET ARICERIAED
DERMLELN=D3VDEEY —’&ﬁﬁ% LTH-GREOEEZ LG TNEGES AL,

The CAB shall assign a person that meets the fishery team member qualification and
competency criteria as set out in Table PC2 to identify the assessment components in the
new proposed fishery and carry out a gap analysis to confirm which assessment
components are the same as for the certified fishery. BB, FICBEBEIAEE

DFFMIEE #MHRA L. RABELRLEENENNZHERT 52X vy ToHETHESE
FEIYATHTNE LGS, COESEIRPC2DAEXEEF —LAVN—DERB X
VEENEEZF L TLWEITAEEZESEL,

If all the assessment tree components of the new fishery are the same as for the certified
fishery, the f|shery is an other eligible fisher. #if-iiEEFEOEEY ) —HEMNRILREL
A—0EHE. [TOMOBFERRBE] ELTHONS, @

a. If the new fisher group was not clearly identified at the start of the assessment as such
an other eligible fisher (and thereby included in the UoA), it may still be possible to
extend the certificate providing: BEICASBRT. [ZTOMOBERKEE] . OF
YEEEMICEFNDBEEL LTHECHRE IS LTEGMN22ELTH, UTD
SHNLETRIFELISEICE, RAERDILRNARERLEEELH D,

i. Theclientis WiIIing to extend the certificate to the applicant fishery. FREFZEXFE~
DMAZBEFELTWSBEEICETCRIAZMLKRT IEENI ATV MIHB,

ii. The CAB confirms that all assessment tree components are the same as for the
existing fishery certificate. £ THDEEY ) —DIEEIBRFDORIAEHRII LR —T
0oL EBEHELNERT D,

iii. The CAB confirms that extending the scope of the certificate does not have
implications for any Pls. FRAIEFIADEHEEZILARALIzE LTEH, LWIFhDEMET
MIEIEIC L EEN LGN L2 BEBREINHERT 5,

b. Ifthe CAB has confirmed that the new fisher group is an other eligible fisher group,
the CAB shall publish an announcement and completed gap analysis informing
stakeholders that the group has been added. ¥z BE T IL—THEER T IL—T
THAHAI LN HERINEE. BERBEEIRT—IRILI—IZTIL—THEMS T
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7.27.10
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CLEEBMTBEHIC, Ty ITAROBRETL—THEMEN-EZARALET
h'ifébf&ll\o

If some assessment tree components are not the same as assessment components in the
certified fishery, the CAB shall complete a scope extension according to Annex PE. /&
VI —DOEBICEILAFRDER ERLSH5E. BEMEIIMEXE PEDFIRIZHE - T:#E
REEZILK LG TAEEGR SN,

If the scope extension assessment results in certification, the duration of the certificate for
the scope extension shall only be as long as the existing fishery certificate. Eﬁd)ﬁ‘n%
BRAEEDIERNRO o155, BRBEZHA L =R FAOE M ILERFD
BRI ERE L THEINIEE S0,

The CAB shall draft conditions, as detailed in Section 7.18, to result in improved
performance to at least the 80 level within a period set by the CAB but no longer than 5
years from the date of certification of the scope-extended fishery. ZZE#ES (. E AR
RENFHEEORARMDB LY SFELADBEYITHS LB oHIET HHMAIC, Dl
ELBO RDUANVICETEELNBREEND LS, /a1 BITR-TEHRHZEREL
BFNEELEN, @

Reassessment of both the scope-extended fishery and the originally certified fishery shall
be carried out at the same time and using the version of the MSC Fisheries Standard that

is effective. ﬁﬁqgﬁlﬂ é?ﬁ:j( L/T: % & TEo)nt. r| %wﬁnu nl.—tgﬁfi MSC %nu nmiﬁ*ﬁ'
DRFDBENG/N—2 3 V& E > TREFIC T*)*Lfé (TS,

The scope extension mechanism described here and in Annex PE shall be used by an
existing fishery seeking to modify its UoA(s) by moving a species previously considered in
Principle 2 to Principle 1. K+2 >3 UL UMBEXEPE TREINF-BEREEILKRD A 5
XL, RAI2OMREL STV -RABEZRA1ORRETHIETUAZBELLS
ELTLABEDBERIZHLERLGHAERESAEL,

CAB assistance with certificate sharing

7.27.11

7.27.12

7.28

If the certificate has other eligible fishers and/or a certificate sharing mechanism, the CAB
shall, within 30 days of receiving a request to share the certificate, facilitate the client’s
and other eligible fishers’ engagement in good faith efforts to enter into a certificate

sharing agreement. FRIEZRELIC TZDMDFERAE] MPEHESIhTHEY ., L L

RAHADA N =ZXLIEARAENRTLDIEEIZIE. %E%%Fa?llis RIAHADRFEZIT
THBIOBHLUAIZ, V5347 LUV ZOMDEERAEDORILFTOERRICHES
BFoTHMYMBERTAER S,

If an on-land (non-fishing) entity wishes to join the client group, the CAB shall consider the
factors in Section 7.9 to determine whether Chain of Custody certification is required. £t

GRETHLY) %Ah‘”’)?ff?‘/ FIL—T~ADEMEHFLLTLDIHEE. BB
223019 %BREL, CoCRENBEMNE I NEHIE LB FNIEE AL,

Surveillance E& ®

Surveillance level B &E L N)L

7.28.1

7.28.2

During each initial assessment, surveillance and reassessment, the team shall determine
the level at which subsequent surveillance of the fishery shall be undertaken. ZEZ&H#ES
. MIEEE. E"E RUBRABEINTNOHMFIZ, F—LIEIZATU LD
BFEHRERET L. RAMBRENZIIEBELANILERE LG TGS,

Surveillance audits shall take place according to the default surveillance level described in
Table 5, unless the team decides on a reduced surveillance schedule, see 7.28.4-7.28.7.

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 Page 63
Date of publication: 25 March 2020 © Marine Stewardship Council 2020



MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

F—LABBEE (7.28.4-7.28.12R) TRV ELHMLEGEEERE, BEEERS TR
SNFEBREEBEDOLALTITOAGTAEGE SR, @

Table 5: Surveillance levels &5 BE&ELANJL

Surveillance level BB L Surveillance requirements BE&E®D 2 4 7R UEIK
~J)b

Level 6 4 on-site surveillance audits 4 E QIR HEEE

LRI)L6

Default surveillance

ZHEE

Level 5 3 on-site surveillance audits 3 E D IFh EE &

LARIL5 1 off-site surveillance audit 1 Bl 74+ 744 FEE

Level 4 2 on-site surveillance audits 2 Bl D IRHhEEH

LXIL4 2 off-site surveillance audits 2 B DA 744 FEE

Level 3 1 on-site surveillance audit 1 B QIR ESE

LAJL3 3 off-site surveillance audits SEMD A 7 H A FEE

Level 2 1 on-site surveillance audit 1 B D IR#EEE

LARJL2 2 off-site surveillance audits 2 @ DA 741 FEE
1 review of information 1 B D I&4R D #&:E

Level 1 1 on-site surveillance audit 1 B D IR EEE

LAIL1 1 off-site surveillance audit 1 BIOA 7 H A FEZHE

. . . " s
Minimum surveillance 2 reviews of information 2 [l D (&R D &3

=INEE

7.28.3 The following types of surveillance audit are available: L FDEE A ZEZFATES,

a. On-site audit. The audit involves face-to-face engagement with the client, conducting
stakeholder interviews and a review of changes in management and science in the
fishery. REE VU SAT7 U FEDFRETOEHLY . AT—UHRILFT—DFEZETEIY
FE. BLVBREXOBEEAFOHNZHNLERNBTOELDORFZRMIZTITS,

b. Off-site audit. The audit involves engagement with the client, conducting stakeholder
interviews and a review of changes in management and science in the fishery and is
undertaken by the auditors from a remote location. + 744 FEE -S4 T2 k&
DEHLY ., AT—U KL —DOEAZTMYAE. SLVREOEEFHORZENLGERE
DEILDIRET ZZRHTIT S,

c. Review of information. The audit involves seeking the views of the client and
identifying whether there are any issues requiring further investigation. The audit is
undertaken from a remote location. The CAB publishes a statement of review of
information. fEHRDIEIF—V 17V FOERZHE. FLVRENVE LG HRHRE
BRHENEHERT HEREETHS. BEMBIIFERERF L-BRELHT 5,

7.28.4 The CAB shall determine whether the fishery is eligible for a reduction of surveillance

levels dependent upon the number of conditions outstanding and the ability of the CAB to
remotely verify information and progress against the conditions. Z&E#E (X, RERDE
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HOH. BLUFHEMRICETHIFREES RN EEEHBNERTEDREERIETED
MTE2T, BEELANILOBEROAEEEZRE LB TRIEE LG,

7.28.4.1 The surveillance level for the fishery shall be determined on the basis of the

confidence of the CAB in its ability to remotely verify information and progress

towards meeting conditions. ZBE#E X, 1FHR. S & CEHERICE (T-EHIK

RERRTHERTDENODLVTOESDEELEDOEEICLY ., BEELANILER

ELEFNIEE S,

a. Surveillance level 1 may only be chosen if, following an assessment or
surveillance audit, the fishery has no outstanding conditions. BE& L ~NJL 1A%
BRINLZDE., BEELLIEEZOHER. FHINLVEEDHTH S,

7.28.5 Where a reduced surveillance level is adopted, the team shall provide a justification for
how the fishery meets the criteria in 7.28.4. EEHME (X, BEEELANILEZERT S(1CH
f=U. BEMNT.28.4DERBEZE L TOAIBRREFFLZTNIEE S0,

7.28.6 The CAB shall determine whether the fishery is eligible for a reduction in the number of
team members dependent upon the certification period, number of conditions and the
ability of the CAB to remotely verify information and progress against the conditions. B#&
WAL, REAHE. FHOH. BEUEHEMICET 2BEHRE EB KR ZEEHEIZER
TENEBEMRTEINIE 2T, F—LAVUN—DOABERE LGB TNIEE SR,

7.28.6.1 In the initial certification period, the number of auditors for surveillance activities
shall be at least 2. The on-site audit may be undertaken by a minimum of 1 auditor
Who is supported by the rest of the team from 1 or more remote location(s). #J[E
AR PE, DU EL 2RICLHBEEREZERLGLS TG LA, HMEER
DiZE. PLELKEL 1 EZOBEENBEMICEHE, 155 E LIFENLULDOER
HIZWEF—LOYR—FE2ZTLENALEETEEHELTERL,

7.28.6.2 In the second and subsequent certification periods, a reduced team of 1 auditor
may be used if the fishery has conditions associated with only 1 Principle, or no
conditions. 2B B LI DRHARDIEE. 1 DORAMZDAFHEMNERESLTL
B, LLLBEHLAEBWEEIZRY, BEEZ1RICELLTHRLY,

7.28.6.3 If a fishery is not eligible for a reduced team in the second or subsequent
certification periods, the on-site audit may be undertaken by a minimum of 1
auditor who is supported by the rest of the team from 1 or more remote
location(s). 2 BB LMEDRIEAM T, ARZRE L LE-EEZZTH5ERNGLE
ENHE, BMEERICFDLCLEL T ZOBEENHRAE., AOHRAICNHNEEY
0)=P—_/_\>¢ UIN—DYR—FERZTLENCEEREEERT S ENATESD,

7.28.7 Where a reduced team is adopted, the team shall provide a justification for how the fishery
meets the criteria in 7.28.6. MZE o LI-EEZERET 55HE. BEF—LIL. BEN
7.28.6 DEEEHE LTI EVSHIICE SRR EZEFLRFNIEE LML,

Surveillance audit timing BE&D 2 A4 2 >4

7.28.8 The CAB shall undertake surveillance audits within 30 days prior to the anniversary date
of the certificate unless the following applies. Z&E#E (L. RFLDIE % BT 30 HUNIZE
BEETORTNEGRSHEVN, UTOHEEZEER<,

7.28.8.1 The CAB may elect to undertake surveillance audits up to 6 months earlier or later
than the anniversary date, where this deviation is appropriate given the
circumstances of the fishery. BEEMEE (X, EBXDRRICKVEEDHHREZT 5T
CENHA LY LGS, RADOICHEDRRG6 » AEFTHEERGZTLT
ENTED,
a. The CAB shall provide a justification for deviating from the anniversary date

as part of the surveillance schedule. EE#RE (L, FIELBICEEZERE LY
WRRLZ . BEEFEICE SR TNEGT S,
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7.28.9 The CAB shall undertake 4 surveillance audits before the 5th anniversary of the existing
certificate. BEME (L, RAD S FEHDOIGEHFETITARBDOEEZTHhENG TAIELA
BEL,

Surveillance schedule ES & &t

7.28.10  The CAB shall agree a surveillance schedule for the duration of the certificate with the
client, based on 7.28.1-7.28.9. BEMBILX. 7.28.1~7.28.9 [ZHELy, RIHAMF DEE
HEIZOVWTEE LA TNIEGE 54,

7.28.11  The CAB shall publish the surveillance schedule in the Public Comment Draft Report. &
EREE. EEFHEZNAT) 73X FARSERICEOTLRALAGTAEGR 54,
7.28.11.1  The CAB shall review the proposed surveillance schedule for the Final Draft
Report and Public Certification Report to take account of any changes to the
assessment. HEEHEIL, RRBEEES SV LHARMRSED-OICEES
BXEZREL. BEICEEZRBEIELTNEE S0,

7.28.12  The CAB may amend the surveillance schedule prior to a surveillance audit. ZZE R
EEMICERGTEZEBET S LNTES,

7.28.12.1  If changes are made, the CAB shall note where amendments to the surveillance
schedule have been made, along with justification for the change, in the ‘MSC
Surveillance Announcement Template’. BB BENDEFE 1T o1=1558. BEHEE
T, BEEFBECEESN-BERE TORME MSCEEEMAT T L— K] I
RSB TNIEESAEL,

7.28.13  The CAB may amend the surveillance schedule following a surveillance audit. 22 4B
X, EEDOHEREZZIT,. EBFEOEREZTO>ENTES,
7.28.13.1  If changes are made, the CAB shall note where amendments to the surveillance
schedule have been made, along with justification for the change, in the
Surveillance Report. EEFTBEINEE T o156, BEHEIX, BEEFHETE
BEN-B&EZORUEZEERESICMALGTAEGSAEL,

Preparing the surveillance audit 85 %& 0 # g

7.28.14  The CAB shall plan each surveillance audit as follows. BE#BIILTDO EBYIZ, Fh
TNOEEZFHE LA TNIEE S0,

7.28.14.1  During the initial surveillance cycle, the CAB shall appoint a team of 2 or more
auditors to conduct the surveillance audit. FIEIDEEDIHFE. TOBEF—L A
UN—CLREDEMMBETAET L 2LULOBTEEZEG LA TAIEES AL,

a. The team shall comprise of a team leader and a minimum of 1 additional team
member who together meet at least 3 of the Fishery Team qualifications and
competency requirements, see Table PC3. F—Al&, F—L4L)—4—RU&K
B1E2DF—LAVN—TEBRINGTNELELST, F—LEKRTHEEF—
LOERBLVRENEEDDELLEDLIDEm/E-LTULETARES AL

(%R PC3 25H) .

7.28.14.2  During the 2nd or subsequent surveillance cycles, the CAB shall appoint 1 or
more auditors to conduct the surveillance audit following the requirements set out
in7.28.6.2. 2FALIRDEEDIZS. 7.28.6.2 [CHOTEHEEEEET 5=
2. BERBERFEZEREZ 12U LEGLETNEE SR,

a. If 2 or more auditors are appointed as the team, the requirements set out
7.28.14.1.ashall apply. 2 BLLELDBEEENF—LICEGSINHGEIZIE,
7.28.14. 1. a DERBIEZEA L GEHNIEGE S,

b. If a single auditor is appointed, the auditor shall meet the team leader
requirements specified in Table PC1 and at least 1 of the fishery team
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qualification and competency criteria from Table PC3 relevant to the
outstanding conditions in the fishery. BEEMN 1 2 DHDIEHEE. @Itz
BBRRFRPCIICREINTF—LY—F—OFHE LU, TP DEEXEDR
EROEHOEEICHDELRRETF—LOBREENEEDVLGCLEL—D%
- LTV IThIER S,

The CAB shall ensure that the team has local knowledge of the fishery. 257 1R
FF—LIC, BEOMTHEREERICIERSE R TAEA S,

7.28.14.4 If the RBF has been used in the assessment, the CAB shall ensure that the team

meets the RBF competency requirements, see Table PC3. BZ& T RBF MRS h
=IZEI1CE, F—LIERBF BRFBEZHE - ILQFAELE L (RPC3 25
|’ .

7.28.14.5 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Surveillance Announcement Template’ to inform

stakeholders and the MSC of: F&E#E (X INSCEEELEMAT T L— k) #FEHA
L. UTZRTF—OHRILE—ENSC ITEHKLEZITIIEE S,

a. Time, dates and location of the surveillance activities. ES&;E8I) A BEZ&
BELITHON S IEET
b. What will be assessed/reviewed during the audit. BI& x5

c. The relevant skills and expertise of auditors carrying out the surveillance
audit. EEZ{T>BEBDENRUVEMMHE

7.28.14.6  The CAB shall upload the Surveillance Announcement to the MSC database for

publication on the MSC website at least 30 days before the surveillance audit
activities are carried out. FEEWEIXEZBMZEZNMSCOD = TH A FMIBETED

£S5, DECELERD 0 BRIETITMSC T—E2R—XIZF7vyFA—KLET
NIEE S AN,

Surveillance audit activities ES & EE)

7.28.15  During each on-site and off-site surveillance audit, the CAB shall: IR#hEER U+ 7494
FEBICBVNT., BERBEEIUTOFEEZTHAE TNIEGE S0,
a. Actively seek the views of the clienton: ¥ 54 7> b SIEBHICLTICET 5ER
ERDD,
i. Changes to the fishery and its management. B2 R UVERIZH TS EL
ii. Performance in relation to any relevant conditions of certification. FRZEIZ{T T 54
EBICEET DBEDORR
iii. Any developments or changes within the fishery that affect traceability and the
ability to segregate MSC from non-MSC products. kb L—HE 1) 5 4 BT MSC 52
ARG E R RBDNBAEENICHEERIFTEENTOHESEOEL
iv. Any other significant changes in the fishery. JEERNTOMDEELEE
b. Hold interviews and actively seek the views of stakeholders and surveillance audit
participants to ensure that the team is aware of any stakeholder concerns. X 7—%
RILE—RUEESNELERE L THEEBHICERERD., XTI RILT—DBR
THERICBIET 5
i. Where stakeholders do not wish to be interviewed, the team shall inform them that
they may submit written information to the team. F—Al(d. EEIZHE L1z < Gy
ATV HRLE—IZH LT, EEICTHERERMT S ENTEDZ L ZEA
(GE#) LEgThiEFgsin,
c. Apply the provisions set out in Sections 4.3-4.5 regarding access to information. 1&#R
ADTIERICETHEI 34 3~4 5 [TREN-ERBIEZERT S,
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d. If a group of vessels or individual fishing operators (i.e. not an entire fishing fleet) is
used to define the UoA or UoC for the fishery, require the client to provide an updated
list of the vessels, or a hyperlink to a publicly available list of vessels. 2 547> F®
UoA 3 L <IFUoC [2EHDEMY L IFBRENEFEN TV SEE. BEHBIEZY S
AT MIBAMEBEDL LJFARATA TS REMBBONA/N—) VIO DRTEEE
LN E 5%,

i. The CAB shall upload the updated vessel list or hyperlink to the MSC database to
be published on the MSC website. ZEZEH#RBIZMSC v = TH A FLIZIBHTES
O BHEINEMEBE, L LLENAN—U I EMCT—ER—=XIZT Y
Fa—FLATAEE B,

e. Review: LU FIZDWTHEE. FRT 5,

i. Any potential or actual changes in management systems. B X T AIZEL T

RESNOAREDHD. HHWEIT TITRESEE,

i. Any changes or additions/deletions to regulations. ZE5 3 4 LMEEM/HEIFR S f-
Rl

iii. Any personnel changes in science, management or industry and their impact on
the management of the fishery. HZEERFI. B, ERODAZEEBRUZTAN
BEETEICRIFTEE,

iv. Any potential changes to scientific information, including stock assessments. &R

iz ETRFEMNBRICEAT SEEDOATREM,
v. Any changes affecting traceability. kL—HE ) T4 [CEEEZRIZFTEE,

vi. Any changes affecting harmonisation of overlapping fisheries, see PB1.3.5. E#&
TEHREDEEDN—FFAE—2aVICEBERITTERE, PB1.3.5 280,

7.28.15.1  Where the information for Pl scores has changed, the CAB shall: Pl Ra7®D#&{ =
RICEELHH1-HE. BERBEEITROFHEETLHBIELRTNIEESAEL,

a. Report and record what information has changed. RIDIERICEENH > 1=H
THE LEHRT 5,

b. Re-score the Pl following scoring processes set out in Section 7.17. £ ¥ 3
V11T ORFEIZHEL, HEPIIZEALTESREZPVYET,

i. Ifthe new score is less than 80, the CAB shall define conditions and
require the client to develop a Client Action Plan for the new conditions.
FLOERAMN 80 [TFE-Gh =158, BEMBEEIERHEZREL. V74
ToMIZEDOEREDE=HDY 54T MIEBFEOEREERET 5,

7.28.16 At each on-site or off-site surveillance audit, the team shall evaluate progress against
conditions. TN ZNDFHMEEL L T4 T7H A FEEEIC. BEREF—LIIRIAEHD
EBRREEE LG TNIEGE S,

7.28.16.1  The team shall audit conformity with, and progress and performance against,
certification conditions. B & F— LIFXRAEFHDIEF. EH. EFFRRRAEZEEL

BIFNIEE 50,

a. The CAB shall document conformity with, and progress and performance
against, certification conditions using the narrative or metric form of the
original condition. FEMKE L. #IEZRIRGIIK T HRARHGDIESF. #
W, EBRE. EHEMNHLIVEEENLGRERAZTAVTERLETAIELRS
A AN

b. The CAB shall document whether progress is ‘on target’, ‘ahead of target’ or
‘behind target’, as well as its justification for such a judgement. FEHEE] (X,
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ERNAFEBRYLDON., FTELYERLD,., HAVILENRTLEZDOMIZDLY
T. ZOHWOEREEOHTERE LB TAELZESEL, @

i. If progress against the measurable outcomes, expected results or
(interim) milestones specified when setting the condition is judged to be
behind target the CAB may specify remedial action, and any revised
milestones, that are required to bring progress back on target within 12
months to achieve the original condition by the original deadline. ;I =]
REGHER. PHINLIHER. L LLE, FHOREHICHTREIN: (B
EWGE) HEADEEN, FELYIEBALTWD EHIFESN-IEE, &
EREE. RERTEHOHRETICEHEZR/-ELHELS. 12MALRIC
DEGREREZREL. HIEZEEL T ®

7.28.16.2  If the CAB determines that progress against a condition is not back ‘on target’
within 12 months of falling ‘behind target’, the CAB shall: FE &YBH TS EHI B
SNTH o 127 BURICEEEEICE ST EB N RoNG N EBEB RN HIBL =15
B.BERBEIUTOILEZTHRTAEELSE @

a. Consider progress as inadequate. EW N R+ THDHEALET,

b. Apply the requirements of GCR Section 7.4 (suspension or withdrawal). &2 %
3 TAGRAED— B ELH LU IEEER) OBEREEXEAT 5,

c. Inform the fishery client that they cannot enter the same Unit of
Certification(s), or any entity in the Unit(s) of Certification, into full assessment
under either the same or an alternative name unless the cause for suspension
has been addressed. BN —EHEILERA O GAFOETIE., BEISITY
b ZDHDEAD, RL. HAWIBRIDZFZEE->TRLBEEMDAEERIZA
NEWCEZTBREIFATUMIERT D, ®

7.28.16.3  To verify that conditions have been met and outcomes have been achieved, the
CAB shall: &M= h, BRENER SN EZHRT 502, BEEHEA
FLUTOZ EEZTHLGEITNIEGE SN,

a. Examine relevant objective evidence. BIE 3 2 ZEMINERILT 5,

Re-score all relevant Performance Indicator Scoring Guideposts relating to
that condition and only if the score is raised above 80 should the condition be
closed out. ZDEHICEHET 522 THOPISGZHRAL., B#EMN80 LY LD
BRICOH. FHERTT S,

c. Document the justification for the re-scoring and closing out of the condition in
the Surveillance Report. BEEREFHEDER TIZDOVWTORUEZEERS
RERLEFNIEE S,

7.28.16.4 If a condition is not closed by its deadline, the CAB shall: iR & TIZ&HNER &
nEThIE, BEHETUTOZ EZThETAIER SR,

a. Consider progress as inadequate. W MNFTER THELEFIETT 5,

b. Apply the requirements of GCR Section 7.4 (suspension or withdrawal). GCR
't'7 avild O)EXE’IE§JEFH-§-6 (ul.. nIEo) E:‘I-f{'_'.u: it(inb nIEt)\bo)
BHERR) o

c. Inform the fishery client that they cannot enter the same Unit(s) of
Certification, or any entity in the Unit of Certification(s), into full assessment
under either the same or an alternative name unless the cause for suspension
has been addressed. RN —BEFLBHOMENEFL ETIE, BEISA
Vv |“ %@‘mj.@;ﬁ*h\ |_.|L/ ﬁéb‘liﬂ”@%ﬂ"&ﬁ’)fﬂ L/nL.nIEELLo)
KEEBIZANGWI LEZREVSAT U MIERT S, @
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During each review of information surveillance audit, the CAB shall perform the activities
specified in 7.28.15.a. EMDIREDEEDHE. BEMET7.28. 15, a[CRESNATLS
FEEADOETAEGE SN,

7.28.17.1  If the CAB becomes aware of changes to the circumstances of the fishery, and/or

7.28.18

of new information, that may cause a ‘material difference’ as defined in 7.20.5.c
during a review of information audit, it shall undertake an off-site audit according
t0 7.28.15. {EHRDRIAIEEDIRIZ. 7.20.5.c TEEIN TS [EELIE]
ZEIESE T AIREMDOH L BREDKRRICEATEIEE. RU/b LLEFH-LER
MR INBZE. BEMEET7. 2815 1ZRIY, #7494 FEEZTHLLEITAIE
TEBELY,
In the event that the CAB determines that the information required to carry out an off-site
surveillance audit or a review of information has not been provided or is unavailable, the
CAB shall conduct an on-site audit. 7494 FEEEF - (XHROBREDEREICHLELIE
WONRBEEINATOGL, FLEBOAGL LRI LGS, EERBIIRMEETZTHE
(FhIEE 5L,

Reporting ¥

7.28.19

7.28.20

The CAB shall prepare a Surveillance Report according to the relevant MSC template: &
EHMEE. TRICELCTEILGMC TFoTIL—rE2FERAL. EEREEZER LA T
TEBHELY,

a. For on-site and off-site surveillance audits, fisheries surveillance reports shall conform
to the ‘MSC Surveillance Reporting Template’. IRMEER VA 794 FEEDBA.
BEEEREEE INSCEEREAT I L— b1 T8 S5,

b. For review of information surveillance audits, fisheries surveillance review of
information reports shall conform to the ‘MSC Surveillance Review of Information
Template’. FHMDIRAEDEEDH S . FHRORADEREETHRES(E TUSC EEFRD
BHRREAATTL— b1 205,

The CAB shall send the Surveillance Report to the client along with any requests or

conditions that may arise from surveillance activities. ZEEHRE (X, BEEICK > TELT=#H

FRBEHOEFH LRI, V547 MIEBREEZRELGTFNEGE SR,

7.28.20.1  Where new conditions are identified, the CAB should allow a period of up to 30

days after receipt of the Surveillance Report for the client to prepare a Client
Action Plan. =G EENRESNT-BE. BERBEEIS4 72 M, BEER
EENZMER I BURNIITHHEZRET 5L SBEF LR TNEE S,

7.28.21  The CAB shall include the following in a separate section or appendix to the Surveillance
Report: EE#EZ. UTZEBERESEDHIH LY L a v & LTHARATH), MEXE
ELTHMFLEBETFNIEE SR,

a. All written submissions and a summary of verbal submissions made by stakeholders
during the annual surveillance audit process. EREEDRICR T—I RILE—h D5
EEIN-EEERVOBEICEISIAY FOBE,

b. Responses from the team to the submissions in 7.28.21.a, including: 7. 28. 21. a D&
BEICHTH5F—LIOLDEE, UTEEHDI &,

i.  What (if any) changes to scoring, rationales or conditions have been made. &
R, REMRRY L IEHIZEENH - BE. TORE,

ii. Where changes are suggested but no change is made, a substantiated
justification. IREL-ZERZITHhEMN > -I5ECIEZE D ERT & RH,

7.28.22  Atthe time of submission of each Surveillance Report, the CAB shall add catch data into
the MSC database, for each UoC, for the most recent fishing year for which data is
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available. FEEEREZFIRHT BRI, BEEBEIIZENAZNAD UoCIZDOWLT, EEDAE
EEDREEEZMCDT—2RA—XIZ7y TO— RKLAITAIELE S L,

The CAB shall upload the Surveillance Report to the MSC database within 60 days of
completing the audit for publication on the MSC website. ZE&#E 1%, BEKL T#% 60 B
LIRICEEEREEEZMSC Oz THA MIBET H-HIT. MSC T—E2R—X([ZT7 v T
A—FLABHFAREGELSEN, @

7.28.23.1  If the client has revised the Client Action Plan following surveillance, the CAB shall

upload the Surveillance Report to the MSC database within 90 days of completing
the audit for publication on the MSC website. ¥ 54 7 > cOBEERICITHEE %
STEL-EE. BERBIEINSC Yz IH4 FLEICEBETESLS. BEETETH 90
BLRIZ TEEHRESE] ZMSCT—2R—R([Z7yTO—RLETFAIEGE 54
LY,

Additional audit considerations EEZE(ZH [T 5 F DD & TEIE

7.28.24

7.29
7.29.1

7.29.2

Where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of certification, the team shall follow Annex
PA during each surveillance audit. F2EEEEIC [Pl A ENTULSIHE. BEEF—LIE
ITNTIOEEEICHENXE PADREZIEF LG TNELR S,

Expedited audits EREFEE &

The CAB shall complete an expedited audit if the CAB becomes aware of changes to the
circumstances of the fishery and/or of new information that may cause: A T #5|Z#£ 29
AREMDHLIBAXORRICETIERE. RV 3 LLEFHL-LGEREZHL-BE. B
HEIBEREREZITHOLEINER LA, @

a. API score falling below 60. 60 *#&IZ% %Pl 237,

b. A Principle score falling below an aggregate 80 score due to the changes to the score
for1ormore Pls. D &EDLUEDPI DBRDERICKY ., REILANILOBREFHMH 80
RKiwlZiE b,

c. Achange in scope (as per 7.4, 7.5.20r7.5.3). 7.4, 7.5.2 £ L< (X 7.5.3 2Kk %:#EHA
#HEOLERE,

The CAB shall assign an individual that meets the fishery team leader qualification and
competency criteria as set out in the GCR and Table PC1, and is competent to review the

relevant information. BE#BEIXZ GR B L URPCI IZEH SN TN AEERF—L) —
F—DEREEENBEELFZF-L. YZ%ERERFTHILEDTEEIEEEFZEGLAEITA
[EHE S50,

7.29.2.1 The CAB shall send the assigned individual the relevant information for review. &

BRI, ERSn-BERICEZBE/RZIRTL. RELTHL o TNEL S
A AN

7.29.2.2 The assigned individual shall determine whether an expedited audit should be

7.29.3

7.29.4

completed. EFRINF-BEEFBHFEENDENE SHZHE LB TNIEE SR
LY,

An expedited audit can be an off-site audit or on-site audit, based on what the CAB
determines necessary. ERRFEEDEMRA AL, BEMBEOHIMICK >T, #7494 FE
B, BEEORNLESILENTES,

The CAB shall announce an expedited audit, if triggered, within 30 days of becoming
aware of the relevant information. EZEHE (L. HRFWMERHL TH 5 30 BLLAICZ,
BRREEOEREZRR LG TNIEE S,
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7.29.4.1 The CAB shall appoint a team of 2 or more auditors to conduct the expedited
audit. EEHEEIE., BREEEZRE T S-OIC2RULDBEEELNLLELHF—L
ZEGLETNEE DL,

a. The team shall comprise of a team leader and a minimum of 1 additional team
member who together meet the Fishery Team qualifications and competency
requirements relevant to what will be assessed. F—Al&, F—L!—4—&
UREB1ROF—LAVN—THBESNETNELGLT ., F—L2ATHEK
DERERFT H-OITBBELGERES S VRENREZHE - L TLAETAIER
B7ELY,

7.29.4.2 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Surveillance Announcement Template’ to inform
stakeholders and the MSC of: &ML INSCBEEEMATIL— ] 2EA
L. UTFERT—IHRILE—E NSC ITER LA ITNIEE S0,

a. Time, dates and location of the expedited audit activities. BEFFEEE A 1TH

% BE & BT,
b. What will be assessed/reviewed during the expedited audit. B5& " REL®
&R

c. The relevant skills and expertise of auditors carrying out the expedited audit.
RREEZTOBEEEDRNRUVEMAH.
7.29.4.3 The CAB shall upload the Surveillance Announcement to the MSC database for
publication on the MSC website. EEMMEIIEEEMENSC Y= IJHY 41 L LIZH
BTEDLLS. MCT—E2R—=XIZT7vTB—FLAETFNIEE S,
7.29.5 The CAB shall consider the relevant information by completing the activities as defined in
7.28.15 except for 7.28.15.a.ii. BEHR(X 7.28. 15 ITRESNTLVS 7.28.15.a. i1 LIt
DEBEREL. BREBERFA LB TNEESEL,

7.29.6 The CAB shall prepare an expedited audit report using the ‘MSC Surveillance Reporting
Template’. FEMHBE(E MSCEETRERAT T L— ] 2F->T. BREFETREELER
LAThEEsi,

7.29.7 The CAB shall send the expedited audit report to the client along with any new conditions.
BERBEY A7 MIBREEREERUFHICRESN-FHER T LA TAER
B7EL,

7.29.8 The CAB shall upload the expedited audit report to the MSC database for publication on
the MSC website, within 60 days of announcing the expedited audit. ZFZ& R (X FREES
DEREZEZFHRERLTHDS 60 HURIZ, SCH = TH A FLICIBETESL 5. BIHEER
HEEEZMCT—EAR—XITT7 v TA—FLAZFNITESLL,

7.29.9 The CAB may elect to include the expedited audit in a surveillance audit providing that: &
EHEIE. UTICRY . FREBICHRREEZHEAATCIENTE S,

a. The surveillance audit is announced within 30 days of the CAB becoming aware of the
relevant information. BEMBENLZFEREEH L TH 5 30 BLURICFEREEDE
NIThndEE,

b. The CAB follows Section 7.28. BE#EN Y L 3> 1.28 ICET 158,

Expedited audits during a fullassessment or scope extension KB &+ L < (L&A
B DK DRDERIFER
7.29.10 If the CAB becomes aware of changes to the circumstances of the fishery and/or of new

information after the site visit, except for information subject to 7.17.1.1.a, the CAB shall

BEOKRICETIEERV/HLFT.17.1. 1 a ZBR<H LUOVMERD . RUMETEIC

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 Page 72
Date of publication: 25 March 2020 © Marine Stewardship Council 2020



MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

FEINT-1B4 . follow 7.29.1-7.29.8 during the initial assessment. EZ&E RS L ¥ EIFEE
BEBEDMEIZT. 29. 1~7.29. 8 [CELKITIAIEHESHL, @

7.29.10.1  The CAB shall not use the results of the expedited audit in the determination or
certification decision for the UoA(s). BE#ME(X. BEHEA~DRIREDREIC
L. EBREEOBRZERAL TG AL,

7.29.11 For an expedited audit conducted during an initial assessment or scope extension, if the

60-day reporting deadline (7.29.8) is prior to the publication of the Public Certification
Report, the CAB shall upload the expedited audit report to the MSC database for
publication on the MSC website on the same date as the Public Certification Report. #][E|
BEHSVTERAEEDOILEADRICER SN I-ERRFEEIC DOV TIX, 60 AFOMEHIR

(71.29.8) NAMARIMMEED LML YAEIIIKSZEES. EEMBIEINSC Y= THA kIS
BETELLS. AHARMREELBRHRETREELZRALBICINSC T—2X—X(Z7
v TA— R LARFRIEEZESEL,

7.29.11.1  If the expedited audit results in a score of less than 60 for any Pl or a weighted
average score of less than 80 for any Principle, the CAB shall apply GCR Section
7.4 (suspension or withdrawal) with the following modifications: E&RFEEEDHER
T. EAFFTEDOFY[A 80 REDRUA—DTHL HHHE. BRI GCR
O3 v T A(—KEIEH D VDIERER) (CUTOBEZMA-EREEZERAL
BFNEE S,

a. The CAB shall set the effective date for the fishery certificate suspension as
the date of certification, disregarding the 30-day notice period. ZZE#ES X,
—RELEOBHMMNORNETIZIOBHHEOHEFEEZ S LK, RL—HE
.IJ'_G)%;JJ H %DL’ EEGD%?? H & L/ 7'-d~ H-*L'j:f& b 7’-d~l;\

b. The CAB shall announce the suspension by completing and uploading the
‘MSC Notice of Suspension Template’ to the scheme database, to be
published on the MSC website on the date of certification. ZEZ& 8 LR H
HBIEED—KFIEZRRTED LS. BBAFH TNSC FREE—F{F L@ AN
R7To7TL—Fk] ZMCT—2R—=X[ZT7vTO—FLEITNIEZE S,

c. If the eligibility date was set before the date of certification, the CAB shall
inform the client and stakeholders in the notice of suspension that the
eligibility date is changed to the certification date. B2 ERFELI B A FRILHED
BORIIHESINIEES. BERBIEISA 7Y FRURT—IHRILF—IC
—BKHZ1E ’éiﬁ%ﬂ?‘é[ﬁ%l:\ BEERFEDBENRIAREVBICEREENI-C L%
BEILIEFNEE S0,

7.29.12 If the CAB becomes aware of changes to the circumstances of the fishery and/or new
information during a reassessment, the CAB shall follow 7.29.1-7.29.8 for both the
existing certificate and the reassessment. ﬁu...\uIEEE(DﬁEF'’Cs BEOKRICEATIER
EBU/HLLEHLWVMERZRE L1568, BERBEEIHRFORIRUVBEEOLT I
MLTHT7.29.1~7.29.8 #i#EH L&(ﬂ’“i@%ﬁb\o @

7.29.12.1  For an expedited audit conducted during a reassessment, if the 60-day reporting
deadline (7.29.8) is prior to the publication of the Public Certification Report, the
CAB may upload one expedited audit report that includes the results for both the
existing certificate and the reassessment. BEEDRIZEE SN HEREFEEICD
L\’Clat 60 EIF‘iO)#E":H;ﬁBE (7.29. 8) N ARAFREHMEE D AL YHTIZK 515
A, BEREERFEOR I EE BRI EENRRZEN-BREEREEET
Y 7°|:|— FIHIeENTES,

7.29.12.2  If the expedited audit results in a score of less than 60 for any Pl or a weighted
average score of less than 80 for any Principle, the CAB shall: EaFEEEDHEE
T, EAFFTEOFYEA 80 REDRUA—DTHLHEHE. BEEHREAITLUT
DI EEZRBLABTNIEGE S,
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a. For the existing certificate, apply the requirements of GCR Section 7.4
(suspension or withdrawal). BEFDRIEEIZDLNTIE, GCREY 3>
1.4(—BfElE 3 L < [3RERR) 2@,

b. For the reassessment, apply GCR Section 7.4 (suspension or withdrawal)
with the following modifications: BFREEE&EIZC DN TIL, GRREI a3
T 4(—FHFLEH D OEEER) ICLLITOBEZMA-ERFEZEA,

i. The CAB shall set the effective date for the fishery certificate suspension
as the date of certification disregarding the 30-day notice period. 22 #
Bk, —FFELOBMMNSEIETIZIOAMDOBFE5EZ S LG L.
RAMOHRTHE—BHELORYSB L LEITNIEE S,

i. The CAB shall announce the suspension by completing and uploading
the ‘MSC Notice of Suspension Template’ to the scheme database, to be
published on the MSC website on the date of certification. ZEZ&E (LR
RS BICFEED—REFELZRRTESL 5. BBAFH TNSC FREE—BF
FIEBHMATYTL—F] ZMSCT—2R—XRIZT7yFO—FLAITH
F BN,

iii. If the eligibility date was set before the date of certification, the CAB shall
inform the client and stakeholders in the notice of suspension that the
eligibility date is changed to the certification date. B2 & FEX B HEEE
EMBEDHNIERESN=HE., BERBEI IS4 7Y FRUVRT—I K
LF—[— H#FJJ:E;E%DT%I%*L\ BEREREDENZARDABICER
SN EEBAMLETNIEGE S,

7.30 Reassessment BRI EE

7.30.1 The CAB shall announce the reassessment of a certified fishery no later than 90 days
after the 4th anniversary of the existing certificate. EE (X, FEWMEE KLY 4 EBD
SHB®0 BETICELAXROBRABFEZEM LA TNEE SN,

7.30.1.1 Exact timing and planning of the reassessment shall remain the responsibility of
the CAB, in consultation with the client. E{&fI%42 4 = U WPEHEIZDLNTIE,
D347 hEREO L, BERBARETSIEENDH D,

7.30.2 The CAB may change the scope of a fishery to include or remove other UoA(s) as part of
the reassessment. BEWMBEIIBRABEND—RE L THEOERHEMEZEERL., HhDE
EHA (UoAs) ZEBMB LLFHERESESZENTE S,

Full reassessment activities @ % D BRI ER

7.30.3 When undertaking a reassessment of a certified fishery, the CAB shall apply all the steps
of the FCP version effective at the time of the announcement of the reassessment. FRiEif&
XOBRABEZTIICH->TEEHEIL. BRIABEDORRFFICHAZIEFD NSC &
E e nIEjODtXJ DETDARTY jj&)@ﬁq LiThidi 5L,

7.30.4 If a modified assessment tree was used during the initial assessment, the CAB shall
consult on reapplication of this modified assessment tree if no appropriate new default
assessment tree has been released by the MSC. #IEIBETEBEEZEEY ) —MNEHAIHL
TLWIHE T, NSCHOHBADFEEEEY ) —NHITINTVENMGEIZE, BEHEK
ZOEBEYV)—OBEREZRELGTAEGESHEL,

7.30.5 The CAB shall consider all surveillance reports and outcomes and evaluate progress
against certification conditions. Unless exceptional circumstances as set out in 7.18.1.6 or
7.30.5.3 apply, the fishery shall have met all conditions and milestones. ZFE&E#BE L. T

TOEEREECHREER L. DARHICHT HEBRREZFTE L ZFTNIEE S,
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7.18.1.6 4 L<IE7.30.5.3 THRESNATWLWAEHALERBFNERINIBEZRE. BF
EFTARTOEHPEHEOBZEZER L TOEITAIEE S AL,

7.30.5.1 The CAB shall clearly identify all open conditions in the reassessment
Announcement Comment Draft Report. ZBE#B L. BRIEBEAVIAC NE
HEERICKREROEFUHEZ IR THEICEANTEDS LS ICLAETAIEE S,
O}

a. The CAB shall clearly identify if an open condition is being carried over into
the next certificate. ZEMKE L. ROZIHMITHLEBEINERERDEH
FHAMICEANTESLSICLEFAELES G, @

b. The CAB shall clearly identify if an open condition will be closed during the
reassessment. HEMKE X, BRMABEPITER SN HEHZHEIZHEBIT
EFHESICLBEITAIEESLEL,

i. The CAB shall outline how and when the condition will be closed during
the reassessment. ZEEMEIIHEREEFEFICLD. EDKSITLTE
HAERENIONIDBEZR S B ITAIE AL,

7.30.5.2 If there are any open conditions, the team shall apply 7.28.16.1, 7.28.16.2.a and
7.28.16.4.a to determine the adequacy of progress against those conditions and
milestones. FEER SN TVWEVEHLHHEE. BEREBIIEI Va3
7.28.16.1 & 7.28.16.2a 1) 7.28.16. 4. a #:&@A L. FEOEH B BEERKIZMI(F
TENFEZFBEYIFL L TLENZHIETLE TR S,

a. If the CAB concludes that the client has made inadequate progress, the CAB
shall withdraw the fishery from reassessment. E#H AR ELYI TH 5 & HIWr L

e, BERBIEEEBERAETEN BB S EATAELR SN,

7.30.5.3 If an open condition is written against a Pl in the assessment tree that differs from
that in the tree being used in the reassessment, the CAB shall consider whether
the condition as originally drafted is appropriate to deliver the SG80 outcome for
the PI, or the equivalent P, in the reassessment tree. BRIIEECTHERAINEE
BEY)—ERLGHBEBREYV)—DPIIIHLTRHITON-EHENELERSATL
BWREXDGE. BEHE. AIROZRADRICHRE SN-FHN. BRAER
Aoy 'J—I:%H’é PI. £ L<I&. T 5 PlICxt LT SG80 =¥/ HDIE
UMEINEZBRLAGITNELR S,

a. If the condition is appropriate to deliver the SG80 outcome in the tree being
used in the reassessment, the CAB shall evaluate progress against the
conditions according to 7.30.5.2. EE S f-FHH. BRIAEERAY ) —IC
BT SG0 =B/ T HDITEYLIHEE., FHICHT HEH % 7.30.5.2 (28
> TFHili L&z 1+ id % S 4Ly,

b. If the condition is not appropriate to deliver the SG80 outcome in the tree
being used in the reassessment, the CAB shall consider what action is
needed to deliver the outcome required at SG80 level and evaluate whether
this outcome has been achieved. ZE Shi=F#HH. BRIABFEAY ) —IC
BT SG0 zEFT HDIC J@mflifdb\iﬁ . EEHEIL SG80 LNILDEE
REERTHOITBELEBHOLNST EJJE#&.:T L. BRNAERTELHED
%Al L7 (T E A 5 ALy,

i. Ifthe SG80 outcome has not been achieved, the CAB shall rewrite the
condition against the reassessment tree, in accordance with 7.18.1. SG80
[SELTWEWNGS., BEMEX7.18.1 IR -THBRIEZERAY ) —IC
ﬂ?’é%#(:%‘é#ﬁxm-fmi?& Y YAN

ii. Ifthe SG80 outcome has been achieved, or if achievement of the
condition would not affect the score of any PI that would otherwise score
less than 80 in the reassessment tree, the CAB shall apply 7.28.16.3 to
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close the condition. SG80 [TEL TWVAIH5E. L LLEEHDERENE
B EAYVY)—OWVWITNDOPIIZHITEH SG80 IZHF L A% éit b
FORFEFRIFSHIMES., BEEMMAIET7.28.16.3 2 #AL. &4 %
SETIEHTNIEE ST,

7.30.5.4 The CAB shall include its consideration of the issues above, as well as any

7.30.6

7.30.7

7.30.8

7.30.9

Reduced
7.30.10

7.30.11

7.30.12

7.30.13

justification for decisions made relating to these issues, in the ‘MSC Reporting
Template’. BEHEIE NSCHREATVTL— b 12, LERICEHZITRTOE
EFREEHIC, TNICEHTIREZTHELBICIEK. TORBILER LG TAE
AR A A
The CAB shall clearly identify related conditions that are set during reassessment, and
include a justification for each. EE#E L. BRABEDPICHRTE SN -BESH T HREIC
BATEDELSICTHEHRIC, BEHOREDVRIEZLSLHAELE AL, @

Where there are IPI stock(s) within the fishery, the CAB shall follow Annex PA. i&2(Z IPI
BERNEFNTVSEE. BEHBIEMENE PA LD ITNIEE S,

The CAB shall follow the MSC Disputes Process during reassessment. ZE & #88 (LB REE
EEHL NSCHFMRIOLRIZELEITNIEES AL,

The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Full Reassessment
Report. EE#EIL TNSC ABERER TV ITL—F] 2FEHAL CTHRIEREEE/ERL
BIFNIEE S0,

reassessment activities HiRiI X ED

A fishery is eligible for reduced reassessment if: A FDEHEFimf-TREIZDLNTIEIHER
ARBEEEECERATSIENTES,

a. The fishery was covered under the previous certification or scope extension. iI[E D2

FEH L < [FRBREEBEDIRIRICHh/N—Sh TV =,

b. The fishery had no conditions remaining after the 3rd surveillance audit. 3 B D&&E

TRERDEHDZL

c. The CAB confirms that all Standard-related stakeholder input has been addressed by
the 3rd surveillance audit. 3R&IZBEFTBRT—IRILE—DA > Ty kADRIEH,
SEEHMNEEFTIZIETET LTWS I L#EEHEIERL TS,

When multiple fisheries want to combine their UoCs into one reassessment, the CAB may
conduct a reduced reassessment provided all fisheries meet the eligibility criteria under

7.30.10. @ﬁ@iﬁ%hi %n%nwnmnEELLo)ﬁnmnIE%EE O' 35&&)%) &Etﬁ/\l
TWAEES. EEHEBEIZLTORENT.30. 10 DERELELE- L TCONIIERIIEHE
BEEZEHRTHENTES,

If the fishery is eligible for reduced reassessment, the CAB shall provide a detailed
explanation of how the reduced reassessment criteria are satisfied at the time of

announcing the reassessment. BERIRHBEDERAZZITHEREZHDAX DB
BEAYEZHERT LB, EERBITEENBRIZREENERBEEZLEOLSTHL
TLANIDNWTEHERAGHRBAZTOLRTAIEESEL,

A reduced reassessment shall follow the full reassessment requirements, except that: #
RAHHBLL. BEOBRABENOERSEICELETAEESHL, L, @

a. The CAB may undertake the assessment with 1 team member on-site and other team
member(s) working from 1 or more remote location(s). BEMBICH W TIX, F—L4
DA UN—FBRMC1BREL., DA —I1F15FE L IEFERLUEDER A
LBEICBMTHENTES,
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i. The CAB shall determine which team member competencies are required on-site
and remotely, based on: BEEHE X, UTICEDE, BB LUVA THA FOF
—LAVNR—=[ZDOVTEDRENNERENDZONEHIE LA TNEE S0,

A. The topic(s) raised in previous audits by stakeholders. CNWETHDEETRT
— RN F—KVIRESh-EH,

B. The availability of information on Principle 1, Principle 2 or Principle 3
components that would enable comprehensive review by an off-site team
member. 7794 FODF—LAUN—Z&ZBEFEHALRADEDIZTHLER
A1, RAI2, [RE) 3 OFHEEEB BT 2BEHAHEIMNE 5D

b. Only 1 peer reviewer is required to review the reassessment peer review report. B2
ABEEET7LEA—REEEERIAETLELT—E1RTELY,

7.30.14  The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reduced Reassessment Reporting Template’ to create the
Reduced Reassessment Report. BE#E(E. MSC BRIABRREBEREATIL—
Ml ZEALT TBRARFRBEREE ] 2ERLBTAEE LA,

7.31  Management system requirements for CABs BEHBEIZx I 5
BEEORATLERER
7.31.1 The CAB shall conduct and document a review of each full fishery assessment completed
to identify any corrective or preventive actions that would contribute to continual
improvement of the assessment process. BEEWKEIFIEEERBEET THICFHRETORE
LZETL, BEITOLRADELLIHEICAIT, BETAAE[OFHEE LR, LHEL
BINIEE 5L,
7.31.1.1 The CAB shall consider submissions and/or comments from stakeholders or other
parties on the CAB'’s activities and processes in the review. ZE#R (X, EBEW
BAOEHCFHEICELTRAT—IHRILTI—L LMD EEEFEMRE SN
ERARVY /" HDHWNEa AL FERE LA TNIEGE S0,

7.31.1.2 The CAB shall keep records of the reviews. BE#EIX. RELDEREREL
BIFNIEE SN,

7.31.2 For any complaint evaluated by the CAB as per GCR 7.6.2, and which relates to the MSC
Fisheries Program, the CAB shall send a summary of the complaint and decision(s) taken
to the MSC via complaints@msc.org within 20 days of closure of the complaint. MSC ;&%
REET OIS LIZHT 2EREICTOVTEEMEIA GCRT. 6.2 [CHI - TRETLI=5E. BF
HEFTEBEOBMERVREZ., BE/FREIN TN S 20 BLIRAIZ complaints@msc. org 58
[SEFLATRER SN,

End of Fisheries Certification Process
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Annex PA: Requirements for inseparable or practicably

PA1l

PAl1.1
PA1.1.1

PA1.2
PAl1.2.1

PA1.2.2

PA1.3
PAL1.3.1

PAl.4
PA1.4.1

inseparable (IP1) stocks — normative MR X &
PA: SRIFTRES L < (XRBE LS BARTRER
(IP1) BERIZEAT 5EREE

Requirements for inseparable or practicably inseparable (IPI)
stocks R RIARAEED L < [EEF L BEARTAREL (IP]) BERICEEY
HEREIH

Scope & A5 H

The requirements of this annex shall apply to all inseparable or practicably inseparable
(IP1) catch within fisheries being assessed. AMEXEDEREBIEIE, BEEXNREFEDE
TO IPI KEMITER LA FNIEE 540,

Default assessment tree E£EEEW 1) —

The Conformity Assessment Body (CAB) shall review and, if necessary, propose
modifications to the default assessment tree to proceed with the assessment of IPI
stock(s). IPl ERDFEZEDDHIHE . BAMBEEHE (LUTEEHE) IREEEY
J)—ZREL. RENSNETBERZRRLAGTNEGE S0,

Using the tree, the CAB shall: BEE#BEIEY ) —%FE>T. UTZThRETNEESH
LY,

a. Assess the IPI catch under the primary or secondary species component of Principle
2. FAI2DE1ES LFE 2T HHEIRB IS DOV T IPI KEMZFFET
o

b. Separately assess the impact of all fishing activity on the IPI stock(s) considered for
entry into certified chains of custody using the criteria specified in PA1.4.2, for the
purposes of determining the eligibility for the catches of IPI stock(s) to enter further
certified chains of custody. IP1 ZE8DKEMAM CoC FBEEDHRELY S MEINER
WHBEIZ, MEXEZEPA 1.4 2 DEECEDE, CoC BREAHEHIZEMN ->TLVS IPI
BRICHTI2ETORETIDEZEEZINETNEET 5,

Conditions &

Where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of certification, the CAB shall set conditions
to promote the future Principle 1 assessment of the IPI stock(s), or to promote the
development of techniques to effectively separate catches of currently IPI stock(s). FREED
BAEEIC [Pl BRASENTVDIES. FEMEIE, FEMIC IPI BRI L THRE
~DEABEZITO. HAHAVFETO IPl EREAREE EMRMIZH AT HRMOBAF
ZRET D, Vo EFHEFTRTAREELAEL,

Entry into further Chains of Custody CoC SREED® &

The CAB shall ensure that only defined and limited proportions of catches from IPI
stock(s) enter into certified chains of custody. TEE#REIL [Pl ERDREE=D S5 EDRE
SNFBEDHMCCRIEY TSAFz—VICAD I EEZHRBLEBETNIEE S,
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PA1.4.1.1 The MSC ecolabel is only permitted for use on these catches for a maximum of 1

certification period. MSC TaASNJLDFEAIKZEL &4 1 EORAENLHMICRE
L TIHES AL,

PA1.4.2 The CAB shall verify that the IPI stock(s) meet the following requirements, prior to being
considered eligible to enter further certified chains of custody: ZEZ&EHEEE (L. CoC ZBEEF~D
BEMERET D1, IPIERNUTOEGZE LTSI LR LA MTNELS
A A
a. The IPI stock(s) are likely to be above biologically based limits as defined in MSC

Fisheries Standard Table SA8, or if below the limits, there are measures in place that
are expected to make sure that all fishing-related mortality does not hinder the
recovery and rebuilding of IPI stock(s). IP] EJRMDIREE(X, MSC ;EZEZEIFREDEK SA
BTEREINTWVALSICEYEHMRAZLEZ LR > TV SHAREMNEL. EAT
BEl>TW=¢ELTH, EHRDBRERTRIZL-T IPI EROBEEBELHITONE
W=HDHEEMNEL LN TS,

b. If the stock status is poorly known, there are measures or practices in place that are
expected to keep the IPI stock(s) above biologically based limits, or to prevent all
fishing activity from hindering recovery. ERKEDT—2HALFRE L TWLSIi54E. IPI
BROLARNILVEFEMZHEREELY L LTHEFL, 2TOREFTEICKY., EEN
miFonEMEED LCAZEMNEL RTINS,

c. The measures are considered likely to work, based on plausible argument (e.g.
general experience, theory or comparison with similar fisheries/species). &%
BRI, BLUORECABLOLEELE VS EEEOSVMERIZKY ., BZBED
PDRICHFTEHAREENDH D,

PA1.5 Surveillance &

PA1.5.1 If the fishery includes IPI stock(s), the CAB shall review and document the continuing
performance against conditions in PA1.3.1 and against the requirements in PA1.4.2. 1P]
ZEUREDIGE. EEMEE. PAL I 1 OFHRUAHEXEPAL 4.2 DEREBIAICH L
T. IPI &ERFEA CoC [CABDIZE|I EHMEBENE >N EHERL T, BELLGS TR GLA
LY,

PA1.6 Reassessment BRIEE

PA1.6.1 IPI stock(s) are only eligible for the period of 1 certificate. For continued certification, the
CAB shall inform clients of the following options: IP1 iR @A (X 1 B O REEAxhHAR (<
Bond, 773470 bAEIZHREBEARELTHEICIE. UTOF T avhihdliLs
BERBEILER L TNEE S0,

a. Certify all IPI stock(s) against Principle 1 at reassessment, or BEREIBEDRICETO
IPl ERERAVICEDVWTRIET S, HLLIE

b. Develop techniques to effectively separate catches of currently IPI stock(s), from
target stock(s) so the IPI scope criteria are no longer met, or 317D [Pl & & WA RED
KEMZENRWIZHANT SEMMZFFEL. [SBF OBEAREEZEH LWL IICTT
5. Fr=1E

c. Develop measures to reduce the proportion of IPI stock(s) to be able to meet the
requirements for IPI stock(s) as set out in FCP 7.5.12.2. [Pl EREDEI&ZH LI EE
FEAFL., BERAITOERT.5.12.20 IPl ERICET H2ERBEICESTES L
2129%) .

PA1.6.2 The CAB shall assess remaining IPI stock(s) against Principle 1 at reassessment. ZE 7 #
BIXERAEEORIC IPl ERORE 1 ~OBEEEEZITOLEINELE LG,
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End of Annex PA

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 Page 80
Date of publication: 25 March 2020 © Marine Stewardship Council 2020



MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

Annex PB: Harmonised fisheries — normative fi/@3 = PB: iff

PB1

PB1.1
PB1.1.1

PB1.2

EDODN—FFAE—Yary (BEETHIEBDEET
NDEEDEAHZRS L) —HEXE

N

Harmonised fisheries — normative JAED/N\N—FF+ A E—3 > —

REE
Scope i i He

CABs shall use this annex where Unit of Assessments (UoAs) overlap. ZEEHEIIEEE
fiI (UoA) NEEL TLAIGEICAMBEXEZERALZTNIEE S,

Assessment tree BEY!) — @

Different versions of standards jaZ£ERSFRED R/ N—2 3 >

PB1.2.1

PB1.3

PB1.3.1

PB1.3.2

PB1.3.3

Fishery assessments using the same versions of any assessment tree (MSC Fisheries
Standard Annex SA, Annex SB, Annex SC and Annex SD) shall harmonise their
assessments. R L/A—2 3 D DBEEY ) — (MSCHREZIHREMEXZESA, SB, SCH &
USD) #FEoMBEBEERICOVNTIE. BEON—FFAE—2avERLLETAEED
t;ll\o

Harmonised fishery assessments for overlapping fisheries E8
TEOREICBTHEEDN—FEFME—VaY

Teams assessing overlapping UoAs shall ensure consistency of outcomes so as not to
undermine the integrity of MSC fishery assessments. £#89 % UoA 2B&E 3 5 F— LI,
MSC DIEXBEDEESUMSBLDLAANELE S, —BEHDOHSRBREEERICT SR TNEL
B7EL,

Teams shall prepare for harmonisation with overlapping UoAs no later than the site visit
stage. EET 5 UoA DIFE. F—LILEL L L RMEREMRORIIZEEL LLEEED
N—FFAE—2avET5%EE LAGTNIEGE S0,

Where assessments of 2 or more fisheries occur simultaneously, teams shall coordinate
their assessments to ensure that harmonisation of important steps in the assessment and
subsequent surveillance audits takes place and that outcomes are harmonised. 2 DLl E
DREBENRABFICTONLEE, FLEBESLIVZTOROEEDEELRATYTID
N—FFAE—2 30T, #BREIERIN—FFAE—2a0EnhdL5. BEEH
BLATNEGE S,

PB1.3.3.1 Teams shall undertake all the following: F—AIXUTDEF ZITHETNIEL S

ELN,
a. Coordination meetings between teams. thDF—L EABER S,

b. Coordinated assessment planning and conduct, including coordinated
process steps and publications of assessment products. BEEDEEH & VE
BICHETHAEERDS, CRICEBEDERT Y TPEEREEDAFHEH

LEFEND,
c. Use of common assessment trees where appropriate. £BDEEY ') —D
f#/,
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d. Sharing of fishery information. ;&ZIZEET 2 1EHDHEE,

PB1.3.3.2 Teams shall ensure that conclusions are consistent between the 2 (or more)
fishery assessments, with respect to evaluation, scoring and conditions. F— /A&
BTS2 OLULDBEEREIHL., Fll. 1. RUFHIELWT—EXDH
SPREMEBEERICT SR FNEE S,

PB1.3.3.3 Ifteams reach agreement on score(s) and rationale(s), the score(s) shall be
adopted. FRAB L VHEMNBIIZOVWTHOAEITELZGE. BEF—LITHE
DEREFALLGINIELE S,

PB1.3.3.4 Where teams have applied the activities outlined in PB1.3.3.1 and conclusions
remain inconsistent with respect to evaluation, scoring and conditions, teams shall
undertake the following: PB1.3.3.1 MiEEZ R L 1-#ER. —E 1D H 5 aH.
BR. BIUEHITRELEN215HE, FLRUTOFEBZTORINELS

AN

a. Convene a harmonisation discussion. N—EF+ A ¥ —> 3 VICEAT 5% %
72
i. Inthe event the discussion leads to agreement among teams, the agreed
score(s) shall be adopted by all teams. #&EIZ&E Y. AEISELIZS
B, ARELEBREZEREALGTAEG SR,

ii. Inthe event the discussion does not lead to agreement among teams,
the lowest score(s) shall be adopted by all teams. HZEIC& Y. E&EIZE
Laho=5E. 2BENREGRZEALLZTNELZ S,

b. Change(s) shall be included in the next report (e.g. Announcement Draft
Report or Public Comment Draft Report) produced for any fishery in
assessment. ZER (T, BEHDDBEXRICEATHIROBEE Bl : BEEAYHE
RBEFDLLLLEATY v A FABREER) EROKRICEDLETIIE
TEBELY,

PB1.3.4 Where a UoA under assessment overlaps with a certified UoA, teams shall coordinate
their assessments to make sure that key assessment products and outcomes are
harmonised. TFEX R D UoA HNIRITDEREE UoA L EE T HIHEICIE. F—LIIBEZHE
L. BREOFELGREECHRLEERICN—FFME—2 a0 ERBTNEELE
LY,

PB1.3.4.1 Where an assessment overlaps with a certified UoA or UoA in assessment that
has already been scored, the new team shall use as their baseline the rationale
and scores detailed for the previously scored fishery. &iaEHM, BRIZERE SN
TWWBHUA, LLLEFBEFDUA LEET DHE. F—LRRERFHDBRED
BROZTOEAM T ERICEREZTHOEMTNELE SN,

PB1.3.4.2 To achieve harmonisation, teams shall undertake all the following: /\—E&7F+ 4 ¥
—2 3V EEBEDITTF—LEUTOIRTOEERZTHOETNIEGE S,
a. Use of common assessment trees where appropriate. [ CZE&Y ') —HA\#EA
AEETHNIEETNEEA,
b. Coordination meetings between teams. M F—L LFHEER S,
c. Sharing of fishery information. ;%IR8 ¥ 21EMD LA,

d. Achievement of consistent conclusions with respect to evaluation, scoring and
conditions. §ffi. BR. RUEHIZTELWT—EHDOHIBERETI.

PB1.3.4.3 The team responsible for any new assessment shall consider the findings of any
recent surveillance report(s) produced for overlapping certified UoAs. FifDEE
FHRLTEF—LIE. EET LR UADEEDERREEORNBTEZRFA LA
nIFLE 50,
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If teams reach agreement on score(s) and rationale(s), the score(s) shall be
adopted. FRAB I VHREBMNIRIIZOVWTEERICELIZBEE. BEF—LITEEZD
BREFALLZ NI G S AL,

Where teams have applied the activities outlined in PB1.3.4.1 and PB1.3.4.2 and
conclusions remain inconsistent with respect to evaluation, scoring and
conditions, teams shall undertake the following: PB1.3.3.1 & PB1.3.4.2 MEF&E %
EELE-BER, —EM0OHLFME. BR. BIUCEHITREGEN,o5HE, F—
LIFUTOEESHZTHREFINIEE G,

a. Convene a harmonisation discussion. /\—EF+ 4 ¥—3 3 VICET 51%E
75,
i. Inthe event the discussion leads to agreement among teams, the agreed
score(s) shall be adopted by all teams. #&EIZ& Y. AEISELS
B, ARELEGREZERALGTNEG SR,

ii. Inthe event the discussion does not lead to agreement among teams,
the lowest score(s) shall be adopted by all teams. 1#&EIZL Y., EEIE
Laho=5E. 2BENREGREZFRALLZTNELZ S,

b. Change(s) shall be included in the next report (e.g. Announcement Comment
Draft Report or Public Comment Draft Report) produced for any fishery in
assessment and at the subsequent surveillance audit for any certified
fisheries. ZE AL, BETDARXICEHT HIROBEE il : EEAYIA Y

FRABEEE. B LLEARTY v I3 0 FRAREER) FBORIZEDE
(FHIEE SN,

PB1.3.5 Where a UoA under surveillance overlaps with a certified UoA, the team shall also
coordinate assessments to make sure that key assessment products and outcomes

remain harmonised. B; & X & D UoA NIRITDEREE UoA L EE T HIEEICELVTH. F—
LIFBEEZHREBL, RIAXEDFELREEOCRRLEERICN—FF/E— a3V LET
BESIZSEHEFNIEES L,

PB1.3.5.1

In this case, the CAB shall follow similar steps to those given in PB1.3.4.1—
PB1.3.4.5 to achieve harmonisation. CDIFE. N—FEF A E—T 3V 2R 5T
HIZEEHBEPB.3. 4 1~PB1.3 A5 LRLRTY TEHFERITNIEE S
LY,

PB1.3.6 Teams shall explain and justify any difference in the scores in the scoring rationale for
relevant Pls. BiE Y % Pl DBFRMNELGSHIHEE. F—LEZTOEVEHRMAL, EHLTE
TIINIEE S,

PB1.3.6.1

Differences in outcomes with respect to evaluation, scoring, and conditions of the
overlapping assessments shall only occur when a team has identified exceptional
circumstances, such as the UoAs being demonstrably different. /\—E& 7+ 41 £—
DAarvEnBEEOFHE. SRELVEHICEHL TORLGHHERICOVTIIE,

UA BN MNCER DGR EDEKRTRREF —LARE LIBEIZR - T,

NERDHDEIIENTES,

a. Teams shall fully document exceptional circumstances, together with clear
indication of agreement between teams responsible for the overlapping
fisheries. F—LAl&, HFHAKRICOVWTIETRTXELLL, EET XD
BEZHELSLTVWSF—LRDEEZHEC LA TNEEE SN,

End of Annex PB
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Annex PC: Fishery team leader, team member, team and
peer reviewer qualifications and competencies —

normative B X & PC:iEXEBEF—L)—45—,
F—LAN—, F—LBELVPEFLEaLT7T—0DE
WEReEN—RELE

PC1 Fishery team leader, team member, team and peer reviewer
qualifications and competencies ¥ EBEF—L ) —F—, F—L
AVN—, F—LBLUVET7ZLELT7T—OEKLREN

PC1.1 Scope ¥ FA#iBH

PC1.1.1  This annex sets out additional requirements to the MSC General Certification
Requirements (GCR) for fishery team leader, team member and team qualifications and
competencies which the CAB shall verify in accordance with the GCR. AMtEXZE TIE.
EEHBIANMSC —AREREIE (GR) ICHI> THELLETAIELESHVAEEEF—L)
— =, F=LAN—, F—LBIUVET7LEaT7—NOEKLEENICET HEREIED
EBMERFEZHREL TS,

PC1.2 Fishery team leader qualification and competency criteria fREZ

BEF—L)—F—DERE I UVRENEES

Table PC1: Fishery team leader qualification and competency criteria % PC1: REBEF—LY
— S —DEEB S UVRHEE

1. General £#8

Qualifications &#&

a. Degree or equivalent in business, economics, science or technical subject (e.g. supply chain
and logistics management, food/seafood science and fisheries science), or & . &%, #%¥
H LS EEMEEDZEMD LLFZNICHET 2EE, Bl TS5 Fz—vBLURY
AT4 VO REE, BR/KERR. BESIUVKERSE) LI

b. 3years’ experience in the fisheries sector related to the tasks under the responsibility of the
team leader. KEEI 2 —I2EWT, F—L—F—DEFEBEENEERBEEIE

Verification mechanisms B®iEA %

e CV. BEZ

e Certificates. ifE

2. Understanding of MSC Fisheries Standard and MSC Fisheries Certification Process MSC
REDIRBE L CREEE S0 R OERF

Qualifications &#&
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c. Review any updates to the MSC Fisheries Program Documents at least annually.
MSCEXZBIHTOT S LXNENHRETZ VL LLEITIARELTWS I &,

d. Pass the MSC's fishery team leader training course at least every 5 years. MSC A E {3 %
(BEF—L)—F—MAITHEEZLLGLE I FEITZEL, EBLTWVWEHI L,

e. Pass new versions of the compulsory online training modules when new versions of the MSC
Fisheries Standard or certification process are published prior to undertaking assessments
against the revised MSC Fisheries Standard or certification process.

MSC i %REMEL L EIRATO L XADBETRARITSA-5E. BETSIRE, Tot
RICBI>-BEZEET HH1IC. BEADFT S VFHEES 1 —LERZEL, EHBLTLD
&,

f.  Pass new online training modules on modifications to the MSC Fisheries Standard before

undertaking assessments using these modifications such as enhanced bivalves, salmon and
other modifications that may be developed in the future.

a. NSCAXINRBEDBIEN—T 3y (BEZHKE. Y4, TOMERMICEARE SN S TEEMED
HBN—T3Y) FFELEBEEXZERTHENC. BEN—2aVICBETIHBEOAVSM Y
HEED 1—ILEZHEL. LTS L,

Competencies 85

Ability to: LATDZ EMAIRETH S

i. Describe the intent and requirements of the MSC Fisheries Standard. MSC & RSE RED
BEELERFEZHAT S,

ii. Place the steps of the fisheries assessment process in the correct order. JAEXEE Ot
ADERTY TEELWVEICTERS,

iii. ldentify the steps in which stakeholder consultation occurs. R 7—49 RILZ—1FEN ED
BRETITHhh SN EHTE,

iv. Score a fishery using the default assessment tree ZZ#H#BEY ) — &> THREZFEA,

v. Describe how conditions are set and monitored. £¥NED L SIZH/ESh, E=2 UV
JEInshzEEHA,

i. Describe the reporting stages, including the role of the peer reviewer. £ DEEET E D &
SHHEZETL. TOBOET7LEAT7—D/RBNICDLTEHHA,

Verification mechanisms #&REEH &

e Examination pass. RERICEH

e Witness or office audits by an MSC-appointed accreditation body. MSC M EREREREIZ & S HEE
LI EEHBEHEMEETROMRR

e CAB witness audits. BE#EICLPEEDI LS

3. Assessment experience BEEE

Qualifications &#&

b. Have undertaken 2 MSC fishery assessment or surveillance site visits as a team member in
the last5years. F—LA /A=, LT, CO5EMIZ2EOMNSCEEZAEEL L (TR
REEEk

a. For new fishery team leaders only: have undertaken an assessment as team leader that will
be witnessed by an MSC-appointed accreditation body as part of a CAB’s initial accreditation
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audit. FIMBARXRF—L)—F—DH : BEERBOVNEREFTEN—RELTITOND, BE
BN LRV KDBEBEICEVNT, F—LI—F—ZHBDHT-.

Competencies BEH

i. Ability to apply knowledge of auditing techniques in the gathering of information, the
scoring of the fishery and the rationales for the scores given. 1E#RINECEEDHRS. B
ROBRAMTZITOIRIC. BETI/Z v/ OMNHBZERT 8NN H D

Verification mechanisms B®iEA %

e CABrecords. EEHBED R
e Previous employer reference letter. RiifEHEDHER

e Witness or office audits by an MSC-appointed accreditation body. MSC M ZEE#ERES 1 &k 5 HEER
1L EEEHBEBAEEROMSR

e CAB witness audits. BEEMENBEEICI LR
e Previous audit reports. BENEE EEREE

4. Communication and stakeholder facilitation skills A2 2 =4— 3 VEEDBLUVRT—4
RILE—=EDT7I)T—avEER

Qualifications &#&

a. Experience in applying different types of interviewing and facilitation techniques. &4 >4
Ea—8&U7720T—Yay - AXILOBERZR

Competencies RE

i.  Ability to communicate effectively with the client and other stakeholders. 2 547> &
FUDRAT—I RV F—ENRENEAZI a2 r—2a3 08B ENTED

Verification mechanisms #BiEA %

e CV. BEZ
e CABrecords. EEEID L%

e Witness or office audits by an MSC-appointed accreditation body. MSC DZEEH#ER] (ASI) 2k
5 (BE#EMLG) HRD L IEERESEMETRORER

e CAB witness audits. BEEMEANEBEIZIIBED

PC1.3 Fishery team member qualification and competency criteria i3

BEF—LAVN—DERS L UVENEER

Table PC2: Fishery team member qualification and competency criteria & PC2: AR EEF—L
AVNR—DOEERE S URENELE

1. General £#% ‘
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Qualifications &#&

b. University degree in fisheries, marine conservation biology, natural resources environmental
management or relevant field (e.g. economics, mathematics, statistics), or K. #B¥RE4E
B, RAER., BREEHE, &F. 8%, StV o -BHERIFOFM,. L

a. 3years’ management or research experience in a marine conservation biology, fisheries,
natural resources or environmental management position. & ¥ REEREFE L CITKE, X
RER. REEEIZAVT, SENEERRY L (IIMREE

Verification mechanisms #BiEA %

e CV. BEZ

e Certificates. i

ﬂFII_|
i

2. Understanding of MSC Fisheries Standard and relevant MSC Certification Process

requirements MSC ifERIIHAE. &L UBEET S MSC B TN R ERBIFICEHT SR

Qualifications &#&

b. Review any updates to the MSC Fisheries Program Documents at least annually.
MSCEXZBIHETOT S LXNENHRETZLLHCLLEICIARELTWS I &,

c. Pass the MSC's fishery team member training course at least every 5 years. MSC =DA%
BEF—LAVN—PHEZ S FEIC1EREL. AT 5,

d. Pass new versions of the compulsory online training modules when new versions of the MSC
Fisheries Standard are published prior to undertaking assessments against the new MSC
Fisheries Standard.

MSC BRI OBETIRM RITENIHE. HETHRICAI-F-BEZEET HA1IC. BEDA
VIAVHMEED D a—LEZEL. ERLTVE I L,
e. Pass new online training modules on modifications to the MSC Fisheries Standard before

undertaking assessments using these modifications such as enhanced bivalves, salmon and
other modifications that may be developed in the future.

a. NMSCAXINREDBIEN—T 3y (BEZHKE. Y4, TOMERMICEHARE SN S EEMED
HBN—T3Y) EESEBEEERT HRIIC. BEANA—CaVICEBT3HEODAVSA Y
MHEED1—IILEZHEL. ERLTWVWSI L,

Competencies BEH

Ability to: A FDEENZEHT S
i. Describe the intent and requirements of the MSC Fisheries Standard. MSC ;325 iR &
DBREEERBEZHATHENTES,
i. Score a fishery using the default assessment tree AZZ#BEE Y ) — & > THEDFRAMN
TZE5,
i. Describe how conditions are set and monitored. &£#NED L SIZHESN, E=Z4 Y Y
TENDWEHRBETEENTES,

Verification mechanisms B®iEA %

e Examination pass. SRERIZEE
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e CABrecords. BE#E DI

PC1.4 Fishery team qualification and competency criteria A ¥ E®F—
LODERE LUV HE %

PC1.4.1 The CAB shall ensure that the fishery team collectively complies with the qualification and
competency criteria listed in Table PC3. EE#BILREEZTEF —L2AEN, RPCIIZE
BENTVWIERBLUVRNEEICHEEICEE L TLWA I EEHRE LG TNIEE S0,

Table PC3: Fishery team qualification and competency criteria® PC3: BAEBEF—LOERSE
KUBEHESE

1. Fish stock assessment i3 & R

Qualifications &#&

a. 3years’ or more experience of applying relevant stock assessment techniques being used by
the fishery under assessment, or EEHFDRAEMNERA L TV ERFFESED 3 FLLEDFEA
BB, L L<E

b. Primary authorship of 2 peer-reviewed stock assessments of a type used by the fishery under
assessment. BEEHRDAENMERAL TV S ERFEAEZLRFROFEEFE->T. 2 KDER
HEOERTFMOEEREE LG H>TL D,

Competencies BEH

i.  Ability to undertake a stock assessment using stock assessment techniques relevant to
the fishery. JBXEICE L -ERFMAEZZAVTCERHMEZTSIENTED

Verification mechanisms B®iEA %

e CV with full publication list. ChFETHRLZBIXDI R FEELERESE
e Employer’s reference letter. ERENDHEER
e CAB witness audits. BEEEBEDI LRI LHBEE

2. Fish stock biology / ecology A& REMF . £REF

Qualifications &E#&

a. 3years’ or more experience working with the biology and population dynamics of the target
species or species with similar biology. &+ L < [FEMERIELUL TWSRBOEYE
BLUEFREBEICET 5 3 FLLOHREE

Competencies BEH

i. Demonstrate knowledge of, and ability to interpret, scientific information relating to the
biological processes of the target species, or species with similar population dynamics. i
KESL LK XEABRPENEUL W SRBOAYEN T O RICET HRFMERE
DT DHBE ) INVEET S,
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Verification mechanism #&§E A %

e CV with full publication list. S FETHRLIZHBXDIRX FEEOEEE
e Employer’s reference letter. EREDHEEIRK
e CAB witness audits. BEEEBEDI LRI LHBEE

3. Fishing impacts on aquatic ecosystems KE&EBRADREDEE

Qual|f|cat|ons &g

3 years’ or more experience in research into, policy analysis for, or management of, the
impact of fisheries on aquatic ecosystems including at least two of the following topics: ELF®D
HEOLG S EL 2D0Z2BT ., KEERBRRDBXOEEICHT IREARINETERE
[ZB89 % 3 FLULEDHRARERE

i. Bycatch.;E¥

iii. Endangered, threatened, or protected (ETP) species.ETP &
iv. Habitats. 4 B

i. Ecosystem interactions.4 8¢ R E 15

Competencies BEH

i. Demonstrate knowledge of, and ability to interpret, scientific data relating to the impact of
fisheries on at least 2 of the topics listed in a. above. L€ a DIEHD 5654045452 D
DEBIZDOVWT, £ER~DBEOZEICHT 2RZNBEREST T HHEE/ VD
ZHI B,

Verification mechanisms #&REEH &

e CV. BEE
e Employer’s reference letter. ERENDHEER

e Witness or office audits by an MSC-appointed accreditation body. MSC DFEEH#BEIC Xk 5 (E
B #RD L EEEHRESEREEROMHER

e CAB witness audits. BE#EADI BRI KIERE

4. Fishery management and operations % &HE i L UEE

Qualifications &E#&

a. 3years’ or more experience as a practising fishery manager and/or fishery/policy
analyst/consultant. REEBEERS LV 1 LLIFBREARTFIVR /a0 LEZUREL
TD 3 FLULDEHRER,

Competencies BEH

Ability to: ATDEENEET S

i. Identify likely problems for a fishery under Principle 1 and Principle 2 that would arise from
poor management. FEL)LZERICL>TEIY 3 5RA 1 BL VR 2 (CEAHLMEEE
HER
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i. Demonstrate a good understanding of the types of management system(s) and laws
applicable to the fishery under assessment. EEDDREICERAINSZEB A TLLEY
[TERICOVTHMLTLD

Verification mechanisms #&REEH &

e CV with full publication list. ChFETHRLZBIXDI R FEELERESE
e Employer’s reference letter. R F D H#EEIK

e Witness or office audits by an MSC-appointed accreditation body. MSC MR EH#REIZ L 5 (B
ENG) BRL LS EERBEBEEMERROMRR

e CAB witness audits. BE#EADI BRI KDIERER

5. Current knowledge of the country, language and local fishery context i3 D EA>
BOREEFEOR KB

Qualifications &E#&

b. Knowledge of a common language spoken by clients and stakeholders, and one of the
following: ¥ 5472 b ELUVRT—IHRILFT—HBEDOEEICOVLWTEENHY. UTDS5H
1DZ&@ELTWS,

i. 2years’ fishery work experience in the country or in a relevant fishery in the last 15 years.
CO 15 FRITHZEDORRE-IEEERICE TS 2 FROEBREEADHS. B LI

ii. 2assignments in the country or region in which the fishery under assessment is based in
the last 10 years. 2 10 £/ T, RBIITDREDOARMTHIE T (I T2 EITH
EAERBRENHS. LLIEFE

i.  Primary authorship of at least 1 published paper in a journal or grey literature in the last 5
years on a fishery issue in the country or region in which the fishery under assessment is
based. FREEHDEEDAYM T H HEE (T DEEMBIZ DT, #EFLLF
REXBKICHENT, ELREELLTIOS EMICOHELLEDL 1TBOR/IEHM L TL
é o

Competencies RE

Ability to: ATDEENEET S

ii. Communicate effectively with stakeholders in the country in a common language. % [E
DAT—IRILEF—EHBOEETHRMICOII2=r—2a v EHS,

i. Explain the geographical, cultural, and ecological context of the fishery under assessment.
BEETORELEMIN TV LHER, EMKEB I UVZOERRIZDOVNTEHRAT 5,

Verification mechanisms #REEH &

e CV. BEZE
e Employer’s reference letter. ERENDHEER
e Journal extracts. #EEAEEMD

e Witness or office audits by an MSC-appointed accreditation body. MSC MFEE#EIIZL 5 (E
*&B,‘de:) EEHIL.\:E) L < [i?ﬁ*&@%%ﬁf‘ﬁ?ﬁﬁo)ﬁmn

e CAB witness audits. EE#ENDI LWL DPEE
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6. Understanding of the CoC Standard and CoC Certification Requirements CoC BREEfR1&H
& U CoC BRI ERBIEADER

Qualifications &#&

a. Pass the MSC's Traceability training module every 5 years. MSC ® k L—HE ) 7 4 IZEAT 5
PHEED1—ILZESEBICREL. 18T 5.

b. Pass new versions of the training when new traceability requirements are published prior to
undertaking assessments against the new requirements. kL—HE 1 5 ¢ [CEAT 2 FHRNE
REFENEITINEIGEE, FIRERBECA--BEZERET H01IC. FHRERFBIEICET
SMMEEZREL. ARLTWD &,

c. Review any updates to the traceability requirements at least annually. k L—HE 1) 7 1 2
TEHEERBEHOBEIZVLGLLFEICTIRRELTWS Z &,

Competencies RE

i.  Ability to explain the elements of traceability that are relevant to fishery assessments. i
RBBICEHRI D FL—HEYTADERICOVWTHATIENEETT S,

Verification mechanisms #REEH &

e Examination pass. RERIZEHK
e CAB records. EE#EDCER
e CAB witness audits. EE#ENDI LWL IEE

7. Use of the Risk-Based Framework (RBF) (when applicable) RBF Offf GERT 584)

Qualifications &E#&

d. Pass the MSC'’s RBF training course every 5 years. 5 £4&I(Z MSC 4 RBF #HE &2 L.
BT 5,

e. Pass new versions of the training when new RBF requirements are published prior to
undertaking assessments against the new requirements.

RBF B3 2 FHMMDERBEARETINIGEE. FRERBEICA > -BEEERET HHIIC.
FREREHEICEAT SHEEREL. G LTWVWS I L,

f. Review any updates to the RBF requirements at least annually.
a. RBFICEHY AEKRFEDYFTZLGC EXFICTERRBELTNSI L,

Competencies RE

Demonstrate an understanding of: YA TFICDWTDEREEHT S

i.  When the RBF can be used. RBF ZW\D#EAT S EMNTESH

ii. How to implement RBF components. RBF MR ERDEM A X

ii. How to engage stakeholders effectively when the RBF is used. RBF Z# A3 515812 E
DEIILTRT—IRILI—ENRMICEIZTANDZENTESD

iv. How Performance Indicators are scored when the RBF is used. RBF %@ 5D %4E
iR E DR R A E

i. The reporting of the RBF process and outcomes. RBF ® 7Ot R E & VR DIMEH %
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Verification mechanisms #&REEH &

e Examination pass. RERIZEHK
e CAB witness audits. BEEH#ENDI RV LHEE

End of Annex PC
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Annex PD (Heading not used at this time)
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Annex PE: Scope extensions — normative M3 PE: #EFE
B D Hh K—R & E

PE1  Scope extensions —normative & A& DL K—RE X =
PE1.1 Scope & R#H

PE1.1.1 The requirements of this annex shall apply to all scope extensions for the purpose of
extending an existing fishery certificate. AMtEXEDERFIFILIRITOREDILOE A
EZEILKT HBICEA LG TNIEE S0,

PE1.2 Assessment process BE&EFIE

PE1.2.1 The CAB shall upload an announcement and Announcement Comment Draft Report to the
MSC database for publication on the MSC website, announcing its intent to undertake a
scope extension. ZEEWME (L. BAHKELKOBEZRLR LE-BEAVDHERLEEEAY D
AU LRAREEREMC O TYA FMIBETEDELIMC T—ER—XIZF7yTA—F
LAETFNIEE 50,

PE1.2.2 The CAB shall follow FCP 7.12.2 and 7.12.3. Z&#(X FCP7.12.2 RU 7. 12. 3 IZ#£ Uz
(ThIEE S0,

PE1.2.2.1 The CAB shall include the additional information in the announcement: E &R
EHRRIZEL. UTOBERESORITNIEGE S

a. A gap analysis, described in FCP 7.27.4, and justifications for the outcomes.
FCPT.27. 4 ICRBE SN TS X v v THMEROEN, @

b. The assessment components held in common between the two fisheries. —
DOBEEIZHBT HEEEAE,

c. The assessment components that will be assessed in the scope extension.
BERSEEDILK TS h 5FEIEH,

d. Justification confirming whether there are any potential implications for other
Performance Indicators (Pls). ZD#DFHEIEIE (PI) ~DEBEMFZEDFE
DR,

PE1.2.3 The CAB shall follow FCP 7.15 except for 7.15.1.1. ZE&#EE (X FCP7. 15 [CE L (T (E
B, BL, 7.15. 1.1 (&<,

PE1.2.4 The scope extension shall be undertaken including at least the following steps. & FA & B @
MREERT HRICIEDLELEIUTOFIEEHRFE R TNEGE S,

PE1.2.4.1 The CAB shall announce at least 1 assessor who meets the criteria in Table PC2.
EEHEILX, RPC2DEENERELZH-IBEEZRE1LLRLEBETNEGE SR
LY,

a. The assessor shall also meet the criteria in Table PC3 rows 1-4 appropriate to
the assessment components to be assessed. HZBEES(IMIZH. RPCID
1~4BCRESNDRENEEDS L, FichFEREBICANL-E#E£ %
Wz LTWRIFRIE AR B ALY,

PE1.2.4.2 The CAB shall conduct the scope extension either during an on-site assessment
or during a regular on-site surveillance audit. ZFE#E (X, FHMBEEL L < IXEH
MLERMERICAEHLE T, BREEOIEXZER LA TNIEE S0,
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a. The CAB shall inform stakeholders and the MSC, specifically identifying that
the scope of the assessment or regular surveillance audit will include a scope
extension of the certificate to include another fishery. ZBE#EX. BEEL L
CIFBEOEEDKRIC, BITORMEREICMDARZMA 5-HDERER
MRKEEDDIEEETICEERT—IVRILEI—BELUNSC ITER LA TR
(FAY AN AN
i. The CAB shall identify in the notification which assessment components

will be assessed in the scope extension. ZDKE. BEHERE (X & DA
BAERESEEILADORRICESDONEHE LETNIEE S,

PE1.2.4.3 The CAB shall evaluate the assessment components using all requirements in

MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA2 following the process as described in FCP
7.9,7.17 and 7.18. EEHE (T, MROFHHEIER IZDUVT. MSCAFRFZERIEHE
XESA2 DI RTOERBE~DHEESZ FCP1.9, 717 LU 7. 18D TAEXIC
> TEHE L T NIERE S 420,

a. If the stock under assessment overlaps with another fishery or fisheries, the
harmonisation steps in Annex PB shall be followed. BEXMRDERMN—DLL
tDBRELEET Z5E. MEXEPBOBEDN—TFAE—3 VDOFIE
ERFEGZTNIEE S,

b. If there are any changes in the other assessment components, the relevant Pl
shall be re-scored. ZDMDEFFEIEEB ICELA DX, BIED Pl 2 THE
RLESGFAEGE S,

PE1.2.4.4 The CAB shall complete the scope extension in compliance with timelines as set

outin FCP 7.13.1, and 7.22.1. &1L, FCP7.13.1 RU 1.22. 1 ITEH BT
AT 21— )UIZ > THERASEEDIEREE T SEHITAIER S A,

PE1.3 Reporting #ie

PE1.3.1 The CAB shall produce the following reports using the appropriate templates and follow
procedures outlined in FCP Sections 7.10, 7.14, and 7.19-7.24: BEE#E (X E LT T
L—brZRAWL, UTOREEZ. FCPOEI 32710, T 14ARUT.19~T7.24 25> T
ER LR nIE G 54,

a. Announcement Comment Draft Report. BEAY A Y FAREEE

b. Client and Peer Review Draft Report. ¥ 54 7> FELUVET7 LEa7—RHREERE
c. Public Comment Draft Report. /871w & a2 FRAMEEE

d. Final Draft Report. Ex#REEE

e. Public Certification Report. ABIARIIHREE

PE1.3.2 When the scope extension is taking place during a regular surveillance audit for the
certified fishery, the CAB shall produce a separate report for the scope extension,
according to FCP Sections 7.19-7.24. TG EE(CHE CERASKEOILRMNTHN T
WBIEE., BEBBEILZFCP I 3> 7.19~7. 24 (26, EHSEEILKEOREE % 5
BAERL LR T E R 540,

PE1.3.3 Where appropriate, the CAB shall populate sections of the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ from
the previous Public Certification Report. E&E#ME (L, WITOARRIHREEZZE(C TNSC
AEBEHREAT O IL—F OV a3V EBEERALZTAEGESEL,

PE1.3.4 The minimum number of peer reviewers for scope extensions shall be 1. & FA &5 E L KD
BROE7 LEa7—RFJE1BVEFNEESEL,
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PE1.4
PE1.4.1

PE1.4.2

PE1.4.3

PE1.4.4
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All other requirements for peer review in FCP Sections 7.14, 7.19.3-7.19.5 and 7.20.10
shall apply. FCP 4> 3>7.14, 7.19.3~7.19.5 RV 7. 20. 10 ISESNATWBHET L
Ea—ICET 5 ZOMDERFERFIANTEASELTNEE S,

Certification decision and certificate issue SBEIDRFE & BT

The CAB shall make a determination regarding the scope extension assessment outcome
and inform stakeholders of the Final Draft Report. &M (X, FHAGHEILKDBEHKR
BT HREZTL. ATV HRILF—ICRRBEEENVAEIN-EEZERLETNE
TEBELY,

The CAB shall follow the MSC Disputes Process. ZBZ&E#R L MSC SHFER T O R IZHE
CRIFNIEE SN,

If it is determined that the scores from the assessed Pls in combination with the scores
obtained for the commonly held components with the existing certificate meet the
requirements for certification, the CAB shall: FHfic#7= Pl DFH. B & U\iﬁﬁd)wn
CEETHIMERICH T AERENTEERFEZ®E-LT L\é LHE LI5S, BE
BEEIROZ EETOATAEGE LI,

a. Include the new Unit of Assessment within the scope of the existing valid fishery
certificate. IRITOBEMBEEZIOERLEICH L VEEEELZEZMA 5,

b. Follow the requirements on certification decision and certification issue in FCP Section
7.25. REAERES L VRADETICEHATEFCP I3 7.25 DERFIEZIEFT
o

If the determination is that the fishery has not met the requirements for certification, the
CAB shall report this in the Final Draft Report and Public Certification Report and shall
make no changes to the existing certificate’s scope, Which shall remain valid. Xf&RiaEH
REEERFEZE L TLEVEVSISRENTEIN5HE., BEHBEIRERBEERR &
U/\F?ﬁﬁquu nIE*& (-%a) =] é#&i L/~ IE wﬁﬂﬂ%lﬁ%nuuﬁiwﬁmgﬁ.( Ii%ﬁé‘?]ﬂ
AT GBI,

End of Annex PE
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Annex PF: Risk-Based Framework — normative f{[ @3 PF: 1)
RIICEDN-EEREH (I ONWTHREXLE

PF1 Introduction to the Risk-Based Framework (RBF) J X Z[Z&E Ty
-EEHHA (RBF) DO\ T ®

PF1.1 Applying the RBF in scoring different Pls % 5E® Pl ORF\~D
RBF o> FH
PF1.1.1  There are 4 methodologies within the RBF: RBF IZ[X 4 DD AEHNH S, ®
a. Consequence Analysis (CA). #2441 (CA)
b. Productivity Susceptibility Analysis (PSA). ERDEFEM & BEZHED D (PSA)
c. Consequence Spatial Analysis (CSA). #&8 - ZZR4 47 (CSA)
d. Scale Intensity Consequence Analysis (SICA). 3% - 38 - #£ RS54 (SICA)

PF1.1.2  The team shall verify that they can trigger the RBF for a particular scoring element within a
PI, using Table 3, and shall identify any implications for other PIs using Figure PF1 and
Table PF1 prior to proceeding. F—LAIE Pl O DEENBHRERICDWWTRBF 28AT
EFHENESHERIIL. FAT LMD PI ~OEEEHPFI S LK URPF £E>TH
RLATNEGE S0, @

Figure PF1: How to apply the RBF in scoring B PF1. RBF ZiR&ICERAY %A%

element
l

[ Data-deficient scoring }

v v v v

For Pls 2.1.1,
ForPl1.1.1 221and 231 ForP12.4.1 For P12.5.1
Undertake CA Undertake PSA Undertake CSA Undertake SICA

v

Undertake PSA

¢ v v v

Use scoring Table

. Use scoring Table Use scoring Table
PF7 and scoring . . - .
Table PES to PF8 1o dseéf(e)rrr;me final PFl? toldetermlne Assign SICA score
determine final score Inal score
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Table PF1: RBF methodologies Pls and implications for non-RBF Pls 5 PF1: RBF 5@ a7 Pl

BEUZ0fhd Pl ~DE

Pl RARFHEE4R RBF

1.1.1 Stock status EiEIREE Yes &

1.1.2 Stock rebuilding &R D [E1E No A~d]
1.2.1 Harvest strategy ;A% No 7]
1.2.2 Harvest control rules and No A~/
tools ;AR HIIL—IL & FE

1.2.3 Information/monitoring 7—% | No A~ #]

EEZBYDYT

1.2.4 Assessment of stock status & | No A&~d]
TEAKBE D ST

2.1.1 Primary species outcome ¥ | Yes #

1REOFER

2.1.2 Primary species management | No A~#]
strategy 5 1 FEDEEAH K

2.1.3 Primary species information No A~H]
E1ROT—2/E=4)VY

2.2.1 Secondary species Yes A]
outcome 2 FHODFER

2.2.2 Secondary species No A~H]

management strategy 5 2 2D &

AR

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2
Date of publication: 25 March 2020

Notes ;&2

CA and PSA shall both be undertaken if
scoring using the RBF. RBF Zff-> TR
F BB SIZ1% CA & PSA D5 =ik

If the RBF is used to score Pl 1.1.1, this PI
is not scored. PI 1.1.1[ZRBF Z{& 515
&, ERELIL,

Score as normal. BEBE YIRS

Score as normal. BEREYIES
Score as normal. BEE YRR

If RBF is used to score Pl 1.1.1, a default
score of 80 shall be awarded to this PI. PI
1.1.1ICRBF ##FE515&. A& Pl ICITEE
F/E®D 80 FHT5

PSA alone shall be undertaken if using
the RBF. RBF Z{EM 3 $FRIZIX PSA D#H &
£

Score as normal. BEEY &R

If the RBF is used to score Pl 2.1.1, use the

RBF alternative within scoring issue (a).

PI2.1.1. [Zx L RBF ZE 5 15H&. JFRIEE
(a) MRBF RBEAEZEET

PSA alone shall be undertaken if using
the RBF. RBF Z{EM 9 $FRIZIXPSA D# &
£

Score as normal. FBE@EYIES
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Pl &5l a4E

2.2.3 Secondary species
information 2D T—4% /E=
Yy

2.3.1 ETP Species outcome ETP
EORR

2.3.2 ETP Species management
strategy ETP D EEA K

2.3.3 ETP Species information ETP
BOT—2 /=205

2.4.1 Habitats outcome £ 21D
fhR

2.4.2 Habitats management
strategy &£ BB D EE S K

2.4.3 Habitats information 4 B ®
T—R/EZRYVY

2.5.1 Ecosystem outcome £ R
DfER

2.5.2 Ecosystem management
strategy £RERDEEH K

2.5.3 Ecosystem information 488 %
DT—R/E=ZH)VY

Principle 3 PlIs [R | 3PI

RBF

No A~d]

Yes A]

No A~d]

No A~ 7]

Yes A]

No A~d]

No A~ H]

Yes A]

No A~d]

No A~ /]

No A~d]

Notes ;¥&d

If the RBF is used to score Pl 2.2.1, use the

RBF alternative within scoring issue (a).

PI2.2.1. [Zx L RBF Z2E 5 15H&. FRIEE
(a) MRBF REAEEES

PSA alone shall be undertaken if using
the RBF. RBF Z{ER 9 SERIZIX PSA D# %
£

Score as normal. BEBEYIES

If the RBF is used to score Pl 2.3.1, use the

RBF alternative within scoring issue (a).

PI2.3.1IZ% L RBF ZfE5154&. ¥ RIEH
(a) MO RBF RBEAEZESE

CSA alone shall be undertaken if using
the RBF. RBF Z{ER 9 HERIZIX CSA D# %
£

Score as normal. BEBEYES

If the RBF is used to score Pl 2.4.1, use the
RBF alternative within scoring issues (a)
and (b). P12.4.1IZxt L RBF {554
JRIEE () &V (b) DRBF KEHEZE
£

SICA alone shall be undertaken if using
the RBF. RBF Z M9 $FRIZI& SICA DH
E R

Score as normal. BEBEYES

Score as normal. BEEY R

The RBF shall not be used to score any Pls
within Principle 3. [REI 3 @ PI M#FE A<
RBF #{#MA L TIEA 5Ly

PF2 Stakeholder involvement in RBF RBF [Z2BIFTBA R TF—4H FRILE —D

EE5

PF2.1
PF2.1.1

Announcing the RBF RBF d &%
If the team determines that the RBF is to be used, the team shall: F—/AARBF Z&H 3

RELEHEFLIZEES, UTOFRESEBELRTNELSEL,

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2
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Describe and justify the use of the RBF using the form ‘Use of the RBF in a Fishery
Assessment Form’. TEZEEIZE (TS RBF OFERT7+—L4] AL, RBF 2#HAT
HtERmBL. TOEHMETRY,

Upload the form to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. MSC ™7 = 7'
YA MIBET H-01C TRAEXEBICETHSRBFOFERATIA—L] ZNMSCT—42~R—
A7y TA—FT %,

Inform stakeholders of the proposal to use the RBF. &SN f=RXATF—9RILHF—IZ

RBF DFERZIREL-C & ZERT D,

Allow at least 30 days for comment. 3 * > b2{FHi D4 < &1 30 BREIERIT 5,

Consider all stakeholder input, recording why each comment has been accepted or
rejected. AT—IRILE—MNoDA Ty FELTHRIEL, ThEFhIZH LEE S
FARDERZHERT 5o

Review the decision to use the RBF (in light of those comments). 3 A > FZBEZ .
RBF ZEA9 2REEZRETY.

Inform the MSC if a decision is made not to use the RBF for any PI for which it was
previously announced. RBF Zi#HAd % £ FHERXL TPl ODWLWFhAIZRBF ZFEAL
BWZ &2 >=1HF . MSCITERKT B,

Repeat steps PF2.1.1.a-g if the team determines that the RBF is to be used for Pls
not previously announced. IREEN T % RBF OEAICEEHLH > 1-15E (RBF &
RATHERRLTLHLUSNDPIICREBF ZBAT H2VBEAH D EHIMLI-5E) . £&E
PF2.1.1.a ~PF2.1.1.g DR T v T&# YR,

Information gathering {§#RIVE @

Prior to the site visit, the team shall gather information needed for scoring including: IR
REOHNZ, F—LRFLUTZEL. BFRIDEGERZRELGTNIEE S,

a. Management arrangements in place together with any specific strategies, such as

d.

bycatch mitigation or recovery strategies. L 5N TWSEEDFIET. RWEED
HIECERDEIEE VN> -HEDAK., ®

Descriptions of any monitoring strategies in place, including at-sea observer
programmes (coverage, duration, objectives). L 5N TWSE=42 1) VI ARDE
., BEERIOT L (EE. $iH. BE) 28T,

Maps of: U TIZBET %K :

i. The distribution of fishing effort within the jurisdictional boundaries of the fishery.
BREOEERNICHHEETIDS i,

ii. The distribution of all fishing effort on the target stock outside the fishery being
certified. MREICET 5. BEMRBRZRV I RTOBREFTHOL M

iii. Species, habitat and community distributions (including depth ranges). &, &
BEHEUBHEOS T (KEREZED)

When using the CA, information needed to: CA #EEd 515&I1Z1E. UTEEHET S

FODEHRNDBETH D,

i.  Assist in identifying the most vulnerable subcomponent for a species. BEN&K 1
FEEZTOTVTHIER ZHE,

ii. Score the consequence of fishing activity on the species. BEADEEZTH DL
E%4ER
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e. When using the PSA, information needed for scoring: PSA 2R Y 2BDFEAICHE
AYIE

i. The productivity attributes of each species. FREDEEREHE
i. The susceptibility attributes of the species. BIENDKRERME

f.  When using the CSA, information needed to: CSA X3 2 FITHELIER @
i. Define habitat(s) £ REHOEE

ii. Score the consequence attributes of the Unit of Assessment’s (UoA) habitat(s) 2
EHA (UA) DEREBADHERERMEZER

iii. Score the spatial attributes of the UoA’s habitat(s). UoA D4 BB D ZEREE M % 1
=1

s

g. When using the SICA, information needed for scoring: SICA ZXEiE3 HEEDE A 1Zh
BIEH,

i. The spatial scale of the fishery on the ecosystem AR R (23T BB XD ERFEE

DHEE
i. The temporal scale of the fishery on the ecosystem. £ HERIZx T 5 :EE DM
DT

ii. The intensity of the fishery on the ecosystem £ 8 RIZxt T B ENDEE

iv. The consequence of the activity on the ecosystem. £ HERIZX I 2 EEFTHDLE
ES

The information shall be used to inform the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) and should be
made available to attendees where possible. Information can also be collected during the
site visit, and post-site visit as necessary. 1&#RI& RBF R 77— 7RIV & — BB DRI E A
L. BT H5RT—IRILE—ICAIRELAR VIRE LA TR o0y, FRIFFHERD
BRIZCHUNE T D EMNAIRET. THLURBRLRLEICIECTIRET S ENTE D,

The team shall use all the data available as part of the assessment and reflect the
analysis of this information when scoring the fishery. F—AIXAF AL T —2 ZBED
—IRELTHRLD, BEZRATHIRICHZBBROSMEZR LG TNIEGE S0,

Stakeholder consultation R F+—4 RILA —13 5%

The team shall carry out a stakeholder consultation process to gather data and to seek
expert opinions, see FCP Section 7.12. F—AIET—42%IN&EL. EFRDEREKRDH S
=012, AT—=0FRILF—BEEZTLETNEGSLEL FCPEI a3 T712%5

) .

The CAB shall inform stakeholders of the use of the RBF in the fishery assessment by
including in communication, as a minimum, text equivalent to the following: FZ& S iR
XEBICBVTRBFAMEREINS L ERT—I RIS —ICEMLEGETAEELT. Z0D
BHRIXICIERER. UTERBROABTHNEFENLZTAEESHEL, @

a. “Akey purpose of the site visit is to collect information and speak to stakeholders with
an interest in the fishery. For those parts of the assessment involving the MSC'’s Risk-
Based Framework (RBF, see msc.org), we will be using a stakeholder-driven,
qualitative and semi-quantitative analysis during the site visit. To achieve a robust
outcome from this consultative approach, we rely heavily on participation of a broad
range of stakeholders with a balance of knowledge of the fishery. We encourage any
stakeholders with experience or knowledge of the fishery to participate in these
meetings.” WMMBERDFLEMNILFEREZNEL. BEICHADDOH IR T—UHRILT—
LFEETDHILETHD, NSCOYRYIZETERRMA.  (RBF. msc.org £8H8)
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#EALEEEICELTIE, SBPICRAT—I9RILE—FAROEES TS L VEEE
DHMEASIFETCHD, RFE7 TO—FICE->TEEEDE . FHLEREES
BICIE. BREICATLIENLGBREAT DLEHICHIZERT—IRILET—DSmMH
BEETHD, REICEHTIBBOMBOH IR T—IVHRILFI—ICIFEO L IHEICS
MLTUL=EERL,

PF2.3.3  The team shall plan the stakeholder consultation strategy to ensure effective participation
from a range of stakeholders. IRIAWR T—Y RILFT—D o DZRMGESMEHEEICT S
OIS, BEF—LBRAT—IRLI—BEBEERREZI TR HAEGLEL, @

PF2.3.3.1

PF2.3.3.2

PF2.3.3.3

PF2.3.3.4

PF2.3.3.5

PF2.3.3.6

PF2.3.3.7

PF2.3.3.8

A range of stakeholder groups shall be consulted. 2 7 —% /RILF —13HIZIE S #%
BIN—TE2EDHRITNIEESEL,

Stakeholders shall be identified early in the assessment process. A T—4 /RKJL S
—FBEETOEROMPDOERTHRE LE LIRS,

Meetings shall be organised to allow for the highest participation of stakeholders.
BEERT—IRILIT—DRABROSMERT LS LGHTHESING TNIELES
Ty, @

Meetings shall be structured to encourage engagement amongst stakeholders.17
BEIRAT—IVRILE—DEEZRT LSRR THRYITOALGTREGESHEL, @

Where different language groups, educational/vocabulary levels or cultural
behaviours are present, the team shall consider separate consultations tailored to
those specific interest groups. &, BHE L NI, EBEL AL, XEBHTEAE
NENERLGDHZTL—THEMLTVEEE, BEF—LREIIL—TIZEhE.
AMRDBBETOI CEERFAITRETHD, @

Stakeholder consultation shall be conducted in a language that can be understood

by all stakeholders. R T—2 RV F—HEET A TDRT—I RILE—HEET

ZFELEETITONGHNEGZELEL, @

a. Any materials required for the stakeholder consultation shall be prepared in
language understood by all participants. X F—4 RILE —1HEICHBELREH
FETOSMEICERTEHEETERSIABTNEE SN,

Background information shall be made available on the fishery ahead of the
meeting so that the stakeholder consultation process is focused on providing
information required for the RBF scoring process, while allowing participants to
express their expert opinions. X 77— RILF —15#EH, RBF ER 7O RIZHE
BIFEMODINELSMELN LDEFMERDORRDIGE LTHET HL 5. BFIC
B 5EARAWGERERAT I RILE—ICHFRIITRESABTNRELZ G, @

Participatory tools shall be used, where appropriate, to increase the effectiveness
of the consultation. R T—J RIL T —REBONREEHDH=HIC. SmMY—IL %
BHERLGTNEGZSED, @

PF2.3.4  The information gathered during stakeholder consultation(s) shall be used to inform the
scoring of the CA, PSA, CSA and SICA. R T—9 HRILA—1REICELTED S f-IER
(& CA, PSA, CSA B KLU SICA #Hm T HBRITEER LA ITNIEE S0,

PF2.3.5 The team shall be responsible for scoring Pls. Pl 2R T 5 EFEIEF—LIZER bNE(T
nIFLE 50,

PF3 Conducting a Consequence Analysis (CA) #&R5#r (CA) D=
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PF3.1 Preparation #{§

PF3.1.1  The team shall conduct a CA for each data-deficient scoring element identified under PI
1.1.1 (target species). F—LIZPI 1.1.1 (FRE) OEEDS>E. T—FFEBELE LTHE
ENFEITRTO/REBRICHL, TAEN A ZITHBTAEE AL,

PF3.1.2 A CA shall only be conducted where some qualitative or quantitative data exist from which
trends in 1 or more of the 4 key consequence subcomponents listed in Table PF2 can be
identified. 5% PF2 D#ERIKRICET 54 DOTHEEDS DL LE EH—DICET S
EREHETCEHMROADEMRN. L LLFEENT —ENLITNIECAZITIZERT
Ry A

PF3.1.2.1  Where there is no indicator data as defined in PF3.1.2, the fishery cannot be
assessed against the MSC Fisheries Standard. PF3.1.2 THESN TS EET
—ANEWNGSE ., MSCARTRBISH L THEEEZBEEIT S LEFTELGL, @

PF3.1.3  The team shall use the CA scoring template in Table PF2, reproduced in the ‘MSC
Reporting Template’ to present the scores and justifications of the CA. F—/A(& TMSC &
BEREATVTIL— M IZEFENTLERPR2OCARRTYTL— M CCADR/RRE L
VR Z RS LR TNIXE 5L,

PF3.2 Stakeholder involvement within CA CAIZEFBRTF—H HRILE —
DEE =

PF3.2.1  The team shall use input from stakeholders to: F— AR T—IRILF—HEDA Ty
FERODBHDE=HIZFALGTRIEGE S,

a. Provide information suitable for the semi-quantitative evaluation of the risks that the
fishing activity poses to the species included in the risk assessment. ') X % 5 % 1T

SEEICHL., BEITPBARETIVRIOFEEMFMETIODFRERF D,

b. Assist in identifying the most vulnerable subcomponent for a species. &Rt &% 2T

PFUVWTEIEEDOHE,
c. Assistin scoring the consequence of fishing for a species. BIEICX T DBEDERE
Ro
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Table PF2: CA scoring template & PF2 : CARRT>FL—+

A

Principle 1: Scoring element Consequence subcomponents fERMDTHL | Consequence score #ERE R
Stock status outcome E¥ IBH

Al 1
BIRIRAE

Population size EAZOKE S

Reproductive capacity B4 E e H

Agelsize/sex structure E#5 . A4 1 X5
BiE

Geographic range #3255

Justification for most vulnerable
subcomponent

RULFEEZITOTVVTHIER DR

Justification for consequence score
RRSRDIEN
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PF3.3 Determine the CA score CA BHDRE

PF3.3.1  Scoring shall be undertaken only for the subcomponent (population size, reproductive
capacity, age/size/sex structure or geographic range) on which the team decides that the
fishing activity is having the most impact. & EFBIC L SEEETRILZFT TS ELTTF
—LMFIET L= TRIEE (BARBOXES. BEEREND. Fin Ao 4 X HHEE, i
BHMm) IS L TOARRETOLETNELRSEL,

PF3.3.2  Using Table PF3, the team shall draw on indicator and trend data and use this data in
working with stakeholders at the CA consultation meeting(s) to assign a score for the
consequence of the fishing activity on the subcomponent on which the fishery is having
the most impact. F—Al&, RPF3 #AVWTIEET -2 8LMMERT—2 2 EITXT—7
RILF—& CAIZEAT 5155 é‘—ﬁL\ BETHICLIREETRLZT TS THIEEOR

REREFTGEINEGESEN, !

PF3.3.3 The team shall interpret the terms “insignificant change”, “possible detectable change” and

“detectable change” as follows: BEF— Ll M4 =5%Et] . THRMATRELZEIL] .

MRHTESEL] ZROESICHRLAGTNIEE S0,

a. ‘“Insignificant change” shall mean that changes in the subcomponents are
undetectable or if detectable, these are of such a low magnitude that the impact of the
fishing activity cannot be differentiated from the natural variability for this population.

MR -5ZElL] ELWSDI%. BHRERBEADEETBOZEICLSITHEENEL
[F. BETERWLA, TERLELTLEAICEIYSZEHERBITEHRL 5ULVH
MELDTHAIEVWSIEKRTH S,

b. “Possible detectable change” shall mean that changes are detected and can be
reasonably attributable to the fishing activity, but these are of such a low magnitude
that the impact of the fishery is considered to be minimal on the population size and
dynamics. HBREIRIEEREIL] L WWS DI, BRERBELEENHY .. BRETEIZKD
LOTHAZENEEMITEZONDN, DIMWLGRETHL-H. BRBEOXE
S BIUHEANDEZEEIR/NMREICEFEF >TSS, EVWSIEKRTH S,

c. “Detectable change” shall mean that changes to the subcomponent can be attributed
to the fishing activity and changes are of such magnitude that cannot be considered
asminimal. TRETELHZEL] LWS0E, BEFHCLDIILDEEIAONDS TR
HEADOELELAHY . RNBREICEEF->-TVWSLEFEALGVEERELELRLLTY
. ELWSEKRTH S,

PF3.3.4  Where there is no agreement between stakeholders, the team shall use the consequence
category with the lowest score (60, 80 or 100). R T—2 7RI A —HDEENENEEIC

X, F—LIXBERKRSEE (60, 80 L<IX100) D55, REBLWERZMFTFHRTFAIK

BB,

PF3.3.5 The team shall fail the fishery if the consequence of the activity is determined to be at

higher risk than 60 level in Table PF3 . (ZFfilX Table PF3 x> CWE L7 X A4 7

IATL &I ). F—LlE, REEFHCEDIVRIN KRPEEOLAILE0 LY DEN

EHILIZBE., BEZREELAGTNAEGE S,

PF3.3.6 The team shall take the final CA score into Section PF5. F— Ll CA DE&REBHRZ LI >
3PS ICEALEFRIEE S AL,

Table PF3: CA scoring of subcomponents & PF3: THIIBE® CAER

Consequence category ERRKRD 7

Subcomponent | Fail %&#&
THIER
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BEAXRBEOKRES

Reproductive
capacity

BAERD

Age/size/sex
structure &5
K1 X R
BiE

Geographic
range ¥R 5
il
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_ Consequence category $ERRRDH

Consequence | Full exploitation rate

is higher-risk
than 60 level.
BwROVZRY
(X 60 LARJL

FYBFL

but long-term
recruitment dynamics
not adversely
damaged. REREL
RAEICELTEWLS
. REMASEA
DFA—TIEELN,

Detectable change in
reproductive capacity.
Impact on population
dynamics at
maximum sustainable
level, long-term
recruitment dynamics
not adversely
affected. BEFEREN
~DBRETEDE

b, EAXRBESHE~D
FETFRAIRER L
NLDBRETHDH
Dh. REFDIMA
BEADTA—DIF
;N

Detectable change in
age/size/sex
structure. Impact on
population dynamics
at maximum
sustainable level,
long-term recruitment
dynamics not
adversely affected.
Eh A4 XM
ABE~DBEHTE
%1k, EREE
~NDEEITEHATEE
HLRILORETH
2300, REAMA
EBEADEA—DF
N,

Detectable change in
geographic range up
to 10% of original
distribution due to
fishing activities. i

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2
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Possible detectable
change in size/growth
rate (r) but minimal
impact on population
size and none on
dynamics. {E{&ED
Y4 XPHEEE (r)
~DBEMARETE L
FH5ELD0D. EAX
HBOKRETSADEE
F&w/. BEADFE
EIEE,

Possible detectable
change in
reproductive capacity

but minimal impact on

population dynamics.
BEERANDEA

AIREREIEEH D L

DO, EERFEFEEA

DEEIT R/,

Possible detectable
change in

age/size/sex structure
but minimal impact on

population dynamics.
FEi A4 X%
AIEIE A~ DIEEI A RE
BEIEEHZELD

D, EXRBEIHE~D

-7 {FS =\

Possible detectable
change in geographic
range but minimal
impact on population
distribution and none

Insignificant change
to population
size/growth rate (r).
Change is unlikely to
be detectable against
natural variability for
this population. {E{&
BOYA4 XPHRESE
(r) ~OWR=25%
£, HEKFEOBA
BEHBERANTES
ATHEME (TN,

Insignificant change
in reproductive
capacity. Unlikely to
be detectable against
natural variability for
this population. B4
ERANDMAT=5
ik, HEKEDE
RIGEEFERFITE
DA REMEITELY,

Insignificant change
in age/size/sex
structure. Unlikely to
be detectable against
natural variability for
this population. FE#
AR Y A X HERIE
ENDHMRT-5E
£, BEARFEOBER
BEBERFNTES
ATREMEIT LY,

Insignificant change
in geographic range.
Unlikely to be
detectable against
natural variability for
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Consequence category $ERRRDH

EEHIZ KSR ondynamics. #hIEE | this population. thIE

DANDRETED DWAOBRHARELR | 2T~ OMAT=%

TiehHd. TDE  ZEEFHHL0D. ik, HEKEDOE

EETDRHD 10%F EARBIHIE~DEZE RLEHERFTE

To TR/, BEEADE  HAETEEMEILEL,
ZIIEE,

PF4 Conducting a Productivity Susceptibility Analysis (PSA) ZiR®D
AN ERZMES T (PSA) DREFE

PF4.1 Preparation ¥k

PF4.1.1 The team shall use the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to calculate PSA scores. F—A(& TMSC
RBF D—45 > — k] ZANT., PABRZHELLZFNIELE S ALY,

PF4.1.2  The scores and justifications for each PSA attribute shall be documented in the PSA
justification tables in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. TMSC AEBEHRERT > TL—F1 D
PO PSABUORICEEEDOFRE L VBN ZEZ LA TIE G SN,

PF4.1.3 The team shall conduct a PSA for each data-deficient scoring element identified within a
given PI, unless the options in PF4.1.4 or PF4.1.5 are chosen. F—A[X& Pl IZHEITHT
—AFREDBRERICOVTENETNPSA ZTh A TNE LS, EL. PFA 1.4 %L
CIEPFA1LS DA T a v EBIRLIZIGEICIEZORY TIEALY,

PF4.1.4  The team may elect to conduct a PSA on “main” species only when evaluating Pl 2.1.1 or
221 F—LALIFPI 211 £ L<I(F2.2.1 Z5HE S DFBRICDA TEE] 1GFEITDULVTPSA
DEBZERLTH KR,

PF4.1.4.1 If the team decides to consider “main” species only, final Pl score shall be
adjusted downward in accordance with clause PF5.3.2. F—LM & | LE®D
HIZDOWTHKRETT B EICLT=5E. Pl OREEAIXPFS. 3.2 126> TESHIZHD
ABEFNEE ST,

PF4.1.5 When assessing a large number of species under Pl 2.1.1 or 2.2.1, the team may elect to
group species according to similar taxonomies and undertake a reduced number of PSAs.
If the team decides to group species, itshall: PI12.1.1 £ L (£ 22112V TEZ K DEH
g 15 E. F—LIXELOEMHNEZ T LIZH T, PSADERBZRES LTH LU,
TIN—TBIZHETDHILICLEZEE. FLARUTOI LEZ2T0RTAELELEL, @

a. List all species and group them according to similar taxonomy. % 9§ X TZI(F,
DEMEUSEEICH T HETNIEZE S0, !

b. Within each taxonomic group, identify at least the 2 most at-risk species determined
by: PEBDTIL—TITEVWTENENRL IR IDHLHBEELLGCELZOHRE
T5. RLBVWIRVICHIBIIUTOHETHES H, !

i. Selecting the species with the highest risk score when scoring the productivity part
of the PSA for all species, and 3 X TDEIZDWT, PSAD S 5D EEHS TR F AT
F. ZEEWVWIRVICHLEEEDN,

ii. Working with stakeholders to identify qualitatively which species are most at risk
within each group. R T—2RILF—LBBT. FTIL—THOEDEN—FR
WURTIZHENEEERITHET 5.

PF4.1.5.1 If there are several species that appear to have a similar level of risk and the team
and majority of stakeholders cannot agree on which 1 is most at risk for a given
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Pl, the team shall conduct a PSA on all species. RIZ&ED ") XY LRLIZHDHIEN
BHEBHY. HHPLIZOVTRLEVWIRVIZHBEIZONT, F—LEBEH
DRAT—YHRLT—EDRETEENMEONLEIMES, F—LARTRTOEIZDL
T PSA #=HE LiZ 1T (EAE 5420y,

PF4.1.5.2 The process of grouping species and choosing the species most at risk within

each group shall be well documented and the choice justified in the assessment
documentation. DV IIL—TILE LIV T IL—THTRILIVRAIDHIEEEET
270 ADHBEE & VIHRBHRILIFFEXECHERICEZ LA TAEAE LK
LY,

PF4.1.5.3 The representative most at-risk species shall be included in the PSA and will

determine the score for the species group. IxH & W) RV ([2H B KKRMETFEIZD
WTIEPSA ZTh B TNIEE LT, TRICE SO TEHZAEITIL—TOBRMNER
FH5I LT D,

PF4.1.5.4 If the team decides to group species according to similar taxonomies, the final Pl

PF4.2

PF4.2.1

PF4.3

PF4.3.1

PF4.3.2

score shall be adjusted downwards according to clause PF5.3.2. F—AHY, $E{
DEMERNEEBICEZ T IL—TIET S LICROT-IHFE. Pl ORKRERIEPF
5.3. 2 [T > TEDICMA L FAIELE S, @

Stakeholder involvement within the PSAPSA IZ&ITH A T—9 K

LE—1iE

The team shall use input from stakeholders to: F—AlE, AT—IFRILE—h5DA 2T

Y FERODBHOEHICRIA LG TFAIEE S0,

a. Assistin the identification of species that are affected by the UoA. UoA IZ & > TEE
ZRITHEORE,

b. Assistin the scoring of the susceptibility attributes within the PSA. PSA M &&= 4 B4
DIFE R,

PSA Step 1: Score the productivity attributes PSA X 7w 71 :
BOEENMZRAT 5, @

The team shall score the productivity of each data-deficient scoring element. F— AT —

SAREDNTBRERITOVT., TAETNEERERRALBTNEGSEL,

The team shall score each productivity attribute on a three-point risk scale: low (3),
medium (2) or high (1), using the cut-offs in Table PF4. F—/LIZ%&X PFA DR 2#ZE AL
T, SEUHOEBUEADYRIIZIE (3) . F (2) . & (1) OLWThADTREMIT
BIINEESE0, @

PF4.3.2.1 The average maximum size and average size at maturity attributes shall be

scored in vertebrate species only. FEHHFRARY A4 XBE L UVKADTEH Y1 X, &
HSMREICOVTOAMER LA TNIEE S0,

PF4.3.2.2 The density-dependence attribute shall be scored in invertebrate species only.

ERFEIEEESVIC OV TOAMER LG TAEER S,

PF4.3.2.3 The team shall enter the 3-point scores into the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to

calculate the overall productivity score. F—AIXEARDEEMBEEET 51
&HIZ, TMSC RBF 7—9 L — k] 23RSV rHIICE DK BRERBALLBTAE
EBIEL,
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PF4.3.2.4  Where there is limited information available for a productivity attribute, the more
precautionary score shall be awarded. £EMEMHICEAT SFERIBR SN TINS5

B, FYFPHHLBEREFTETNEZSEL,

Table PF4: PSA productivity attributes and scores 5% PF4 : PSA £ EMRTER & §RE

Productivity
attribute &

EMRER

Average age
at maturity i
R F ey

High productivity

(Low risk, score = 1) &
AEME BVRY., BR=
1)

<5 years<b &%

Medium productivity
(medium risk, score = 2)

hAEENE (FURT. BR

5-15 yearsb~15 &%

Low productivity
(high risk, score = 3)
BEEEE (&JRY.
"FR=3)

>15 years15 &%

Average
maximum
age FHRE

Fin

<10 years<10 %

10-25 years10~25 %

>25 years25 %

Fecundity &
JEREN

>20,000 eggs per year &£
FIEEDN%L  >20, 000

100-20,000 eggs per year

<100 eggs per year £
Fél EE BR£<100

Average
maximum
size
(not to be
used when
scoring
invertebrate
species) I
HEXEAER
(BEHE
MDFERIZ
FEALG
L)

<100 cm <100 cm

100-300 cm 100~300 cm

>300cm >300 cm

Average size
at maturity
(not to be
used when
scoring
invertebrate
species) Ak
HEE - DT
HER
HHEBYD
FEmICIEE
AL

<40 cm <40 cm

40-200cm 40~200 cm

>200cm >200 cm

Reproductive
strategy % 5E
B

Broadcast spawner R i
5

Demersal egqg layer 8 K &
i

Live bearer B34
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Productivity
attribute 4

EMRER

Trophic
Level R&EE&
Re&

Density
dependence
EREFHEY
(to be used
when scoring
invertebrate
species only)

(EEHY
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High productivity

(Low risk, score =1) &
AEME BVRY., BR=
1)

<2.75 K2.75

Medium productivity
(medium risk, score = 2)
RAEEYRE (RYRY. BR

2.75-3.25 2.75~3.25

Low productivity
(high risk, score = 3)
BEEME (FURD,
"FR=3)

>3.25 23.25

Compensatory dynamics
at low population size
demonstrated or likely. &
AREMNDGENEFICIE
Compensatory Eh&E (FR:E :
BERENELT HEBEE
BUEN LRI 5) AEEL

No depensatory or
compensatory dynamics
demonstrated or likely.
Depensatory Effe (ER;E :
BERENBLT HEBEE
BUELETT D)
Compensatory e £, 42 =
LW EMNEFESTLY

Depensatory dynamics
at low population sizes
(Allee effects)
demonstrated or likely.
BREA D 7E DD
Depensatory Eige (7 )
—%R) HNEFEESHT
W&, FrIXATREMEA

SNTWD, FIELAIREHE

MDIRRIZ A5,

DHERY
%)

=1

5. FEEAREENE N

PF4.4 PSA Step 2: Score the susceptibility attributes PSA R 57w 72 :

RIZMZHERAT S, ®

The team shall score the susceptibility of each data-deficient scoring element. F—/A(XT
—ARBDI A TOFRREROBRZIUZEALGTNELSAL, 1

The team shall score 4 susceptibility attributes (areal overlap (availability),
encounterability, selectivity and post-capture mortality) on a 3-point risk scale: high (3),
medium (2) or low (1), using the cut-offs in Table PF5. F—AXRZMHED 4 DDEM (it
BHGER (BROWAEEN) ( BRELEET SRS, BRE., RUBEROECTEDY
A7) I220WT, XPFEDRAZAVTENRERS (3) . F (2) (€ (1) OWT
NMODBREF T LETFNIEGE S0,

PF4.4.2.1

PF4.4.1

PF4.4.2

The team shall enter the 3-point scores into the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to
calculate the overall susceptibility score. F—LAld, £FEDEZHEBEEZHET S
f=IZ, 3RA 2V FHIIZEDLCBE%F NSC RBF 7—4- L — k] IZEEALEITA
(FE 7,

Where there is limited information available to score a susceptibility attribute, the
more precautionary score shall be awarded. EZ DB HEICET 2HEHRNAR SN T
WBEE. FYFPHMEBRREMTLETNIEESREL,

When scoring susceptibility, the team shall take into account the impacts of fisheries other
than the UoA according to the following requirements: 24 %#FEm T 5158, F—L4AlE
ROERBIEICAY ., VA LSNDBREDEEILEZBRE LG ITNIEE S,

a. When scoring Pl 1.1.1, all fisheries affecting the given target stock shall be identified
and listed separately. PI 1.1.1 DR Z T HEICIE. BRHMREBICRELZRIILTY
PREEETHERL., BHLLGTNIEELAEL,

b. When scoring P1 2.1.1, all MSC UoAs affecting each main primary species shall be
identified and listed separately. Pl 2. 1.1 QIRA T HEICIE. TAEFNLDETESE 1
BICHEH#RIZLTVWETRTOMSC UoA #FER L. BHE LG ITAIELE DAL,

c. When scoring Pl 2.2.1, if the UoA has main species with catches at 10% or more of
the total catch by weight of the UoA, all MSC UoAs having a catch of the same

PF4.4.2.2

PF4.4.3
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species that is 10% or more of the total catch of the UoAs shall be identified and listed
separately. P1 2.2. 1 DiEAE T SHEIZ. UoA DE 1 FEDEEEN L% UoA DRiaE
ED 1L LZEHEEHRIZIE. RAEDBEENTNTO UA DREEEDEED
10%LL L& 58 % MSC UoA 2 RTHER L. #BE LR FNEEZE S,

d. If the UoA does not have main species with catches at 10% or more of the total catch
by weight of the UoA, the team may elect to conduct the PSA on the UoA only. ¥
EMN UoA DIBEED 10U LZHD LI ETEBALMGEICE, BEF—LIXHE
UoA [Cxf L TD#H PSA ZEfEd 5 - EERBIRLTH KL,

e. When scoring PI 2.3.1, only the UoA shall be taken into account. P1 2.3.1 DR %
FBHEEZIE. UoA IZDWTDOAEE LA ITRIEE S0,

Table PF5: PSA susceptibility attributes and scores % PF5 : PSA & EDRBIERUVE R

Susceptibility
attribute B2 MR

Areal overlap
(availability):

Overlap of the fishing
effort with a species
concentration of the

stock g rY 7% E4E (7]
BETH)

BROEDEE LRE
BHENEHE

Low susceptibility
(Low risk, score =1
EREE (KEURY.
BR1)

<10% overlap <10%
NEE

Medium
susceptibility
(medium risk, score
=) RE (FUR
. 1/R2)
10-30% overlap 10—
0% EE

High susceptibility
(high risk, score = 3)
EREGYRY.

>30% overlap >30%
NER

Encounterability:
The position of the
stock/species within
the water column
relative to the fishing
gear, and the position
of the stock/species
within the habitat
relative to the position
of the gear jE B & E&
ERCEN kS
KFIZHEITHRE L
BiR A TEDMER
. RUERHIZH
(15&R"TELHRE
& DB FR

Low overlap with
fishing gear (low
encounterability).;& &
EDERIEDVIELN,

(&9 HATREME L
&Ly

Medium overlap with
fishing gear./@E & D
BHEEPREE,

High overlap with
fishing gear (high
encounterability).
BELOEHENS
(E&J HaREEN S
A
Default score for
target species
(Principle 1). %t &% (
PI) 2% LIRER R,

Selectivity of gear type:

a | Individuals < size
at maturity are

a | Individuals < size
at maturity are

a | Individuals < size
at maturity are

rarely caught. g 28 regularly caught. frequently caught.
ARERRFBOMEKE AR RREDE AR RREDE
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Potential of the gear to

RE
BOREICHT 588
D EBFEHIREN

retain species ;8 E MDE

Bl BESh
£

RIXEHRHES
ns

RIZHERICHES
nd

b | Individuals < size
at maturity can
escape or avoid

gear. LA AR R
DERKTRENS
e, L <IEE
BTBHIENTE
%

b | Individuals < half
the size at
maturity can
escape or avoid
gear. liAAKERED
FoRmOERT
BEMNSRE,
LLFE®T S
ENTES

b | Individuals < half
the size at maturity
are retained by

gear. A AR DY
AERBDEIKRILE
BETcHEINS,

Post-capture mortality
(PCM):

The chance that, if
captured, a species
would be released and
that it would be in a
condition permitting
subsequent survival &
EixoELE (PCM)

HEINERISHKR
Sh, £FLEITS
_EDTEHAEEN

Evidence of majority
released post-capture
and survival. X &84 A
BERICHRS N,
ATF LT HEERN
HBo

Evidence of some
released post-capture
and survival.Ly < 5 h
NEERICHRE

N, £EHIT SN
"Hbd,

Retained species or
majority dead when
released.

Default score for
retained species
(Principle 1 or
Principle 2).
ERFEELTEDE
FiRE, b LEHR
BFICIEZDKERS LR
ATWD,
SERRIE(EAI T4 L
IFREBI2) Iz LT
FREF R,

PF4.4.4

Where the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA are taken into account each fishery

affecting the given stock shall be identified and listed separately. £55% UoA LISADiEEDF

EIZIOWTHEET S5, HHIEIC

NELELEL, @

PF4.4.4.1

=4

Foa

ZRIFLTVWSHREZETHRAL., THLAT

To account for impact of other fisheries on a given stock the team shall determine

the contribution of each fishery on the total catch of the given stock. $$ENDEIRIZ
T EMDBEANDEEEEET H-DIC. F—LIEIRNRERDORAEZIZED
PRBEDIAEGEHERE LG TNIEE S,

a. If precise catch data are available, weights for each fishery shall be assigned
according to known proportions of total catch of the given stock. &¥=(ZEf
THOERLGT—INAFTELEHEICIE. HRERORBEZEICHOLHBE
DEGICLDPEATTZ LG ITNEGE SR, @

b. If catch data are not available, a qualitative information-gathering process
shall be used and documented to apply a weight to each fishery according to
Table PF6. REEICET 52T —2H LR WNGE. EMNLGT—2 ZUUE. LiF
L. RPF6ZFE->THRIBEDEAMITZE LAGITNIEGE SR, @

PF4.4.5

A weighted average of PSA scores for each fishery affecting the given stock shall be

calculated in order to derive the final overall PSA score except in the following case: #&%
BRICHEBERFELTLSFRERIZONT, EAMITSNPSADTHEREFEL. &
HEGE PSARMRERREZSIEHE L TNELE LGV, BLUTOHEIFXZORY T,
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a. If catch data cannot be estimated for a particular fishery (gear type) using either
qualitative or quantitative data, the susceptibility score for the overall PSA shall be
based on the attributes of the gear with the highest susceptibility score. EM4BIT—4
PEEWT—EZFE-THEDRE (BR) DBEEENETETELRVGEICE, BE
PSA DEZMD/BREIZIEVEZMEOFTRAN DV BEERRICE SO TWATAR
A A A

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 Page 113
Date of publication: 25 August 2020 © Marine Stewardship Council 2020



MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

Table PF6: Weighting of fisheries & PF6 #EDLE

% contribution of catch | Weighting score R ®
REE(CHDHHE BEHHFT

0-25 1
25-50 2
50-75 3
75-100 4

PF4.4.6  The team shall score areal overlap (availability) as follows: F—AI[XLELT D & 5 [Z#iE#
BEE (TR Z2EAaLGTREGESRND, 1

a. The team shall generate areal overlap scores after consideration of the overlap of the
fishing effort with the distribution of the stock. F—Al, BEEEE BRI TDEE
ERELTHL, EBHMAERESRZHESGTAEGE SN,

b. Where the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA are taken into account, the areal
overlap shall be scored as the combined overlap of all listed fisheries with the areal
concentration of a stock. UoA LIS DBEDEZEIZDONTEEET HI5HICIE, RS
NTWEIRTDBREDRETHLEEROAZELDEEZREICHBHNLEERZRR
LAFNIEE 5%,

c. The resulting areal overlap risk scores shall be entered into those cells in the ‘MSC
RBF Worksheets’ for all listed fisheries. ZD#ERGONI-MEMLGEEDO) RV FR
(&, MSB RBF 7—% L — FCEBFEEINTVEITARTOREDOEILIZRA LG TNIEE
BIFEL,

d. The scoring of areal overlap shall consider the concentration of species and the
overlap of the fishing gear with the concentration species. ;& &8 & ERDEE E & &5t
LTho, EMEERTREZHSGHARLEL AL, @

e. For species with good distribution maps, availability areal overlap shall be scored
using detailed mapping analysis: the amount of overlap between fishing effort and
species stock distribution. IEFEGEDTEAHLHEE. MEEZEN K DTMT S &ICL
DTHRESN-AETHEERIMODEEZERIC, EEOFRMEDOHBMLEEEZR
RLGEFNIEEES G,

f.  For species without good distribution maps, stakeholder-generated maps may be
used. EAGERAHRMNEIMES (X, XTI RILF—rMER Lz thREFERAL T
LEDEL,

PF4.4.7  The team shall score encounterability as follows: F—AIXU TN & S I12L TE BT S AHE
HERERALGTNEGE S0, 1

a. The team shall generate encounterability scores after consideration of the likelihood
that a species will encounter fishing gear that is deployed within the geographic range
of that species. F—AlL, HZEOHMBMEFNTHEASATWSRELEMT ST
HEMZRELI-LT, EETHARMDOFTREM TR TAEE S,

b. Where the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA are taken into account,
encounterability shall be scored as the combined encounterability of all listed fisheries.
UA LINADBEEDZEICOVWTILERT H5HA. CHRINTVEIINTDRELESE
I HAREMRICH L TRAZ/TRTNEE LG,

c. The resulting encounterability risk scores shall be entered into those cells in the ‘MSC
RBF Worksheets’ for all listed fisheries. ZD#ERGONT-EET HAGEED IRV E
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RIE. MSBRBF 7—9 — MIRFESNTVNEIIRTDEEDEILICEEA LG ITA
A=Y A AN

The scoring of encounterability shall consider the concentration of species and the
overlap of the fishing gear with the concentration species. ;AE & ERDEE E & &5t
LThL., EBTHAREMD Y RV BREH ST ITAE RS,

The deployment of fishing gear in relation to the adult habitat of each species is the
main aspect to be considered for each species. <X DFEIZDOWL\T, RADERE &
FASNATLWSRBELOBAREEIZRTITS

PF4.4.8 The team shall score selectivity as follows: F—AIELUTD LS IZL TGEREERA LK
(FHIEE SN,

a.

The team shall generate a selectivity score for each gear type within the UoA after
consideration of the potential of gear to capture or retain the species that encounters
the fishing gear. F—Al&, BRENEMLIZIFEIC. RENEZHRIE. HDHULIIIE
WRIEE L THET SAREM 2RI LIz ETUARNDBREDEREDTREFT4T
nIEE s,

The selectivity risk scores for each combination of gear type and species within the
UoA shall be determined individually and entered into the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. #
REVRVBRITUARNDBEE LFEDHEAEHLEREICHIF, MSC RBF 7—2 o — KIZ
SRALGBFRIEE S,

Scores for gear selectivity shall be assigned using the 2 categories specified in Table
PF5. BEDERMBRIE. RPFSOZD2OATI) —%FE>TRHIFAEMTAIETE S %
LY, @

i. Where elements (a) and (b) indicate different risk scores, the team shall assign a
score as the average of the 2 categories, rounded up to the nearest whole number
onthe 1:3scale. X% (a) £D)ICK>THRIVBANELZEE,. BEF—L
FZOoDATI)—DFHEZHEL. 1 : SORT—ILDSHRBITVERIZY
Y EFEHFEERE LETNAEGE LA,

Terms “rarely”, “regularly” and “frequently” in Table shall be interpreted as follows: %

PFb TEHLN TS Thofziz) . TEHMIZ] . THEIZ) FROKLS ITHERLE

(FHIFE 5L,

i. “Rarely” means that the capture of individuals smaller than the size at maturity
occurs in less than 5% few gear deployments. $ho71=I2] &LV DI, FEE
REYLNSWMERDHEE SN LAREEDN %RETHAH. EVWSIEKRTH S,

i. “Regularly” means that the capture of individuals smaller than the size at maturity
occurs in 5% to 50% of the gear deployments. TEHHI £S5 DIE. RBEFE
FYBNSIMEEIEE SN S ATEEMEA 5%N 5 505 THDH. EVLVSIEKRTH
Do

iii. “Frequently” means that the capture of individuals smaller than the size at maturity

occurs in more than 50% of gear deployments. T#8%I(Z] W5 DI, RBRHE
FYUHPSIMERDHES NS AREMEN S0 ZER I TLND, EVWSEKRTH D,

PF4.4.9 The team shall score PCM as follows: F—LAIXLTD & 512 L THERIET-= (PCM) ZiF
BLAITAIERE SHL,

a.

The team shall use its knowledge of species biology and fishing practice together with
independent field observations to assess the chance that, if captured, a species would
be released and that it would be in a condition to permit subsequent survival. F— ..
X, BICEATL2EYFMNHMR., BEAZXICET H2EMME. RUBIOBRMEAIZ &
Y, HEIN-GERICETORIEFARTRETHRR SN SARERIZ OV TR LG
(FHIFE S LY,
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b. The PCM risk scores for each combination of gear type and species within the UoA
shall be determined individually, and entered into the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. PCM 1)
AU BFRITUARNDBE LIEDHAEHLEEITHIF, MSC RBF 7—2 L— MZEEAL
HIFNIEXE SN,

c. Inthe absence of observer data or other verified field observations made during
commercial fishing operations that indicate the individuals are released alive and post-
release survivorship is high, the default value for the PCM of all species shall be high
risk. EEMRDBERICONT, HERICHASI, £HFEITLHIENTELENS S
EERT AT —N—DT— 2O ZDMDEREFADBRMEBA T -2 HNENEE, £
TOEDPINREERRAIE TH] TREFNIEGZE S,

d. The team may reduce the PCM score from the default score in situations where: F—
LIFUTDZE. PIMDRBRREZREFRIVLERRT LS ENTESD,

i. A high score has been allocated for the selectivity, and FEIREASHICIREE S,

ii. Alarge portion of animals are returned alive and survive the encounter. % < D&}

PRESEFERR SN, £EFEL TV S,

PF4.4.10 The team may adjust the susceptibility scores if additional information regarding an

attribute that justifies a change in score is available and the source of data is appropriate
to the fishery(ies) or region(s). F—/Ald., HEHAEOMKICEAL-T—2ZAFL. BZ
HIZH T HEREEET DHICET HFEREFLBEICE, BR/RELETLHLENTE
5. @

PF4.4.10.1 The team shall record the justification for all changes made. F—AIXEZTDEE

PF4.5

PF4.5.1

PF5

PF5.1
PF5.1.1

DR AR LR ITHIELR S 4,

PSA Step 3: Determine the PSA score and equivalent MSC score
PSARTY T3 :PSABREENICHETENSCHREZMFITS

The team shall use the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to calculate the overall productivity and
susceptibility risk scores (PSA score) and the equivalent MSC scores for each scoring
element. F—Ll&, MSC RBF 77— L — 2T, BBRERBOLEEM L ERZMHD )
RV DHRERR PARFR) SLUHABATIHINCHAZHELLGTAEE GG, @

Scoring the fishery using the RBF for Species Performance
Indicators (PIs 1.1.1, 2.1.1, 2.2.1 and 2.3.1) RBF #{&> CHEICET
SPI (PI 1.1.1, 211, 221B&LU2.3.1) [TOVWTHEZE
R9%

Scoring species Pls f8IZB§9 % Pl OiE R

When scoring PI 1.1.1, both the CA and PSA shall be used to produce an overall score for
each scoring element. P1 1.1.1 A9 HFRIZ(X. CA &L PSA ZHETEEL. BRER/R
EFRBRERBICHTRETAIEGE S,

PF5.1.1.1 The overall score for the scoring element shall be assigned according to the rules

in Table PF7 . §RERDOHREBRIEKRPFT TR > TR IFETAIE G LW, @
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CA B U PSA DR REBER T HERDMHR

CA PSA Rule 181
80 or 100 >80280 Score awarded shall be at the midway point between CA
804 L<I% and PSA scores. CA 155 & PSA B SO RRIDMEE T (+748 1+
100 NIEE S0,
80 or 100 260 and <80 Score awarded for Pl shall be less than 80, as near to the
80 LLKIX 60 LI_E. 80 ki | midway point between CA and PSA scores as possible. CA
100 BREPABRDOFEIDIEICHE IR GEL, 80 RiFNH/FR
TR ITNIEE S,
80 or 100 <60<60 Fail &%&
80%HL<IX
100
60 280280 Score awarded for Pl shall be less than 80, as near to the
midway point between CA and PSA scores as possible. CA
BREPABROPREDEICLHE DR GEL, 80 RFDHFR
TR TNIEE SR,
60 260 and <80 Score awarded for Pl shall be at the midway point between
60 LIE. 80 5k | CAand PSA scores. CA#§m & PSA D HREDIEZ +1+
BIFNIEE 5L,
60 <60<60 Fail 4%
<60<60 >80280 Fail k4%
<60<60 >60 and <80 Fail &
60 LI E. 80 ki
<60<60 <60<60 Fail k4%
PF5.1.2  When scoring Pls 2.1.1, 2.2.1 and 2.3.1, the PSA alone shall be used to produce an
overall score for each scoring element. PI 2.1.1, 2.2 1 &V 2.3. 1 DEBRERIZD
WTIE, PSADAHZEFE > THREBREMFITHETNIEE SN,
PF5.2 Combining scoring elements @REFXRZaHES
PF5.2.1  In cases where there is only 1 scoring element for the PI, the team shall consider this as
the overall MSC score. PI DB REZENA—D LM LZWMES. F—LIFENZE NSC DKRES
RERBIHRITNIXE S5,
PF5.2.2  In cases where there is a combination of both data-deficient (RBF) and species scored

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2
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Table PF8: Combining multiple species scores 3z PF8 : #EIZE 4 2B DEHAZE MSC H Izl E
ERAY 0%

MSC score MSC  Requirement to gain score R DZEH

None £ L Any scoring elements within a Pl that fail to reach a score of 60 represent a
failure against the MSC Fisheries Standard and no score shall be assigned.
PIOBEERNDS L, —DTH 60 REDBANHBIHAICIE. NSCiRER
AEREADTBEE ERG L. FRIFFFTEGE G4,

60 All elements have a score of 60, and only 60. £ TN/ RERIZ 60 gAY TN
TWWBHH., T LY EVEFERITEFMEL,

65 All elements score at least 60; a few achieve higher scores, approaching or
exceeding 80, but most do not reach 80. £ THHBAERIZLHLC EEH 60 58
MV THEY ., —B8RCE DL TIX 80y, 3 LLFZENRULEDFRA L
TWABH, KRFEFX80ITEL TULVELY,

70 All elements score at least 60; some achieve higher scores, approaching or
exceeding 80; but some fail to achieve 80 and require intervention action. &
TOR/RRERITLLECED 60 @ATLNVTHE Y., —&IZFH 80 H LLEFZENLL
LO/BAMPMFNTULEA, B0 ICELTLWEVLDLHY ., TABENLET
Hbo

75 All elements score at least 60; most achieve higher scores, approaching or

exceeding 80; only a few fail to achieve 80 and require intervention action. £
TOBRERITLGELCEDL 0B/ FNTEY ., FBENB0EL., L LLIEEN
DEDBENMTVTEY., 80 ICHELLBEVHICHABENLEL L DIEEL,

Thd.
80 All elements score 80. £ TH/{RERIC 80 mAMFLITLVS,
85 All elements score at least 80; a few achieve higher scores, but most do not

approach 100. £ TORRERITVLEC L L 80 fFLVTE Y. ThiV
BLRBNDOVTVSEDELEH LI, FALIF 100 [THEFALY,

90 All elements score at least 80; some achieve higher scores approaching 100,
but some do not. £ THDH/REBRICLLEC LH 80 mAMfFLITLNS, —BBIC
(X100 RICEWVWSFERIMMTVTULSEL, £25THEVEDEH D,

95 All elements score at least 80; most achieve higher scores approaching 100;
only a few fail to score at or very close t0 100. £ TDBRERICDHLC LD
80 mAMTLNTH Y., FaEA 100 mITim <. 100 Zifz L TLVERVWERIZE
o

100 All elements score 100. £ THDHREZRENDH AN 100,

PF5.3 Adjusting Pl scores 1§ B DN

PF5.3.1  Where no additional information exists to bring to bear on the PI, the team shall apply the
score directly to the Pl with the accompanying scoring template and a rationale provided
as justification. Pl [CBES B 1EMAMEICE NG S, F—LRMMFF-HEREZDEENCHE
mREL., REMENE LTH/RAT I L— FEBRMATERT LB ITAIEL 54,
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PF5.3.1.1 If there is additional information that justifies modifying the MSC score either

PF5.3.2

upwards or downwards by a maximum of 10 points, such information shall be
used to reach the final MSC score for the Pl. & K 10 S E TMSC 85 % L TFIZEIE
THEAMITLELGIBEHBAFIELONBE, TLEERICANTPIIZEY
BZREMSCHERER/THENETELSEL, ®

a. The team shall use all information that is available on the UoA to inform the
assessment. F—LILUoA IZBEAT 2T RTCOEREZFE>THRAZMTE TN
A=Y AN

b. The team shall provide the justification for any score modification. L\FHhdD

BREBELESE, FLARENEZESLET HRWEFETFLRINELESE
LY.

The final Pl score shall be capped by the team in cases where only a subset of the total
number of species has been evaluated. £ ND—EDAHH IS NzFE. F—LIEKE
PIBROEREZHR T ETNEL S,

PF5.3.2.1 If the team has only considered “main” species in the PSA analysis, the final PI

score shall not be greater than 80. PSA B TICHEWTEELEDA LI LT-5
&. R PIFBRIE80 FBZ TIXLESAELY,

PF5.3.2.2 If the team has opted to use the species-grouping option, the final PI score shall

PF5.3.3

PF6

PF6.1
PF6.1.1

PF6.1.2

PF6.1.3

not be greater than 80. BEAMZFEMIZNET 54 T a v EERL-BE. &
¥PIERIKB0 ZBATIEGE LAY,

The CA, PSA scores (equivalent MSC score) and overall MSC scores shall be recorded in
the Scoring Tables in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. MSC 5 s (248249 % CA 35 & U PSA

BR. BLURKEMCHERIEZ., MSCEABERERTVIL— ] OBRRICEBALLT
VIEATSY AN AN

Setting conditions using the RBF for Species Pls RBF Zf > TH&
(B89 % Pl OFHZERTE

Pls1.1.1,2.1.1,2.21and 2.3.1 PI 1.1.1, 2.1.1, 2.2.1 BRU*2.3.1

Where any scoring element score is less than 80 the team shall set a condition on that PI.

BEERICOXRFBD/EAN—DOTEONIE., F—LITHZPIICHLEGHFRELETA
[E5 540,

If a condition is triggered when assessing a Pl using the CA or PSA, the team shall make
sure that the Client Action Plan proposed by the fishery is capable of raising the score to
80, addressing all the scoring elements for which the score falls below 80, and without
causing additional associated problems for other species. CA L < [ PSA #{E> TPl #
Al LBRICEBZF T ORENELCBE, F—LR. V5472 FOTEEHEN. &
RO ZFERTHIENTE, BRERTORBDFANMIWZITRTOREIZHENH
Y, TNITE > THOBICHENRIELGVWEZHEELGTAELE LGN, @

If the action plan is not capable of raising the CA or PSA score to 80 within a suitable
timeframe, the team shall not allow a fishery to use the RBF for this species in subsequent
MSC assessments. {TEIETEIIZ & Y . BEUIGHARAIZCA L LS IEPSABRZ 80IETL
(F5ZEMNHERIMER, F—LRSER, HZHBEDNSCEEICENT, HAFRIZRBF
DERZRHTELGELEL, @

PF6.1.3.1 In such cases, the team shall raise a condition on the PI that there shall be

information collected and analysis completed when there is a direct measure of
stock status that can be compared with biologically-based reference points by the
time of reassessment. ZD &k 3 HIHFEF—LlE. BRIIBFEORFIAFE TIC. £
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PEEEE(CHYIT ZERIKTOILBENFIAELBAIZX, FHROUE /T ER
ATWEFINIERE SR, EVWSEHEZEPLICHITETNIERL S,

PF7 Conducting a Consequence Spatial Analysis (CSA) #&R2ZEME 4T
(CSA) D EfEm

PF7.1 Preparation #{§

PF7.1.1  The team shall use the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to calculate CSA scores. F— [ TMSC
RBF 7—o L — k] ZAWVT. CSABRZEH LEBETFNIELZSEL,

PF7.1.2  The scores and justifications for each scoring element (habitat) shall be documented in the
CSA justification tables in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. TMSC AEEHRER T T L—
b OB CSABRORIZRBRESR (ERHEH) O/ABLUVIRAERHZ LB TNIEES
A AN

PF7.1.3  The team shall use the CSA to score the outcome Pl 2.4.1 when the available information
is not adequate to score the default assessment tree. 1ZZ#£EEY ) —%F 5 -HIZHELR
BHRAF+2GIEE. F—LIEPI 241 ZFRTAHRICCAZERLETNIELE LA
L, @

PF7.1.4 The team shall conduct the CSA for each data-deficient scoring element. F—LAlxT—%
FROBRERICOVTENRTN CSA ZTh R TAIEGE 4L,

PF7.1.5 The team may elect to conduct the CSA on “main” habitats only. F—/./H% CSA D EHE % %
RTEHDEF TXE] GEBRHITOVWTOHATH S, @

PF7.1.5.1 If the team decides to consider “main” habitats only, the final Pl score shall be
adjusted downward according to clause PF7.6.4. F—LA & | HEREIZD
WTOAEERT S EITLZEE. Pl ORKEBRIEPFT.6.4 [T > TEDHIZHI A
BIFNIEE SR,

PF7.1.6  Expert judgement shall be applied throughout the CSA. CSA #E 3 5. EMRELT
DI EZLEMICEA LG TAIEE 50,

PF7.1.7  When scoring, the team shall consider the full range of possible interactions, and a
precautionary approach shall be taken, scoring the highest possible risk score of the
relevant ranges, if: fREIZH->T. F—LIZBEELDEZONSRY OEfMERETL.
FHUT7 IO—F LB TFNIELRLST . UTOHEEICIE. TAZNOHEHEICEVTRD
BWIRIVBREDTLHETAELGR LGN, ®
a. Possible scores from fishing activity or impact cut across more than 1 threshold range

or more than 1 proxy range. R%EFEE L (FEEITHITOoN /RN —DLULDE
BOHED L FREBBECHEICFE A >TULVS,

b. Gear has been modified in a way that could increase its impact. JAENHEEINTH
Y, EZENMETAREENH D,

PF7.2 Stakeholder involvement within the CSA CSAIZHITART—o 7k
LS—DEE .

PF7.2.1  The team shall use input from stakeholders to: F— AR T—IHRILF—HE5DA Ty
FERODBHDE=HIZFALGTAIEGE S,

a. Assistin the identification of the habitat(s) that are affected by the UoA. UoA MEZ& %
ZITTLWRERBERTE,

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2 Page 120
Date of publication: 25 August 2020 © Marine Stewardship Council 2020



MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

b. Assist in the scoring of the consequence and spatial attributes within the CSA. CSA @

HRETHMEEDRES,
PF7.2.2  The team shall be responsible for scoring the Pl. Pl DR &R IEF—LAEFEE L > THTh
BIFNIEE S5,
PF7.2.2.1 Stakeholders do not have to reach consensus. X F—I RIL A —[ZEEBIZE S
CTH&KLY,

PF7.3 CSA Step 1: Define the habitat(s) CSA AT v 71 : £ BB OEE

PF7.3.1 The team shall list and define each habitat associated with the “managed area” (i.e. each
habitat in the full area managed by the governance body(s) responsible for fisheries
management in the area(s) where the UoA operates). F—LAlx IEERE | NIZHIER
B, $hhb. UDAPMREL TWLWSEEEITTHRL, TOREEERENEET 225
NOERBZEZETNETNR/EL., EBRLETAIEGE S,

PF7.3.1.1 MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA3.13.5 and the subclauses shall apply here.
MSC i EEREIAREMBEXE SA3. 13. LU ZTDOTHIEEZZCTEALLG TN
Y AY A

PF7.3.1.2  Each habitat within the UoA shall be treated as a scoring element. UoA RO EE R
BIIFRERE LTHROGETAEEGSAL,

PF7.3.2 Habitats in the UoA shall be categorised on the basis of their substratum, geomorphology,
and (characteristic) biota (SGB) characteristics (Table PF9). For example, 1 habitat may
be defined as “Medium-Outcrop-Large erect”. UoA RN E BT EE, HizH L U EDHE
HiE S ICE>THELRTNEGESEL (RPFI) . HIZEHIEREIE MhH-FE
BE-ABENE] ELTERTHIETES,

PF7.3.3  The biome, sub-biome, and feature shall also be listed (Table PF10). /\A A —4, $2J/\
AA—LBFLUHEHLRBELZTNEZ S (RPFI0) . ®

Table PF9: SGB habitat nomenclature (modified from Williams et al., 2011') % PF9: SGB £ &
widngiE (Williams et al., 2011 #{&1E)

Substratum Zi Geomorphology i/

Fine (mud, sand) #%1 GE. Flat S£18 Large erect KB EIL 1%
) e Simple surface structure Dominated by: LI TMWKRFEZE S
e Mud (0.1 mm) & (0.1mm L 7 2 R 03 :
) e Large and/or erect sponges
e Unrippled/flat #$T > T > KEE LY. 1 L<EET

e Fine sediments(0.1-1 mm) N
HDEHER (0.1-1mm) T/ ORI
e Current rippled/directed * Solitary large sponges H {4

e Coarse sediments (1-4 1) 3
( scour fFRIC X B v I DREBIRENY)

mm) AP (1-4 mm)

Yein e Solitary sedentary/sessile
epifauna (e.g. ascidians/
e Wave rippled i%I=2& %) bryozoans) B{ADEEM.
v T BEEHEDOREEY K
Y. AT L)

1 williams, A., Dowdney, J., Smith, A.D.M., Hobday, A.J., and Fuller, M. (2011). Evaluating impacts of fishing on
benthic habitats: A risk assessment framework applied to Australian fisheries. Fisheries Research 112(3):154-
167.
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Substratum Z 8 Geomorphology /%

Medium =i
e Gravel/pebble (4-60 mm)
e thi (4~60 mm)

Large K#i

e Cobble/boulders (60 mm -
3m) K /E# (60 mm
~3 m)

e Igneous, metamorphic, or
sedimentary bedrock (>3
m) KAk, Eik. LK
HEEE O3 m

Solid reef of biogenic origin &

WSRO RE LV

e Biogenic (substratum of
biogenic calcium
carbonate) ¥R (£

Low relief /ME24R

e Irregular topography with
mounds and depressions
M D 8 5 A5 Al 2

e Rough surface structure
REME

e Debris flow/rubble banks
TEREEM

Outcrop

e Subcrop (rock protrusions
from surrounding
sediment <1 m) A58
B (FEOHEMEYR
HLUEERT m)

e Low-relief outcrop (<1 m)
INEEIREEEE (K1 m)

High relief Ki2{k

e High outcrop (protrusion
of consolidated substrate
>1m) KE!DFEE (EH
LE=EEDH>1 m)

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2
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e Crinoids™=z2l)
e Corals¥4>d

e Mixed large or erect
communities £ZFEEE DX
B LFEILIEEYES

Small erect/

encrusting/burrowing /N D E

IS BERMT S FIEY

Dominated by: A THNKF %5

Hb:

e Small, low-encrusting
sponges /N DIELNE E 2
Y SiBiREy

e Small, low-standing
sponges /N D, EUVNEIL
D BIRENY

e Consolidated (e.g. mussels)
and unconsolidated bivalve
beds (e.g. scallops) &E#E%!
B Bl 1A B&
VURELB B (Fl : &
BTHA)

e Mixed small/low-encrusting
invertebrate communities £
BREEDINE A BEHDEZE

MY 2 EEHEYMDLEY)
BE

e Infaunal bioturbators B 14
NATEZ—R—5— (5%
BILZRIITEY

No fauna or flora EjfE¥IA E B

L TLVE LY

o No apparent epifauna,
infauna, or flora B & MR
TEEY. BEEY. EYH
EELTULEWL

Flora t&%148

Dominated by: I TMWKEZES
H%

e Seagrass species BE %8
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Substratum E#&

MERDREHILL D L
FAE)

e Depositions of skeletal
material forming coral reef
base B E D HEYH
A 2 2 Ak

Geomorphology H#if¢

e Rugged surface structure

FSUNOEAREI=L S

Biota £¥18

Table PF10: List of example biomes, sub-biomes, and features (modified from Williams et al.,

2011)
Biome /N A —.Ls

Coast (0-25 m) 5 (0~25
m)

Shelf (25-200 m) XEEHR (25~
200 m)

Slope (200-2,000 m) E{EI&)
& (200~2, 000 m)

Abyss (>2,000 m) EEE
(>2,000 m)

Sub-biome ¥ F/NAL F—LA

Coastal margin (<25 m) A&
D% (<25 m)

Inner shelf (25-100 m) K REEHH
(25~100 m)

Outer shelf (100-200 m) #}:¥
R (100~200 m)

Upper slope (200-700 m) &
{8 % & £ &B (200~700 m)
Mid-slope (700-1,500 m) ;&
FE hREER (700~1, 500 m)

] PF10: WA FA—L, YITNAFA—LELIVEHEDOHE Wiliams et. Al., 2011 Z{BIE)

Feature HtE

Seamounts gL

Canyons JBE®

Abyss iFiE[E

Shelf break (~150-300 m) X[
st (~150~300 m)
Sediment plains ##&FE 5
Sediment terraces H SR T
Escarpments g

Plains of scattered reef #i#f L
Pt

Large rocky banks &M % L \i%
#

PF7.4 CSA Step 2: Score the consequence attributes (Table PF11) CSA
ATyv72 EREMOER[ (RPFI1) =

Table PF11: Consequence attributes (modified from Williams et al., 2011) % PF11: &R EH
(Wiliams et. Al., 2011 Z{&1F)

Habitat-productivity attributes 4 Big— & &

= i

1. Regeneration of biota £¥8DH £ 1.
2. Natural disturbance B #A8El

Gear-habitat interaction attributes 8 —4

B QMR

Removability of biota 4 #1348 ) F 8 14
2. Removability of substratum E#& D |81+

3. Substratum hardness E# D =
Substratum ruggedness E & MFE K

4. Seabed slope fBEDIER

Regeneration of biota ¥t D E &£

PF7.4.1

This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the rate of the recovery of biota associated

with the habitat using information on age, growth, and recolonisation of biota where
available (Table PF12). CORBMICDOWWTIE. AFrEELEMHOERH. ARH L UEEH
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SRAKICETHEHREFALLGLA S, ERBOEMHEOBERICESVTERLATAR
BHEL, (RPF12)@

Where information on age, growth, and recolonisation of associated biota is not available
for the UoA, reference shall be made to comparable data from studies elsewhere. In the
absence of such comparable studies, the proxies in Table PF12 shall be used as a
surrogate for accumulation and recovery time. #&% UoA [CDW\T., EYIHEDER. HESH
FUBBERRICET 2BEHBNENMGEIZE, HOAERREZSBLETNELZ ST,
EBRARDAERRENBENGRICE., BESIUBERBEORYIC, RPFI2OREEE
EEALGHNEESAL, @

Record the “regeneration of biota” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets'.
MSC RBF 7—¥ L — MZE£A RO TEWHEBE] FRZHEET 5.
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Table PF12: Scoring regeneration of biota based on age, growth, and recolonisation of biota (modified from Williams et al., 2011) 3 PF12: Z#5.
BESIUBIO=—BRICEI UV -EMEOER Williams et al., 2011 OBIE)

Sub-
biome ¥
T4 7
—L

Using available data AF [

BT—2%EH

Using surrogate when data are not available ¥—% F EDOBED L &5

Annual | Less than | More than | No epifauna & | Small erect/ Large erect Large erect Seagrass Crinoids/
FER decadall0 | decadall0 | fE4#Ai4E | encrusting /M | (sponges) K | (ascidians and | communities/ solitary/mixed
F R FLE L TULVA LY DEIMLHE/TE @M (| bryozoans) X | mixed faunal communities/
EWMET 3 F RS L)) ®OETH communities/ hard and soft
(;kx. o4 | hardcorals (& |coralsy 32
L) BHE RBE | JBERKREER
BYRE & | EHEKEEY
i 37 g} vd., Y7hka
—7ZI
Coastal 1 2 3 1 1 1 1 2 1
margin
(<25 m)
REDRZ
(<25 m)
Inner shelf | 1 2 3 1 1 2 2 2 2
(25-100 m)
MIFEHR(25
~100 m)
Outer shelf | 1 2 3 1 1 3 2 3 3
(100-200
m) S+
(100~200
m)
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Sub-
biome ¥
T4 #F
—L

Upper
slope
(200-700
m) sl
m L
(200~700
m)

Using available data AF &
BT—52 %M%M

MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

Using surrogate when data are not available ¥—% F EDOBD L &5

Mid-slope
(700-1,500
m) AR
EHfEl &R
(700~
1,500 m)

Document: MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2
Date of publication: 25 March 2020

Page 126

© Marine Stewardship Council 2020



MSC Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

Natural disturbance B #R{&EL

PF7.4.4 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the natural disturbance that is assumed to

occur at the particular depth zone in which the habitat and fishing activity occurs (Table
PF13). CORMIZOVTIE, BEFEAITHONSERBOKEFIZE T HBREEIT
LTERLAGHTNIEGE 50, (FRPF13)

Where information on disturbance is unavailable, proxies shall be used as outlined in
Table PF13. {RELICEAT 2 EMMNEWNGEICIE. RPFIS IR > TREBREEFER L AT
NELGESHED, @

Record the “natural disturbance” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC
RBF D—9 L— MIEAEREO TBARFE] FRZRKT 5.

PF7.4.5

PF7.4.6

Table PF13: Scoring natural disturbance (modified from Williams et al., 2011) 5 PF13: BAE

HOGE/RMFTF Williams et al., 2011 OBIE)

Regular or severe
natural disturbance

No natural
disturbance B

Irregular or
moderate natural

Natural disturbance B %X

HEL

EHE. H L <IEE
A7 B 2R EL

disturbance 5 #A
B LLCIEREON
BAREEL

ELAVEEL

Natural disturbance (in
absence of information)
BARE (BFwIVELS

Coastal margin and
shallow inner shelf

(<60 m) BREDHZH

Deep inner shelf and
outer shelf (60-200
m) EUOAERE &

Slope (>200 m) #}
& (>200 m)

&) K TR VVRREEM<60 | (o EH(60~200
m) m)
PF7.4.7 Table PF14 and Table PF15 shall be used to score the gear-habitat interaction attributes.

RPFIABLURPFIS 2> TRE-ABEHOBEMERZERALETNELZLEL, @

PF7.4.7.1 Ifthe UoA’s gear type is not provided in Table PF14 and Table PF15, the team
shall score the attributes using the most similar gear in terms of extent of bottom
contact that is provided. 3 PF14 3 & UK PF15 (2 UoA DiE % 4 THAE > TV
WMERICIK., BELOEMEECSVTRLEVARICE SV TEEO/ARIT

ZLATNEE S0,

a. The team shall be precautionary when determining the most similar gear type.
F—LlF, RLPEWVREZERICHY., FHUT7 ITO—F Lo TNIE
BT,

b. The team shall provide justification for the selection of the most similar gear
type. F—LlE, RBLAVVEEZESNICESEBRREZBFLRTNEL LA
LY,

Removability of biota & ¥4 0 FI %

PF7.4.8  This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the likelihood of attached biota being
removed or killed by interactions with fishing gear (Table PF14). CDEM4 2R AT DI
X, HELTWSEDHEIEELEMT I EICK>TRE, £ L<IFXEET DATEEMIC

DVWTHEE LG TNIEE S, (RPF14)
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PF7.4.9  This attribute shall also consider the removability and mortality of structure-forming
epibiota and bioturbating infauna. CHOEMZHERT HEICIE. EMHEEHKT HFMEIC
HFELTVWIEYDREMS S URE, BLUEYRBEICOVWTIRF LGTAIE AL
LY,

PF7.4.10 Record the “removability of biota” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets'.

MSC RBF 7—¥ & — MZHAERED MEYBERBME] SRZERRT 5.

Removability of substratum & o) F 5t 14

PF7.4.11 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of clast (rock fragment or grain resulting from
the breakdown of larger rocks) size and likelihood of the substratum being moved (Table
PF14). CORMZERRAT IEICIE. BEY (KRELEROWAOH) OXEE, LU
E|ABEINDAREHRICOVTRE LA TNE R 540 (R PF14),

Scoring of this attribute shall consider the gear type being assessed. ZDEMEZFERT S
BRIZIK, FHEREDBED R A TIZOWTREF LB TFAEGELL,

Record the “removability of substratum” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF
Worksheets’. MSC RBF 7—4 L — MR &R EBRIM M%) SRERKT 5,

PF7.4.12

PF7.4.13

Table PF14: Scoring the removability of biota and removability of substratum attributes

(modified from Hobday et al., 200723 PF14: &80 FI8t s & CEBOREMBIEDIREA
(Hobday et al., 2007 Z{&IE)

Gear type | Removability of biota £E#IHHDFIEE Removability of substratum Z#8 o Fi#E
BEDESR 3

Low, Erect, Tall, Immovable | <6 cm 6cm-3m
robust, medium delicate, (bedrock (transferable) | (removable)
small (<5 (<30 cm), large (>30 | and <6 cm 6 cm~3 m
cm), moderately | cm high), boulders >3 L :
smooth, or | rugose, or | rugose, or | m) FF (P BYRIRE éiu%ﬁi}
flexible inflexible | inflexible | (segag | ) RE)

biota biota biota N «

OR OR OR ;UE@;

robust, moderately | delicate, m)

deep- robust, shallow-

burrowing shallow- burrowing

biota fkf& | burrowing | biota {A&

DL, 7@ | biotaEX | OELY., #H

s, MR ME RE gm0 KR

(<5 cm) . (<30 cm), (>30 cm KL

B, | PREEOH | b)), o

kMR | OHD) b HHHLL

4L <% LLEERER | [LZ:E®MED

- . HOJ|NE | EEYHE

TER TR 148

CEAT |,y PUCE

5EMHE

2 Hobday, A. J., Smith, A., Webb, H., Daley, R., Wayte, S., Bulman, C., Dowdney, J., Williams, A., Sporcic, M.,
Dambacher, J., Fuller, M. and Walker, T.(2007). Ecological risk assessment for the effects of fishing:
methodology. Report R04/1072 for the Australian Fisheries Management Authority, Canberra.
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Gear type
REDEH
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Removability of biota & #1480 F k1%

Removability of substratum 8% #1%#
i3

hiEEIC
TEER T
ECEA
TEHEY
iz

CEAT
HEYH

Hand
collection
FHELEDE
B2k B
=

1

Demersal
longline

EREHRiR

Handline

FHY

Trap b3
v 7
(L
(1)

Bottom gill
net or other
entangling
net JEE R #
15 EDHH
b

Danish
seine #R
R

Demersal
trawl
(including
pair, otter
twin-rig,
and otter
multi-rig)
[E5| &4

(A
yR—, 18
oMMz
£53MDY
20)
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Gear type | Removability of biota £¥IHEDRIBEE  Removability of substratum Z# o FikE

RADESR

Dredgei& | 3 3 3 1 3 3
3

Substratum hardness E#NDE &

PF7.4.14 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of substrata composition (Table PF15). C D&
MERRTHEICIE, EBERICOVTRELATNEZS %L (R PF15)

PF7.4.15 Scoring of this attribute shall consider the substrata identified via the SGB characterisation
process (CSAstep 1). CORBMZIHRAT HMEIC(X. SGB4F#EFFTO X (CSARTv T
NICE>THANSAEERICOVWTHREF LAETIIEES L,

PF7.4.16 Record the “substratum hardness” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets'.
MSC RBF 7—4 L — MR ERE D TEBEE | Sa%itikd 5,

Substratum ruggedness DR

PF7.4.17 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the extent to which available habitat is
actually accessible to mobile gear given the ruggedness of the substratum (Table PF15).
CORMZERRTIEICIE. EBOERICEY. BERENLEDEE. ERICEREIZE
MTELIMNERF LB TFNIEE S (FRPFID)

PF7.4.18 Scoring of this attribute shall consider the characteristics of the substratum and the gear
type being used. CORBMZIRAT HRICIF. EBOFHELIVERASIATLSHEDS
A TIZOVWTRE LA TAEGE S0,

PF7.4.19 Record the “substratum ruggedness” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets'.
MSC RBF 7—%¥ & — bR AERED EBER] SREELET .

Seabed slope FBED{EH

PF7.4.20 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the impact to habitat that occurs as a result of
slope steepness and mobility of substrata once dislodged (Table PF15). Scoring this
attribute shall consider the degree of slope. CDEBMEZEAT AEIZIE. EHRAE &
UBRYBRME-EBOBHICLIERE~ADEEICTOVTHREL (RPF15) | EROA
EIZDOWTHEE LA TnIEE 50,

PF7.4.21 Record the “seabed slope” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBF
T—9—MIEERED NEEER SRZEHET 5.

PF7.4.22 The aggregate consequence score for each habitat shall be determined by using the ‘MSC
RBF Worksheets'. 4 BEHDERICEHT 5#4EGREMNCRBF V-V >—r2E>TEHE
HLURFNIEE S,
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Table PF15: Scoring the substratum hardness, substratum ruggedness, and seabed slope attributes (modified from Hobday et al., 2007) & PF15:
EROES, BERELUVBECHEMRIEDER (Hobday et al., 2007 #EIE)

Date of publication: 25 March 2020

Gear type a8 | Substratum hardness B DE & Substratum ruggedness EB 0k Seabed slope BEDIEM
DEH
Hard (igneous, | Soft (lightly Sediments High relief Low relief Flat, simple = Low degree | Medium High degree
sedimentary, consolidated, = (unconsoli- | (>1 m), high | (<1.0 m), surface (<1): degree (1- | (>10):
or heavily weathered, dated) ##& | outcrop, or rough structure Plains in 10): Canyons in
consolidated or biogenic) | ¥ (s8%F  rugged surface (mounds, coastal Terraces in = outer shelf,
rock types) B | FS5hLY B LT ULV surface structure undulations, | margin, outer shelf | or upper or
Ly SR, BE (v structure (rubble, ripples), inner or or upper mid-slope
e A o U< (L (cracks, small current outer shelf | slope F1E OR
(kﬁkz i<E :%Eﬁ) crevices, boulders, rippled, wave = or mid- (1~10): 4% Seamounts/
. L “ overhangs, rock edges), | rippled, or slope SHRE L < bioherms in
by =0 large subcrop, or  irregular FT OR (355 A% coastal
af) boulders, low outcrop | Bz kB terraces in J:"‘BUJIE‘&”E margin, inner
rock walls) INEEIR (1.0 B (M mid-slope B shelf, or
K&K O1 m, REE 54y, OR upperor
m KEOE &SUERFE. rocky mid-slope &
_ N I&H-’J TuW banks/ .
EE\ :E)L/< éL\Eﬁ%\ 6) 5)$l.;h"b ffingin §(>10)
[TEROZ B, TR KIZK-T ree?s ig SHEMD L
L\?E%ﬁ BHLLE giToTLY  coastal < 1R
(ﬁu*‘jﬁ . EUVFEEE 5. 4L< margin, [Tl ok Scles
7 LEZR, FESED inner or DR
T Am or tper o bL i
AN : s o\
DERM, = mid-slope B/ BE
B2) 1BRE (1) : DB RE
REDIH® R, IR
RIREEHR, o+ mLEER,
MR s FIER D3RR
A EPEER i
DEFLL
<IF
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Gear type ifiB | Substratum hardness 8D & Substratum ruggedness EB0DEHK Seabed slope BEDEM
DEH

FE P E &R

DR

HLLCIE

BERED%

LVRER/ iR

FO#F®

AIREHR,

SEMD

1EHE, B

RBIMED

L&, F

1 &B
Hand collection | 1 2 3 3 3 1 1 2 3
FHLOEERIC
L HEE
Demersal 1 2 3 2 3 3 1 2 3
longline EIE#8
h:l
Handline F&1Y 1 2 3 2 3 3 1 2 3
Trap kv 7 1 2 3 2 3 3 1 2 3

(fL#hT)

Bottom gill net 1 2 3 2 3 3 1 2 3
or other
entangling net
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Gear type i B2

DIEH

ERHE E DR
18

Substratum hardness E8DE X
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Substratum ruggedness E#gn iR

Seabed slope BEDIEM

Danish seine 14
MERME

Demersal trawl
(including, pair,
otter twin-rig,
and otter multi-
rig) K51 &4

(ZHEXF v
—. EH DM
I2&b3bD1EE
)

Dredge ;&%
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PF7.5 CSA Step 3: Score the spatial attributes CSA X7v 73 : Z[HERE
HDOHF R

Gear footprint iEED 7y FF1) > kIt

PF7.5.1  This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the gear’s potential for disturbance and the
number of encounters required to produce an impact on a habitat, taking into account the
size, weight, and mobility of individual gears and the footprint of the gears (Table PF16).
CORMZRATIRICIEK. FREOKES, ESHLUBHME. SLUTV FTYUE

(RPF16) ZREICEEZ. BENEREHZET AN, FLUVERBICEEZE5Z 5IC
HEGEBEBICOVTREF LETNAEGE S G,

PF7.5.2 PF7.4.7.1 and its subclauses shall apply here. PF7.4. 7.1 8 XU THIEEZ# - ZTHEAL
BIFNIEE SR,

PF7.5.3 Record the gear footprint score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets'. MSC RBF
— O —bMIRERBED NRETY TV ) BRZERET 5,

Table PF16: Scoring the gear footprint attribute (modified from Hobday et al., 2007) % PF16: i
Booy cF) Y FRIEDOE/ AT (Hobday et al., 2007 MFEIE)

Gear type B DESH Gear footprint score fRE®D 2
vy T RER

Hand collection 5 DEEIZ &K HiRE 1

Handline &1 1

Trap k5 v 7 1

(fL#Eh)

Demersal longline EEZE#2i& 2

Bottom gill net or other entangling net EERI#E 7% & D #& 748 2

Danish seine #fin & R #8 2

Demersal trawl (including pair, otter twin-rig, and otter multi-rig) 3

ESIEH (CHEXAve— BHOMMICLELDLED)

Dredge &% 3

Spatial overlap 22fEII7Z E4]!

PF7.5.4  This attribute shall be scored on the basis of spatial overlap between the habitat(s)
distribution within the “managed area” and the distribution of areas fished by the UoA
(Table PF17). CORMZHERT HEICIE. TEERE ] FNOERFHD 7 & UoA Dl
DHEDEMMER (RPF1T) R LAETAIEE SR,

PF7.5.5 MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA3.13.5 and the subclauses shall apply here. MSC ;&2
SREEARAEMEXZE SAS. 130 B LUTHEEZ C CCHEA LB TNIELE 54U,

PF7.5.6  Record the spatial overlap score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBF
T—9 3 —MMIEERED TEHNER] SREEET 5,
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Encounterability &i& 9 & I gE 1% 1!

PF7.5.7  This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the likelihood that a fishing gear will
encounter the habitat within the “managed area”, taking into account the nature and
deployment of the fishing gear and the possibility of its interaction with the habitat (Table
PF17). CORMZERAT HRICIE, BEDRHME. BEREZIHEICEELAL, BELN [E
BRiE] NOEREICERT HAEEMAHHIIDE L TR LATAEGE LG, (R
PF17)

PF7.5.8 MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA3.13.5 and the subclauses shall apply here. MSC i %

SR MEXESAS. 13. 5 B LU THMEEF S CEALAETAIELE S ALY,

PF7.5.9

D=9 —MIBRERBO NEERENE] SRERRT 5

PF7.5.10

Record the encounterability score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBF

The aggregate spatial score shall be determined by using the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. Z2

ICBE T 5 AER/RENC RBF 7—0 > — b 2FESTEH LB TFNIEGE 5L,

Table PF17: Scoring spatial attributes (modified from Williams et al., 2011) & PF17: ZHERED
FEaWilliams et al., 2011 DIEIE)

Spatial Score @R

attribute 22F4

B 2 | 2.5

Spatial overlap | UoA UoA UoA UoA UoA UoA

ZTREER overlap overlap overlap overlap overlap overlap
with a with a with a with a with a with a
habitat is habitat is habitat is habitat is habitat is habitat is
<15% UoA | <30% UoA | <45% UoA | <60% UoA | <75% UoA | >75% UoA
CEREE  LEREE | LEREE | LAEREE | LAEREE | LAERELE
DEHF DEHF DEHF DEAIX DEAIX DEAI
<15% <30% <45% <60% <75% >75%

Encounter- Likelihood | Likelihood | Likelihood | Likelihood | Likelihood | Likelihood

ability E:&® | of of of of of of

AT REME encounter- | encounter- | encounter- | encounter- | encounter- | encounter-
ability is ability is ability is ability is ability is ability is
<15%Ei& | <30%Ei& | <45%EiE | <60%E&E | <75%EE | >75%E:&
DOREEMEIE | OFTEEMEIE | OFTEEMEE | ORTREM(E | OFREMEIE | DOATREMEIE
<15% <30% <45% <60% <75% >75%

PF7.6 CSA Step 4: Determine the CSA score and equivalent MSC score

CSARTY T4 :COARRETNICHET S MSC FRDRER

The team shall use the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to obtain the MSC CSA-derived score for
each habitat (scoring element) and the equivalent MSC score. F— /A& MSC RBF 7—% &
—hEEST. BERER (BRER) OCAICKDNSCHR. BLUHLETHNCHERE
BHLGFNEGESEL,

PF7.6.1
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PF7.6.2 The team shall convert the CSA score into a final MSC score for Pl 2.4.1. F— L% CSA
BEZPl 241 DEEMCEHERICBELAETNIEE S,

PF7.6.2.1 In cases where there is only 1 habitat (scoring element), the team shall convert
the MSC CSA-derived score into the final MSC score. £ 818 (§HEXR) N—>
LOEWMES. F—LIXCSAIZLZ MSCHERERENSCFRICERE LR ITHILE
B7ELY,

a. The MSC score for the 1 scoring element shall become the final MSC score.
LHGEAERONSC FAERENC BEE LATFRERSHL,

b. The final MSC score shall be rounded to the nearest whole number (e.g. 87)
and shall be recorded in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. &%, &HITLE
Y LT8R E BIZIESNREMSCIHEREL, TNSCABERERT
vIL— R ICRELETAEE SN,

PF7.6.2.2 In cases where there is more than 1 scoring element and they all receive the
same MSC CSA-derived score, the team shall convert the MSC CSA-derived
scores into the final MSC score. B#RERMN—DLEHY. CSAIZK S MSC FRA
FTRTELCLTHDGEGE., F—LIXCSAICLANCHERZRENSCEHERICBRELL
FhIEE i,

a. The MSC scores for the scoring elements shall become the final MSC score
(e.g. if they are all 64, the final score is 64). 3R EFR D NSC 58 Z &K MSC
JFrELGTNEGSLEL, fl: RN END 64 DIFE. RERERA
64)

b. The final MSC score shall be rounded to the nearest whole number and shall
be recorded in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. #8#%. JFHIEVEHIZYY
FIF-BRERBEMSCHEREL., NSCABEREATIL— ] (8
L& IFnIEiE 5730,

PF7.6.2.3 In cases where there is more than 1 scoring element and they receive different
MSC CSA-derived scores, the team shall derive the final MSC score by applying
the rules in Table PF18. B RERMA—DULEHY . CSAIZL D MSCEEANEFNE
NELGBHIGEE. F—LEFEXPFISOMAIZEAL TERNCHERZELH LG TN
(FE s,

a. The final MSC score shall be in an increment of 5 (e.g. 60, 65, 70) and shall
be recorded in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. &#& MSC 1§ &1L 5 R4 > +Z
& (1 60, 65 70) OmMRIZLAETFNIEEST. MSCABEHREHAT >
TL— bl ICEELATAEGE S,

b. The PI shall fail if any scoring element is assessed as high risk (i.e. <60). &
DR ERGEND (THHHE60) D/RERAS—DOTELHNIE., HFHPI
[FEREE LB FNEEE SN,
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Table PF18: Combining multiple scoring element scores & PF18 : DB RERENSCER
ICHE T 5BROBRA

Score = Combination of individual scoring elements R DB REFEDME

None | Any scoring elements within a PI that fail to reach a score of 60 represent a failure
against the MSC Fisheries Standard and no score shall be assigned. Pl /R Z
FD5H. 60 RITHLGWVBLDIENSCREXZTIRB~ADFEEERLGL, BR%
fFFTIEGE %L,

60 All elements have a score of 60 and only 60. £ THDHERERMN 60 &=L TLY
M. ThELYBORIEAAILLY,

65 All elements score at least 60; a few achieve higher scores, approaching or
exceeding 80, but most do not reach 80. £ THDR{AERICHE L & H 60 mA T
WTHEY., —8IZFEDLTIE 80, 3 LLFEAULEDFIREAFTLSA,
KHF(F 80 [TEFEL TULVELY,

70 All elements score at least 60; some achieve higher scores, approaching or
exceeding 80; but some fail to achieve 80 and require intervention action. £T®
BRERICLLGCED 0 AMNFTEY ., —B8ICE 80 L LLEFENULEDRER
DRFLNTULEA, 80 ICELTLWAELEDEHY . TAHBENLETH D,

75 All elements score at least 60; most achieve higher scores, approaching or
exceeding 80; only a few fail to achieve 80 and require intervention action. £T®
BRERITLPHECEL0MFOTE Y., aEAB0HAL., H LLEFZENRULEDRH
RNV TEY. 80 ICHEHE LBV HICHNABENLELZLDIEENTH D,

80 All elements score 80. £ THHHAERIZ 80 AMFLITLS,

85 All elements score at least 80; a few achieve higher scores, but most do not
approach 100. £ TOR/RRERICLLECEL B0 GAFVTEY ., ThEYUBELR
BADNTWLWEH3DHHAHM, FAEFX 100 ITHE AL,

90 All elements score at least 80; some achieve higher scores approaching 100, but
some donot. ETHDH/RERICHECED 80 mAFLIT NS, —HRIZIE 100 =
[GEVWB/RMIVTLSA, £25THRVLEDEH S,

95 All elements score at least 80; most achieve higher scores approaching 100; only
a few fail to score at or very close to 100. 2 THDRHABERICHLE L & H 80 AT
WTHY., FaEHA 100 RITEL . 100 iz L TR VERITED,

100 All elements score 100. £ THDBREZDB AN 100,

PF7.6.3  Where no additional information exists to bring to bear on the PI, the team shall apply the
MSC score directly to the PI within the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ and provide rationale as
justification. PI [CEAS H1EMAMEICEWNZEES. F—LIEFIT=NSCHBRZZTDEFE TNSC
AEEREATVIL—F] NOPIDONMSCHRELTRERAL., TOREBHIBIWEZE T4
R (1S =Y~dAN

PF7.6.3.1 If there is additional information regarding the attribute(s) that justifies modifying

the MSC score either upwards or downwards by a maximum of 10 points, such
information shall be used to reach the final MSC score for the Pl. B#IZDUV T,
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BRI0RETMCHERZLETI SEAMITELHFRIAF =TT ONESR.
ETNEBRICANTPIICEAT H&EBENSCBIREMFRAEE AL,

a. The team shall use all information that is available on the UoA to inform the
assessment. F—AIL UoA [CEET 529 RTODBEHREFE > THRAETITHRITA
Xz 570N,

b. The team shall provide the justification for any score modification. L\FHhdD
BREBELIES. F—LAXZORUEZRFLZITNIEE S,

If the team has only considered “main” habitats in its CSA analysis, the final Pl score shall
not be greater than 95, reflecting the fact that only the “main” habitats were assessed. GSA
SMZBEVTEELGLERBOAZRELE-EE, TELGERELAEEL TGN LE
RELL., &Pl BRI ZBZ TIEGE AL,

Setting conditions using the CSA CSA Z{# > =& HDERE

Where any habitat (scoring element) score is less than 80, the team shall set a condition
onthe PI. 80 KiFNERE (BRER) N—DOTHLHNIEX., F—LAIELZPI I LEHR
ERELGTNEESHEN, ®

PF7.7.1.1 If a condition is triggered when assessing the Pl using the CSA, the team shall

make sure that the proposed Client Action Plan is capable of raising the score to
80, addressing all the habitats for which the score was below 80 and without
causing additional associated problems. CSA #{# > T Pl #5Hli L 1=[RIZ &4 %
FFBRENELTFZE, F—LAIK. V53472 FOTEBEEA, 5580 Z2:F
Y5 ENTE, ORFBO/BRAMNTVNITRTOERBFICTHELHY . ThIC
FOTHDEENREGTVEEZHER LG TAIEE AL,

PF8 Conducting a Scale Intensity Consequence Analysis (SICA) #
B - SR - RS (SICA) DRk
PF8.1 Preparation #{i®
PF8.1.1  The team shall conduct a SICA for each data-deficient scoring element identified within PI
251 F—LAIFPI 25 1 DT—2FARDBRERITODVTENRENSICA ZEEL A ITA
[ ¢~ =Y A A
PF8.2 Stakeholder involvement within the SICA SICAIZ&ITHRXT—2
RILF—DE 5=
PF8.2.1  The team shall use input from stakeholders to: F— AR T—IHRILF—h5DA Ty
FEROBMOE=OIZFALZTNAEGES G,
a. Assistin the identification of ecosystems that are affected by the fishery. i%I[Z & 5
HELZTTOIERRDETE,
b. Provide information suitable for the qualitative evaluation of the risks that the fishing
activity poses to the ecosystem. ') R 7 FHEDMR ELE > TVDERR~DBRETE
DYIRY DEMRIGTFHZEIT O -HDIFHRE LT,
c. Assistin scoring the spatial and temporal scales and the intensity of the fishing
activity. RETBOZEREM. FFEMEE. EEORA,
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d. Assistin scoring the consequence for the ecosystem. £ HERICx T 5 EEDIHERIF

o

PF8.3 SICA Step 1: Prepare SICA scoring template for each data-
deficient scoring element SICARTY 71 : T—E2FRRBDOHBRE
RITODVWTENRENSICARRT Y TL— M2 EBT 5,

PF8.3.1 The scores and justifications shall be documented in the SICA scoring template (Table

PF19), in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. MSC ABEHRERA T T L— 1 A®D SICA
RTUTL—bF (RPF19) ICBREZORMERZFLZTNEESEL,
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Table PF19: SICA scoring template for Pl 2.5.1 Ecosystem & PF19 : SICAART>FL— b+ (Pl 2.5.1 HBEROFERRKR)

Performance Indicator ¥£4&3T M 512 Spatial Temporal Intensity of | Relevant subcomponents B85  Consequence score

Pl 2.5.1 Ecosystem outcome scale of scale of fishing THREBROTHIER MSC fER &=
PI251 H$EBROBSR fishing fishing activity 7EEY

activity j&E®) | activity BB | ik
DEMME | ORFMREAEEEE

Fishery name A% D& %5 : Species composition & #8 &

Functional group composition 1&g
I —THR

Distribution of the community 3 =
AZT4—DRH

Trophic size/structure 3 2 FXBs4
g

Justification for spatial scale of fishing
activity ;A REND Z=E RIS FE D IR

Justification for temporal scale of fishing
activity ;A R EN D FFE RIS FE D IR

Justification for intensity of fishing activity i

EEHDOREDIRH
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Performance Indicator ¥£#&:T{f 1542 Spatial Temporal Intensity of | Relevant subcomponents B85  Consequence score
Pl 2.5.1 Ecosystem outcome scale of scale of fishing TAREBROTHIEE MSC #ER1& A
PI251 H$EBROBSR fishing fishing activity J&EB)

activity JE® | activity JEB) = oaggs
DEMPE | ORFMREAEEEE

Justification for consequence score $E £S5 =

DIRHL
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PF8.4 SICA Step 2: Score spatial scale SICA X7 7 2 : 22 & BEH D £E
J=1

PF8.4.1 The team shall work with stakeholders at the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) to assign a
spatial scale score. F—AIXRBF R 77—V RILF—BEBICEVWTRAT—IRILT—EH£F
TZEEMEEDTREMTSEL ST LABTFAEGRSLL,

PF8.4.2  The greatest spatial extent shall be used to determine the spatial scale score for the
overlap of the ecosystem with the fishing activity (Table PF20). £/ % & B EZHDEHED
THEMEBEOBREZRET AEICIE,. RROZFEEFRZFALLGTNEESEL (R
PF20) .

PF8.4.2.1 Only the overlap of the ecosystem with the fishing activity of the UoA shall be

considered. UoA D EEH L ERERNEET D EADHERFFLAITAIERS
LY,

PF8.4.3 The score shall be recorded in the SICA scoring template for each component and the
justification documented. BRIEED{FRZE SICARRT U TL—MIREBATHEHIZ, ZD
REBEEH LB TRIEE S,

Table PF20: SICA spatial scale scores & PF20 : SICA Z2RfIR9EEE DR R

<1% 1-15% 16-30% 31-45% 46-60% >60%
1 2 3 4 5 6

PF8.5 SICA Step 3: Score temporal scale SICA R 5w F3: FHEE
EDER

PF8.5.1  The team shall work with stakeholders at the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) to assign a
temporal scale score. F—LIERBF R F—U R T —HEBIZEVWTRAT—IHRILF—L#
ECHHENERDOBTREMITSELSITLARTFAEEESEL,

PF8.5.2  The highest temporal frequency shall be used for determining the temporal scale score for
the overlap of the ecosystem with the fishing activity (Table PF21). £/% L BEZTHDE
BT HBERNEROBRZRET SRICIE. RRBEEZEALZTAEESHL (R
PF21)

PF8.5.2.1  Only the number of the days of the fishing activity of the Unit of Assessment shall
be considered. UoA DBEZEHHICDNTOARET L ITFIIEE S AL,

PF8.5.3  The score shall be recorded onto the SICA scoring template for each component and the
justification documented. FIEBENBE%Z SICAERET Y TL— MIEBATHEHIT, F0
RBIELEH LB TNIEE S,

Table PF21: SICA temporal scale score % PF21 : SICA B¥fEI RSB DR i

1 day every 10 | 1 day every 1-100 days 101-200 days | 201-300 days & 301-365 days
years or so10  few years ¥4 | per year &[E | per year %[ | per year &£ff]  per year £

FHMOM[EIZ 1 #1218 1~100 BfEF | 101~200 A 201~300 B 301~365 H
= el ] Al
1 2 3 4 5 6
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PF8.6 SICA Step 4: Score the intensity SICA R T v T4 : SBEDIER

PF8.6.1  The team shall work with stakeholders at the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) to assign a
score for intensity. F—LI& RBF R 77— RILZ—BEICEVW TR T—I RILFT— L H#AE
TREMFREZMTATAEGESEN,

PF8.6.1.1 The intensity of the activity shall be based on the spatial and temporal scale of the
activity, its nature and extent. ;EBIDRE IXFEID EMM KR VEFRERE., 4R
URREICK>TRE S,

PF8.6.1.2  The direct impacts of the fishing activity to the ecosystem under evaluation shall
be considered for the score for intensity (Table PF22). EBIN®RE #iFm T 52
LTI, MRELOTVIERRANDRETHOERNLGEZEERF LA TNIEE
By (RPF22) . 1

PF8.6.2  The score shall be recorded in the SICA scoring template for the component in question
and the justification documented. RN/ REEDH/ R Z SICARATTL— MZEA
THERIZ, TORPHLEREH LG FNIEE S,

Table PF22: SICA intensity scores 3& PF22 : SICAEER R

Level LARJL  Score & | Description &gt
=1

Negligible =< | 1 Remote likelihood of detection of fishing activity at any spatial or

& temporal scale. ZEME# Kk VRS E RN TEEBARIM S S REM
[FFa ELLN,

Minor /NRIE 2 Activity occurs rarely or in few restricted locations and detectability of

fishing activity even at these scales is rare. JEEIIEFE ETHNT . 17
bhdELTERESNE=DHDOBFHICEBON. ZOBALEFHD
EEmiEFEAETRNLGL,

Moderate &E | 3 Moderate detectability of fishing activity at broader spatial scale, or
obvious but local detectability. & VY [REEERZERMICELTOFEH
BEICBRAMINGD, BHMICE>ZTY EBHMEND,

Major KiR1& 4 Detectable evidence of fishing activity occurs reasonably often at
broad spatial scale. #&%1 T 5EEDEBDORIA L LV ZEHE R EEE
[CHENT, LEERMERICEND,

Severe FEZl 5 Occasional but very obvious detectability or widespread and frequent
evidence of fishing activity. BS IR TE 3 HMMLEE., £ L<
(FILERE - > THREITITHON 5 FE,

Catastrophic 6 Local to regional evidence of fishing activity or continual and
bE 3] widespread detectability. Bithh S IZA (T TOFERE. L <

FHEAMGV, LEEICH -5 FBDORH

PF8.7 SICA Step 5: Identify the most vulnerable subcomponent of the
ecosystem and score the consequence of the activity on the
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subcomponent SICART v 75 : £RBRDELEEEZ(HHOT
THEBEZ®AL. THEBADEFHORERKREZERTD

The team shall work with stakeholders at the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) to select the
subcomponent on which the fishing activity is having the most impact. F— /& RBF X 7
— I RILF—BEICEVWTRT—IRILF—LHRT, AETBIL>TRIEZELZT
TWATHIERZBERLAGITNIEGE S,

One subcomponent shall be selected that represents the subcomponent on which the
fishing activity is having the most impact. REFEDFZEEZ R LB ZIT TS TRIER
EF—ORTBRLBETAELESHL, @

When choosing which subcomponent to score, the team shall recognise that different
subcomponents may be proxies for measuring the same effect but are much easier to
observe and score on a qualitative basis. f£md 5 THIIEE #:&RT HITHzY. —DOD
FHEEBETEITAHEHITVKDLOTHREENRITONTVESEELNHLIELDOD, EHEML
HE BRETIADVBEZTHLI L ERHT 5,

The consequence score shall be based on information provided by all stakeholders and
the expert judgement of the team and shall draw qualitatively from the scale and intensity
scores. ERBRIEILZTORT—IRILT—MoiRESNIIFRE F—LOFFIRIFIRTIC
EOW-tDThHY ., BELEEICETIERNOEHEMICEMIMELDOTRITNELS
A A

PF8.7.4.1 Inthe absence of agreement or information, the highest risk score considered

PF8.7.5

PF8.7.6

PF8.7.7

PF8.7.8

plausible shall be used. & CIEBMNB LN NGEEICIKX, IYSHHREEL
DROBREFEALGZFNEGESEL, @

The consequence of the activity shall be scored using the SICA consequence Table PF23.
BETHORRESICARKRSER (RPF2I) > THEALGZTFAEGESEL,

The team shall record the consequence score as fall if the consequence of the activity is
determined not to meet the performance levels in consequence category 60. JEEIDHER
MEBEFTMIEIRDRERDFED 60 1LV EHIBTLI-5E. BETF—LRKBRERZX
BELTRELBTNIEZE DAL,

When assessing “changes” to subcomponents, only changes due to fishing activities shall
be considered. FTRIEE~®D EE ] 2BET HI5E. BEIHC L LIELDOAHRE
ENBFNIFE S,

The consequence score shall be recorded in the SICA scoring template and the
justification documented. RIEEDFERGFRZ SICATRAT U T L— MIFEBAT H EHIT,
ZORWHEH LB TAE G40,
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Table PF23: SICA consequence score & PF23 : SICA#RER

Subcomponent

THIEE

Species
composition &
HE R

Consequence category &R 4F

Fail &%

Consequence
is higher risk
than 60 level.
#HERIL 60 &
Y3IdLy R
JLRNILTH
%)

60

Detectable
changes to the
community species
composition
without a major
change in function
(no loss of
function). Changes
to species
composition up to
10%. Time to
recover from
impact on the scale
of several to 20
years. FEDHKD
FIEIFBRMTED
M. WEEICEITS
N b R (dEs:: 1A
€ TP S oY (RN
LY) o DD
ZIEIFHRK 10%F
T, wEEZRITT
MoEEETICE
9 S EERE X EH
5 20 FFXFTOM,

Impacted species
do not play a
keystone role
(including trophic
cascade impact) —
only minor changes
in relative
abundance of other
constituents.
Changes of
species
composition up to
5%. Time to
recover from
impactup to 5
years. EE#%(T
TWREIREES
&E (REBREA
DEE) 8L
TEET. o
HEOEMSHS
VELLEETH
%, EHEBOEIE
F5%F T, &
2T THhHEIE
FTIZEY
'j: 5 ﬂiaf -Go

Interactions may be
occurring that
affect the internal
dynamics of
communities,
leading to change
in species
composition not
detectable against
natural variation.
A2 =-5F4—KA
DEEICEEEZR
L. BHEOE
LEECLBHHE
fAEE TS HE
BRI HEHH. B
REILE DEDLE
HMTEGEL,

Functional
group
composition #
HERY S IL— T
X

Changes in relative
abundance of
community
constituents up to
10% chance of
flipping to an
alternate state/
trophic cascade.
thDEBEDEMN
MAEEL. DK
BARENRT—
FESIEEITH
R(IIERK 10%,

Minor changes in
relative abundance
of community
constituents up to
5%.{th DHRL D E M
EDOJRRKEWET
DELIEMNE
Cb,

Interactions that
affect the internal
dynamics of
communities
leading to change
in functional group
composition not
detectable against
natural variation.
EMickda33a
ZT 4 —EHEAD
HEB LU, B
BT IV — THE D
Tt BREH
EEDL BN,

Distribution of
the community
AZa=-5F4—
DR

Detectable change
in geographic
range of
communities with
some impact on
community

Possible detectable
change in
geographic range
of communities but
minimal impact on
community

Interactions that
affect the
distribution of
communities
unlikely to be
detectable against
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_ Consequence category &R 5945

Trophic/size
structure £ &
B4 X &

dynamics. Change
in geographic
range up to 10% of
original. Time to
recover from
impact on the scale
of several to twenty
years. a7
— D HEDELEN
BMEEN, 332
—T4—BREICE
PLOEELAH D,
HEBH I MDEL
[FE]®mK 10%F T,
ANy ks [E
BETICET HH
FIEEEN 5 20 &F
FTO,

Changes in mean
trophic level and
biomass/number in
each size class up
to 10%. Time to
recover from
impact on the scale
of several to 20

years. FHRER
. £HME. RV
EH A XBHRDE
EIE®RK 10%FE

T, wEERITT
MoEEETICE
¥ BEME LB EDL
520 FFETOE

B,

dynamics change
in geographic
range up to 5% of
original. A3a=
s K NI -
HMTEHFEDM
EHHELENELT
WM, 33a2=
T4 —BREADFE
g3 < EMT,
B MDEL
IZ5%% T,

Change in mean
trophic level and
biomass/number in
each size class up
to 5%. T RER
BE. £ME. RV
£H A XBERDE
LXK 5 %,

PF8.8 Scoring Pl 2.5.1 using the RBF RBF #{# - 1= PI
PF8.8.1  The SICA score shall determine the final score for the ecosystem. #tE Xt f- SICA 1§ &

E

BRICETHIRBE/RELBTNEE SN,

natural variation.
EMIckda3a
ZTA—nTA~D
FENBREHIC
iV 3 Iy (1)
BEME(XTR SN,

Changes that affect
the internal
dynamics unlikely
to be detectable
against natural
variation R EREN AR
[CEEBEZRIZTE
IENBRESHICL
NRAMTE SR
HIXFR EELY,

2.5.1 DR

PF8.8.2  The team shall consider whether there is additional information to bring to bear on the PI.
F—LlE, Pl OER[RITEVTEMEFBRLH SN E I NI DVWTHEEF LG TNIEE 1

LY,
PF8.8.2.1

PF8.8.2.2
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If not, the team shall apply the converted score directly to the Pl with the
accompanying scoring template and a rationale provided as justification. BAITE#R
NEINE, F—LRBEIN-BREZOFEFEPIOFREL. TAEZIEHL
T5EHIC. BRATUTL—bZEHMAHL. REMBRZEZESR LB TAIEES%

If there is additional information that justifies modifying the MSC score either
upwards or downwards by a maximum of 10 points, such information shall be
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used to reach the final MSC score for the PI. :BMEHRMAAF I, MSCEEE R
RIOFRECTLETSIEAELLEANSHIESICIE. BHREFEHRZIALTPIO
RIENSCHBAZEH LB FAELZSELY,

PF8.8.2.3 The team shall use all information that is available on the UoA to inform the
assessment. F—LALIZUAICBEEL TCAFTESITRTOEREZFIALTEELZE
LR FNIERSL,

PF8.8.2.4  The team shall provide the justification for any score modification. F—Al[XE =
EZEELERICE, ZORMWERFLZHREE AL,

PF8.8.2.5 The team shall record all changes to the score and rationale for the changes. F
—LBFBRDOBEDTRTEREL. TOBEDREMRBLEZE TR INELS

AN

PF8.8.3  The team shall record the final Pl score in the SICA table in the ‘MSC Reporting
Template’. F—LAlE TNSC KBERERTTL—F] RO SICARIZ, RIEPIBAFT
T LATNIEGE S0,

PF8.9 Setting conditions using the RBF (Pl 2.5.1) RBF 2 > =D&
£ (PI 2.5.1)

PF8.9.1  Where any score is less than 80, the team shall set a condition on that PI. 80 RXENHF =
N—D2OTHELhNIE, F—LIIHZPIICHLEHZERTELLEZITAIEE LA,

PF8.9.1.1 If a condition is triggered when assessing a Pl using the SICA, the team shall
make sure that the Client Action Plan proposed by the fishery is capable of raising
the score to 80. SICA Z{# > T Pl Z5fi L =BRICEHZF T HLENELIH
B, F—LE 953472 FOTHEFEICEY., FRE0ZERTELHLEHE
RLABTNIEE S,

PF8.9.1.2 If the action plan is not capable of raising the SICA score to 80 within a suitable
timeframe, the team shall not allow a fishery to use the RBF for this Pl in
subsequent MSC assessments. fTEIETEIC & Y. BEY)LREARMIC SICA 1§ =% 80
[CETLIFRIENHERG VTS, F—LKSHE, B3PI OMCEERITHL
T. HFBEE~DORBF OFERAZRDTIEGE ALY,

a. Insuch cases, the team shall raise a condition on the PI that there shall be
information collected to support an analysis of the impact of the fishery on the
ecosystem by the time of reassessment. ZD & 5 HIHEF— L%, BRAE
EORHFETIC. £RRNDREOEZEIMERMF T HBEHROIMNEEZKRA T
WG S L, EWSEHZPLICHITAETAIEE S0,

End of Annex PF

End of Fisheries Certification Process
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	7.1.9 The CAB shall treat the existence, process and outcomes of the pre-assessment as confidential to the client, the CAB and the MSC, unless otherwise directed by the client to make the pre-assessment more widely available. 審査機関は、予備審査が行われた事実とそのプロセス及...
	7.1.10 The CAB shall provide the MSC with an annual report on the fishery pre-assessment reports they have provided to clients over the period 1 April to 31 March by the following 30 April. 審査機関は４月１日から３月31日までの間に行った予備審査に関する年次報告書を翌４月30日までにMSCに提出しなければならない。◙
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	7.1.10.3 The first annual report submitted shall include data for all previous MSC pre-assessment reports provided to clients, irrespective of the year they were prepared. 最初の年次報告書には年代に関係なく、クライアントのために行なった全てのMSC予備審査報告書に関するデータを含めなければならない。


	7.2 Application for full assessment by clientクライアントによる本審査の申請
	7.2.1 On receipt of an application for full assessment, the CAB shall refer to ISO 17065 and the MSC General Certification Requirements for application review requirements. 本審査申請受理後、審査機関はISO 17065およびMSC GCRの要求事項を参照し、申請を見直さなければならない。

	7.3 Client Document Checklist クライアント用文書チェックリスト◙
	7.3.1 Before defining the Unit of Assessment and Unit of Certification, the CAB shall require the client to submit a completed Client Document Checklist. 審査単位と認証単位の決定に向け、審査機関はクライアントに「クライアント文書チェックリスト」の記入と提出を求めなければならない。

	7.4 Confirmation of scope適用範囲の確認  ◙
	7.4.1 The CAB shall withdraw the fishery at any point if it does not continue to meet scope requirements of 7.4.2. 審査機関は、漁業が7.4.2の適用範囲を満たさなくなった時点で、審査を取りやめなければならない。
	7.4.2 The CAB shall verify that the fishery is eligible for certification through the following determinations: 審査機関は漁業の認証資格を以下の判断基準に基づいて検証しなければならない。
	7.4.2.1 The following taxa shall not be target species of the fishery under Principle 1: 分類群は、原則１における漁業の対象魚種として認められない。
	a. Amphibians. 両生類
	b. Reptiles. は虫類
	c. Birds. 鳥類
	d. Mammals. ほ乳類

	7.4.2.2 The fishery shall not use poisons or explosives. 漁業は毒物や爆発物を用いてはならない。
	7.4.2.3 The fishery shall not be conducted under a controversial unilateral exemption to an international agreement. 漁業は、国際的合意に対して問題の多い、一方的な免責規定のもとで行われてはならない。
	a. The CAB shall use these definitions to interpret this criterion: この基準を解釈するにあたり、審査機関は以下の定義を使用しなければならない。
	i. “Controversial” means creating a controversy in the wider international community rather than simply between 2 states. 「問題の多い」というのは単に二国間に限ったことではなく、より広く国際社会において問題を起こしているという意味である。
	ii. “Unilateral” means arising from the action of a single state. 「一方的な」は一国のみが関わっている、という意味である。
	iii. “Exemption” means a refusal to join or abide by the rules of an international management body, or the taking of a reservation or exception to a measure adopted by such body, when in either such case the effect is to undermine the sustainable mana...
	iv. “International agreements” are those with a direct mandate for sustainable management of the resources affected by the fishery according to the outcomes expressed by Principles 1 and 2. 「国際的合意」は原則１及び２の趣旨に則り、持続可能な資源利用の管理を実現するための直接的な命令のことを指す。

	b. When verifying fishery conformity with this criterion, the CAB shall take into consideration: この基準への適合を検証するにあたり、審査機関は以下のことを考慮しなければならない。
	i. The relationship between international and coastal state jurisdictions recognised by relevant international agreements. 関連する国際合意によって認められている国際的管轄と沿岸国の管轄との関係。
	ii. Whether exemptions result in the implementation of a higher or lower level of conservation than are currently agreed by an international management body. 免責規定による資源保護の水準が、国際管理機関が申し合わせている水準に比べて高いか低いか。
	iii. Whether the sustainable management of the fishery is undermined. 持続可能な漁業のための資源管理が損なわれていないかどうか。


	7.4.2.4 The CAB shall confirm that the client or client group does not include an entity that has been convicted for a forced or child labour violation in the last 2 years. 審査機関は、 過去２年間で強制労働もしくは児童労働の有罪判決を受けた法人がクライアントもしくはクライアントグループに含まれていないことを確認しなければならな...
	a. If an entity that belongs to a certified client group is convicted for a violation of law on forced or child labour, the CAB shall consider the entity as having become out of scope and shall withdraw it from the certificate or client group. 認証を取得して...
	b. If a conviction is determined, the CAB shall consider the entity as out of scope until 2 years have passed since the date of the conviction. 有罪が確定した場合、審査機関は、有罪判決を受けた日から2年以上経過するまで、当該法人を適用範囲にないものと見なさなければならない。

	7.4.2.5 The client or client group shall use the ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour Policies, Practices and Measures Template’ to detail the policies, practices and measures in place to ensure the absence of forced and child labour. クライアントもしく...
	7.4.2.6 The client or client group shall submit the completed ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour Policies, Practices and Measures Template’ to the CAB at the same time as it submits the Client Document Checklist. クライアントもしくはクライアントグループは、「クライアント...
	7.4.2.7 The CAB shall confirm that all sections of the ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour Policies, Practices and Measures Template’ are completed. 審査機関は「強制労働および児童労働に対する方針、慣行および措置に関する認証取得者用テンプレート」がすべて記入されていることを確認しなければならない。
	7.4.2.8 The CAB shall confirm that the ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour Policies, Practices and Measures Template’ covers all entities within the Unit of Certification. 審査機関は「強制労働および児童労働に対する方針、慣行および措置に関する認証取得者用テンプレート」が認証単位の法人をすべて網羅していることを確認...
	7.4.2.9 The CAB shall upload the ‘Certificate Holder Forced and Child Labour Policies, Practices and Measures Template’, as completed by the client or client group, to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website at the same time as the Public ...
	7.4.2.10 The CAB shall confirm that the client or client group does not include an entity that has been convicted for a shark finning violation in the last 2 years. 審査機関は、クライアントもしくはクライアントグループの中に過去2年以内にシャークフィニングの有罪判決を受けた法人が含まれていないことを確認しなければならない。◙
	a. If an entity that belongs to a certified client group is convicted for a violation of law with respect to shark finning, the CAB shall consider the entity as having become out of scope and shall withdraw it from the certificate or client group. 認証さ...
	b. If a conviction is determined, the CAB shall consider the entity as out of scope until 2 years have passed since the date of the conviction. 有罪が確定した場合、審査機関は有罪判決の日から2年以上経過するまで、当該法人を適用範囲にないものとして見なさなければならない。

	7.4.2.11 A fishery shall not be eligible for certification if there is no mechanism for resolving disputes, or if the disputes overwhelm the fishery. もし当該漁業に紛争解決の機能がない、もしくは紛争がその漁業の手に負えない場合、当該漁業は認証の資格を有しない。◙
	a. If a fishery applying for certification is the subject of controversy and/or dispute at any time during the assessment process or certification cycle, the CAB shall consider: 認証を申請している漁業が審査中もしくは認証有効期間中に論争及び／または紛争の対象となっている場合、審査機関は以下のことを考慮しなければならない。
	i. Whether the fisheries management regime (national or international system or plan) includes a mechanism for resolving disputes. 漁業管理体制（国内もしくは国際的な制度もしくは計画）が紛争解決の機能を有しているかどうか。
	ii. If there is a mechanism for resolving disputes, whether that mechanism is adequate to deal with potential or existing disputes (e.g. do stakeholders have access to the mechanism for resolving disputes and is there sufficient scope to cover the rel...
	iii. Whether disputes overwhelm the fishery enough to prevent it from meeting the MSC Fisheries Standard. 紛争が、漁業のMSC漁業認証規格への適合を阻むほどかどうか。

	b. The CAB shall decline the application where it judges 7.4.2.11 applies. 7.4.2.11が適用される場合、審査機関はこの申請を却下する。

	7.4.2.12 Using the criteria in Table 1, the CAB shall determine whether the fishery is an eligible enhanced fishery. 審査機関は、表１の項目にクライアント漁業を照らし合わせ、増殖漁業として適格かどうかを確認しなければならない。◙
	a. An enhanced fishery shall only be eligible for assessment if it conforms to all of the scope criteria. 増殖漁業の審査を受ける資格があるのは、すべての適用範囲の項目に適合している場合のみである。

	7.4.2.13 The CAB shall only accept an application for certification from a fishery targeting an introduced species if it meets the scope criteria contained in Table 2. 審査機関は表2の適用基準を満たす移入種漁業からの認証申請のみを受諾することができる。
	a. If the fishery is based upon an introduced species, the CAB shall follow the necessary steps in the MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SD. 移入種を対象にした漁業の場合、審査機関はMSC漁業認証規格の附属文書SDの必須手順を踏まなければならない。
	b. The CAB shall inform clients that the requirements for ISBF are part of a pilot program and may be subject to change. 審査機関は、ISBFの要求事項が試験的なものであり、変更される可能性があることをクライアントに連絡しなければならない。



	7.5 Scope of assessment: defining the Unit of Assessment and Unit of Certification審査の範囲：審査単位および認証単位の決定 ‼
	7.5.1 After receiving an application for full assessment and a completed Client Document Checklist, the CAB shall use all available information and pre-assessment reports about the fishery to determine the Unit of Assessment (UoA). 本審査認証の申請およびチェック済みクラ...
	7.5.2 The CAB shall determine the proposed UoA (i.e. what is to be assessed) to include: 審査機関は申請されているUoA（審査単位、すなわち審査されるもの）に下記が含まれていることを確認しなければならない。 ◙
	a. The target stock(s). 対象魚種資源
	b. The fishing gear type(s) and, if relevant, vessel type(s). 漁具の種類、及び関連性がある場合には漁船の種類‼
	c. The fishing fleets or groups of vessels, or individual fishing operators pursuing that stock, including any other eligible fishers that are outside the proposed Unit of Certification (UoC). その資源を対象とし、申請されている認証範囲に含まれない認証資格のある漁業者を含む漁船団もしくは漁船グループ、個々の漁業者。

	7.5.3 The CAB shall determine the proposed UoC (i.e. what is to be covered by the certificate) to include: 審査機関は申請されているUoC（認証単位、すなわち認証の適用範囲）に下記が含まれていることを確認しなければならない。◙
	a. The target stock(s). 対象種
	b. The fishing gear type(s) and, if relevant, vessel type(s). 漁具の種類、および関連性がある場合には漁船の種類
	c. The fishing fleets or groups of vessels or individual fishing operators pursuing that stock including entities initially intended to be covered by the certificate. 認証範囲に元々含まれる予定の法人を含む漁船団もしくは漁船グループ、個々の漁業者

	7.5.4 The CAB shall not define the UoA and UoC based on the species caught as determined at the time of fishing, where the objective is simply to exclude certain hauls from the assessment. 水揚げされている魚種を検証するのは、特定の魚種を審査から除外することが目的であり、審査機関はそれを基にUoAおよびUoCを決...
	7.5.5 The CAB shall not change the UoA and UoC during the assessment unless the UoA is announced provisionally in the initial announcement and confirmed later in conformity with 7.17.3. 審査機関は、一旦決定された審査単位と認証単位を審査中に変更できないことに留意しなければならない。但し、審査入りを公表した際に暫定的...
	7.5.6 The CAB shall define the geographical area in which the UoA and UoC operate. 審査機関は、UoA及びUoCが操業する地理的水域を規定しなければならない。◙
	7.5.7 The CAB shall undertake an initial review of key traceability factors and shall document whether any of the following risks are applicable: 審査機関は主なトレーサビリティ要因を初めに検討し、以下のリスクが該当するかどうかを文書化しなければならない。 ◙
	a. The possibility of non-certified gears being used within the UoC. UoC内で非認証の漁具が使われている可能性
	b. The possibility of vessels from the UoC fishing outside the UoC or in different geographical areas (on the same trips or different trips). 認証範囲外の水域、もしくは別の水域で（同一操業時、あるいは他の操業時に）UoC内の漁船が操業している可能性
	c. The possibility of vessels from outside the UoC or client group fishing the same stock. UoCもしくはクライアントグループに含まれない漁船が同じ魚種を獲っている可能性
	d. Any other risks of substitution between fish from the UoC and fish from outside this unit. UoC内の魚種とそうでない魚種との置換えが行われるその他のリスク
	7.5.7.1 The CAB shall include the traceability risks identified during the initial review in the traceability section in the Announcement Comment Draft Report. 審査機関は、トレーサビリティの検討を最初に行った際に提起されたリスクを「審査入りコメント用報告書案」に含めなければならない。
	7.5.7.2 The CAB shall inform the client of its obligations to meet traceability requirements before it sells fish or fish products from the UoC as MSC certified or under assessment, including that: UoCからの水産物および水産製品をMSC認証製品もしくは認証審査中製品として販売するためには、以下を含むト...
	a. Systems are in place to ensure that fish and fish products from the UoC are traceable back to the UoC. UoCの水産物および水産品をUoCまで確実にトレースバックできるシステムがあること。
	b. Systems are in place to ensure that fish and fish products from the UoC are segregated from fish or fish products not included in the UoC. UoC内の水産物および水産製品とそうでないものとを確実に分別するシステムがあること。



	7.5.8 The CAB shall determine whether there are other eligible fishers or other entities that may share the certificate as new client group members. 審査機関は、新しいクライアントグループのメンバーとして認証を共有する可能性のある漁業者や法人が他にあるかどうかを確認しなければならない。◙
	7.5.8.1 Fishers or other entities that are not identified as part of the UoA or as part of the client group membership shall not be eligible to gain access to the certification later, unless they conform to the requirements of 7.27. 要求事項7.27に適合しない限り、審...
	7.5.8.2 If there are other eligible fishers or other potential client group members within the UoA, the CAB shall require the client to: 審査単位に認証資格のある漁業者やクライアントグループメンバーが他にいた場合、審査機関はクライアント漁業に以下の要請をしなければならない。
	a. Prepare a statement for the CAB to upload to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website of the client’s understanding and willingness for reasonable certificate sharing arrangements within the MSC Fishery Announcement. 審査機関がMSCウェブサイトのデータベー...
	b. Inform other eligible fishers and/or other entities of the public statement and of the opportunity to share the certificate during relevant interactions with the eligible fishers and other entities as is practicable. 認証資格のある他の漁業者および／または法人に公開声明文を通知（...


	7.5.9 The CAB shall determine whether there are catches of non-target (Principle 2) stock(s) that are inseparable or practicably inseparable (IPI) from target (Principle 1) stock(s). 審査機関は、水産物の中に対象漁獲種（原則１）と分離不可能もしくは実務上分離不可能（IPI）な非対象魚種（原則２）があるかどうかを確認しな...
	7.5.9.1 The CAB shall only recognise stock(s) as being an IPI stock where the inseparability arises because either: 審査機関によりIPI種として認識されるのは、以下の理由により分離が不可能な場合のみである。
	a. The non-target catch is practicably indistinguishable during normal fishing operations (i.e. the catch is from a stock of the same species or a closely related species), or漁獲された魚種は通常の漁業操業では実務上対象種と区別が付かない（同種、あるいは類似の種であるなどの理由で）。
	b. When distinguishable, it is not commercially feasible to separate due to the practical operation of the fishery that would require significant modification to existing harvesting and processing methods. 区別が付いたとしても、分離するためには現存の収穫や加工方法にかなりの修正が必要で、そのため...
	c. The total combined proportion of catches from the IPI stock(s) do not exceed 15% by weight of the total combined catches of target and IPI stock(s) for the UoA. 審査単位内での漁獲対象種と分離不可能な種の合計重量に対する、分離不可能な種の割合が15%を超えていないこと。
	d. The IPI stock(s) are not endangered, threatened or protected (ETP) species. そのIPI資源がETP種でないこと。
	e. The IPI stock(s) are not certified separately. そのIPI資源が別に認証を受けていないこと。


	7.5.10 The CAB shall apply Annex PA where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of the assessment. 審査範囲にIPI資源が含まれている場合、審査機関は附属文書PAを適用しなければならない。
	7.5.11 If IPI stock(s) are identified as per 7.5.9.1, the CAB shall upload an announcement to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website, using the ‘MSC IPI Announcement Template’, to inform stakeholders and the MSC of the identification of I...
	7.5.12 In the ‘MSC IPI Announcement Template’, the CAB shall follow either 7.5.12.1 or 7.5.12.2 below. 審査機関は「MSC IPI報告用テンプレート」において、以下の7.5.12.1もしくは7.5.12.2のいずれかの手続きを踏まなければならない。
	7.5.12.1 Confirm that fish or fish products considered as coming from IPI stock(s) may enter into chains of custody subject to Annex PA.附属文書PAに従い、IPI資源からと考えられる水産物及び水産製品がCoC認証の対象となることを確認する。
	a. The CAB shall include a detailed and substantiated justification for how the catches under consideration fulfil the requirements of 7.5.9.1 above. 審査機関は、検討されている魚種が上記7.5.9.1の要求事項をどのように満たしているかの詳細で正当な根拠を含めなければならない。

	7.5.12.2 Confirm that fish or fish products considered as coming from IPI stock(s) may enter chains of custody, with an exemption to the additional assessment requirements for IPI stock(s) given in PA1.4.2. PA1.4.2のIPI種への追加要求事項を免除し、IPI資源からと考えられる水産物及び水...
	a. The CAB shall include a detailed and substantiated justification showing that: 審査機関は以下のことを示す詳細で正当な根拠を含めなければならない：
	i. The catches under consideration fulfil the requirements of 7.5.9.1 above.  検討されている漁獲は上記7.5.9.1の要求事項を満たしている。
	ii. The catch proportion of IPI stock(s) calculated in 7.5.9.1.c is less than or equal to 2%, and the total catch of IPI stock(s) by the UoA does not create a significant impact on the IPI stock(s) as a whole. 7.5.9.1cで計算されたIPI種は２％以下であり、審査単位の漁業によるIPI資...
	iii. The CAB shall note that significant impact will be assessed on the basis of the status of the IPI stock(s), and the risk that the IPI catch poses to the health of the IPI stock(s). 重大な影響は、IPI資源の状況、及びその漁獲がIPI資源へ与えるリスクに基づいて審査されることに審査機関は留意しなければならない。



	7.5.13 The CAB shall upload the IPI announcement as early as practicable in the assessment process, and no later than the date of issue of the Client and Peer Review Draft Report to the client and to the Peer Review College. 審査機関は審査プロセスにおいて、実務上可能な限り早い...
	7.5.14 The CAB shall use the evaluation against the requirements specified in 7.5.9–7.5.12 above to determine the eligibility of catches of IPI stock(s) to enter further certified chains of custody. IPI資源の水産物がCoC認証の対象となるかどうかの判断をする際、審査機関は、上記7.5.9～7.5.1...

	7.6 Team selection審査チームの選定
	7.6.1 The CAB shall form an assessment team (hereafter “team”) for a fishery assessment, comprising a team leader and a minimum of 1 additional team member, that meets the qualifications and competency requirements specified in Table PC1, Table PC2 an...
	a. If the team will use the RBF, as determined by reference to Table 3, at least 1 team member shall have received MSC training in the use of the RBF as detailed in Table PC3. チームが表３に従ってRBFを適用する場合、表PC3に記載されているとおり、チームメンバーの少なくとも一人は、RBFの使用に関するMSCの研修を受けてい...

	7.6.2 If events outside the CAB’s control mean that team membership must change during an assessment, the CAB shall announce the new team members to stakeholders. 審査機関の力が及ばない事態によって、審査中にチームメンバーの変更が余儀なくされた場合には、審査機関はステークホルダーに新メンバーを通知しなければならない。

	7.7 Preparing for the Announcement Comment Draft Report審査入りコメント用報告書案の準備 ◙
	7.7.1 If the scope of the fishery contains an enhanced fishery that is not covered in the MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SB and Annex SC: MSC漁業認証規格の附属文書SBとSCが適用されない増殖漁業が認証範囲に含まれる場合、以下の手続きが必要となる。◙
	7.7.1.1 The CAB shall review and, if necessary, modify the default assessment tree, taking into account the PIs required to assess the enhancements to achieve, at a minimum, the same level of sustainability performance as the default assessment tree. ...
	7.7.1.2 The CAB shall assess: 審査機関は以下を審査しなければならない：
	a. Enhancement activities against the impacts on the natural reproductive component of the associated wild stock. 関連する天然資源の自然繁殖要素に対する増殖活動の影響。
	b. The extent of translocation against: 以下の項目に関連した、漁業資源の移動程度。◙
	i. The effect on the natural genetic characteristics of the stock. 資源の天然遺伝的特徴への影響。
	ii. The environmental impacts of translocation. 資源移動の環境への影響。

	c. Environmental modification activities under the Principle 2 assessment for their impacts on other species or the wild environment. The CAB shall consider environmental impacts, including: 原則２において、他の魚種や自然環境に対する環境の改変の影響を評価する。審査機関は以下を含む環境への影響を検証しなければな...
	i. Feed augmentation. 給餌の増加。‼
	ii. The use of medicines or other chemical compounds. 薬剤その他の化学物質の使用。
	iii. Fertilisation to enhance natural food availability. 天然餌を増やすための肥沃化。
	iv. Removal of predators or competitors. 捕食種や競争相手の除去。

	d. The impacts of habitat modification under the habitats and ecosystems components in Principle 2. The CAB shall consider environmental impacts including: 原則２における生息域と生態系についての部分において、生息域の改変の影響を評価する。審査機関は以下を含む環境への影響を検証しなければならない。◙
	i. Whether serious or irreversible harm may be caused to the natural ecosystem’s structure and function, including the natural food chains of predator and/or prey species. 捕食種及び／もしくは被食種の自然食物連鎖を含む、自然の生態系構造や機能に深刻、または不可逆的な損傷を引き起こしていないかどうか。
	ii. The types and extent of habitat modifications and the possibility of these causing serious or irreversible harm. 生息域の改変の種類や程度、及びそれが深刻、又は不可逆的な損傷を引き起こす可能性。


	7.7.1.3 The CAB shall note that: 審査機関は以下のことに留意しなければならない。
	a. The CAB shall consult with other CABs developing modified assessment trees for similar fisheries. 審査機関は、類似の漁業に対する審査ツリーの変更を作成中の他の審査機関と協議しなければならない。
	b. In cases where the CAB’s proposed modifications to the default assessment tree for an enhanced fishery are later found by the MSC to produce a determination and/or conditions that do not conform to MSC requirements: 増殖漁業用に審査機関が提案した標準審査ツリーへの変更により、後日...
	i. The CAB shall review and, if necessary, revise its assessment and scoring to conform to the default assessment tree. 審査機関は標準審査ツリーに適合するよう、評価と採点を見直し、必要に応じて修正しなければならない。
	ii. The timing of the review and revisions shall be at the discretion of the MSC and may include a requirement for an expedited audit. 見直し及び修正の時期はMSCに決定権があり、臨時監査を要求事項に含める場合もある。
	iii. The process shall be sufficient to ensure the continued validity of the determination taking account of the FCP. そのプロセスは、MSC漁業認証プロセスを考慮に入れた妥当な決定であることを保証するに十分なものでなければならない。


	7.7.1.4 If the CAB decides that the default assessment tree requires modification, the CAB shall follow 7.12.5. 審査機関が標準審査ツリーを修正する必要があると判断した場合、審査機関は7.12.5に則った手続きを取らなければならない。

	7.7.2 The CAB shall determine whether any proposed UoAs overlap with any certified or in-assessment fisheries. 審査機関は、申請中のUoAが、いずれかの認証漁業もしくは審査中の漁業と重複しないかを判断しなければならない。
	7.7.2.1 Where proposed UoAs overlap, the CAB shall follow the steps for harmonisation in Annex PB. UoAが重複する場合、審査機関は附属文書PBのハーモナイゼーションの手順を踏まなければならない。

	7.7.3 The CAB shall use the criteria in Table 3 to decide whether a fishery may or may not be data-deficient with respect to 1 or more scoring element(s) within a PI. 審査機関は表3 の基準を使用し、業績評価指標内の得点要素の一つ以上について、漁業のデータが不足しているかどうかを判断しなければならない。 ‼
	7.7.3.1 A PI may contain both data-deficient and non-data-deficient scoring elements. 評価指標の得点要素については、データ不足とそうでないものが混在している場合がある。
	7.7.3.2 The CAB shall use the criteria in Table 3 to decide whether a scoring element may or may not be data-deficient. 審査機関は表３の基準を使用し、得点要素についてデータが不足しているかどうかの判断をしなければならない。
	7.7.3.3 The criteria in Table 3 shall be applied to all known scoring elements in Principle 1 and Principle 2. 表３の基準は原則1と原則2の全ての得点要素に適用しなければならない。 ◙
	7.7.3.4 Uncertainties in the stock definition or stock assessment models shall not be used as a justification for using Annex PF in cases where some form of indicators and reference points are available for the fishery. 漁業に関するなんらかの指標および基準点がある場合には、資源の定...
	7.7.3.5 If the decision is made that a fishery is data-deficient with respect to 1 or more PIs, the team shall use Annex PF for the assessment of those data-deficient PIs. 一つ以上の業績評価指標についてデータが不足していると判断した場合、チームは附属文書PFを用いてデータ不足PIの評価を行わなければならない。
	7.7.3.6 If a PI contains both data-deficient and non-data-deficient scoring elements, the CAB shall: 評価指標にデータ不足とそうでない得点要素が混在している場合、審査機関は次のことを実施しなければならない。
	a. Use Annex PF to assess data-deficient scoring elements. データ不足の得点要素は附属文書PFを使用して採点。
	b. Score non-data-deficient scoring elements using the tree announced in the assessment. データ不足でない得点要素は審査入りアナウンスの際に発表されたツリーを用いて採点。



	7.8 Determination of eligibility date認証資格適用日日の決定 ◙
	7.8.1 The CAB shall nominate a date from which product from a certified fishery is eligible to be sold as MSC certified or bear the MSC ecolabel (the eligibility date). 審査機関は、認証漁業を供給源とする製品がMSC認証製品として販売されるかもしくはMSCエコラベルを表示できる可能性のある日付（認証資格適用日）を決めなければならない。
	7.8.1.1 The date shall be any nominated date on or between the publication date of the first Public Comment Draft Report and the certification date. 最初のパブリックコメント用報告書案の発行日以降、認証取得日までの日付でなければならない。◙

	7.8.2 If the eligibility date is set before the certification date, the CAB shall inform the fishery that any fish harvested after the eligibility date and sold or stored as under-assessment fish shall be handled in conformity with the following requi...
	a. All under-assessment products shall be clearly identified and segregated from certified and non-certified products. 審査中の水産物は、認証および非認証の水産物と明確に識別・分離しなければならない。
	b. The client shall maintain full traceability records for all under-assessment product, demonstrating traceability back to the UoC and including the date of harvest. クライアントは、審査中水産物について、漁獲日を含むUoCまでのトレーサビリティを実証できるトレーサビリティ記録を維持しなければならない。
	c. Under-assessment products shall not be sold as certified or labelled with the MSC ecolabel, logo, or trademarks until fishery certification and product eligibility are confirmed. 漁業認証の取得および製品の資格が確認されるまで、審査中水産物を認証水産物として販売、もしくはMSCエコラベル、ロゴ、登録商標を付けてはならない。


	7.9 Determination of the traceability systems and point(s) at which fish and fish products enter further certified Chains of Custodyトレーサビリティシステム及び水産物と水産製品がCoCに入る時点についての決定 ◙
	7.9.1 The CAB shall determine whether the fishery client has sufficient systems of tracking and tracing to ensure all fish and fish products identified and sold as certified by the fishery client originate from an appropriate UoC. 審査機関は、漁業クライアントが認証製品と...
	7.9.1.1 The CAB shall confirm that systems allow the fishery client to trace back to the UoC any fish or fish products sold as MSC certified.審査機関は、MSC認証として販売されたすべての水産物もしくは水産製品をUoC（認証単位）までトレースバックできるシステムを漁業クライアントが有していることを確認しなければならない。
	7.9.1.2 The CAB shall confirm that the fishery client maintains appropriate records to demonstrate the traceability back to their UoCs of certified fish or fish products. 審査機関は、漁業クライアントが証水産物もしくは水産製品をUoCまで遡って確実にトレースバックするための適切な記録を維持していることを確認しなければならない。◙
	7.9.1.3 The CAB shall document any of the risk factors outlined in the Announcement Comment Draft Report, identifying any areas of risk for the integrity of certified products and how they are managed and mitigated. 審査機関は「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」に基づいてすべてのリスク要...
	7.9.1.4 For each risk factor identified in 7.9.1.3, the CAB shall describe the risk present and details of the mitigation or management of risk. 審査機関は、7.9.1.3で特定されたそれぞれのリスク要因について、現在のリスク及びその軽減、管理の詳細について記述する。◙
	7.9.1.5 The CAB shall identify and document in the Announcement Comment Draft Report: 審査機関は「審査入りコメント用報告書案」に以下を特定し記録しなければならない。‼
	a. The UoC. 認証単位
	b. The point of intended change of ownership of product. 製品の所有権が変わる時点
	c. The point from which subsequent Chain of Custody certification is required. CoCが必要とされる時点

	7.9.1.6 Where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of certification, teams shall follow Annex PA and report on the verification of the traceability systems including: 認証の適用範囲内にIPI資源が含まれる場合、チームは附属文書PAに従って、以下を含めてトレーサビリティシステムの検証について報告しなければならない。
	a. An evaluation of the species, stock, proportion and weight of the catch of IPI stock(s) and their eligibility to enter further certified chains of custody, as per Annex PA. 附属文書PAに記載されている、魚種、資源、IPI資源の比率と重量、及びCoC認証についての適格性。


	7.9.2 If the CAB makes a positive determination under 7.9.1, fish and fish products from the UoC may enter into certified chains of custody and be eligible to be sold as MSC certified or carry the MSC ecolabel. 7.9.1に従い、システムが十分に機能していると審査機関が判断した場合には、Uo...
	7.9.2.1 The CAB shall determine and document the scope of the fishery certificate, including the parties and categories of parties eligible to use the certificate and the point(s) at which Chain of Custody is needed, as follows: 審査機関は、以下に従い、認証を使用する資格を...
	a. Chain of Custody certification shall always be required following first change of ownership to any party not covered by the fishery certificate. 漁業認証書の適用範囲内にない事業者に製品の所有権が初めて移る場合、当該事業者は必ずCoC認証を取得する必要がある。
	b. Chain of Custody certification may be required at an earlier stage than change of ownership if the team determines that the systems within the fishery are not sufficient to make sure all fish and fish products identified as such by the fishery orig...


	7.9.3 If the CAB makes a negative determination under 7.9.1, the CAB shall state in its reports that fish and fish products from the UoC are not eligible to be sold as MSC certified or carry the MSC ecolabel. 7.9.1に則って、審査機関がシステムが不十分であると判断した場合、審査機関は報告書...
	7.9.3.1 This determination shall remain in force until revised by the CAB in a subsequent assessment. この決定は、後の審査において審査機関によって見直されない限り効力を持ち続ける。

	7.9.4 The CAB shall inform the UoC that if they sell or label non-eligible (non-conforming) product as MSC certified, they must: 認証資格のない不適合製品をMSC認証製品として販売もしくはラベル表示をしてしまった場合、UoCが以下の手続きをとらなければならないことを、審査機関はUoCに通知（連絡）しなければならない。◙
	a. Inform any affected customers and the CAB of the issue within 4 days of detection. 事態が発覚してから4日以内に影響を被った顧客及び審査機関に連絡する。
	b. Immediately cease to sell any non-conforming products in stock as MSC certified until their certified status has been verified by the CAB. 審査機関によって製品の認証状況が確認されるまで、不適合製品の在庫をMSC認証製品として販売することを即時中止する。
	c. Cooperate with the CAB to determine the cause of the issue and to implement any corrective actions required. . 審査機関に協力し、その事態の原因を特定し必要な是正措置をとる。


	7.10 Announcement Comment Draft Report審査入りコメント用報告書案 ◙
	7.10.1 The team shall prepare and complete an Announcement Comment Draft Report using, but not limited to, the information provided in the Client Document Checklist. チームは「クライアント文書チェックリスト」にある情報等を使って「審査入りコメント用報告書案」を用意し、これを完成させなければならない。 ◙
	7.10.1.1 The team may use any outputs of the optional pre-assessment stage and previous Fisheries Improvement Projects, if completed. 任意の予備審査、および漁業改善計画が既に完了している場合には、その結果も考慮に入れることができる。

	7.10.2 The team shall include the following in the Announcement Comment Draft Report: チームは「審査入りコメント用報告書案」に以下の内容を含めなければならない。
	a. Confirmation that the fishery is in scope. 漁業が認証適用範囲内にあるという確証。
	b. Confirmation of the assessment tree used to assess the fishery. 漁業審査に使用される審査ツリーの確認。
	c. The proposed UoA(s). 提案のUoA(s)。
	d. The proposed UoC(s). 提案のUoC(s)。
	e. Draft scoring ranges (<60, 60-79, ≥80) for each PI. 各PIの得点範囲（案）（<60, 60-79, ≥80）。‼
	f. A draft rationale for each PI and Scoring Issue (SI). 各PIおよび得点項目（SI）の根拠（案）。
	g. A reference list for each PI. 各PIの文献リスト。
	h. An indication of the availability of information used to score each PI, highlighting potential information gaps. 各PIを採点するのに必要な情報があるかどうか。不足している可能性のある情報についてはハイライトする。
	i. A review of traceability risks and systems used in the UoA(s) and plan to review traceability systems at the site visit, if necessary. UoA(s)で使用されているトレーサビリティシステムおよびリスクの検討結果。現地視察でトレーサビリティシステムの見直しが必要な場合にはその計画。
	j. If the fishery is enhanced and is found to be within scope, an assessment of each enhancement activity undertaken by the fishery and a documented justification for the determination that the fishery is within scope. 当該漁業が増殖漁業であり、認証の適用範囲内にある場合、当該漁業の...
	k. Identification and justification of IPI stock(s). IPI資源の確認およびその根拠。
	l. Summary of key issues for further investigation. 調査を要する主な点の概要。
	m. A plan for RBF activities that the team will undertake at the site visit (Annex PF). 現地視察で実施する予定のRBF活動計画（附属文書PF）。

	7.10.3 The team shall use the structure and the default set of Performance Indicator Scoring Guideposts in the default assessment tree as set out in the MSC Fisheries Standard (Annex SA) in all assessments, with the following exceptions. チームは全ての審査に於いて...
	7.10.3.1 For enhanced bivalve fisheries, the team shall score the fishery according to the requirements set out in the enhanced bivalve default tree (the MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SB). 増殖二枚貝漁業を採点する際には、チームは増殖二枚貝用標準ツリー（MSC漁業認証規格　附属文書SB）の要求事項を適用しなければな...
	7.10.3.2 For salmon fisheries, the team shall score the fishery according to the requirements set out in the salmon default assessment tree (the MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SC). チームは、サケ漁業を採点する際には、サケ漁業標準審査ツリー（MSC漁業認証規格　附属文書SC）の要求事項を適用しなければならない。
	7.10.3.3 For introduced species based fisheries, the team shall score the fishery according to the requirements set out in the introduced species based fisheries annex (the MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SD). チームは、移入種を対象とする漁業を採点する際には、移入種漁業に関する附属文書（MSC漁業...
	7.10.3.4 If the fishery is an enhanced fishery for a species other than bivalves or salmon, the CAB shall apply 7.7.1. 二枚貝もしくはサケ以外の増殖漁業の場合、審査機関は以下の7.7.1を適用しなければならない。
	7.10.3.5 If the CAB judges that the default assessment trees provided are inappropriate for the fishery and require modification, the CAB shall follow 7.12.5. 漁業を採点する上で、既存の標準審査ツリーが不適切もしくは修正を必要であると判断した場合、審査機関は7.12.5に則った手続きを取らなければならない。

	7.10.4 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Announcement Comment Draft Report. 審査機関は「MSC報告書用テンプレート」を使って「審査入りコメント用報告書案」を作成しなければならない。

	7.11 Decision to proceed to announcement by clientクライアントによる審査入り発表の決定
	7.11.1 The CAB shall provide the Announcement Comment Draft Report to the client. 審査機関はクライアントに「審査入りコメント用報告書案」を提供しなければならない。
	7.11.2 The CAB shall ensure that any information given to clients during the Announcement Comment Draft Report stage is in conformity with ISO 17065. 審査機関は、「審査入りコメント用報告書案」の段階でクライアントに提供された情報がISO 17065に適合していることを保証しなければならない。
	7.11.3 The CAB shall give the client an opportunity to question the team and have an issue re-examined if the client has a concern that insufficient information is available to support the team’s decisions or that a decision has been made in error. クラ...
	7.11.3.1 The CAB shall require the client to provide objective evidence in support of any additional claims or any claimed errors of fact. 追加の主張、もしくは事実誤認の主張がある場合には、審査機関はクライアントに、その根拠となる客観的証拠の提供を要請しなければならない。
	7.11.3.2 The team may accept client requests for changes in the report but shall provide justifications for changes and responses made to client comments. 審査チームが、報告書の修正に関するクライアントの要望を受け容れた場合、変更およびクライアントのコメントへの回答の根拠を提示しなければならない。

	7.11.4 The client shall inform the CAB of their decision to either proceed to announcement of assessment or defer announcement of assessment. クライアントは審査機関に審査入り発表に進むべきか否かの決定を審査機関に通知（連絡）しなければならない。

	7.12 Announcement of fishery assessment 漁業認証の審査入りの発表◙
	7.12.1 The CAB shall formally announce the fishery assessment by completing and uploading the ‘MSC Fishery Announcement Template’ and Announcement Comment Draft Report to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. 審査機関は、MSCのウェブサイトに掲載されるMSC漁業...
	7.12.1.1 The CAB shall follow the timeline for stakeholder input as detailed in 7.15.1. 審査機関は7.15.1に示されているスケジュールに従い、ステークホルダーからのインプットを求めなければならない。

	7.12.2 The CAB shall include the following information in the ‘MSC Fishery Announcement Template’: 審査機関は「MSC漁業認証審査入り発表用テンプレート」に以下の情報を含めなければならない。
	a. Confirmation that the fishery is within scope of the MSC Fisheries Standard. MSC漁業認証規格の適用範囲内にあるという確証。
	b. The statement on certificate sharing described in 7.5.8.2.a, if applicable. 該当する場合には、7.5.8.2.aに記載されている認証共有に関する記述。
	c. Summaries of CVs of the team and team leader, including an explanation of how they meet the competency criteria in the GCR and Annex PC, as well as confirmation that the team has no conflicts of interest in relation to the fishery under assessment....
	d. The choice of assessment tree to be used to score the fishery. 漁業の採点にどの審査ツリーの適用を検討しているか。
	e. Details of the opportunities and input methods for stakeholders to participate during the assessment process. ステークホルダーが審査プロセスにインプットを行う機会と方法についての詳細。
	i. The details for the site visit should make clear that all members of the team are available to meet with stakeholders in person or remotely. 現地視察の詳細には、チームメンバー全員がステークホルダーと直接、あるいは遠隔で会議をする意思があることが明記されていなければならない。

	f. Details of the stakeholder input period on the Announcement Comment Draft Report. 「審査入りコメント用報告書案」に記載されているステークホルダー・インプット期間の詳細。
	g. The hyperlink to the ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’. 「MSC漁業審査へのステークホルダー・インプット用テンプレート」のハイパーリンク。

	7.12.3 The announcement of the fishery assessment shall include the announcement of the site visit, including the date and location of the site visit. 漁業審査の発表に於いては、日時と場所を含めた現地視察についての通知も行う。
	7.12.3.1 The CAB shall organise the site visit to commence after the stakeholder input on the Announcement Comment Draft Report, as detailed in 7.15. 審査機間は7.15の規定通り、「審査入りコメント用報告書案」へのステークホルダーからのインプット後に現地視察の予定を組まなければならない。 ‼
	7.12.3.2 The announcement shall contain an invitation for stakeholder participation in the assessment process. 審査の発表では審査プロセスへのステークホルダーの参加を募る。
	7.12.3.3 The CAB shall ensure that stakeholders identified in the Pre-Assessment Report and/or Announcement Comment Draft Report are invited to participate in the assessment process. 審査機関は、予備審査報告書および／もしくは「審査入りコメント用報告書案」で確認されたステークホルダーに対し、審査プロセスへの参加を必ず呼...
	7.12.3.4 Where the CAB proposes to use the RBF, the CAB shall follow PF2.1 and PF2.3. 審査機関の方でRBFの適用を検討している場合には、PF2.1およびPF2.3も順守しなければならない。

	7.12.4 At the same time as uploading the documents required in 7.12.1-7.12.3 to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website, the CAB shall upload the following documents to the MSC database: 審査機関は、7.12.1～7.12.3に要求事項として挙げられている公開用の文書のアップロードと同時に以...
	a. A copy of the Client Document Checklist. クライアント文書チェックリストのコピー
	b. A copy of any Pre-Assessment Report(s) it has written for the fishery. 当該漁業に関して作成した予備審査報告書のコピー◙
	i. If the CAB is aware of any other pre-assessment report(s) written by other parties, it shall inform the MSC of the report’s author. 他者によって作成された予備審査報告書があることが分かっている場合、審査機関はその報告書の作成者をMSCに通知（連絡）しなければならない。


	7.12.5 If the CAB decides that any of the assessment trees need modification, the CAB shall: 審査機関が審査ツリーに修正が必要であると判断した場合、審査機関は以下の手続きを取らなければならない。 ‼
	a. Apply for and obtain a variation from the MSC to 7.10.3 before preparing the Announcement Comment Draft Report. 「審査入りコメント用報告書案」を作成する前に、MSCに変更を申請し漁業認証要求事項7.10.3への変更の承認を受ける。
	b. At the time of formally announcing the fishery assessment, inform stakeholders in the ‘MSC Fishery Announcement Template’ about the draft assessment tree and the reasons for modifications. 漁業審査の正式な発表を行う際に、MSCのウェブサイトの「MSC漁業認証審査入り発表用テンプレート」に審査ツリーの草案、...
	c. Announce the site visit following 7.12.3. 7.12.3に従い現地視察の通知を行う。
	d. Upload the draft assessment tree to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. MSCウェブサイトに掲載するために、MSCデータベースにツリー案をアップロードする。
	e. Allow stakeholder input on the draft modified assessment tree and weighting during the same stakeholder input period on the Announcement Comment Draft Report. 「審査入りコメント用報告書案」へのステークホルダーのインプットと同じ期間に、修正審査ツリーおよび重み付けについてもインプットできるようにする。
	f. Consider all stakeholder input, recording why comments have been accepted or rejected. ステークホルダーから出た全てのインプットを検討し、コメントを受け入れた、もしくは、却下した理由を記録する。
	g. Review the decision to modify the assessment tree considering stakeholder input. ステークホルダーインプットを考慮し、審査ツリーを修正するという判断を再検討する。
	h. Upload the final assessment tree to be used within 10 days of the consultation period closing to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. 協議期間終了の10日以内に最終的に使用する審査ツリーを、MSCウェブサイトに掲載するためにMSCデータベースにアップロードする。
	i. Include the changes to the assessment tree in the subsequent fishery assessment reports. 審査ツリーへの変更をこれ以降の漁業審査報告書に含める。


	7.13 Assessment timelines審査スケジュール
	7.13.1 The CAB’s indicative assessment timeline, submitted to the MSC database with the fishery assessment announcement, shall form the basis for tracking the assessment process by stakeholders. MSC漁業認証審査入り発表と共に審査機関よりMSCデータベースに提出された審査スケジュールは、ステークホルダーが...
	7.13.1.1 If the CAB determines that the publication date of the next public report will be equal to or more than 30 days before or after the date stated in the indicative timeline, the CAB shall upload a revised timeline to the MSC database for public...


	7.14 Peer Review College ピアレビュー・ カレッジ（外部査読者確保のための管理機構）◙
	7.14.1 Upon announcement of the fishery, the CAB shall send the Peer Review College a notification that the announcement of the fishery entering assessment and the assessment timeline have been published on the MSC website. 漁業の審査入りの発表に際して、審査機関はピアレビュー・...
	7.14.1.1 The CAB shall confirm the anticipated date that the Client and Peer Review Draft Report will become available. 審査機関は「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」の完成予定日を確認しなければならない。
	7.14.1.2 The CAB shall inform the Peer Review College when changes are made to the assessment timeline that will affect the peer review process. 審査機関は、ピアレビューに影響がおよぶ審査タイムラインへの変更が加えられた際に、ピアレビュー・カレッジにその旨を連絡しなければならない。

	7.14.2 The CAB shall obtain from the Peer Review College: 審査機関はピアレビュー・カレッジから以下の情報を入手しなければならない。
	a. The names of the peer reviewers who are proposed to carry out the peer review and details of their qualifications and competencies. ピアレビュアー候補者の氏名、資格および能力。
	b. Confirmation that the peer reviewers meet the required competencies. ピアレビュアーに必要とされている能力を候補者が有しているという確証。
	c. Confirmation of the availability of the peer reviewers within the timeline nominated by the CAB. 審査機関が示した期間内において、ピアレビュアー候補者のスケジュールが空いているという確証。

	7.14.3 Following the site visit, the CAB shall either: 現地視察後、審査機関は次のいずれかを行わなければならない：
	a. Provide the Peer Review College with the contact details of all the stakeholders to enable the College to undertake the stakeholder consultation on potential conflicts of interest of the peer reviewers proposed, orピアレビュアー候補者の潜在的な利益相反について、ステークホルダー協議...
	b. Request their stakeholders to inform the Peer Review College regarding any potential conflicts of interest of the peer reviewers proposed, using the consultation form provided by the Peer Review College. ピアレビュアー候補者と審査対象漁業との間に潜在的な利害の対立がある場合には、ピアレビュー...

	7.14.4 The CAB shall obtain from the Peer Review College confirmation that the peer reviewers have no conflicts of interest in relation to the fishery under assessment. 審査機関はピアレビュー・カレッジに、ピアレビュアーと審査されている漁業との間に何ら利害関係がないことを確認しなければならない。
	7.14.5 The Peer Review College’s decision on the choice of peer reviewers is final. ピアレビュアーの選定はピアレビュー・カレッジに委ねられる。◙
	7.14.6 The CAB shall present the information in 7.14.2.a and 7.14.2.b in the Public Comment Draft Report and subsequent reports. 審査機関は7.14.2.aおよび7.14.2.bの情報を、パブリックコメント用報告書案をはじめとする報告書に含めなければならない。

	7.15 Stakeholder input on the Announcement Comment Draft Report 審査入りコメント用報告書案へのステークホルダー・インプット◙
	7.15.1 The CAB shall publish the Announcement Comment Draft Report for stakeholder input. 審査機関はステークホルダー・インプット用に「審査入りコメント用報告書案」を公開しなければならない。
	7.15.1.1 If an initial assessment, the CAB shall allow 60 days for stakeholder input. 初回審査の場合、審査機関は、60日間のステークホルダー・インプット期間を設けなければならない。
	7.15.1.2 If a reassessment, the CAB shall allow 30 days for stakeholder input. 再認証審査の場合には、30日間のステークホルダー・インプット期間を設けなければならない。

	7.15.2 The CAB shall provide the hyperlink to the ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’. 審査機関は、「MSC漁業認証審査へのステークホルダー・インプット用テンプレート」へのハイパーリンクを提示しなければならない。
	7.15.3 The CAB shall only accept stakeholder input as public record if submitted using the ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’, or if raised at the site visit in person or remotely. 審査機関は、「MSC漁業認証へのステークホルダー・インプット用テンプレート」を使って提...
	7.15.3.1 Stakeholders may raise issues with the team in confidence for the team to consider at the site visit, but any confidential information cannot be used in scoring unless in compliance with confidentiality requirements, see Section 4.3. ステークホルダー...

	7.15.4 The CAB shall inform stakeholders that they must provide objective evidence and references in support of any claims or any claimed errors of fact. 何らかの主張や事実誤認の主張を行うためには、客観的な証拠および情報を提供しなければならないことを、審査機関からステークホルダーに通知（連絡）しなければならない。
	7.15.5 The CAB shall upload all written stakeholder input received from the stakeholder consultation on the Announcement Comment Draft Report to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website before the commencement of the site visit, and inform ...

	7.16 Site visits, stakeholder input and information collection現地視察、ステークホルダー・インプットおよび情報収集 ◙
	7.16.1 The team shall carry out the site visit as planned. チームは計画通り現地視察を行わなければならない。 ◙
	7.16.2 The team shall: その際、チームは次のことを行わなければならない。
	a. Conduct interviews to make sure that the team is aware of any concerns or information that participants may have. ステークホルダーと面談し、参加者の懸念あるいは情報を確認する。
	b. Allow private interviews with the team for participants who request one. 参加者からの要望があった場合、個別の面談を認めなければならない。
	c. Use any information provided in private in conformity with confidentiality requirements, see Section 4.3. 非公開で提供された情報を使用するにあたっては、セクション4.3の秘密保持に対する要求事項に準拠しなければならない。


	7.17 Scoring the fishery 漁業の採点◙
	7.17.1 After the team has compiled and analysed all relevant information (including technical, written and anecdotal sources), the team shall score the UoA(s) against the Performance Indicator Scoring Guideposts in the final tree. チームは、関連する全ての技術的情報、文字...
	7.17.1.1 The team shall only use information that was available (in accordance with sections 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5) on or before the last day of the site visit. 審査チームが利用できるのは、現地視察の最終日以前に、4.3, 4.4,及び4.5に則って入手できた情報のみである。
	a. If the CAB and any participant at the site visit agree in writing that information will be made available after the site visit, the CAB shall accept this information up to 30 days after the last day of the site visit. 審査機関と現地視察の参加者との間で、視察後に情報を提供する旨...


	7.17.2 The team shall: チームは次の手順を踏まなければならない。◙
	a. Discuss evidence together. 証拠について一緒に協議する。
	b. Weigh up the balance of evidence. 証拠の重み付けを行う。
	c. Use their judgement to agree a final score following the processes below. 以下のプロセスに従い、最終的な得点について判断を下す。

	7.17.3 Following the site visit, changes to the target stock(s) listed for assessment under Principle 1 may be made. 現地視察の結果、原則１に則って査定される対象種を変更することもできる。
	7.17.3.1 The team shall assess any stock or species initially proposed for assessment under Principle 1 that will no longer be assessed under Principle 1, instead against the relevant Principle 2 PIs. 原則１に則って審査されることになっていた資源および魚種を原則1で審査しなくなったときは、原則２の関連...
	7.17.3.2 The team shall not assess any stock or species not originally proposed for assessment under Principle 1. チームは、元々原則１としてあがっていなかった資源または魚種を原則１で査定してはならない。

	7.17.4 The requirements in the Scoring Guideposts (SGs) shall be regarded as follows: 得点項目（SG）の要求事項は以下のように捉えなければならない。
	a. In order to achieve an 80 score, all the 60 SGs and all the 80 SGs shall be met, and each scoring issue shall be justified by supporting rationale. SG80を満たすためには、SG60の全ての得点項目とSG80の全ての得点項目を満たしていなければならず、各得点項目は論理的根拠によって裏付けられなければならない。
	b. In order to achieve a 100 score, all the 60 SGs, all the 80 SGs, and all of the 100 SGs shall be met, and each scoring issue shall be justified by supporting rationale. SG100を満たすためには、SG60の全ての得点項目とSG80の全ての得点項目、及びSG100の全ての得点項目を満たしていなければならず、各得点項目は論理的根...

	7.17.5 The team should assign scores for individual PIs in increments of 5 points. 各PIの得点については５ポイント刻みの加点にしなければならない。
	7.17.5.1 If scores are assigned in divisions of less than 5 points, the team shall justify the reason for this in the report. 得点を５ポイント刻み未満にした場合、報告書の中でその根拠を示さなければならない。 ◙
	7.17.5.2 The team shall apply an exception if the score is automated from the RBF worksheet and include the worksheet score without rounding up or down. 但し、RBFワークシートで得点が自動的に計算される際には、例外的に、切り上げ、切り下げを行わず、ワークシートの得点をそのまま加点しなければならない。

	7.17.6 The team shall report scores for each of the 3 Principles to the nearest 1 decimal place. チームは、各３原則の得点は、一番近い小数第１位として報告しなければならない。
	7.17.7 The team shall score individual PIs. チームは各PIの採点をしなければならない。
	7.17.7.1 Any UoA for which 1 or more required PIs is not scored shall not be awarded certification. 得点が付かなかった審査単位に対しては、認証を授与してはならない。
	7.17.7.2 The team shall assess the PI against each of the scoring issues at the SG60 level. PIを査定する際には、まずSG60の各得点項目に照らし合わせて採点しなければならない。
	a. If 1 or more of the SG60 scoring issues is not met, the UoA fails, and no further scoring is required for the PI. 一つ以上のSG60の得点項目で60に満たない場合、その審査単位は失格となり、そのPIにおいてそれ以上採点を進める必要はない。
	i. Teams shall not assign a numeric score of less than 60 for a PI, but they shall record in narrative form their rationale for determining that the PI is scoring less than 60. PIについて60点未満を付けてはならないが、60以下になる理由を文章として記録しなければならない。


	7.17.7.3 If all the SG60 scoring issues are met, the PI must achieve at least a 60 score, and the team shall assess each of the scoring issues at the SG80 level. SG60の得点項目が全て満たされた場合、当該PIの得点は60以上となり、チームは次にSG80の得点項目に照らし合わせて採点しなければならない。‼
	a. If not all the SG80 scoring issues are met, the PI shall be given an intermediate score (65, 70 or 75) reflecting overall performance against the different SG80 scoring issues: SG80のいくつかの得点項目を満たしていない場合、SG80の得点項目に対する全体的な業績を考慮し、当該PIには65、70、75といった中間点を...
	i. Award 70 where performance against the scoring issues is mid-way between SG60 and SG80 (some scoring issues are fully met, and some are not fully met). 得点項目に対する業績がSG60とSG80の中間にある場合（ある得点項目は完全に満たしているが、ある得点項目は、完全には満たしていない）、70点を付ける。
	ii. Award 75 when performance against the scoring issues is almost at SG80 (most scoring issues are fully met, but a few are not fully met). 得点項目に対する業績が、SG80をほぼ満たしている場合（ほとんどの得点項目は完全に満たしているが、完全に満たしていないものがいくつかある場合）、75点を付ける。
	iii. Award 65 when performance against the scoring issues is slightly above SG60 (a few scoring issues are fully met, but most are not fully met). 得点項目に対する業績がSG60よりやや上である場合（いくつかの得点項目は完全に満たしているが、殆どのものは完全に満たしていない）、65点を付ける。

	b. If 1 or more of the SG80 scoring issues is not met, the PI shall be assigned a condition (or conditions). SG80の得点項目が一つでも満たされない場合、当該PIには条件を設定しなければならない。

	7.17.7.4 If all the SG80 scoring issues are met, the PI must achieve at least an 80 score, and the team shall assess each of the scoring issues at the SG100 level. SG80の得点項目が全て満たされた場合、PIの得点は80以上となり、チームは次にSG100の得点項目に照らし合わせて採点しなければならない。
	a. If not all the SG100 scoring issues are met, the PI shall be given an intermediate score (85, 90 or 95) reflecting overall performance against the different SG100 scoring issues. SG100のいくつかの得点項目を満たしていない場合、SG100の得点項目に対する全体的な業績を考慮し、当該PIには85、90、95といった...
	i. Award 90 where performance against the scoring issues is mid-way between SG80 and SG100 (some scoring issues are fully met, and some are not fully met). 得点項目に対する業績がSG80とSG100の中間にある場合（ある得点項目は完全に満たしているが、ある得点項目は、完全には満たしていない）、90点を付ける。
	ii. Award 95 when performance against the scoring issues is almost at SG100 (most scoring issues are fully met, but a few are not fully met). 得点項目に対する業績が、SG100をほぼ満たしている場合（ほとんどの得点項目は完全に満たしているが、完全に満たしていないものがいくつかある場合）、95点を付ける。
	iii. Award 85 when performance against the scoring issues is slightly above SG80 (a few scoring issues are fully met, but most are not fully met). 得点項目に対する業績がSG80よりやや上である場合（いくつかの得点項目は完全に満たしているが、殆どのものは完全には満たしていない）、85点を付ける。


	7.17.7.5 If all the SG100 scoring issues are met, the PI shall be given a 100 score. SG100の得点項目が全て満たされた場合、PIの得点は100としなければならない。

	7.17.8 The team shall use the default weighting in the ‘MSC Fishery Assessment Scoring Worksheet’ when scoring the default assessment tree. チームは標準審査ツリーに基づいて採点する際に、MSC漁業審査採点ワークシート内の標準重み付けを使用しなければならない。◙
	7.17.8.1 Where necessary, the team shall make changes to the default weighting when they propose modifications to the default assessment tree. チームは標準審査ツリーへの修正を提案する際、必要とあれば標準重み付けへの変更を行わなければならない。
	a. Weights in each level of the final tree (i.e. Principle, component or PI) shall add up to a total of 1. 最終ツリーの各レベル（原則、評価項目、もしくはPI）の重みの合計はそれぞれ１でなければならない。
	b. Teams shall give equal weighting to each PI within a component of the tree, and to each component within a Principle of the tree. チームは審査ツリーの同じ評価項目下の各PI、及び同じ原則内の各評価項目に対し同じ重み付けを行なわなければならない。


	7.17.9 To contribute to the scoring of any PI, the team shall verify that each scoring issue is fully and unambiguously met. PIの採点をするにあたり、チームは各得点項目が完全に、そして明確に満たされていることを検証しなければならない。
	7.17.9.1 A rationale shall be presented to support the team’s conclusion. チームの結論を裏付ける論理的根拠が提示されなければならない。◙
	7.17.9.2 The rationale shall make direct reference to every scoring issue and whether or not it is fully met at each SG level. 論理的根拠は、すべての得点項目について述べられる必要があり、各SGレベルにおいて完全に満たされているかどうかについても述べられなければならない。
	7.17.9.3 An exception to 7.17.9.2 is permitted only for those PIs that include only a single scoring issue at each SG level. 7.17.9.2への例外は、各SGの得点項目が一つしかないPIの場合にのみ認められる。
	a. For these PIs, it is permitted to partially score the issue to obtain intermediate scores. そうしたPIの得点項目について、中間得点を付けるために、部分的な採点が認められる。
	b. A rationale shall be provided, clearly explaining which aspects of the scoring issue are met. 得点項目のどの要素が満たされているのかを明確に説明する論理的根拠が示されなければならない。


	7.17.10 If multiple scoring elements are included in Principle 1 or 2 PIs, the team shall score the PI as follows: 原則１または２において複数の得点要素が含まれる場合、チームは、原則１を次のように採点しなければならない。
	a. If any single scoring element fails to meet SG80, the overall score for that PI shall be less than 80 so that a condition is raised, regardless of the situation with regard to other scoring elements, some of which may be at the SG100 level. SG100レベ...
	b. The score given shall reflect the number of scoring elements that fail and the level of their failure, rather than being derived directly as a numerical average of the individual scores for all scoring elements. 与えられる得点は、各得点要素の得点の数値的平均ではなく、80に満たなかっ...
	c. Scores should be determined for each scoring element by applying the process in 7.17.7 to each scoring element. 各得点要素の採点を決定するにあたっては、7.17.7のプロセスを適用しなければならない。
	d. Table 4 shall be used to determine the overall score for the PI from the scores of the different scoring elements. 表4を使い、各得点要素の得点からPIの総合得点を付けなければならない。
	e. Where some scoring elements have been scored using the RBF, the converted MSC score shall be treated as an individual scoring element score when combining element scores in Table 4. 一部の得点要素の採点にRBFが適用された場合には、MSC得点に換算された得点を得点要素として利用し、表4に従って総合得点を出さなけれ...

	7.17.11 The team shall modify scores where appropriate: チームは、必要に応じて以下のような得点を修正するべきである。
	a. Downwards by the scores falling between 2 SGs obtained by the individual elements that fail to meet an upper SG level. 上位レベルSGに満たない各要素が獲得した2つのSGにまたがる得点では、スコアを下げる。
	b. Upwards by the scores falling between 2 SGs obtained by the individual elements that exceed an upper SG level. 上位SGレベルを上回る各要素が獲得した2つのSGにまたがる得点では、スコアを上げる。
	c. Upwards change should never rise as high as 80 if the team judges that a condition is required. 条件を付ける必要があると判断される場合、80以上に得点を上げてはならない。

	7.17.12 The CAB shall not certify the UoA if the weighted average score for all PIs under each Principle is less than 80 for any of the 3 Principles. 三原則のうち一つでも、其々の原則に属する基準の重み付け後の平均点が80に満たない場合、審査機関はその審査単位を認証してはならない。
	7.17.13 The CAB shall not certify the UoA if any individual scoring issue is not met at the SG60 level, contributing to a score of less than 60 on any PI. SG60の得点項目のいずれかが満たされず、60点に満たないPIがひとつでもある場合、審査機関はその審査単位を認証してはならない。

	7.18 Setting conditions 条件の設定◙
	7.18.1 The CAB shall set 1 or more auditable and verifiable conditions for continuing certification if the UoA achieves a score of less than 80 but equal to or greater than 60 for any individual PI. 漁業のどれか一つのPIの得点が80未満、60以上である場合、審査機関は認証の継続のために、監査と検証が可...
	7.18.1.1 The CAB shall ensure that every PI that receives a score of less than 80 has its own distinct condition associated with it. 80点未満の得点が付いたPIには必ず関連した条件を付けなければならない。
	7.18.1.2 The CAB shall draft conditions to follow the narrative or metric form of the Performance Indicator Scoring Guideposts and accompanying requirements used in the assessment tree. 審査機関は、最終ツリーで使用されているPISG及び付随する要求事項に則った定性的もしくは定量的条件の草案を作成しなければならない。◙
	7.18.1.3 The CAB shall draft conditions to result in improved performance to at least the 80 level within a period set by the CAB but no longer than the term of the certification. 審査機関は、審査機関の定めた期限以内に少なくとも 80 の水準まで現状を改善できるよう、条件の草案を作成しなければならない。審査機関の定める...
	7.18.1.4 The CAB shall specify a deadline for each condition. 審査機関は各条件について期限を設けなければならない。
	7.18.1.5 The CAB shall draft conditions to specify milestones that detail: 審査機関は条件を設定する際に、以下に関する節目ごとの目標を明確にしなければならない。
	a. The measurable improvements and outcomes (using quantitative metrics) expected each year. 定量的な評価指標によって測定可能な年毎の改善点や成果。
	b. The specific time frames over which the milestones and the whole condition must be met. 節目毎の目標及び条件そのものを満たす具体的な期限。
	c. The outcome and score that shall be achieved at any interim milestones. 各節目毎に達成されなければならない成果や得点。

	7.18.1.6 If, at the time of drafting a condition, the CAB determines that there are exceptional circumstances, and the CAB determines that achieving a performance level of 80 may take longer than the period of certification, the CAB may draft conditio...
	a. The CAB shall interpret “exceptional circumstances” in 7.18.1.6 to refer to situations in which, even with perfect implementation, achieving the 80 level of performance may take longer than the certification period. 7.18.1.6にある「特別な事情」とは、完璧に実施されたとして...
	b. In exceptional circumstances, the CAB shall specify conditions that spell out: 特別な事情においては、審査機関は特定の条件で以下の項目を明確にしなければならない。
	i. The significant and measurable improvements (in terms of milestones or outcomes) that must be achieved and the score that must be reached at interim milestones and at reassessment. 達成されるべき、有意で計測可能な改善（節目や成果に関して）および、各節目毎及び再認証審査までに到達しなければならない得点。
	ii. What constitutes a successful overall outcome to achieve the 80 performance level over a longer, specified period. より長期の指定された期限内に80の業績水準を達成する為に、何をもって、総合的な成果達成とするのか。

	c. The CAB shall include justification for exceptional circumstances in the summary of conditions in the Client and Peer Review Draft Report and all subsequent reports. 審査機関は「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」以降の報告書に記載する条件の概要の中に「特別な事情」となる根拠を含めなければならない。

	7.18.1.7 The CAB shall create a summary of conditions stating the action(s) to be taken within a specified time frame. 審査機関は、決められた期限内に取らなければならない措置を明記した条件の一覧を作成しなければならない。

	7.18.2 Where the client and the CAB are unable to agree on conditions and milestones, the CAB shall not certify the UoA. クライアントと審査機関が、必要とされる得点を達成する為の条件や節目について合意が得られない場合には、審査機関はUoAに認証を授与してはならない。
	7.18.3 The CAB shall include conditions and milestones in the Client and Peer Review Draft Report and all subsequent reports. 条件及び節目は「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」及びそれ以降の全ての報告書に盛り込まれなければならない。
	7.18.4 If a condition or milestone relates to reducing uncertainty or improving processes, the CAB shall include in its reports a narrative about the ultimate ecological or management outcome that the condition aims to achieve over the longer term. 条件...
	7.18.5 Where there are IPI stocks within the scope of certification, the team shall follow Annex PA1.3. 認証の適用範囲内にIPI資源が含まれる場合、チームは附属文書PA1.3に従わなければならない。

	7.19 Client and Peer Review Draft Report クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案◙
	7.19.1 Once conditions, milestones and the point at which fish may enter further chains of custody have been determined, the CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Client and Peer Review Draft Report. 条件と節目およびどの時点で水産物がCoCに入るかが決まった段階で...
	7.19.2 The CAB shall issue the Client and Peer Review Draft Report to the client and to the Peer Review College at the same time. 審査機関は「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」をクライアントとピアレビュー・カレッジに同時に提出しなければならない。
	7.19.3 The CAB shall arrange a review of the Client and Peer Review Draft Report, as detailed in Section 7.14, by peer reviewers from the Peer Review College. 審査機関はセクション7.14に示された通り、ピアレビュー・カレッジのピアレビュアーによる「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」の検討の手配をしなければならない。
	7.19.4 The CAB shall allow the selected peer reviewers to review the Client and Peer Review Draft Report. 審査機関は選定されたピアレビュアーによる「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」の検討を認めなければならない。
	7.19.5 Upon receipt of the peer reviewers’ written comments, the team shall: ピアレビュアーからの書面でのコメントを受け取った後、チームは以下を行わなければならない。
	a. Address all the issues raised, changing any part of the scoring, conditions and report as the team sees necessary. 指摘があった事項に対処し、採点や条件、報告書案に適切と考えられる修正を加える。 ‼
	b. Incorporate peer reviewer comments, team responses to those comments and any appropriate changes into the Client and Peer Review Draft Report to create the Public Comment Draft Report. ピアレビュアーのコメントやそれに対するチームの返答、適切と考えられる変更を「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」に加え、...
	c. Amend any conditions as required, and ensure the fishery client amends the Client Action Plan, as required. 必要に応じて条件を修正し、適宜、クライアントによる行動計画も確実に修正する。

	7.19.6 The CAB should allow 60 days after receipt of the Client and Peer Review Draft Report for the client to: 審査機関は、クライアントが以下を行うことができるよう、「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」を受理後、60日間をクライアントに与えられなければならない。 ◙
	a. Provide information on items that would lead to a ‘material difference’, as defined in 7.20.5.c, in the outcome of the assessment. 審査結果に対し、7.20.6.cで定義されている「重要な相違」を引き起こす可能性のある情報を提供。
	b. Develop a Client Action Plan. クライアント行動計画の策定
	i. The use of the ‘MSC Client Action Plan Template’ is optional. 「MSCクライアント行動計画用テンプレート」の利用は任意である。


	7.19.7 The CAB shall verify that the client has prepared a Client Action Plan that includes: 審査機関はクライアントが以下の内容を含む行動計画の準備を行ったことを確認しなければならない。◙
	a. A description of the actions that will be implemented by the client, and other entities (where relevant) to achieve milestones and conditions. クライアントおよび関連の法人が節目及び条件を達成するために起こす行動の概要。
	b. Roles and responsibilities for actions. 行動における役割と責任。
	c. The outputs that will be provided to the assessment team to demonstrate that milestones are achieved and progress toward meeting conditions is being made. 節目の達成、及び条件達成に向けた進展を審査機関に実証するための結果。

	7.19.8 The CAB shall not accept a Client Action Plan if the client is relying upon the involvement, funding and/or resources of other entities (fisheries management or research agencies, authorities or regulating bodies that might have authority, powe...
	a. Verifying with those same entities, whether the closure of conditions is likely to require any or all of the following: 条件を満たすことによって、以下のいずれか一つ、もしくは全てが必要となる可能性について当該団体と確認する。
	i. Investment of time or money by these entities. 当該団体による時間と資金の投資が必要。
	ii. Changes to management arrangements or regulations. 管理の取り決めや規制の変更。
	iii. Re-arrangement of research priorities by these entities. 当該団体による研究優先順位の変更。

	b. Being satisfied that the closure of conditions is both achievable by the client and realistic in the period specified. 設定された条件を満たすことが、クライアントによって達成可能で、現実的な時間枠内に設定されていることに納得している。

	7.19.9 If the CAB cannot find evidence to show that funding and/or resources are, or will be, in place to address conditions, the UoA shall not be certified. 審査機関が、条件を満たすために必要な資金及び／もしくは資源がある、あるいはこれから入手できるという証拠が見つけられない場合には審査単位に認証を授与してはならない。
	7.19.10 The CAB shall document and retain any comments made by the client on the Client and Peer Review Draft Report and responses from the team. 審査機関は、「クライアントおよびピアレビュー用報告書案」へのクライアントのコメントおよびチームからの回答をすべて文書化して保管しなければならない。
	7.19.10.1 The CAB shall make these comments and responses available to any party upon request. 審査機関はこれらのコメントおよび回答を、要請に応じて誰にでも公開しなければならない。

	7.19.11 If conditions are added as a result of the peer review, the CAB should allow an additional 30 days for the client to update the Client Action Plan. ピアレビューにより条件が追加された場合には、クライアントが行動計画を更新できるよう、審査機関はクライアントに対し更に30日間の猶予を与えなければならない。

	7.20 Public Comment Draft Reportパブリックコメント用報告書案
	7.20.1 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Public Comment Draft Report. 審査機関は、パブリックコメント用報告書案を作成する際に、「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」を使用しなければならない。
	7.20.2 When creating the Public Comment Draft Report, the team shall only make changes to scoring (Section 7.17) where: パブリックコメント用報告書案を作成する際、セクション7.17に則り、チームが得点を変更できるのは以下の場合のみである。
	a. Justified by stakeholder, MSC, client, or peer reviewer comments received during consultation opportunities. 協議期間中に、ステークホルダーやMSC、クライアント、もしくはピアレビュアーのコメントにより、正当性が認められたとき。
	b. Justified by findings issued by the MSC’s accreditation body. MSCの認定機関が発行した結果により、正統性が認められたとき。
	c. The information considered to justify scoring changes was publicly available on or before the last day of the site visit. 現地視察の最終日以前に、得点変更の正当性を認めるに至った情報が公開されていたとき。
	i. If the CAB and any participant at the site visit agree in writing that information will be made available after the site visit, the CAB shall accept this information up to 30 days after the last day of the site visit. 現地視察後に当該情報を提供する合意が書面にて、審査機関といず...


	7.20.3 The Public Comment Draft Report shall include: パブリックコメント用報告書案（PCDR）には、以下が含まれなければならない。
	a. Confirmation that the fishery is in scope. 漁業が認証適用範囲内にあるという確認。
	b. Confirmation of the assessment tree used to assess the fishery. 漁業審査に使用される審査ツリーの確認。
	c. The UoA(s). UoA(s)。
	d. The proposed UoC(s). 提案のUoC(s)。
	e. The scores and weightings for each PI. 各PIの得点と重み付け
	f. A rationale for each PI and Scoring Issue (SI). 各PIと得点項目（SI）の論理的根拠。
	g. A reference list for each PI. 各PIに関する文献リスト。
	h. The draft determination on whether or not the UoA(s) will be recommended for certification. UoAの認証の可否についての結論案
	i. A review of traceability practices used in the UoA(s). UoA(s)におけるトレーサビリティ慣行の検討。
	j. The eligibility date. 目標資格発行日。
	k. The surveillance schedule. 監査計画。
	l. Any conditions. 条件。
	m. The Client Action Plan. クライアントの行動計画。
	n. Peer review comments and team responses. ピアレビュアーのコメントおよびチームの返答。
	o. If the fishery is enhanced and is found to be within scope, an assessment of each enhancement activity undertaken by the fishery and a documented justification for the determination that the fishery is within scope. 認証適用範囲内にあると判断される増殖漁業の場合、当該漁業の行って...
	p. Identification and justification for IPI stock(s). IPI資源の確認および根拠
	q. A review of RBF outcomes, if completed. RBFを適用した場合には、その結果の検討。

	7.20.4 Any references used to support statements in the evaluation tables of the reports shall be included in the References section of the evaluation table and an in-text reference (e.g. number or author, date) made to the relevant source. 報告書の査定表におけ...
	7.20.5 The CAB shall include the following in a separate section or appendix to the Public Comment Draft Report: 審査機関はパブリックコメント用報告書案の別セクションあるいは附属文書に以下の情報を含めなければならない。
	a. Written submissions from stakeholders (if any) received during consultation opportunities on: コンサルテーション期間中にステークホルダーから以下に関して寄せられた書面によるコメント（ある場合のみ）。
	i. The Announcement Comment Draft Report. 審査入りコメント用報告書案。
	ii. The proposal for the modification of the default tree and/or use of the RBF (Annex PF). 修正された標準ツリー及び／もしくはRBF(附属文書PF)の適用の申請。

	b. All written submissions received during site visits. 現地視察の際に寄せられた、書面によるすべてのコメント。
	c. A summary of verbal submissions received during site visits likely to cause a ‘material difference’ to the outcome of the assessment, including those with information that could influence: 審査結果に「重要な相違」を起こす可能性のある、現地視察の際に寄せられた口頭によるコメントの概要。以下に影響する可能性の...
	i. A PI score falling below 60. 60未満になるPIスコア。
	ii. A PI score falling between 60 and 80. PIスコア60から80。
	iii. A Principle score falling below an aggregate 80 score due to the changes to the score for 1 or more PIs. ひとつ以上のPIの変更により原則レベルの総合得点が80未満になるPIスコア。
	iv. A change in scope (as per 7.4, 7.5.2 or 7.5.3). 7.4, 7.5.2,もしくは7.5.3に則った適用範囲の変更

	d. Responses from the team to submissions described in 7.20.5.a, b and c, including: 7.20.5.a、b 及びcに示されたコメントに対するチームの回答。
	i. What (if any) changes to scoring, rationales, or conditions have been made. 得点、論理的根拠もしくは条件に変更があった場合、その内容。
	ii. Where changes are suggested but no change is made, a substantiated justification. 提案した変更を行わなかった場合にはその箇所と根拠。


	7.20.6 The CAB shall upload the following to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website: 審査機関はMSCウェブサイトで公開できるよう、以下をMSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。
	a. Any ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ submitted by a stakeholder as per 7.20.5.a or 7.20.5.b. ステークホルダーから、7.20.5.aもしくは7.20.5.bに則って提出された「MSC漁業審査のステークホルダー・インプット用テンプレート」。
	b. A ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ with a summary of verbal submissions received during site visits as per 7.20.5.c. 7.20.5.cにより、現地視察中に受納されたMSC漁業審査のステークホルダー・インプット用テンプレート」及び口頭で提供された情報の概要。

	7.20.7 Each ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ uploaded as per 7.20.6 shall include responses from the team as per 7.20.5.d. 7.20.6によりアップロードされた「MSC漁業審査のステークホルダー・インプット用テンプレート」には、7.20.5.dに従い、審査チームの回答が含まれていなければならない。
	7.20.8 The CAB shall upload the Public Comment Draft Report to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. 審査機関は「パブリックコメント用報告書案」をMSCウェブサイトで公開できるよう、MSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。
	7.20.8.1 The CAB shall upload an announcement with the Public Comment Draft Report including a hyperlink to the ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ and the timeline for stakeholder input. 審査機関は「パブリックコメント用報告書案」と共に、「MSC漁業審査のステー...
	7.20.8.2 The CAB shall inform  stakeholders who submitted stakeholder input per 7.20.5.a, 7.20.5.b or 7.20.5.c that their input and the response from the team is published on the MSC website and available for review. 審査機関は、7.20.5.a、7.20.5.bもしくは7.20.5....

	7.20.9 The CAB shall make the Public Comment Draft Report available for stakeholder input for at least 30 days. 審査機関はステークホルダーインプットのために、少なくとも30日間、パブリックコメント用報告書案を公開しなければならない。
	7.20.9.1 The CAB shall only consider stakeholder input on the Public Comment Draft Report from stakeholders who provided written input on the Announcement Comment Draft Report or attended the site visit, in person or remotely. 審査機関は、「審査入りコメント用報告書案」に書面...
	7.20.9.2 The CAB shall inform stakeholders that they must provide objective evidence in support of any claims or any claimed errors of fact. 審査機関は、追加の主張や事実の誤りなどの主張があるステークホルダーに対し、それを裏付ける客観的証拠を提供しなければならない旨を通知（連絡）しなければならない。

	7.20.10 The CAB shall make the Public Comment Draft Report available to the peer reviewers for follow-up review of the assessment team’s responses to the peer reviewers’ initial comments. 審査機関は、ピアレビュアーからの最初のコメントに対する審査チームの返答を、ピアレビュアーが検討できるよう、「パブリックコメント...
	7.20.10.1 The CAB shall make the Public Comment Draft Report available for peer reviewers at the same time as it is available for stakeholder input, for at least 30 days. 審査機関はピアレビュアーとステークホルダーが「パブリックコメント用報告書案」に対し、少なくとも30日間コメントできるよう、両者に対し同時に提示しなければならない。

	7.20.11 The CAB shall make the Public Comment Draft Report available for MSC to conduct Technical Oversight. 審査機関はMSCが技術監査を実施できるよう、「パブリックコメント用報告書案」をMSCに提示しなければならない。
	7.20.11.1 The CAB shall make the report available for MSC at the same time as it is available for stakeholder input, for at least 30 days. 審査機関は少なくとも30日間ステークホルダー・インプット用に提示すると同時に、MSCにも報告書案を提示しなければならない。


	7.21 Determination 決定◙
	7.21.1 The team shall consider the suggested changes and comments made to the Public Comment Draft Report under Section 7.20 and shall confirm or amend the draft determination. チームはセクション7.20に従いパブリックコメント用報告書案への変更案およびコメントを検討し、結論案を確定もしくは変更しなければならない。
	7.21.2 When creating the Final Draft Report, the team shall only make changes to scoring where: 最終報告書案作成の際、チームは以下の場合を除く得点変更してはならない。
	a. Justified by stakeholder, MSC, client, or peer reviewer comments received during consultation opportunities. ステークホルダー協議において、ステークホルダー、MSC,クライアントもしくはピアレビュアーのコメントによってその正当性が認められる.
	b. Justified by findings issued by the MSC’s accreditation body. MSCの認定機関が発行した結果によって正統性が認められる。
	c. The information considered to justify scoring changes was publicly available on or before the last day of the site visit. 得点変更の正当性を検討する上での情報が、現地視察の最終日またはそれ以前に公表されていた。
	i. If the CAB and any participant at the site visit agree in writing that information will be made available after the site visit, the CAB shall accept this information up to 30 days after the last day of the site visit. 現地視察後に当該情報を提供する合意が、審査機関といずれかの視...


	7.21.3 The team shall record the final determination in the Final Draft Report. チームは最終報告書案の中に、最終的な結論を記録しなければならない。
	7.21.4 If changes to scoring have resulted in conditions being added or removed, the CAB shall give the client 20 days to make any amendments to the Client Action Plan. 得点の変更によって条件が追加もしくは取り除かれた場合、審査機関は行動計画を修正できるよう、20日間の猶予をクライアントに与えなければならない。
	7.21.4.1 Once complete, the CAB shall add the amended Client Action Plan to the Final Draft Report. 審査機関は、修正が終了した行動計画を「最終報告書案」に加えなければならない。


	7.22 Final Draft Report最終報告書案
	7.22.1 If the period from the full assessment announcement to the publication of the Final Draft Report by the MSC is more than 18 months, the CAB shall withdraw the fishery from the MSC assessment process. 本審査の発表から最終報告書案のMSCによる発表までに18ヶ月間以上が経過した場合、審査機...
	7.22.2 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Final Draft Report. チームは最終報告書案を作成する際、「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」を用いなければならない。
	7.22.3 The CAB shall include the following in a separate section or appendix to the Final Draft Report: 審査機関は最終報告書案の別セクションもしくは附属文書として以下を含めなければならない。◙
	a. Written submissions from stakeholders (if any) received during the consultation opportunity on: パブリックコメント用報告書案の協議期間中にステークホルダーから以下について寄せられた書面によるコメント。
	i. The Announcement Comment Draft Report. 審査入りコメント用報告書案
	ii. The Public Comment Draft Report. パブリックコメント用報告書案

	b. All written submissions received during site visits. 現地視察で書面にて提出された情報
	c. A summary of verbal submissions received during site visits likely to cause a ‘material difference’ to the outcome of the assessment, including those with information that could influence: 「重要な相違」を引き起こす可能性のある口頭で寄せられた情報の概要。これには以下に影響を及ぼす可能性のある情報を含む。
	i. A PI score falling below 60. PIスコアが60未満に下がる。
	ii. A PI score falling between 60 and 80. 60から80の間までにPIスコアが下がる。
	iii. A Principle score falling below an aggregate 80 score due to the changes to the score for 1 or more PIs. ひとつ以上のPIの変更により、原則レベルの総合得点が80未満になる。
	iv. A change in scope (as per 7.4, 7.5.2 or 7.5.3). 7.4、7.5.2もしくは7.5.3に則った適用範囲の変更。

	d. If applicable, peer review follow-up and MSC Technical Oversight submissions. ピアレビュアーのフォローアップとMSC技術監査があった場合にはその結果。
	e. Responses from the team to the submissions in 7.22.3.a–d, including: 以下を含む7.22.3.a〜dのコメントに対する審査チームの反応
	i. What (if any) changes to scoring, rationales, or conditions have been made. 得点、論理的根拠もしくは条件に変更があった場合、その内容。
	ii. Where changes are suggested but no change is made, a substantiated justification. 提案した変更を行わなかった場合にはその箇所と根拠。


	7.22.4 The CAB shall upload the Final Draft Report to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. 審査機関はMSCウェブサイト上に掲載できるよう最終報告書案をMSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。
	7.22.4.1 The CAB shall upload an announcement with the Final Draft Report including information about the process and timeline for stakeholder input as set out in the MSC Disputes Process. 審査機関は、MSC論争解決プロセスで規定さているステークホルダー・インプットプロセス及びスケジュールに関する情報を含む最終報...

	7.22.5 The CAB shall upload the following to the MSC database: 審査機関は以下をMSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。
	a. Any ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ submitted by a stakeholder during the assessment containing stakeholder input and the CAB responses as per 7.22.3 a, b, c and e. ７.22.3 a,b,c及びeに記されている通り、ステークホルダーから提出のあったステークホルダーのインプ...
	b. Any ‘MSC Template for Stakeholder Input into Fishery Assessments’ with a summary of verbal submissions containing stakeholder input and the CAB responses as per 7.22.3 c and e. 7.22.3 c及びeの通り、口頭でのステークホルダーのインプットと審査機関の回答の概要含む「MSC漁業審査へのステークホルダー・インプット用...


	7.23 MSC Disputes Process MSC論争解決プロセス
	7.23.1 The CAB shall follow the process and timeline as set out in the MSC Disputes Process before publishing the Public Certification Report. 審査機関は公開用認証報告書を公開する前にMSC論争解決プロセで規定されているプロセスとスケジュールに準拠しなければならない。

	7.24 Public Certification Report公開用認証報告書
	7.24.1 At the end of the full assessment process, the CAB shall finalise a Public Certification Report in accordance with this section that shall incorporate the Final Draft Report and, if relevant, results arising from the MSC Disputes Process. 本審査のプ...
	7.24.2 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Public Certification Report. 公開用認証報告書の作成には「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」を用いなければならない。
	7.24.3 The CAB shall upload the Public Certification Report to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website, identifying a determination to certify or fail the fishery. 審査機関は、漁業を認証する 、もしくは漁業が認証に至らなかったことの決定をMSCウェブサイトに掲載するために公開用認証報告書をMSCデータベースにアッ...
	7.24.3.1 The CAB shall upload to the MSC database, for publication on the MSC website, an announcement with the Public Certification Report including the determination to certify or fail the fishery. 審査機関は、漁業を認証する、もしくは漁業が認証に至らなかったことの決定を含む公開用認証報告書をMSCウ...

	7.24.4 The CAB shall determine which entities should or should not be allowed to use the fishery certificate. 審査機関は、認証取得登録証を使用できる法人とそうでない法人を明確にしなければならない。
	7.24.5 The CAB shall only permit fish caught by those fishers that are identified by reference to or on a valid fishery certificate to be eligible for Chain of Custody certification and subsequent use of the MSC ecolabel. 審査機関は、有効な漁業認証登録証に掲載、あるいは言及されて...
	7.24.5.1 The CAB shall define entities in this case to include any processing companies, producer organisations or other bodies to whom the client wishes to make the certificate available, at the exclusion of other non-client group members. この場合の法人の定義...
	7.24.5.2 The CAB shall upload a Fishery Certificate Statement to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website defining: 審査機関は、MSCのウェブサイト用に、以下の点を明記した漁業認証書の告知をMSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。
	a. Which entities (vessels, fleets, agents and/or any other client group members, including named companies) are currently eligible to access the certificate. 認証登録証に記載される資格のある法人（漁船、船団、代理人および／もしくは企業を含むクライアントグループのメンバー）
	i. If a group of vessels or individual fishing operators (i.e. not an entire fishing fleet) is used to define the Unit of Assessment or Unit of Certification for the fishery, the CAB shall require the client to provide a list of the vessels, or a hype...

	b. Which other eligible fishers, if identified in the UoA, may be able to access the certificate through the mechanism of certificate sharing. 認証共有システムを利用することで、認証登録証を使用することのできる漁業者がUoAにいる場合にはその漁業者の名前。
	c. Which points of landing, auctions or other transfer may be used for the sale of fish from the certified fishery into further chains of custody. 認証漁業由来の水産物がCoCに入ることのできる水揚げ地点、競り、もしくはその他の移動地点。
	d. Any other limits to product eligibility, such as specific terms of the certificate sharing agreement. 認証を共有する上での具体的な合意点等、水産物の認証資格へのその他の制限。

	7.24.5.3 If there are any changes related to information on the Fishery Certificate Statement, the CAB shall update the Fishery Certificate Statement by uploading a new version with changes to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website within...

	7.24.6 The CAB shall update information under 7.24.5.2.a at every surveillance audit. 審査機関は7.24.5.2.aの情報を監査の都度、更新しなければならない。

	7.25 Certification decision and certificate issue 認証の決定および認証登録証の発行◙
	7.25.1 If the CAB makes a decision to award certification, the CAB shall determine that the date of certification is the date the Public Certification Report is published on the MSC website or, for reassessments, the 5th anniversary date of the existi...
	7.25.2 The CAB shall add catch data into the MSC database, for each UoC for the most recent fishing year for which data is available. 審査機関は、それぞれのUoCについて、直近の漁獲年の漁獲量をMSCのデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。
	7.25.2.1 The CAB shall complete this within 10 days from the date the Public Certification Report has been published on the MSC website. 審査機関は、公開認証報告書がMSCのデータベースに公開されてから10日以内に上記を完了しなければならない。

	7.25.3 The CAB shall upload a copy of the issued fishery certificate(s) to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. 審査機関はMSCウェブサイト上に掲載できるよう、発行された漁業認証書のコピーをMSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。
	7.25.3.1 The CAB shall ensure that the date of certification on each fishery certificate matches the date in 7.25.1. 審査機関は、漁業認証書に記されている発効日が間違いなく、7.25.1で規定されている日付であることに留意しなければならない。
	7.25.3.2 The CAB shall submit a copy of the issued certificate(s) up to 10 days from the date the Public Certification Report has been published on the MSC website. 審査機関は公開用認証報告書がMSCウェブサイトに公開された日から10日以内に認証書のコピーをMSCに提出しなければならない。

	7.25.4 When changes to the information contained on a fishery certificate are made, the CAB shall ensure the updated copy of the fishery certificate is provided to the MSC for posting on its website within 10 days of changes occurring. 認証登録証に記載されている内容...

	7.26 Fisheries that fail or withdraw from assessment認証取得に至らなかった、もしくは審査を取りやめる漁業
	7.26.1 In circumstances where the fishery client makes the decision not to proceed with the assessment, the fishery can be withdrawn from assessment at any time. 漁業クライアントが審査を取りやめる決定をした時点で、漁業は随時審査を中止することができる。
	7.26.2 Where the CAB makes a decision not to award certification and fail the fishery, the CAB shall upload the Public Certification Report to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. 審査機関が漁業に認証を授与できないと判断した場合、審査機関はMSCウェブサイト上に掲載できるよう、公開用認証報...
	7.26.3 The CAB shall include the following in the Public Certification Report of the failed fishery: 審査機関は、認証を授与できないと判断した漁業の公開用認証報告書に、次のことを含めなければならない。
	a. Draft non-binding conditions for any PIs that score more than 60 but less than 80. 60を上回るものの80に満たないPIに関しては拘束力のない条件の草案。
	b. Specification that the conditions outlined are non-binding and serve to provide an indication of the actions that may have been required should the fishery have been certified. 記述されている条件の概要があくまでも、漁業が認証されるために必要とされたかも知れない行動を示唆する、拘束力のないものであることを明記する。

	7.26.4 The CAB shall not include the following in the Public Certification Report of the failed fishery: 審査機関は、認証を授与できないと判断した漁業の公開用認証報告書に、次のことを含めてはならない。
	a. Mandatory conditions or defined actions that would need to be undertaken before the fishery could be reconsidered for certification in the future. 当該漁業が将来、認証を再考する前に必要な必須条件や具体的な措置。
	b. An agreement from the client to address conditions as in 7.19.7. 7.19.7にある条件についてのクライアントの合意。

	7.26.5 If a withdrawn or failed fishery, or a fishery that contains a UoA that has failed or withdrawn from assessment, re-enters full assessment, the CAB shall follow the most recent versions of the MSC Fisheries Program Documents in full. 審査を取りやめ、また...
	7.26.6 In assessment reports for withdrawn or failed fisheries that have re-entered full assessment, the CAB shall: 審査機関は、審査を取りやめ、または認証に至らなかった漁業で、再度審査を受ける漁業の審査報告書に、次のことを含めなければならない。
	a. Specify that the fishery has re-entered full assessment. 漁業が再度本審査の審査入りをしたことを明記する。
	b. Summarise the details of the initial assessment, including: 以下を含む初回審査の詳細の概要を述べる。
	i. The results of the original assessment. 初回審査の結果
	ii. The date of the original determination not to certify. 認証を授与しないことを決定した日付。

	c. Identify those PIs for which scoring and/or the rationale for scoring has changed from the original assessment. 初回審査と得点が異なるPIを明確にし、更に／もしくはその論理的根拠を述べる。


	7.27 Extension of scope of fishery certificate (scope extensions) 漁業認証登録証の範囲拡大（適用範囲拡大） ◙
	7.27.1 The CAB may extend the scope of an existing fishery certificate to include another fishery within its scope, providing: 以下の条件を満たせば、審査機関は、現在の漁業認証登録証の適用範囲を拡大して他の漁業を含めることができる。
	a. The target Principle 1 species of the new proposed fishery was previously assessed under Principle 1 or Principle 2 of the existing fishery certificate. 新規申請漁業の原則1の対象魚種が、現在の認証登録証の原則1もしくは原則2で過去に審査を受けている。
	b. The 2 fisheries have some assessment tree components that are the same. ２つの漁業の審査ツリーに共通の要素がある。◙
	c. The fisheries are in close geographical proximity. 地理的に近い漁業である。 ◙

	7.27.2 The CAB shall only accept a request for a scope extension from a holder of a valid MSC fishery certificate. 審査機関は、有効なMSC認証書を保持している漁業からのみ、適用範囲拡大の要請を受け入れなければならない。
	7.27.3 Where the client of an existing certificate requests a scope extension, the CAB shall use the version of the assessment tree that was used for the assessment of the existing certified fishery in the assessment of the new fishery. 認証登録証を有しているクライ...
	7.27.4 The CAB shall assign a person that meets the fishery team member qualification and competency criteria as set out in Table PC2 to identify the assessment components in the new proposed fishery and carry out a gap analysis to confirm which asses...
	7.27.5 If all the assessment tree components of the new fishery are the same as for the certified fishery, the fishery is an other eligible fisher. 新たな漁業者の審査ツリー項目が認証漁業と同一の場合、「その他の有資格漁業」として扱われる。◙
	a. If the new fisher group was not clearly identified at the start of the assessment as such an other eligible fisher (and thereby included in the UoA), it may still be possible to extend the certificate providing: 審査に入る時点で、「その他の有資格漁業」、つまり審査単位に含まれる漁業と...
	i. The client is willing to extend the certificate to the applicant fishery. 認証登録証への加入を申請している漁業にまで認証を拡大する意志がクライアントにある。
	ii. The CAB confirms that all assessment tree components are the same as for the existing fishery certificate. 全ての審査ツリーの項目が既存の認証登録証と同一であることを審査機関が確認する。
	iii. The CAB confirms that extending the scope of the certificate does not have implications for any PIs. 認証登録証の範囲を拡大したとしても、いずれの業績評価指標にも影響がないことを審査機関が確認する。

	b. If the CAB has confirmed that the new fisher group is an other eligible fisher group, the CAB shall publish an announcement and completed gap analysis informing stakeholders that the group has been added. 新たな漁業グループが有資格グループであることが確認された場合、審査機関はステークホルダ...

	7.27.6 If some assessment tree components are not the same as assessment components in the certified fishery, the CAB shall complete a scope extension according to Annex PE. 審査ツリーの項目に認証漁業の項目と異なる場合、審査機関は附属文書PEの手順に従って適用範囲を拡大しなければならない。
	7.27.7 If the scope extension assessment results in certification, the duration of the certificate for the scope extension shall only be as long as the existing fishery certificate. 審査の結果、適用範囲の拡大が認められた場合、適用範囲を拡大した認証登録証の有効期間は既存の認証登録証と同じでなければならない。
	7.27.8 The CAB shall draft conditions, as detailed in Section 7.18, to result in improved performance to at least the 80 level within a period set by the CAB but no longer than 5 years from the date of certification of the scope-extended fishery. 審査機関...
	7.27.9 Reassessment of both the scope-extended fishery and the originally certified fishery shall be carried out at the same time and using the version of the MSC Fisheries Standard that is effective. 適用範囲を拡大した漁業と元の認証漁業の再認証審査は、MSC漁業認証規格の最新の有効なバージョンを使っ...
	7.27.10 The scope extension mechanism described here and in Annex PE shall be used by an existing fishery seeking to modify its UoA(s) by moving a species previously considered in Principle 2 to Principle 1. 本セクションおよび附属文書PEで示された適用範囲拡大のメカニズムは、原則２の対象となっ...
	7.27.11 If the certificate has other eligible fishers and/or a certificate sharing mechanism, the CAB shall, within 30 days of receiving a request to share the certificate, facilitate the client’s and other eligible fishers’ engagement in good faith e...
	7.27.12 If an on-land (non-fishing) entity wishes to join the client group, the CAB shall consider the factors in Section 7.9 to determine whether Chain of Custody certification is required. 陸上（漁業でない）法人がクライアントグループへの参加を希望している場合、審査機関はセクション7.9を検討し、CoC認証が...

	7.28 Surveillance 監査 ◙
	7.28.1 During each initial assessment, surveillance and reassessment, the team shall determine the level at which subsequent surveillance of the fishery shall be undertaken. 審査機関は、初回審査、監査、及び再認証審査それぞれの期間中に、チームはクライアントからの情報を検討し、認証取得漁業が受ける監査レベルを決定しなければならない。
	7.28.2 Surveillance audits shall take place according to the default surveillance level described in Table 5, unless the team decides on a reduced surveillance schedule, see 7.28.4–7.28.7. チームが軽減監査（7.28.4-7.28.7参照）で良いと判断した場合を除き、監査は表5に示された標準監査のレベルで行われな...
	7.28.3 The following types of surveillance audit are available: 以下の監査方法を利用できる。
	a. On-site audit. The audit involves face-to-face engagement with the client, conducting stakeholder interviews and a review of changes in management and science in the fishery. 現地監査―クライアントとの対面での関わり、ステークホルダーの聞き取り調査、および漁業の管理体制や科学的な内容の変化の検討を現地にて行う。
	b. Off-site audit. The audit involves engagement with the client, conducting stakeholder interviews and a review of changes in management and science in the fishery and is undertaken by the auditors from a remote location. オフサイト監査―クライアントとの関わり、ステークホルダー...
	c. Review of information. The audit involves seeking the views of the client and identifying whether there are any issues requiring further investigation. The audit is undertaken from a remote location. The CAB publishes a statement of review of infor...

	7.28.4 The CAB shall determine whether the fishery is eligible for a reduction of surveillance levels dependent upon the number of conditions outstanding and the ability of the CAB to remotely verify information and progress against the conditions. 審査...
	7.28.4.1 The surveillance level for the fishery shall be determined on the basis of the confidence of the CAB in its ability to remotely verify information and progress towards meeting conditions. 審査機関は、情報、および条件達成に向けた進捗状況を遠隔で確認する能力についての自身の信頼性の程度により、監査...
	a. Surveillance level 1 may only be chosen if, following an assessment or surveillance audit, the fishery has no outstanding conditions. 監査レベル１が適用されるのは、審査もしくは監査の結果、条件がない場合のみである。


	7.28.5 Where a reduced surveillance level is adopted, the team shall provide a justification for how the fishery meets the criteria in 7.28.4. 審査機関は、軽減監査レベルを適用するにあたり、漁業が7.28.4の要求事項を満たしている根拠を挙げなければならない。
	7.28.6 The CAB shall determine whether the fishery is eligible for a reduction in the number of team members dependent upon the certification period, number of conditions and the ability of the CAB to remotely verify information and progress against t...
	7.28.6.1 In the initial certification period, the number of auditors for surveillance activities shall be at least 2. The on-site audit may be undertaken by a minimum of 1 auditor who is supported by the rest of the team from 1 or more remote location...
	7.28.6.2 In the second and subsequent certification periods, a reduced team of 1 auditor may be used if the fishery has conditions associated with only 1 Principle, or no conditions. ２回目以降の認証期間の場合、１つの原則にのみ条件が設定されている、もしくは条件が全くない場合に限り、審査員を１名に減らしても良い。
	7.28.6.3 If a fishery is not eligible for a reduced team in the second or subsequent certification periods, the on-site audit may be undertaken by a minimum of 1 auditor who is supported by the rest of the team from 1 or more remote location(s). ２回目以降...

	7.28.7 Where a reduced team is adopted, the team shall provide a justification for how the fishery meets the criteria in 7.28.6. 数を減らした監査を実施する場合、監査チームは、漁業が7.28.6の基準を満たしているという判断に至った根拠を挙げなければならない。
	7.28.8 The CAB shall undertake surveillance audits within 30 days prior to the anniversary date of the certificate unless the following applies. 審査機関は、認証の応当日前30日以内に監査を行わなければならないが、以下の場合を除く。
	7.28.8.1 The CAB may elect to undertake surveillance audits up to 6 months earlier or later than the anniversary date, where this deviation is appropriate given the circumstances of the fishery. 審査機関は、漁業の状況により監査の時期をずらすことが妥当と判断した場合、認証の応当日の前後6ヶ月まで監査時期をず...
	a. The CAB shall provide a justification for deviating from the anniversary date as part of the surveillance schedule. 審査機関は、年応当日に監査を実施しない根拠を、監査計画に記さなければならない。


	7.28.9 The CAB shall undertake 4 surveillance audits before the 5th anniversary of the existing certificate. 審査機関は、認証の5年目の応当日までに4回の監査を行わなれなければならない。
	7.28.10 The CAB shall agree a surveillance schedule for the duration of the certificate with the client, based on 7.28.1–7.28.9. 審査機関は、7.28.1～7.28.9に従い、認証期間中の監査計画について合意しなければならない。
	7.28.11 The CAB shall publish the surveillance schedule in the Public Comment Draft Report. 審査機関は、監査計画をパブリックコメント用報告書案に含めて公開しなければならない。
	7.28.11.1 The CAB shall review the proposed surveillance schedule for the Final Draft Report and Public Certification Report to take account of any changes to the assessment. 審査機関は、最終報告書案および公開用認証報告書のために監査計画案を見直し、審査に変更を反映させなければならない。

	7.28.12 The CAB may amend the surveillance schedule prior to a surveillance audit. 審査機関は監査前に監査計画を修正することができる。
	7.28.12.1 If changes are made, the CAB shall note where amendments to the surveillance schedule have been made, along with justification for the change, in the ‘MSC Surveillance Announcement Template’. 監査計画の変更を行った場合、審査機関は、監査計画で変更された箇所とその根拠を「MSC監査告知用テン...

	7.28.13 The CAB may amend the surveillance schedule following a surveillance audit. 審査機関は、監査の結果を受け、監査計画の変更を行うことができる。
	7.28.13.1 If changes are made, the CAB shall note where amendments to the surveillance schedule have been made, along with justification for the change, in the Surveillance Report. 監査計画の変更を行った場合、審査機関は、監査計画で変更された箇所とその根拠を監査報告書に加えなければならない。

	7.28.14 The CAB shall plan each surveillance audit as follows. 審査機関は以下のとおりに、それぞれの監査を計画しなければならない。
	7.28.14.1 During the initial surveillance cycle, the CAB shall appoint a team of 2 or more auditors to conduct the surveillance audit. 初回の監査の場合、元の審査チームメンバーと同等の専門知識を有する2名以上の審査員を任命しなければならない。
	a. The team shall comprise of a team leader and a minimum of 1 additional team member who together meet at least 3 of the Fishery Team qualifications and competency requirements, see Table PC3. チームは、チームリーダー及び最低１名のチームメンバーで構成されなければならず、チーム全体で漁業チームの資格および能...

	7.28.14.2 During the 2nd or subsequent surveillance cycles, the CAB shall appoint 1 or more auditors to conduct the surveillance audit following the requirements set out in 7.28.6.2. ２年目以降の監査の場合、7.28.6.2に従って監査を実施するために、審査機関は審査員を１名以上任命しなければならない。
	a. If 2 or more auditors are appointed as the team, the requirements set out 7.28.14.1.a shall apply. ２名以上の審査員がチームに任命された場合には、7.28.14.1.aの要求事項を適用しなければならない。
	b. If a single auditor is appointed, the auditor shall meet the team leader requirements specified in Table PC1 and at least 1 of the fishery team qualification and competency criteria from Table PC3 relevant to the outstanding conditions in the fishe...

	7.28.14.3 The CAB shall ensure that the team has local knowledge of the fishery. 審査機関はチームに、漁業の地元情報を確実に把握させなければならない。
	7.28.14.4 If the RBF has been used in the assessment, the CAB shall ensure that the team meets the RBF competency requirements, see Table PC3. 審査でRBFが使用された場合には、チームはRBF要求事項を満たさなければならない（表PC3を参照）。
	7.28.14.5 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Surveillance Announcement Template’ to inform stakeholders and the MSC of: 審査機関は「MSC監査告知用テンプレート」を使用し、以下をステークホルダーとMSC に連絡しなければならない。
	a. Time, dates and location of the surveillance activities. 監査活動の日時　監査活動が行われる場所
	b. What will be assessed/reviewed during the audit. 監査対象
	c. The relevant skills and expertise of auditors carrying out the surveillance audit. 監査を行う審査員の能力及び専門知識

	7.28.14.6 The CAB shall upload the Surveillance Announcement to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website at least 30 days before the surveillance audit activities are carried out. 審査機関は監査通知をMSCのウェブサイトに掲載できるよう、少なくとも監査の30日前までにMSCデータベースにアップロード...

	7.28.15 During each on-site and off-site surveillance audit, the CAB shall: 現地監査及びオフサイト監査において、審査機関は以下の活動を行わなければならない。
	a. Actively seek the views of the client on: クライアントから積極的に以下に関する意見を求める。
	i. Changes to the fishery and its management. 漁業及び管理における変化
	ii. Performance in relation to any relevant conditions of certification. 認証に付けられた条件に関連する漁業の業績
	iii. Any developments or changes within the fishery that affect traceability and the ability to segregate MSC from non-MSC products. トレーサビリティ及びMSC認証製品と非認証製品の分離能力に影響を及ぼす漁業内での出来事や変化
	iv. Any other significant changes in the fishery. 漁業内での他の重要な変更

	b. Hold interviews and actively seek the views of stakeholders and surveillance audit participants to ensure that the team is aware of any stakeholder concerns. ステークホルダー及び監査参加者と面談をして積極的に意見を求め、ステークホルダーの懸念を確実に把握する。
	i. Where stakeholders do not wish to be interviewed, the team shall inform them that they may submit written information to the team. チームは、面談に応じたくないステークホルダーに対して、書面にて情報を提供することができることを通知（連絡）しなければならない。

	c. Apply the provisions set out in Sections 4.3-4.5 regarding access to information. 情報へのアクセスに関するセクション4.3～4.5に示された要求事項を適用する。
	d. If a group of vessels or individual fishing operators (i.e. not an entire fishing fleet) is used to define the UoA or UoC for the fishery, require the client to provide an updated list of the vessels, or a hyperlink to a publicly available list of ...
	i. The CAB shall upload the updated vessel list or hyperlink to the MSC database to be published on the MSC website. 審査機関はMSCウェブサイト上に掲載できるよう、更新された漁船名簿、もしくはハイパーリンクをMSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。

	e. Review: 以下について検証、確認する。
	i. Any potential or actual changes in management systems. 管理システムに関して実施される可能性のある、あるいはすでに実施された変更。
	ii. Any changes or additions/deletions to regulations. 変更あるいは追加/削除された規制。
	iii. Any personnel changes in science, management or industry and their impact on the management of the fishery. 研究部門、管理部門、業界の人事異動及びそれが漁業管理に及ぼす影響。
	iv. Any potential changes to scientific information, including stock assessments. 資源評価を含む科学的情報に関する変更の可能性。
	v. Any changes affecting traceability. トレーサビリティに影響を及ぼす変更。
	vi. Any changes affecting harmonisation of overlapping fisheries, see PB1.3.5. 重複する漁業の審査のハーモナイゼーションに影響を及ぼす変更。PB1.3.5を参照。
	7.28.15.1 Where the information for PI scores has changed, the CAB shall: PIスコアの得点情報に変更があった場合、審査機関は下記の手続きを踏まなければならない。
	a. Report and record what information has changed. 何の情報に変更があったかを報告し記録する。
	b. Re-score the PI following scoring processes set out in Section 7.17. セクション7.17の規定に従い、当該PIに関して採点をやり直す。
	i. If the new score is less than 80, the CAB shall define conditions and require the client to develop a Client Action Plan for the new conditions. 新しい得点が80に満たなかった場合、審査機関は条件を決定し、クライアントにその条件のためのクライアント行動計画の作成を要請する。





	7.28.16 At each on-site or off-site surveillance audit, the team shall evaluate progress against conditions. それぞれの現地監査もしくはオフサイト監査毎に、査察チームは認証条件の進捗状況を審査しなければならない。
	7.28.16.1 The team shall audit conformity with, and progress and performance against, certification conditions. 監査チームは認証条件の順守、進捗、達成状況を審査しなければならない。
	a. The CAB shall document conformity with, and progress and performance against, certification conditions using the narrative or metric form of the original condition. 審査機関は、初回認証条件に対する認証条件の順守、進捗、達成状況を、定性的あるいは定量的な形式を用いて記録しなければならない。
	b. The CAB shall document whether progress is ‘on target’, ‘ahead of target’ or ‘behind target’, as well as its justification for such a judgement. 審査機関は、進展が予定通りなのか、予定より早いのか、あるいは遅れているのかについて、その判断の根拠も含めて記録しなければならない。 ◙
	i. If progress against the measurable outcomes, expected results or (interim) milestones specified when setting the condition is judged to be behind target the CAB may specify remedial action, and any revised milestones, that are required to bring pro...


	7.28.16.2 If the CAB determines that progress against a condition is not back ‘on target’ within 12 months of falling ‘behind target’, the CAB shall: 予定より遅れていると判断されてから12ヶ月以内にまだ計画に沿った進捗が見られないと審査機関が判断した場合、審査機関は以下のことを行わなければならない ◙
	a. Consider progress as inadequate. 進捗が不十分であるとみなす。
	b. Apply the requirements of GCR Section 7.4 (suspension or withdrawal). セクション7.4（認証の一時停止あるいは離脱）の要求事項を適用する。
	c. Inform the fishery client that they cannot enter the same Unit of Certification(s), or any entity in the Unit(s) of Certification, into full assessment under either the same or an alternative name unless the cause for suspension has been addressed....

	7.28.16.3 To verify that conditions have been met and outcomes have been achieved, the CAB shall: 条件が満たされ、結果が達成されたことを確認するために、審査機関は以下のことを行わなければならない。
	a. Examine relevant objective evidence. 関連する客観的証拠を検証する。
	b. Re-score all relevant Performance Indicator Scoring Guideposts relating to that condition and only if the score is raised above 80 should the condition be closed out. その条件に関連する全てのPISGを再採点し、得点が80より上の場合にのみ、条件を終了する。
	c. Document the justification for the re-scoring and closing out of the condition in the Surveillance Report. 再採点と条件の終了についての根拠を監査報告書に記録しなければならない。

	7.28.16.4 If a condition is not closed by its deadline, the CAB shall: 期限までに条件が達成されなければ、審査機関は以下のことを行わなければならない。
	a. Consider progress as inadequate. 進捗が充分でないと判断する。
	b. Apply the requirements of GCR Section 7.4 (suspension or withdrawal). GCRセクション7.4の要求事項を適用する（認証の一時停止、または認証からの離脱）。
	c. Inform the fishery client that they cannot enter the same Unit(s) of Certification, or any entity in the Unit of Certification(s), into full assessment under either the same or an alternative name unless the cause for suspension has been addressed....


	7.28.17 During each review of information surveillance audit, the CAB shall perform the activities specified in 7.28.15.a. 情報の検証の監査の際、審査機関は7.28.15.aに規定されている活動を行わなければならない。
	7.28.17.1 If the CAB becomes aware of changes to the circumstances of the fishery, and/or of new information, that may cause a ‘material difference’ as defined in 7.20.5.c during a review of information audit, it shall undertake an off-site audit acco...

	7.28.18 In the event that the CAB determines that the information required to carry out an off-site surveillance audit or a review of information has not been provided or is unavailable, the CAB shall conduct an on-site audit. オフサイト監査または情報の検証の実施に必要な情報...
	7.28.19 The CAB shall prepare a Surveillance Report according to the relevant MSC template: 審査機関は、下記に準じて適切なMSCテンプレートを使用し、監査報告書を作成しなければならない。
	a. For on-site and off-site surveillance audits, fisheries surveillance reports shall conform to the ‘MSC Surveillance Reporting Template’. 現地監査及びオフサイト監査の場合、漁業監査報告書は「MSC監査報告用テンプレート」に従う。
	b. For review of information surveillance audits, fisheries surveillance review of information reports shall conform to the ‘MSC Surveillance Review of Information Template’. 情報の検証の監査の場合、情報の検証の漁業監査報告書は「MSC監査時の情報検討用テンプレート」に従う。

	7.28.20 The CAB shall send the Surveillance Report to the client along with any requests or conditions that may arise from surveillance activities. 審査機関は、監査によって生じた新たな要件や条件と共に、クライアントに監査報告書を提出しなければならない。
	7.28.20.1 Where new conditions are identified, the CAB should allow a period of up to 30 days after receipt of the Surveillance Report for the client to prepare a Client Action Plan. 新たな条件が設定された場合、審査機関はクライアントに、監査報告書の受領後30日以内に行動計画を策定するよう要請しなければならない。

	7.28.21 The CAB shall include the following in a separate section or appendix to the Surveillance Report: 審査機関は、以下を監査報告書の中に別セクションとして組み込むか、附属文書として添付しなければならない。
	a. All written submissions and a summary of verbal submissions made by stakeholders during the annual surveillance audit process.  年次監査の際にステークホルダーから送達された陳情書及び口頭によるコメントの概要。
	b. Responses from the team to the submissions in 7.28.21.a, including: 7.28.21.aの陳情書に対するチームからの回答。以下を含めること。
	i. What (if any) changes to scoring, rationales or conditions have been made. 得点、論理的根拠もしくは条件に変更があった場合、その内容。
	ii. Where changes are suggested but no change is made, a substantiated justification. 提案した変更を行わなかった場合にはその箇所と根拠。


	7.28.22 At the time of submission of each Surveillance Report, the CAB shall add catch data into the MSC database, for each UoC, for the most recent fishing year for which data is available. 各監査報告書を提出する際に、審査機関はそれぞれのUoCについて、直近の漁獲年の漁獲量をMSCのデータベースにアップロード...
	7.28.23 The CAB shall upload the Surveillance Report to the MSC database within 60 days of completing the audit for publication on the MSC website. 審査機関は、監査終了後 60 日以内に監査報告書をMSC のウェブサイトに掲載するために、MSC データベースにアップロードしなければならない。 ◙
	7.28.23.1 If the client has revised the Client Action Plan following surveillance, the CAB shall upload the Surveillance Report to the MSC database within 90 days of completing the audit for publication on the MSC website. クライアントが監査後に行動計画を訂正した場合、審査機関は...

	7.28.24 Where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of certification, the team shall follow Annex PA during each surveillance audit. 認証範囲にIPI種が含まれている場合、監査チームはそれぞれの監査毎に附属文書PAの規定を順守しなければならない。

	7.29 Expedited audits臨時監査
	7.29.1 The CAB shall complete an expedited audit if the CAB becomes aware of changes to the circumstances of the fishery and/or of new information that may cause: 以下を引き起こす可能性のある漁業の状況に関する変更、及び／もしくは新たな情報を認識した場合、審査機関は臨時監査を行わなければならない。◙
	a. A PI score falling below 60. 60 未満になるPIスコア。
	b. A Principle score falling below an aggregate 80 score due to the changes to the score for 1 or more PIs. ひとつ以上のPIの得点の変更により、原則レベルの総合得点が80未満になる。
	c. A change in scope (as per 7.4, 7.5.2 or 7.5.3). 7.4、7.5.2もしくは7.5.3による適用範囲の変更。

	7.29.2 The CAB shall assign an individual that meets the fishery team leader qualification and competency criteria as set out in the GCR and Table PC1, and is competent to review the relevant information. 審査機関はGCRおよび表PC1に定められている漁業審査チームリーダーの資格と能力基準を満たし...
	7.29.2.1 The CAB shall send the assigned individual the relevant information for review. 審査機関は、任命された審査員に当該情報を提示し、検討してもらわなければならない。
	7.29.2.2 The assigned individual shall determine whether an expedited audit should be completed. 任命された審査員は臨時監査が必要かどうかを判断しなければならない。

	7.29.3 An expedited audit can be an off-site audit or on-site audit, based on what the CAB determines necessary. 臨時監査の実施方法は、審査機関の判断によって、オフサイト監査、現地監査の中から選ぶことができる。
	7.29.4 The CAB shall announce an expedited audit, if triggered, within 30 days of becoming aware of the relevant information.  審査機関は、当該情報を認識してから30日以内に、臨時監査の実施を発表しなければならない。
	7.29.4.1 The CAB shall appoint a team of 2 or more auditors to conduct the expedited audit. 審査機関は、臨時監査を実施するために2名以上の審査員からなるチームを任命しなければならない。
	a. The team shall comprise of a team leader and a minimum of 1 additional team member who together meet the Fishery Team qualifications and competency requirements relevant to what will be assessed. チームは、チームリーダー及び最低１名のチームメンバーで構成されなければならず、チーム全体で当該の情報を検...

	7.29.4.2 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Surveillance Announcement Template’ to inform stakeholders and the MSC of: 審査機関は「MSC監査告知用テンプレート」を使用し、以下をステークホルダーとMSC に連絡しなければならない。
	a. Time, dates and location of the expedited audit activities. 臨時監査が行われる日時と場所。
	b. What will be assessed/reviewed during the expedited audit. 監査／見直しの対象
	c. The relevant skills and expertise of auditors carrying out the expedited audit. 臨時監査を行う審査員の能力及び専門知識。

	7.29.4.3 The CAB shall upload the Surveillance Announcement to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. 審査機関は監査告知をMSCウェブサイト上に掲載できるよう、MSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。

	7.29.5 The CAB shall consider the relevant information by completing the activities as defined in 7.28.15 except for 7.28.15.a.ii. 審査機関は7.28.15に規定されている7.28.15.a.ii以外の活動を実施し、当該情報を検討しなければならない。
	7.29.6 The CAB shall prepare an expedited audit report using the ‘MSC Surveillance Reporting Template’. 審査機関は「MSC監査報告用テンプレート」を使って、臨時監査報告書を作成しなければならない。
	7.29.7 The CAB shall send the expedited audit report to the client along with any new conditions. 審査機関はクライアントに臨時監査報告書及び新たに設定された条件を提示しなければならない。
	7.29.8 The CAB shall upload the expedited audit report to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website, within 60 days of announcing the expedited audit. 審査機関は臨時監査の実施を発表してから60日以内に、MSCウェブサイト上に掲載できるよう、臨時監査報告書をMSCデータベースにアップロードしなければならない。
	7.29.9 The CAB may elect to include the expedited audit in a surveillance audit providing that:  審査機関は、以下に限り、年次監査に臨時監査を組み込むことができる。
	a. The surveillance audit is announced within 30 days of the CAB becoming aware of the relevant information. 審査機関が当該情報を認識してから30日以内に年次監査の告知が行われる場合。
	b. The CAB follows Section 7.28. 審査機関がセクション7.28に準ずる場合。

	7.29.10 If the CAB becomes aware of changes to the circumstances of the fishery and/or of new information after the site visit, except for information subject to 7.17.1.1.a, the CAB shall  漁業の状況に関する変更及び／もしくは7.17.1.1.aを除く新しい情報が、現地視察後に認識された場合、follow 7.2...
	7.29.10.1 The CAB shall not use the results of the expedited audit in the determination or certification decision for the UoA(s). 審査機関は、審査単位への認証授与の決定に際し、臨時監査の結果を適用してはならない。

	7.29.11 For an expedited audit conducted during an initial assessment or scope extension, if the 60-day reporting deadline (7.29.8) is prior to the publication of the Public Certification Report, the CAB shall upload the expedited audit report to the ...
	7.29.11.1 If the expedited audit results in a score of less than 60 for any PI or a weighted average score of less than 80 for any Principle, the CAB shall apply GCR Section 7.4 (suspension or withdrawal) with the following modifications:  臨時監査の結果で、重み...
	a. The CAB shall set the effective date for the fishery certificate suspension as the date of certification, disregarding the 30-day notice period. 審査機関は、一時停止の通知から発効までに30日間の猶予を与えることなく、認証一時停止の発効日を認証の発行日としなければならない。
	b. The CAB shall announce the suspension by completing and uploading the ‘MSC Notice of Suspension Template’ to the scheme database, to be published on the MSC website on the date of certification. 審査機関は認証発効日に認証の一時停止を発表できるよう、記入済み「MSC認証一時停止通知用テンプレート」をM...
	c. If the eligibility date was set before the date of certification, the CAB shall inform the client and stakeholders in the notice of suspension that the eligibility date is changed to the certification date. 目標資格発効日が認証発効日の前に設定された場合、審査機関はクライアント及びステーク...


	7.29.12 If the CAB becomes aware of changes to the circumstances of the fishery and/or new information during a reassessment, the CAB shall follow 7.29.1–7.29.8 for both the existing certificate and the reassessment. 再認証審査の途中で、漁業の状況に関する変更及び／もしくは新しい情報を...
	7.29.12.1 For an expedited audit conducted during a reassessment, if the 60-day reporting deadline (7.29.8) is prior to the publication of the Public Certification Report, the CAB may upload one expedited audit report that includes the results for bot...
	7.29.12.2 If the expedited audit results in a score of less than 60 for any PI or a weighted average score of less than 80 for any Principle, the CAB shall: 臨時監査の結果で、重み付け後の平均点が80未満の原則が一つでもある場合、審査機関は以下のことを実施しなければならない。
	a. For the existing certificate, apply the requirements of GCR Section 7.4 (suspension or withdrawal). 既存の認証監査については、GCRセクション7.4(一時停止もしくは離脱)を適用。
	b. For the reassessment, apply GCR Section 7.4 (suspension or withdrawal) with the following modifications: 再認証審査については、GCRセクション7.4(一時停止あるいは離脱)に以下の修正を加えた要求事項を適用。
	i. The CAB shall set the effective date for the fishery certificate suspension as the date of certification disregarding the 30-day notice period. 審査機関は、一時停止の通知から発効までに30日間の猶予を与えることなく、認証の発行日を一時停止の発効日としなければならない。
	ii. The CAB shall announce the suspension by completing and uploading the ‘MSC Notice of Suspension Template’ to the scheme database, to be published on the MSC website on the date of certification. 審査機関は認証発効日に認証の一時停止を発表できるよう、記入済み「MSC認証一時停止通知用テンプレート」を...
	iii. If the eligibility date was set before the date of certification, the CAB shall inform the client and stakeholders in the notice of suspension that the eligibility date is changed to the certification date. 目標資格発効日が認証発効日の前に設定された場合、審査機関はクライアント及びステ...




	7.30 Reassessment再認証審査
	7.30.1 The CAB shall announce the reassessment of a certified fishery no later than 90 days after the 4th anniversary of the existing certificate. 審査機関は、認証取得日より4年目の応当日後90日までに認証漁業の再認証審査を通知しなければならない。
	7.30.1.1 Exact timing and planning of the reassessment shall remain the responsibility of the CAB, in consultation with the client. 具体的なタイミングや計画については、クライアントと協議の上、審査機関が決定する責任がある。

	7.30.2 The CAB may change the scope of a fishery to include or remove other UoA(s) as part of the reassessment. 審査機関は再認証審査の一環として漁業の適用範囲を変更し、他の審査単位(UoAs)を追加もしくは離脱させることができる。
	7.30.3 When undertaking a reassessment of a certified fishery, the CAB shall apply all the steps of the FCP version effective at the time of the announcement of the reassessment. 認証漁業の再認証審査を行うにあたって審査機関は、再認証審査の発表時に効力を持つ「MSC漁業認証プロセス」の全てのステップを適用しなければならない。
	7.30.4 If a modified assessment tree was used during the initial assessment, the CAB shall consult on reapplication of this modified assessment tree if no appropriate new default assessment tree has been released by the MSC. 初回審査で修正審査ツリーが使用されていた場合で、MS...
	7.30.5 The CAB shall consider all surveillance reports and outcomes and evaluate progress against certification conditions. Unless exceptional circumstances as set out in 7.18.1.6 or 7.30.5.3 apply, the fishery shall have met all conditions and milest...
	7.30.5.1 The CAB shall clearly identify all open conditions in the reassessment Announcement Comment Draft Report. 審査機関は、再認証審査入りコメント用報告書案に未達成の条件をすべて明確に識別できるようにしなければならない。 ◙
	a. The CAB shall clearly identify if an open condition is being carried over into the next certificate. 審査機関は、次の認証期間に持ち越される未達成の条件を明確に識別できるようにしなければならない。◙
	b. The CAB shall clearly identify if an open condition will be closed during the reassessment. 審査機関は、再認証審査中に達成される条件を明確に識別できるようにしなければならない。
	i. The CAB shall outline how and when the condition will be closed during the reassessment.  審査機関は再認証審査中にいつ、どのようにして条件が達成されるのかの概要を記さなければならない。


	7.30.5.2 If there are any open conditions, the team shall apply 7.28.16.1, 7.28.16.2.a and 7.28.16.4.a to determine the adequacy of progress against those conditions and milestones. まだ達成されていない条件がある場合、審査機関はセクション7.28.16.1と7.28.16.2a及び7.28.16.4.aを適用し、条件や...
	a. If the CAB concludes that the client has made inadequate progress, the CAB shall withdraw the fishery from reassessment.  進捗が不適切であると判断した場合、審査機関は漁業を再認証審査から離脱させなければならない。

	7.30.5.3 If an open condition is written against a PI in the assessment tree that differs from that in the tree being used in the reassessment, the CAB shall consider whether the condition as originally drafted is appropriate to deliver the SG80 outco...
	a. If the condition is appropriate to deliver the SG80 outcome in the tree being used in the reassessment, the CAB shall evaluate progress against the conditions according to 7.30.5.2. 設定された条件が、再認証審査用ツリーにおいてSG80を獲得するのに適切な場合、条件に対する進捗を7.30.5.2に沿って評価しなけれ...
	b. If the condition is not appropriate to deliver the SG80 outcome in the tree being used in the reassessment, the CAB shall consider what action is needed to deliver the outcome required at SG80 level and evaluate whether this outcome has been achiev...
	i. If the SG80 outcome has not been achieved, the CAB shall rewrite the condition against the reassessment tree, in accordance with 7.18.1. SG80に達していない場合、審査機関は7.18.1に則って再認証審査用ツリーに対する条件に書き換えなければならない。
	ii. If the SG80 outcome has been achieved, or if achievement of the condition would not affect the score of any PI that would otherwise score less than 80 in the reassessment tree, the CAB shall apply 7.28.16.3 to close the condition. SG80に達している場合、もしく...


	7.30.5.4 The CAB shall include its consideration of the issues above, as well as any justification for decisions made relating to these issues, in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. 審査機関は「MSC報告用テンプレート」に、上記に関わるすべての懸案事項と共に、それに関する決定を行なった際には、その根拠も記録しなければならない。

	7.30.6 The CAB shall clearly identify related conditions that are set during reassessment, and include a justification for each. 審査機関は、再認証審査中に設定された関連条件を明確に識別できるようにすると共に、各条件の設定の根拠を記さなければならない。◙
	7.30.7 Where there are IPI stock(s) within the fishery, the CAB shall follow Annex PA. 漁業にIPI資源が含まれている場合、審査機関は附属文書PAに従わなければならない。
	7.30.8 The CAB shall follow the MSC Disputes Process during reassessment. 審査機関は再認証審査中もMSC論争解決プロセスに準じなければならない。
	7.30.9 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to create the Full Reassessment Report. 審査機関は「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」を使用して再認証報告書を作成しなければならない。
	7.30.10 A fishery is eligible for reduced reassessment if: 以下の条件を満たす漁業については再認証軽減審査を適用することができる。
	a. The fishery was covered under the previous certification or scope extension. 前回の認証もしくは認証範囲の拡張にカバーされていた。
	b. The fishery had no conditions remaining after the 3rd surveillance audit. 3回目の監査で未達成の条件がなく、
	c. The CAB confirms that all Standard-related stakeholder input has been addressed by the 3rd surveillance audit. 規格に関するステークホルダーのインプットへの対応が、3回目の監査までに全て完了していることを審査機関が確認している。

	7.30.11 When multiple fisheries want to combine their UoCs into one reassessment, the CAB may conduct a reduced reassessment provided all fisheries meet the eligibility criteria under 7.30.10. 複数の漁業が、それぞれの認証単位の再認証審査を一つにまとめることを望んでいる場合、審査機関は全ての漁業が7.30.1...
	7.30.12 If the fishery is eligible for reduced reassessment, the CAB shall provide a detailed explanation of how the reduced reassessment criteria are satisfied at the time of announcing the reassessment. 再認証軽減審査の適用を受ける資格を持つ漁業の再認証審査入りを発表する際、審査機関は漁業が再認...
	7.30.13 A reduced reassessment shall follow the full reassessment requirements, except that: 再認証軽減審査は、通常の再認証審査の要求事項に準じなければならない。ただし、◙
	a. The CAB may undertake the assessment with 1 team member on-site and other team member(s) working from 1 or more remote location(s). 審査機関においては、チームのメンバーを現地に１名派遣し、他のメンバーは１ヶ所もしくはそれ以上の遠隔地から審査に参加することができる。
	i. The CAB shall determine which team member competencies are required on-site and remotely, based on: 審査機関は、以下に基づき、現地およびオフサイトのチームメンバーについてどの能力が要求されるのかを判断しなければならない。
	A. The topic(s) raised in previous audits by stakeholders. これまでの監査でステークホルダーより提起された案件。
	B. The availability of information on Principle 1, Principle 2 or Principle 3 components that would enable comprehensive review by an off-site team member. オフサイトのチームメンバーによる包括的な検討のために十分な原則1、原則2、原則3の評価項目に関する情報があるかどうか。


	b. Only 1 peer reviewer is required to review the reassessment peer review report. 再認証審査ピアレビュー報告書を査読するピアレビュアーは１名でよい。

	7.30.14 The CAB shall use the ‘MSC Reduced Reassessment Reporting Template’ to create the Reduced Reassessment Report. 審査機関は、「MSC再認証軽減審査報告用テンプレート」を使用して「再認証軽減審査報告書」を作成しなければならない。

	7.31 Management system requirements for CABs審査機関に対する管理システム要求事項
	7.31.1 The CAB shall conduct and document a review of each full fishery assessment completed to identify any corrective or preventive actions that would contribute to continual improvement of the assessment process. 審査機関は各漁業本審査完了時に手続きの見直しを行い、審査プロセスの更な...
	7.31.1.1 The CAB shall consider submissions and/or comments from stakeholders or other parties on the CAB’s activities and processes in the review. 審査機関は、審査機関の活動や手続きに関してステークホルダーもしくは他の当事者から提出された書面及び／あるいはコメントを検討しなければならない。
	7.31.1.2 The CAB shall keep records of the reviews. 審査機関は、見直しの記録を保管しなければならない。

	7.31.2 For any complaint evaluated by the CAB as per GCR 7.6.2, and which relates to the MSC Fisheries Program, the CAB shall send a summary of the complaint and decision(s) taken to the MSC via complaints@msc.org within 20 days of closure of the comp...
	Annex PA: Requirements for inseparable or practicably inseparable (IPI) stocks – normative 附属文書PA： 分別不可能もしくは実務上分離不可能な（IPI）資源に関する要求事項


	PA1 Requirements for inseparable or practicably inseparable (IPI) stocks分別不可能もしくは実務上分離不可能な（IPI）資源に関する要求事項
	PA1.1 Scope適用範囲
	PA1.1.1 The requirements of this annex shall apply to all inseparable or practicably inseparable (IPI) catch within fisheries being assessed. 本附属文書の要求事項は、審査対象漁業の全てのIPI水産物に適用しなければならない。

	PA1.2 Default assessment tree標準審査ツリー
	PA1.2.1 The Conformity Assessment Body (CAB) shall review and, if necessary, propose modifications to the default assessment tree to proceed with the assessment of IPI stock(s). IPI資源の評価を進める場合、適合性審査機関（以下審査機関）は標準審査ツリーを見直し、必要があれば修正案を提示しなければならない。
	PA1.2.2 Using the tree, the CAB shall: 審査機関はツリーを使って、以下を行わなければならない。
	a. Assess the IPI catch under the primary or secondary species component of Principle 2. 原則２の第１種もしくは第２種に関する評価項目についてIPI水産物を評価する。
	b. Separately assess the impact of all fishing activity on the IPI stock(s) considered for entry into certified chains of custody using the criteria specified in PA1.4.2, for the purposes of determining the eligibility for the catches of IPI stock(s) ...


	PA1.3 Conditions条件
	PA1.3.1 Where there are IPI stock(s) within the scope of certification, the CAB shall set conditions to promote the future Principle 1 assessment of the IPI stock(s), or to promote the development of techniques to effectively separate catches of curre...

	PA1.4 Entry into further Chains of Custody CoC認証の対象
	PA1.4.1 The CAB shall ensure that only defined and limited proportions of catches from IPI stock(s) enter into certified chains of custody. 審査機関はIPI資源の漁獲量のうちの限定された割合のみがCoC認証サプライチェーンに入ることを確認しなければならない。
	PA1.4.1.1 The MSC ecolabel is only permitted for use on these catches for a maximum of 1 certification period. MSCエコラベルの使用は長くとも１回の認証有効期間に限定しなくてはならない。

	PA1.4.2 The CAB shall verify that the IPI stock(s) meet the following requirements, prior to being considered eligible to enter further certified chains of custody: 審査機関は、CoC認証への適合性を検討する前に、IPI資源が以下の要件を満たしていることを確認しなければならない。
	a. The IPI stock(s) are likely to be above biologically based limits as defined in MSC Fisheries Standard Table SA8, or if below the limits, there are measures in place that are expected to make sure that all fishing-related mortality does not hinder ...
	b. If the stock status is poorly known, there are measures or practices in place that are expected to keep the IPI stock(s) above biologically based limits, or to prevent all fishing activity from hindering recovery. 資源状態のデータが不足している場合、IPI資源のレベルを生物学的限界...
	c. The measures are considered likely to work, based on plausible argument (e.g. general experience, theory or comparison with similar fisheries/species). 全般的な経験や理論、類似の漁業や魚種との比較といった信頼性の高い根拠により、当該措置の効果に期待できる可能性がある。


	PA1.5 Surveillance監査
	PA1.5.1 If the fishery includes IPI stock(s), the CAB shall review and document the continuing performance against conditions in PA1.3.1 and against the requirements in PA1.4.2. IPIを含む漁業の場合、審査機関は、PA1.3.1の条件及び付随文書PA1.4.2の要求事項に対して、IPI資源がCoCに入るのに引き続き適格かど...

	PA1.6 Reassessment再認証審査
	PA1.6.1 IPI stock(s) are only eligible for the period of 1 certificate. For continued certification, the CAB shall inform clients of the following options: IPI資源の適用は１回の認証有効期間に限られる。クライアントが引き続き適用を望む場合には、以下のオプションがあることを審査機関は通知しなければならない。
	a. Certify all IPI stock(s) against Principle 1 at reassessment, or再認証審査の際に全てのIPI資源を原則１に基づいて認証する、もしくは
	b. Develop techniques to effectively separate catches of currently IPI stock(s), from target stock(s) so the IPI scope criteria are no longer met, or現行のIPI種と対象種の水産物を効果的に分別する技術を開発し、ISBFの適用基準を満たさないようにする、または
	c. Develop measures to reduce the proportion of IPI stock(s) to be able to meet the requirements for IPI stock(s) as set out in FCP 7.5.12.2. IPI資源の割合を減らす措置を開発し、漁業認証プロセス7.5.12.2のIPI資源に関する要求事項に適合できるようにする）。

	PA1.6.2 The CAB shall assess remaining IPI stock(s) against Principle 1 at reassessment. 審査機関は再認証審査の際にIPI資源の原則１への適合審査を行わなければならない。
	Annex PB: Harmonised fisheries – normative 附属文書PB:　漁業のハーモナイゼーション（重複する複数の漁業での審査の整合性を図ること）－規範文書


	PB1 Harmonised fisheries – normative漁業のハーモナイゼーション－規範文書
	PB1.1 Scope 適用範囲◙
	PB1.1.1 CABs shall use this annex where Unit of Assessments (UoAs) overlap. 審査機関は審査単位（UoA）が重複している場合に本附属文書を適用しなければならない。

	PB1.2 Assessment tree審査ツリー ◙
	PB1.2.1 Fishery assessments using the same versions of any assessment tree (MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA, Annex SB, Annex SC and Annex SD) shall harmonise their assessments. 同じバージョンの審査ツリー（MSC漁業認証規格附属文書SA, SB, SCおよびSD）を使った漁業審査については、審査のハーモナイゼーションを図らな...

	PB1.3 Harmonised fishery assessments for overlapping fisheries重複する漁業における審査のハーモナイゼーション ‼
	PB1.3.1 Teams assessing overlapping UoAs shall ensure consistency of outcomes so as not to undermine the integrity of MSC fishery assessments. 重複するUoAを審査するチームは、MSCの漁業審査の整合性が損なわれないよう、一貫性のある結論を確実に下さなければならない。
	PB1.3.2 Teams shall prepare for harmonisation with overlapping UoAs no later than the site visit stage. 重複するUoAの場合、チームは遅くとも現地視察段階の前に審査もしくは監査のハーモナイゼーションを行う準備をしなければならない。
	PB1.3.3 Where assessments of 2 or more fisheries occur simultaneously, teams shall coordinate their assessments to ensure that harmonisation of important steps in the assessment and subsequent surveillance audits takes place and that outcomes are harm...
	PB1.3.3.1 Teams shall undertake all the following: チームは以下の活動を行わなければならない。
	a. Coordination meetings between teams. 他のチームと調整を図る。
	b. Coordinated assessment planning and conduct, including coordinated process steps and publications of assessment products. 審査の計画および実施における調整を図る。これには審査の各ステップや審査報告書の公開時期も含まれる。
	c. Use of common assessment trees where appropriate. 共通の審査ツリーの使用。
	d. Sharing of fishery information. 漁業に関する情報の共有。

	PB1.3.3.2 Teams shall ensure that conclusions are consistent between the 2 (or more) fishery assessments, with respect to evaluation, scoring and conditions. チームは重複する２つ以上の漁業審査に対し、評価、得点、及び条件において一貫性のある結論を確実に下さなければならない。
	PB1.3.3.3 If teams reach agreement on score(s) and rationale(s), the score(s) shall be adopted. 得点および論理的根拠についての合意に達した場合、審査チームは当該の得点を採用しなければならない。
	PB1.3.3.4 Where teams have applied the activities outlined in PB1.3.3.1 and conclusions remain inconsistent with respect to evaluation, scoring and conditions, teams shall undertake the following: PB1.3.3.1の活動を実施した結果、一貫性のある評価、得点、および条件に及ばなかった場合、チームは以下の...
	a.  Convene a harmonisation discussion. ハーモナイゼーションに関する協議を行う。
	i. In the event the discussion leads to agreement among teams, the agreed score(s) shall be adopted by all teams. 協議により、合意に達した場合、合意した得点を採用しなければならない。
	ii. In the event the discussion does not lead to agreement among teams, the lowest score(s) shall be adopted by all teams. 協議により、合意に達しなかった場合、全審査の最低得点を採用しなければならない。

	b. Change(s) shall be included in the next report (e.g. Announcement Draft Report or Public Comment Draft Report) produced for any fishery in assessment. 変更点は、審査中の漁業に関する次の報告書（例：審査入り発表報告案もしくはパブリックコメント用報告書案）作成の際に含めなければならない。


	PB1.3.4 Where a UoA under assessment overlaps with a certified UoA, teams shall coordinate their assessments to make sure that key assessment products and outcomes are harmonised. 審査対象のUoAが現行の認証UoAと重複する場合には、チームは審査を調整し、認証漁業の主要な報告書や結果と確実にハーモナイゼーションさせなけれ...
	PB1.3.4.1 Where an assessment overlaps with a certified UoA or UoA in assessment that has already been scored, the new team shall use as their baseline the rationale and scores detailed for the previously scored fishery. 対象漁業が、既に認証されているUoA、もしくは審査中のUoA...
	PB1.3.4.2 To achieve harmonisation, teams shall undertake all the following: ハーモナイゼーションさせるためにチームは以下のすべての活動を行わなければならない。
	a. Use of common assessment trees where appropriate. 同じ審査ツリーが適用可能であればそれを使用。
	b. Coordination meetings between teams. 他のチームと調整を図る。
	c. Sharing of fishery information. 漁業に関する情報の共有。
	d. Achievement of consistent conclusions with respect to evaluation, scoring and conditions. 評価、得点、及び条件において一貫性のある結果を下す。

	PB1.3.4.3 The team responsible for any new assessment shall consider the findings of any recent surveillance report(s) produced for overlapping certified UoAs. 新規の審査を担当するチームは、重複する認証UoAの直近の査察報告書の内容を検討しなければならない。
	PB1.3.4.4 If teams reach agreement on score(s) and rationale(s), the score(s) shall be adopted. 得点および論理的根拠について合意に達した場合、審査チームは当該の得点を採用しなければならない。
	PB1.3.4.5 Where teams have applied the activities outlined in PB1.3.4.1 and PB1.3.4.2 and conclusions remain inconsistent with respect to evaluation, scoring and conditions, teams shall undertake the following: PB1.3.3.1とPB1.3.4.2の活動を実施した結果、一貫性のある評価、得...
	a. Convene a harmonisation discussion. ハーモナイゼーションに関する協議を行う。
	i. In the event the discussion leads to agreement among teams, the agreed score(s) shall be adopted by all teams. 協議により、合意に達した場合、合意した得点を採用しなければならない。
	ii. In the event the discussion does not lead to agreement among teams, the lowest score(s) shall be adopted by all teams. 協議により、合意に達しなかった場合、全審査の最低得点を採用しなければならない。

	b. Change(s) shall be included in the next report (e.g. Announcement Comment Draft Report or Public Comment Draft Report) produced for any fishery in assessment and at the subsequent surveillance audit for any certified fisheries. 変更点は、審査中の漁業に関する次の報告書...


	PB1.3.5 Where a UoA under surveillance overlaps with a certified UoA, the team shall also coordinate assessments to make sure that key assessment products and outcomes remain harmonised. 監査対象のUoAが現行の認証UoAと重複する場合においても、チームは審査を調整し、認証漁業の主要な報告書や結果と確実にハーモナイ...
	PB1.3.5.1 In this case, the CAB shall follow similar steps to those given in PB1.3.4.1–PB1.3.4.5 to achieve harmonisation. この場合、ハーモナイゼーションを図るために審査機関はPB1.3.4.1～PB1.3.4.5と同じステップを踏まなければならない。

	PB1.3.6 Teams shall explain and justify any difference in the scores in the scoring rationale for relevant PIs. 関連するPIの得点が異なる場合、チームはその違いを説明し、正当化できなければならない。
	PB1.3.6.1 Differences in outcomes with respect to evaluation, scoring, and conditions of the overlapping assessments shall only occur when a team has identified exceptional circumstances, such as the UoAs being demonstrably different. ハーモナイゼーションされた漁業の...
	a. Teams shall fully document exceptional circumstances, together with clear indication of agreement between teams responsible for the overlapping fisheries. チームは、特殊な状況についてはすべて文書化し、重複する漁業の審査を担当しているチーム間の合意を明確にしなければならない。


	Annex PC:  Fishery team leader, team member, team and peer reviewer qualifications and competencies – normative 附属文書PC:漁業審査チームリーダー、チームメンバー、チームおよびピアレビュアーの資格と能力－規範文書


	PC1 Fishery team leader, team member, team and peer reviewer qualifications and competencies漁業審査チームリーダー、チームメンバー、チームおよびピアレビュアーの資格と能力
	PC1.1 Scope 適用範囲
	PC1.1.1 This annex sets out additional requirements to the MSC General Certification Requirements (GCR) for fishery team leader, team member and team qualifications and competencies which the CAB shall verify in accordance with the GCR. 本附属文書では、審査機関がM...

	PC1.2 Fishery team leader qualification and competency criteria 漁業審査チームリーダーの資格および能力基準◙
	PC1.3 Fishery team member qualification and competency criteria 漁業審査チームメンバーの資格および能力基準◙
	PC1.4 Fishery team qualification and competency criteria 漁業審査チームの資格および能力基準◙
	PC1.4.1 The CAB shall ensure that the fishery team collectively complies with the qualification and competency criteria listed in Table PC3. 審査機関は漁業審査チーム全体が、表PC３に記載されている資格および能力基準に確実に適合していることを確認しなければならない。
	Annex PD (Heading not used at this time)
	Annex PE: Scope extensions – normative 附属文書PE: 適用範囲の拡大―規範文書‼


	PE1 Scope extensions – normative適用範囲の拡大―規範文書
	PE1.1 Scope適用範囲
	PE1.1.1 The requirements of this annex shall apply to all scope extensions for the purpose of extending an existing fishery certificate. 本附属文書の要求事項は現行の漁業認証の適用範囲を拡大する際に適用しなければならない。

	PE1.2 Assessment process審査手順
	PE1.2.1 The CAB shall upload an announcement and Announcement Comment Draft Report to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website, announcing its intent to undertake a scope extension. 審査機関は、適用範囲拡大の趣旨を記した審査入りの発表と審査入りコメント用報告書案をMSCウェブサイトに掲載できるよう...
	PE1.2.2 The CAB shall follow FCP 7.12.2 and 7.12.3. 審査機関はFCP7.12.2及び7.12.3に準じなければならない。
	PE1.2.2.1 The CAB shall include the additional information in the announcement: 審査機関は発表に際し、以下の情報を含めなければならない：
	a. A gap analysis, described in FCP 7.27.4, and justifications for the outcomes. FCP7.27.4に記載されているギャップ分析結果の根拠。 ◙
	b. The assessment components held in common between the two fisheries. 二つの漁業に共通する審査項目。
	c. The assessment components that will be assessed in the scope extension. 適用範囲の拡大で評価される審査項目。
	d. Justification confirming whether there are any potential implications for other Performance Indicators (PIs). その他の評価指標（PI）への潜在的影響の有無の根拠。


	PE1.2.3 The CAB shall follow FCP 7.15 except for 7.15.1.1. 審査機関はFCP7.15に準じなければならない。但し、7.15.1.1は除く。
	PE1.2.4 The scope extension shall be undertaken including at least the following steps. 適用範囲の拡大を実施する際には少なくとも以下の手順を踏まなければならない。
	PE1.2.4.1 The CAB shall announce at least 1 assessor who meets the criteria in Table PC2. 審査機関は、表PC2の能力基準を満たす審査員を最低１名公表しなければならない。
	a. The assessor shall also meet the criteria in Table PC3 rows 1-4 appropriate to the assessment components to be assessed. 当該審査員は他にも、表PC3の１～4列に規定される能力基準のうち、評価される審査項目に即した基準を満たしていなければならない。

	PE1.2.4.2 The CAB shall conduct the scope extension either during an on-site assessment or during a regular on-site surveillance audit. 審査機関は、現地審査もしくは定期的な現地監査に合わせて、適用範囲の拡大を実施しなければならない。
	a. The CAB shall inform stakeholders and the MSC, specifically identifying that the scope of the assessment or regular surveillance audit will include a scope extension of the certificate to include another fishery. 審査機関は、審査もしくは通常の監査の際に、現行の認証範囲に他の漁業を加...
	i. The CAB shall identify in the notification which assessment components will be assessed in the scope extension. その際、審査機関はどの評価項目が適用範囲拡大の対象になるのかを明記しなければならない。


	PE1.2.4.3 The CAB shall evaluate the assessment components using all requirements in MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA2 following the process as described in FCP 7.9, 7.17 and 7.18. 審査機関は、対象の評価項目について、MSC漁業認証規格附属文書SA2のすべての要求事項への適合をFCP7.9、7.17および7.18のプロセス...
	a. If the stock under assessment overlaps with another fishery or fisheries, the harmonisation steps in Annex PB shall be followed. 審査対象の資源が一つ以上の漁業と重複する場合、附属文書PBの審査のハーモナイゼーションの手順を踏まなければならない。
	b. If there are any changes in the other assessment components, the relevant PI shall be re-scored. その他の評価項目に変化があれば、関連のPIを改めて採点し直さなければならない。

	PE1.2.4.4 The CAB shall complete the scope extension in compliance with timelines as set out in FCP 7.13.1, and 7.22.1. 審査機関は、FCP7.13.1及び7.22.1に定められたスケジュールに従って適用範囲の拡大を完了させなければならない。


	PE1.3 Reporting報告
	PE1.3.1 The CAB shall produce the following reports using the appropriate templates and follow procedures outlined in FCP Sections 7.10, 7.14, and 7.19–7.24: 審査機関は適切なテンプレートを用い、以下の報告書を、FCPのセクション7.10、7.14及び7.19～7.24に従って作成しなければならない。
	a. Announcement Comment Draft Report. 審査入りコメント用報告書案
	b. Client and Peer Review Draft Report. クライアントおよびピアレビュアー用報告書案
	c. Public Comment Draft Report. パブリックコメント用報告書案
	d. Final Draft Report. 最終報告書案
	e. Public Certification Report. 公開用認証報告書

	PE1.3.2 When the scope extension is taking place during a regular surveillance audit for the certified fishery, the CAB shall produce a separate report for the scope extension, according to FCP Sections 7.19–7.24. 定期的な監査に併せて適用範囲の拡大が行われている場合、審査機関はFCPセク...
	PE1.3.3 Where appropriate, the CAB shall populate sections of the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ from the previous Public Certification Report. 審査機関は、現行の公開認証報告書を基に「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」のセクションを適宜記入しなければならない。
	PE1.3.4 The minimum number of peer reviewers for scope extensions shall be 1. 適用範囲拡大の際のピアレビュアーは最低１名いなければならない。
	PE1.3.5 All other requirements for peer review in FCP Sections 7.14, 7.19.3–7.19.5 and 7.20.10 shall apply. FCPセクション7.14、7.19.3～7.19.5及び7.20.10に規定されているピアレビューに関するその他の要求事項はすべて適用させなければならない。

	PE1.4 Certification decision and certificate issue認証の決定と発行
	PE1.4.1 The CAB shall make a determination regarding the scope extension assessment outcome and inform stakeholders of the Final Draft Report. 審査機関は、適用範囲拡大の審査結果に関する決定を行い、ステークホルダーに最終報告書案が公開された旨を連絡しなければならない。
	PE1.4.2 The CAB shall follow the MSC Disputes Process. 審査機関はMSC論争解決プロセスに準じなければならない。
	PE1.4.3 If it is determined that the scores from the assessed PIs in combination with the scores obtained for the commonly held components with the existing certificate meet the requirements for certification, the CAB shall: 評価されたPIの得点、および現行の認証書と重複する評...
	a. Include the new Unit of Assessment within the scope of the existing valid fishery certificate. 現行の有効な漁業認証の適用範囲に新しい審査単位を加える。
	b. Follow the requirements on certification decision and certification issue in FCP Section 7.25. 認証決定および認証の発行に関するFCPセクション7.25の要求事項を順守する。

	PE1.4.4 If the determination is that the fishery has not met the requirements for certification, the CAB shall report this in the Final Draft Report and Public Certification Report and shall make no changes to the existing certificate’s scope, which s...
	Annex PF: Risk-Based Framework – normative附属文書PF: リスクに基づいた審査枠組みについて―規範文書


	PF1 Introduction to the Risk-Based Framework (RBF) リスクに基づいた審査枠組み（RBF）について ◙
	PF1.1 Applying the RBF in scoring different PIs特定のPIの採点へのRBFの適用‼
	PF1.1.1 There are 4 methodologies within the RBF: RBFには４つの方法論がある。◙
	a. Consequence Analysis (CA). 結果分析（CA）
	b. Productivity Susceptibility Analysis (PSA). 資源の生産性と感受性の分析（PSA）
	c. Consequence Spatial Analysis (CSA). 結果・空間分析（CSA）
	d. Scale Intensity Consequence Analysis (SICA). 規模・強度・結果分析（SICA）

	PF1.1.2 The team shall verify that they can trigger the RBF for a particular scoring element within a PI, using Table 3, and shall identify any implications for other PIs using Figure PF1 and Table PF1 prior to proceeding. チームはPIの中の特定の得点要素についてRBFを適用でき...


	PF2 Stakeholder involvement in RBF RBFにおけるステークホルダーの関与
	PF2.1 Announcing the RBF RBFの通知‼
	PF2.1.1 If the team determines that the RBF is to be used, the team shall: チームがRBFを適用すべきだと判断した場合、以下の手続きを踏まなければならない。
	a. Describe and justify the use of the RBF using the form ‘Use of the RBF in a Fishery Assessment Form’. 「漁業審査におけるRBFの使用フォーム」を用い、RBFを使用することを記述し、その正当性を示す。
	b. Upload the form to the MSC database for publication on the MSC website. MSCウェブサイトに掲載するために「漁業審査におけるRBFの使用フォーム」をMSCデータベースにアップロードする。
	c. Inform  stakeholders of the proposal to use the RBF. 登録されたステークホルダーにRBFの使用を提案したことを連絡する。
	d. Allow at least 30 days for comment. コメント受付期間を少なくとも30日間設ける。
	e. Consider all stakeholder input, recording why each comment has been accepted or rejected. ステークホルダーからのインプットを全て検討し、それぞれに対し承認／非承認の理由を記録する。
	f. Review the decision to use the RBF (in light of those comments). コメントを踏まえ、RBFを使用する決定を見直す。
	g. Inform the MSC if a decision is made not to use the RBF for any PI for which it was previously announced. RBFを適用すると発表していたPIのいずれかにRBFを使用しないことになった場合、MSCに連絡する。
	h. Repeat steps PF2.1.1.a-g if the team determines that the RBF is to be used for PIs not previously announced. 提案されているRBFの適用に変更があった場合(RBFを適用すると発表している以外のPIにRBFを適用する必要があると判断した場合)、上記PF2.1.1.a ～PF2.1.1.gのステップを繰り返す。


	PF2.2 Information gathering情報収集 ◙
	PF2.2.1 Prior to the site visit, the team shall gather information needed for scoring including: 現地視察の前に、チームは以下を含む、採点に必要な情報を収集しなければならない。
	a. Management arrangements in place together with any specific strategies, such as bycatch mitigation or recovery strategies. 講じられている管理の手はず、及び混獲の削減や資源の回復といった特定の方策。◙
	b. Descriptions of any monitoring strategies in place, including at-sea observer programmes (coverage, duration, objectives). 講じられているモニタリング方策の記述、海上監視プログラム（範囲、期間、目標）を含む。
	c. Maps of: 以下に関する地図：
	i. The distribution of fishing effort within the jurisdictional boundaries of the fishery. 漁業の管轄区内にある漁獲活動の分布。
	ii. The distribution of all fishing effort on the target stock outside the fishery being certified. 対象種に関する、審査対象漁業を除いたすべての漁獲活動の分布
	iii. Species, habitat and community distributions (including depth ranges). 魚種、生息域及び群集の分布（水深区域を含む）

	d. When using the CA, information needed to: CAを実施する場合には、以下を実施するための情報が必要である。
	i. Assist in identifying the most vulnerable subcomponent for a species. 魚種の最も影響を受けやすい下位項目を特定。
	ii. Score the consequence of fishing activity on the species. 魚種への漁獲活動の影響を採点

	e. When using the PSA, information needed for scoring: PSAを実施する際の採点に必要な情報
	i. The productivity attributes of each species. 各魚種の生産属性
	ii. The susceptibility attributes of the species. 魚種の感度属性

	f. When using the CSA, information needed to: CSAを実施する際に必要な情報 ◙
	i. Define habitat(s) 生息域の特定
	ii. Score the consequence attributes of the Unit of Assessment’s (UoA) habitat(s) 審査単位（UoA）の生息域への結果属性を採点
	iii. Score the spatial attributes of the UoA’s habitat(s). UoAの生息域の空間属性を採点

	g. When using the SICA, information needed for scoring: SICAを実施する際の採点に必要な情報。
	i. The spatial scale of the fishery on the ecosystem生態系に対する漁業の空間規模の特定
	ii. The temporal scale of the fishery on the ecosystem. 生態系に対する漁業の時間的範囲の特定
	iii. The intensity of the fishery on the ecosystem生態系に対する漁業の強度
	iv. The consequence of the activity on the ecosystem. 生態系に対する漁獲活動の結果


	PF2.2.2 The information shall be used to inform the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) and should be made available to attendees where possible. Information can also be collected during the site visit, and post-site visit as necessary. 情報はRBFステークホルダー協議の際に使用し、...
	PF2.2.3 The team shall use all the data available as part of the assessment and reflect the analysis of this information when scoring the fishery. チームは入手可能なデータを審査の一環として扱い、漁業を採点する際に当該情報の分析を考慮しなければならない。

	PF2.3 Stakeholder consultationステークホルダー協議
	PF2.3.1 The team shall carry out a stakeholder consultation process to gather data and to seek expert opinions, see FCP Section 7.12. チームはデータを収集し、専門家の意見を求めるために、ステークホルダー協議を行わなければならない (FCPセクション7.12を参照) 。
	PF2.3.2 The CAB shall inform stakeholders of the use of the RBF in the fishery assessment by including in communication, as a minimum, text equivalent to the following: 審査機関は漁業審査においてRBFが使用されることをステークホルダーに通知しなければならず、その通知文には最低限、以下と同様の内容が含まれなければならない。 ◙
	a. “A key purpose of the site visit is to collect information and speak to stakeholders with an interest in the fishery. For those parts of the assessment involving the MSC’s Risk-Based Framework (RBF, see msc.org), we will be using a stakeholder-driv...

	PF2.3.3 The team shall plan the stakeholder consultation strategy to ensure effective participation from a range of stakeholders. 幅広いステークホルダーからの効果的な参加を確実にするために、審査チームはステークホルダー協議戦略を立てなければならない。 ◙
	PF2.3.3.1 A range of stakeholder groups shall be consulted. ステークホルダー協議には多様なグループを含めなければならない。‼
	PF2.3.3.2 Stakeholders shall be identified early in the assessment process. ステークホルダーは審査プロセスの初期の段階で特定しなければならない。‼
	PF2.3.3.3 Meetings shall be organised to allow for the highest participation of stakeholders. 協議はステークホルダーの最大限の参加を促すような形で計画されなければならない。◙
	PF2.3.3.4 Meetings shall be structured to encourage engagement amongst stakeholders.協議はステークホルダーの関与を促すような形で執り行われなければならない。◙
	PF2.3.3.5 Where different language groups, educational/vocabulary levels or cultural behaviours are present, the team shall consider separate consultations tailored to those specific interest groups. 言語、教育レベル、語彙レベル、文化的行動がそれぞれ異なるグループが参加している場合、審査チームは各グル...
	PF2.3.3.6 Stakeholder consultation shall be conducted in a language that can be understood by all stakeholders. ステークホルダー協議はすべてのステークホルダーが理解できる言葉で行われなければならない。  ◙
	a. Any materials required for the stakeholder consultation shall be prepared in language understood by all participants. ステークホルダー協議に必要な資料は全ての参加者に理解できる言語で準備されなければならない。

	PF2.3.3.7 Background information shall be made available on the fishery ahead of the meeting so that the stakeholder consultation process is focused on providing information required for the RBF scoring process, while allowing participants to express ...
	PF2.3.3.8 Participatory tools shall be used, where appropriate, to increase the effectiveness of the consultation. ステークホルダー協議の効果を高めるために、参加ツールを適宜使用しなければならない。◙

	PF2.3.4 The information gathered during stakeholder consultation(s) shall be used to inform the scoring of the CA, PSA, CSA and SICA. ステークホルダー協議において集められた情報はCA, PSA, CSAおよびSICAを採点する際に考慮しなければならない。
	PF2.3.5 The team shall be responsible for scoring PIs. PIを採点する責任はチームに委ねられなければならない。‼


	PF3 Conducting a Consequence Analysis (CA) 結果分析（CA）の実施
	PF3.1 Preparation準備
	PF3.1.1 The team shall conduct a CA for each data-deficient scoring element identified under PI 1.1.1 (target species). チームはPI 1.1.1 (対象種)の魚種のうち、データ不足として特定されたすべての得点要素に対し、それぞれCAを行わなければならない。‼
	PF3.1.2 A CA shall only be conducted where some qualitative or quantitative data exist from which trends in 1 or more of the 4 key consequence subcomponents listed in Table PF2 can be identified. 表PF２の結果状況に関する４つの下位項目のうちの少なくとも一つに関する傾向を特定できる何らかの定性的、もしくは...
	PF3.1.2.1 Where there is no indicator data as defined in PF3.1.2, the fishery cannot be assessed against the MSC Fisheries Standard. PF3.1.2で規定されている指標データが無い場合、MSC漁業認証規格に対して漁業を審査することはできない。 ◙

	PF3.1.3 The team shall use the CA scoring template in Table PF2, reproduced in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ to present the scores and justifications of the CA. チームは「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」に含まれている表PF2のCA採点テンプレートにCAの得点および根拠を記録しなければならない。

	PF3.2 Stakeholder involvement within CA CAにおけるステークホルダーの関与 ◙
	PF3.2.1 The team shall use input from stakeholders to: チームはステークホルダーからのインプットを次の目的のために利用しなければならない。
	a. Provide information suitable for the semi-quantitative evaluation of the risks that the fishing activity poses to the species included in the risk assessment. リスク評価を行う魚種に対し、漁獲活動が及ぼすリスクの半定量的評価を行うための情報を得る。
	b. Assist in identifying the most vulnerable subcomponent for a species. 最も影響を受けやすい下位項目の特定。
	c. Assist in scoring the consequence of fishing for a species. 魚種に対する漁業の結果採点。


	PF3.3 Determine the CA score CA得点の決定
	PF3.3.1 Scoring shall be undertaken only for the subcomponent (population size, reproductive capacity, age/size/sex structure or geographic range) on which the team decides that the fishing activity is having the most impact. 漁獲活動による影響を最も受けているとしてチームが判...
	PF3.3.2 Using Table PF3, the team shall draw on indicator and trend data and use this data in working with stakeholders at the CA consultation meeting(s) to assign a score for the consequence of the fishing activity on the subcomponent on which the fi...
	PF3.3.3 The team shall interpret the terms “insignificant change”, “possible detectable change” and “detectable change” as follows: 審査チームは「微々たる変化」、「検知可能な変化」、「検出できる変化」を次のように解釈しなければならない。
	a. “Insignificant change” shall mean that changes in the subcomponents are undetectable or if detectable, these are of such a low magnitude that the impact of the fishing activity cannot be differentiated from the natural variability for this populati...
	b. “Possible detectable change” shall mean that changes are detected and can be reasonably attributable to the fishing activity, but these are of such a low magnitude that the impact of the fishery is considered to be minimal on the population size an...
	c. “Detectable change” shall mean that changes to the subcomponent can be attributed to the fishing activity and changes are of such magnitude that cannot be considered as minimal. 「検出できる変化」というのは、漁獲活動によるものと考えられる下位項目への変化があり、最小限度に留まっているとは言えない程度大きく変化している...

	PF3.3.4 Where there is no agreement between stakeholders, the team shall use the consequence category with the lowest score (60, 80 or 100). ステークホルダー間の合意が無い場合には、チームは結果状況分類（60, 80もしくは100）のうち、最も低い得点を付けなければならない。
	PF3.3.5 The team shall fail the fishery if the consequence of the activity is determined to be at higher risk than 60 level in Table PF3 .（変更前はTable PF3となっていましたがタイプミスでしょうか。). チームは、漁獲活動によるリスクが、表PF3のレベル60よりも高いと判断した場合、漁業を失格としなければならない。
	PF3.3.6 The team shall take the final CA score into Section PF5. チームはCAの最終得点をセクションPF5に適用しなければならない。


	PF4 Conducting a Productivity Susceptibility Analysis (PSA) 資源の生産性と感受性分析（PSA）の実施
	PF4.1 Preparation準備
	PF4.1.1 The team shall use the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to calculate PSA scores. チームは「MSC RBF ワークシート」を用いて、PSA得点を計算しなければならない。
	PF4.1.2 The scores and justifications for each PSA attribute shall be documented in the PSA justification tables in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. 「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」の中のPSA根拠の表に各項目の得点および根拠を記録しなければならない。
	PF4.1.3 The team shall conduct a PSA for each data-deficient scoring element identified within a given PI, unless the options in PF4.1.4 or PF4.1.5 are chosen. チームは各PIにおけるデータ不足の得点要素についてそれぞれPSAを行わなければならない。但し、PF4.1.4もしくはPF4.1.5のオプションを選択した場合にはこの限りではない。
	PF4.1.4 The team may elect to conduct a PSA on “main” species only when evaluating PI 2.1.1 or 2.2.1. チームはPI 2.1.1もしくは2.2.1を評価する際にのみ「主要」な種についてPSAの実施を選択してもよい。◙
	PF4.1.4.1 If the team decides to consider “main” species only, final PI score shall be adjusted downward in accordance with clause PF5.3.2. チームが「主要」な種のみについて検討することにした場合、PIの最終得点はPF5.3.2に従って低めに抑えなければならない。

	PF4.1.5 When assessing a large number of species under PI 2.1.1 or 2.2.1, the team may elect to group species according to similar taxonomies and undertake a reduced number of PSAs. If the team decides to group species, it shall: PI 2.1.1もしくは2.2.1において...
	a. List all species and group them according to similar taxonomy. 種をすべて挙げ、類似の生物学的分類毎に分けなければならない。‼
	b. Within each taxonomic group, identify at least the 2 most at-risk species determined by: 分類毎のグループにおいてそれぞれ最もリスクのある魚種を少なくとも二つ特定する。最も高いリスクにある種は以下の方法で特定する。‼
	i. Selecting the species with the highest risk score when scoring the productivity part of the PSA for all species, andすべての種について、PSAのうちの生産性得点を付け、最も高いリスクにあった種を選び、
	ii. Working with stakeholders to identify qualitatively which species are most at risk within each group. ステークホルダーと協働で、各グループ内のどの種が一番高いリスクにあるかを定性的に特定する。
	PF4.1.5.1 If there are several species that appear to have a similar level of risk and the team and majority of stakeholders cannot agree on which 1 is most at risk for a given PI, the team shall conduct a PSA on all species. 同等のリスクレベルにある種が複数あり、あるPIにつ...
	PF4.1.5.2 The process of grouping species and choosing the species most at risk within each group shall be well documented and the choice justified in the assessment documentation. 種のグループ化およびグループ内で最もリスクのある種を選定するプロセスの説明および論理的根拠は評価文書に詳細に記録しなければならない。
	PF4.1.5.3 The representative most at-risk species shall be included in the PSA and will determine the score for the species group. 最も高いリスクにある代表的な種についてはPSAを行わなければならず、それに基づいて当該魚種グループの得点が決まることになる。 ‼
	PF4.1.5.4 If the team decides to group species according to similar taxonomies, the final PI score shall be adjusted downwards according to clause PF5.3.2. チームが、類似の生物学的分類毎に種をグループ化することに決めた場合、PIの最終得点はPF 5.3.2に従って低めに抑えなければならない。◙




	PF4.2 Stakeholder involvement within the PSA PSAにおけるステークホルダー協議
	PF4.2.1 The team shall use input from stakeholders to: チームは、ステークホルダーからのインプットを次の目的のために利用しなければならない。
	a. Assist in the identification of species that are affected by the UoA. UoAによって影響を受ける種の特定。
	b. Assist in the scoring of the susceptibility attributes within the PSA. PSAの感受性属性の採点。


	PF4.3 PSA Step 1: Score the productivity attributes PSAステップ１:　種の生産性を採点する。◙
	PF4.3.1 The team shall score the productivity of each data-deficient scoring element. チームはデータ不足の得点要素について、それぞれ生産性を採点しなければならない。‼
	PF4.3.2 The team shall score each productivity attribute on a three-point risk scale: low (3), medium (2) or high (1), using the cut-offs in Table PF4. チームは表PF4の区分枠を用いて、生産性の各属性へのリスクに低（３）、中（２）、高（１）のいずれかの得点を付けなければならない。◙
	PF4.3.2.1 The average maximum size and average size at maturity attributes shall be scored in vertebrate species only. 平均最大サイズおよび成魚の平均サイズは、脊椎動物種についてのみ採点しなければならない。
	PF4.3.2.2 The density-dependence attribute shall be scored in invertebrate species only. 密度依存性は無脊椎動物についてのみ採点しなければならない。
	PF4.3.2.3 The team shall enter the 3-point scores into the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to calculate the overall productivity score. チームは全体の生産性得点を計算するために、「MSC RBFワークシート」に3ポイント制に基づく得点を記入しなければならない。
	PF4.3.2.4 Where there is limited information available for a productivity attribute, the more precautionary score shall be awarded. 生産性属性に関する情報が限られている場合、より予防的な得点を付けなければならない。


	PF4.4 PSA Step 2: Score the susceptibility attributes PSAステップ２：感受性を採点する。◙
	PF4.4.1 The team shall score the susceptibility of each data-deficient scoring element. チームはデータ不足のすべての得点要素の感受性を採点しなければならない。  ‼
	PF4.4.2 The team shall score 4 susceptibility attributes (areal overlap (availability), encounterability, selectivity and post-capture mortality) on a 3-point risk scale: high (3), medium (2) or low (1), using the cut-offs in Table PF5. チームは感受性の４つの属性（...
	PF4.4.2.1 The team shall enter the 3-point scores into the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to calculate the overall susceptibility score. チームは、全体の感受性得点を計算するために、3ポイント制に基づく得点を「MSC RBF ワークシート」に記入しなければならない。
	PF4.4.2.2 Where there is limited information available to score a susceptibility attribute, the more precautionary score shall be awarded.感受性の属性に関する情報が限られている場合、より予防的な得点を付けなければならない。

	PF4.4.3 When scoring susceptibility, the team shall take into account the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA according to the following requirements:  感受性を採点する場合、チームは次の要求事項に則り、UoA以外の漁業の影響も考慮しなければならない。
	a. When scoring PI 1.1.1, all fisheries affecting the given target stock shall be identified and listed separately. PI 1.1.1の採点をする際には、当該対象種に影響を及ぼしている漁業を全て確認し、記載しなければならない。 ◙
	b. When scoring PI 2.1.1, all MSC UoAs affecting each main primary species shall be identified and listed separately. PI 2.1.1の採点をする際には、それぞれの主要第１種に影響を及ぼしているすべてのMSC UoAを確認し、記載しなければならない。◙
	c. When scoring PI 2.2.1, if the UoA has main species with catches at 10% or more of the total catch by weight of the UoA, all MSC UoAs having a catch of the same species that is 10% or more of the total catch of the UoAs shall be identified and liste...
	d. If the UoA does not have main species with catches at 10% or more of the total catch by weight of the UoA, the team may elect to conduct the PSA on the UoA only. 漁獲量がUoAの総漁獲量の10%以上を占める主要種がない場合には、審査チームは当該UoAに対してのみPSAを実施することを選択してもよい。
	e. When scoring PI 2.3.1, only the UoA shall be taken into account. PI 2.3.1の採点をする際には、UoAについてのみ検討しなければならない。

	PF4.4.4 Where the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA are taken into account each fishery affecting the given stock shall be identified and listed separately. 当該UoA以外の漁業の影響についても考慮する場合、当該種に影響を及ぼしている漁業を全て確認し、記載しなければならない。◙
	PF4.4.4.1 To account for impact of other fisheries on a given stock the team shall determine the contribution of each fishery on the total catch of the given stock. 特定の資源に対する他の漁業への影響を考慮するために、チームは対象資源の総漁獲量に占める各漁業の割合を確認しなければならない。
	a. If precise catch data are available, weights for each fishery shall be assigned according to known proportions of total catch of the given stock. 漁獲量に関する正確なデータが入手できる場合には、対象資源の総漁獲量に占める漁業の割合による重み付けをしなければならない。 ◙
	b. If catch data are not available, a qualitative information-gathering process shall be used and documented to apply a weight to each fishery according to Table PF6. 漁獲量に関するデータがない場合、定性的なデータを収集、記録し、表PF6を使って各漁業の重み付けをしなければならない。◙


	PF4.4.5 A weighted average of PSA scores for each fishery affecting the given stock shall be calculated in order to derive the final overall PSA score except in the following case: 当該資源に影響を及ぼしている各漁業について、重み付けされたPSAの平均得点を計算し、最終的なPSA総合得点を引き出さなければならない。但し以...
	a. If catch data cannot be estimated for a particular fishery (gear type) using either qualitative or quantitative data, the susceptibility score for the overall PSA shall be based on the attributes of the gear with the highest susceptibility score. 定...

	PF4.4.6 The team shall score areal overlap (availability) as follows: チームは以下のように地域的な重複（可能性）を採点しなければならない。‼
	a. The team shall generate areal overlap scores after consideration of the overlap of the fishing effort with the distribution of the stock. チームは、漁獲活動と資源分布の重複を検討してから、地域的な重複得点を出さなければならない。
	b. Where the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA are taken into account, the areal overlap shall be scored as the combined overlap of all listed fisheries with the areal concentration of a stock. UoA以外の漁業の影響についても考慮する場合には、記録されているすべての漁業の漁獲活動と資源の面密度と...
	c. The resulting areal overlap risk scores shall be entered into those cells in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ for all listed fisheries. その結果得られた地域的な重複のリスク得点は、MSB RBFワークシートに記録されているすべての漁業のセルに記入しなければならない。
	d. The scoring of areal overlap shall consider the concentration of species and the overlap of the fishing gear with the concentration species. 漁具と資源の面密度を検討してから、地域的な重複得点を出さなければならない。 ◙
	e. For species with good distribution maps, availability areal overlap shall be scored using detailed mapping analysis: the amount of overlap between fishing effort and species stock distribution. 正確な分布図がある場合、地図を細かく分析することによって確認された漁獲活動と資源分布の重複を基に、生息の可能...
	f. For species without good distribution maps, stakeholder-generated maps may be used. 正確な資源分布図が無い場合は、ステークホルダーが作成した地図を使用しても構わない。

	PF4.4.7 The team shall score encounterability as follows: チームは以下のようにして遭遇する可能性を採点しなければならない。‼
	a. The team shall generate encounterability scores after consideration of the likelihood that a species will encounter fishing gear that is deployed within the geographic range of that species. チームは、当該種の地理的範囲内で使用されている漁具と接触する可能性を検討した上で、遭遇する可能性の得点を付けなけれ...
	b. Where the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA are taken into account, encounterability shall be scored as the combined encounterability of all listed fisheries. UoA以外の漁業の影響についても考慮する場合、記録されているすべての漁業と遭遇する可能性に対して得点を付けなければならない。
	c. The resulting encounterability risk scores shall be entered into those cells in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ for all listed fisheries. その結果得られた遭遇する可能性のリスク得点は、MSB RBFワークシートに記録されているすべての漁業のセルに記入しなければならない。
	d. The scoring of encounterability shall consider the concentration of species and the overlap of the fishing gear with the concentration species. 漁具と資源の面密度を検討してから、遭遇する可能性のリスク得点を出さなければならない。
	e. The deployment of fishing gear in relation to the adult habitat of each species is the main aspect to be considered for each species. 個々の種について、成魚の生息域と使用されている漁具との関係を主に見て行く。

	PF4.4.8 The team shall score selectivity as follows: チームは以下のようにして選択性を採点しなければならない。 ‼
	a. The team shall generate a selectivity score for each gear type within the UoA after consideration of the potential of gear to capture or retain the species that encounters the fishing gear. チームは、漁具が接触した場合に、漁具が種を対象種、あるいは非対象種として捕獲する可能性を検討した上でUoA内の漁具の...
	b. The selectivity risk scores for each combination of gear type and species within the UoA shall be determined individually and entered into the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. 選択性リスク得点はUoA内の漁具と種の組み合わせ毎に付け、MSC RBFワークシートに記入しなければならない。
	c. Scores for gear selectivity shall be assigned using the 2 categories specified in Table PF5. 漁具の選択性得点は、表PF5の二つのカテゴリーを使って付けなければならない。◙
	i. Where elements (a) and (b) indicate different risk scores, the team shall assign a score as the average of the 2 categories, rounded up to the nearest whole number on the 1:3 scale. 要素（a）と(b)によってリスク得点が異なる場合、審査チームは二つのカテゴリーの平均値を出し、１：３のスケールのうち最も近い整数に切...

	d. Terms “rarely”, “regularly” and “frequently” in Table  shall be interpreted as follows: 表PF5で使われている「めったに」、「定期的に」、「頻繁に」は次のように解釈しなければならない。
	i. “Rarely” means that the capture of individuals smaller than the size at maturity occurs in less than 5% few gear deployments. 「めったに」というのは、成熟体長よりも小さい個体が捕獲される可能性が5％未満である、という意味である。
	ii. “Regularly” means that the capture of individuals smaller than the size at maturity occurs in 5% to 50% of the gear deployments. 「定期的」というのは、成熟体長よりも小さい個体が捕獲される可能性が5％から50%である、という意味である。
	iii. “Frequently” means that the capture of individuals smaller than the size at maturity occurs in more than 50% of gear deployments. 「頻繁に」というのは、成熟体長よりも小さい個体が捕獲される可能性が50%を超えている、という意味である。


	PF4.4.9 The team shall score PCM as follows: チームは以下のようにして捕獲後死亡率(PCM)を採点しなければならない。
	a. The team shall use its knowledge of species biology and fishing practice together with independent field observations to assess the chance that, if captured, a species would be released and that it would be in a condition to permit subsequent survi...
	b. The PCM risk scores for each combination of gear type and species within the UoA shall be determined individually, and entered into the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. PCMリスク得点はUoA内の漁具と種の組み合わせ毎に付け、MSC RBFワークシートに記入しなければならない。
	c. In the absence of observer data or other verified field observations made during commercial fishing operations that indicate the individuals are released alive and post-release survivorship is high, the default value for the PCM of all species shal...
	d. The team may reduce the PCM score from the default score in situations where: チームは以下の場合、PCMの得点を標準得点よりも低く採点することができる。
	i. A high score has been allocated for the selectivity, and選択性が高めに採点され、
	ii. A large portion of animals are returned alive and survive the encounter. 多くの動物が生きたまま放流され、生存している。


	PF4.4.10 The team may adjust the susceptibility scores if additional information regarding an attribute that justifies a change in score is available and the source of data is appropriate to the fishery(ies) or region(s). チームは、当該漁業や地域に関したデータを入手し、感受性に対...
	PF4.4.10.1 The team shall record the justification for all changes made. チームは全ての変更の根拠を記録しなければならない。


	PF4.5 PSA Step 3: Determine the PSA score and equivalent MSC score PSAステップ3：PSA得点とそれに相当するMSC得点を付ける
	PF4.5.1 The team shall use the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to calculate the overall productivity and susceptibility risk scores (PSA score) and the equivalent MSC scores for each scoring element. チームは、MSC RBFワークシートを用いて、各得点要素毎の生産性と感受性のリスクの総合得点（PSA得点）および相当するMS...


	PF5 Scoring the fishery using the RBF for Species Performance Indicators (PIs 1.1.1, 2.1.1, 2.2.1 and 2.3.1) RBFを使って種に関するPI（PI 1.1.1、 2.1.1、 2.2.1および2.3.1）について漁業を採点する
	PF5.1 Scoring species PIs種に関するPIの採点
	PF5.1.1 When scoring PI 1.1.1, both the CA and PSA shall be used to produce an overall score for each scoring element. PI 1.1.1を採点する際には、CAとPSAを併せて実施し、総合得点を各得点要素毎に付けなければならない。
	PF5.1.1.1 The overall score for the scoring element shall be assigned according to the rules in Table PF7 . 得点要素の総合得点は表PF7に従って付けなければならない。◙

	PF5.1.2 When scoring PIs 2.1.1, 2.2.1 and 2.3.1, the PSA alone shall be used to produce an overall score for each scoring element. PI 2.1.1、2.2.1および2.3.1の各得点要素については、PSAのみを使って総合得点を付けなければならない。

	PF5.2 Combining scoring elements得点要素を合わせる
	PF5.2.1 In cases where there is only 1 scoring element for the PI, the team shall consider this as the overall MSC score. PIの得点要素が一つしかない場合、チームはそれをMSCの総合得点と見なさなければならない。
	PF5.2.2 In cases where there is a combination of both data-deficient (RBF) and species scored using default tree, the team shall consider all scoring elements for this PI to derive a final MSC score by using Table . データ不足（RBF）及び標準ツリーを使って採点できる種が混在している場...

	PF5.3 Adjusting PI scores得点の調節
	PF5.3.1 Where no additional information exists to bring to bear on the PI, the team shall apply the score directly to the PI with the accompanying scoring template and a rationale provided as justification. PIに関する情報が他に無い場合、チームは付けた得点をそのままMSC得点とし、論理的根拠と...
	PF5.3.1.1 If there is additional information that justifies modifying the MSC score either upwards or downwards by a maximum of 10 points, such information shall be used to reach the final MSC score for the PI. 最大10点までMSC得点を上下に修正する理由付けとなる情報が新たに得られた場合、...
	a. The team shall use all information that is available on the UoA to inform the assessment. チームはUoAに関するすべての情報を使って得点を付けなければならない。
	b. The team shall provide the justification for any score modification. いずれかの得点を修正した場合、チームはそれを正当化する根拠を挙げなければならない。


	PF5.3.2 The final PI score shall be capped by the team in cases where only a subset of the total number of species has been evaluated. 全種の一部のみが評価された場合、チームは最終PI得点の上限を設けなければならない。
	PF5.3.2.1 If the team has only considered “main” species in the PSA analysis, the final PI score shall not be greater than 80. PSA分析において主要な種のみを検討した場合、最終PI得点は80を超えてはならない。
	PF5.3.2.2 If the team has opted to use the species-grouping option, the final PI score shall not be greater than 80. 種を生物学的に分類するオプションを選択した場合、最終PI得点は80を超えてはならない。

	PF5.3.3 The CA, PSA scores (equivalent MSC score) and overall MSC scores shall be recorded in the Scoring Tables in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. MSC得点に相当するCAおよびPSA得点、および最終MSC得点は、「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」の得点表に記入しなければならない。


	PF6 Setting conditions using the RBF for Species PIs RBFを使って種に関するPIの条件を設定
	PF6.1 PIs 1.1.1, 2.1.1, 2.2.1 and 2.3.1 PI 1.1.1、2.1.1、2.2.1及び2.3.1
	PF6.1.1 Where any scoring element score is less than 80 the team shall set a condition on that PI. 得点要素に80未満の得点が一つでもあれば、チームは当該PIに対し条件を設定しなければならない。
	PF6.1.2 If a condition is triggered when assessing a PI using the CA or PSA, the team shall make sure that the Client Action Plan proposed by the fishery is capable of raising the score to 80, addressing all the scoring elements for which the score fa...
	PF6.1.3 If the action plan is not capable of raising the CA or PSA score to 80 within a suitable timeframe, the team shall not allow a fishery to use the RBF for this species in subsequent MSC assessments. 行動計画により、適切な期限内にCAもしくはPSA得点を80にまで上げることが出来ない場合、...
	PF6.1.3.1 In such cases, the team shall raise a condition on the PI that there shall be information collected and analysis completed when there is a direct measure of stock status that can be compared with biologically-based reference points by the ti...



	PF7 Conducting a Consequence Spatial Analysis (CSA) 結果空間分析（CSA）の実施◙
	PF7.1 Preparation準備
	PF7.1.1 The team shall use the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to calculate CSA scores. チームは「MSC RBF ワークシート」を用いて、CSA得点を算出しなければならない。
	PF7.1.2 The scores and justifications for each scoring element (habitat) shall be documented in the CSA justification tables in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. 「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」の中のCSA根拠の表に各得点要素（生息域）の得点および根拠を記録しなければならない。
	PF7.1.3 The team shall use the CSA to score the outcome PI 2.4.1 when the available information is not adequate to score the default assessment tree. 標準審査ツリーを使うために必要な情報が不十分な場合、チームはPI 2.4.1を採点する際にCSAを実施しなければならない。◙
	PF7.1.4 The team shall conduct the CSA for each data-deficient scoring element. チームはデータ不足の得点要素についてそれぞれCSAを行わなければならない。
	PF7.1.5 The team may elect to conduct the CSA on “main” habitats only. チームがCSAの実施を選択できるのは「主要」な生息域についてのみである。◙
	PF7.1.5.1 If the team decides to consider “main” habitats only, the final PI score shall be adjusted downward according to clause PF7.6.4. チームが「主要」な生息域についてのみ検討することにした場合、PIの最終得点はPF7.6.4に従って低めに抑えなければならない。

	PF7.1.6 Expert judgement shall be applied throughout the CSA. CSAを実施する際、専門家としての判断を全面的に適用しなければならない。
	PF7.1.7 When scoring, the team shall consider the full range of possible interactions, and a precautionary approach shall be taken, scoring the highest possible risk score of the relevant ranges, if: 採点にあたって、チームは漁具との考えられる限りの接触を検討し、予防的アプローチをとらなければならず、以...
	a. Possible scores from fishing activity or impact cut across more than 1 threshold range or more than 1 proxy range. 漁獲活動もしくは影響に付けられる得点が一つ以上の閾値の範囲もしくは代替閾値の範囲にまたがっている。
	b. Gear has been modified in a way that could increase its impact. 漁具が改変されており、影響が増す可能性がある。


	PF7.2 Stakeholder involvement within the CSA CSAにおけるステークホルダーの関与 ◙
	PF7.2.1 The team shall use input from stakeholders to: チームはステークホルダーからのインプットを次の目的のために利用しなければならない。
	a. Assist in the identification of the habitat(s) that are affected by the UoA. UoAの影響を受けている生息域を特定。
	b. Assist in the scoring of the consequence and spatial attributes within the CSA. CSAの結果と空間的特性の採点。

	PF7.2.2 The team shall be responsible for scoring the PI. PIの採点はチームが責任をもって行わなければならない。
	PF7.2.2.1 Stakeholders do not have to reach consensus. ステークホルダーは合意に至らなくてもよい。


	PF7.3 CSA Step 1: Define the habitat(s) CSAステップ１：生息域の特定
	PF7.3.1 The team shall list and define each habitat associated with the “managed area” (i.e. each habitat in the full area managed by the governance body(s) responsible for fisheries management in the area(s) where the UoA operates). チームは「管理区域」内にある生息域...
	PF7.3.1.1 MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA3.13.5 and the subclauses shall apply here. MSC漁業認証規格附属文書SA3.13.5およびその下位項目をここで適用しなければならない。
	PF7.3.1.2 Each habitat within the UoA shall be treated as a scoring element. UoA内の各生息域は得点要素として扱わなければならない。

	PF7.3.2 Habitats in the UoA shall be categorised on the basis of their substratum, geomorphology, and (characteristic) biota (SGB) characteristics (Table PF9). For example, 1 habitat may be defined as “Medium-Outcrop-Large erect”. UoA内の生息域は基盤、地形および生物相...
	PF7.3.3 The biome, sub-biome, and feature shall also be listed (Table PF10). バイオーム、サブバイオームおよび特徴も記録しなければならない（表PF10）。 ◙

	PF7.4 CSA Step 2: Score the consequence attributes (Table PF11) CSAステップ２：結果属性の採点（表PF11） ◙
	PF7.4.1 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the rate of the recovery of biota associated with the habitat using information on age, growth, and recolonisation of biota where available (Table PF12). この属性については、入手可能な生物相の年齢、成長および再群集形成に関する情報を利用し...
	PF7.4.2 Where information on age, growth, and recolonisation of associated biota is not available for the UoA, reference shall be made to comparable data from studies elsewhere. In the absence of such comparable studies, the proxies in Table PF12 shal...
	PF7.4.3 Record the “regeneration of biota” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「生物相再生」得点を記録する。
	PF7.4.4 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the natural disturbance that is assumed to occur at the particular depth zone in which the habitat and fishing activity occurs (Table PF13). この属性については、漁獲活動が行われる生息域の水深帯における自然撹乱に対して採点しなければならない。(表PF1...
	PF7.4.5 Where information on disturbance is unavailable, proxies shall be used as outlined in Table PF13. 撹乱に関する情報が無い場合には、表PF13に従って代理基準を適用しなければならない。 ◙
	PF7.4.6 Record the “natural disturbance” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「自然撹乱」得点を記録する。◙
	PF7.4.7 Table PF14 and Table PF15 shall be used to score the gear-habitat interaction attributes. 表PF14および表PF15を使って漁具—生息域の接触属性を採点しなければならない。◙
	PF7.4.7.1 If the UoA’s gear type is not provided in Table PF14 and Table PF15, the team shall score the attributes using the most similar gear in terms of extent of bottom contact that is provided. 表PF14および表PF15にUoAの漁具タイプが載っていない場合には、海底との接触程度において最も近い漁具...
	a. The team shall be precautionary when determining the most similar gear type. チームは、最も近い漁具を選ぶにあたり、予防的アプローチをとらなければならない。
	b. The team shall provide justification for the selection of the most similar gear type. チームは、最も近い漁具を選ぶに至った根拠を挙げなければならない。


	PF7.4.8 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the likelihood of attached biota being removed or killed by interactions with fishing gear (Table PF14). この属性を採点する際には、付着している生物相が漁具と接触することによって剥離、もしくは死亡する可能性について検討しなければならない。（表PF14）◙
	PF7.4.9 This attribute shall also consider the removability and mortality of structure-forming epibiota and bioturbating infauna. この属性を採点する際には、生物相を形成する表面に付着している生物の剥離および死亡、および生物擾乱についても検討しなければならない。
	PF7.4.10 Record the “removability of biota” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「生物相剥離性」得点を記録する。
	PF7.4.11 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of clast (rock fragment or grain resulting from the breakdown of larger rocks) size and likelihood of the substratum being moved (Table PF14). この属性を採点する際には、砕屑物（大きな岩石の破片や粒）の大きさ、および基盤が移される可能性について検討しなけ...
	PF7.4.12 Scoring of this attribute shall consider the gear type being assessed. この属性を採点する際には、評価対象の漁具のタイプについて検討しなければなない。
	PF7.4.13 Record the “removability of substratum” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「基盤剥離性」得点を記録する。
	PF7.4.14 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of substrata composition (Table PF15). この属性を採点する際には、基盤構成について検討しなければならない（表PF15）
	PF7.4.15 Scoring of this attribute shall consider the substrata identified via the SGB characterisation process (CSA step 1). この属性を採点する際には、SGB特徴付けプロセス(CSAステップ１)によって識別された基盤について検討しなければならない。
	PF7.4.16 Record the “substratum hardness” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「基盤硬度」得点を記録する。
	PF7.4.17 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the extent to which available habitat is actually accessible to mobile gear given the ruggedness of the substratum (Table PF15). この属性を採点する際には、基盤の起伏により、移動漁具がどの程度、実際に生息域に接触できるかを検討しなければならない（表PF15）。
	PF7.4.18 Scoring of this attribute shall consider the characteristics of the substratum and the gear type being used. この属性を採点する際には、基盤の特徴および使用されている漁具のタイプについて検討しなければならない。
	PF7.4.19 Record the “substratum ruggedness” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「基盤起伏」得点を記録する。
	PF7.4.20 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the impact to habitat that occurs as a result of slope steepness and mobility of substrata once dislodged (Table PF15). Scoring this attribute shall consider the degree of slope. この属性を採点する際には、傾斜角...
	PF7.4.21 Record the “seabed slope” score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「海底傾斜」得点を記録する。
	PF7.4.22 The aggregate consequence score for each habitat shall be determined by using the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. 各生息域の結果に関する総合得点をMSC RBFワークシートを使って算出しなければならない。

	PF7.5 CSA Step 3: Score the spatial attributes CSAステップ３：空間属性の採点◙
	PF7.5.1 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the gear’s potential for disturbance and the number of encounters required to produce an impact on a habitat, taking into account the size, weight, and mobility of individual gears and the footpri...
	PF7.5.2 PF7.4.7.1 and its subclauses shall apply here. PF7.4.7.1および下位項目をここで適用しなければならない。◙
	PF7.5.3 Record the gear footprint score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「漁具フットプリント」得点を記録する。◙
	PF7.5.4 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of spatial overlap between the habitat(s) distribution within the “managed area” and the distribution of areas fished by the UoA (Table PF17). この属性を採点する際には、「管理区域」内の生息域の分布とUoAの漁域分布との空間的重複（表PF17）を検討しなけ...
	PF7.5.5 MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA3.13.5 and the subclauses shall apply here. MSC漁業認証規格附属文書SA3.13.5および下位項目をここで適用しなければならない。
	PF7.5.6 Record the spatial overlap score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「空間的重複」得点を記録する。
	PF7.5.7 This attribute shall be scored on the basis of the likelihood that a fishing gear will encounter the habitat within the “managed area”, taking into account the nature and deployment of the fishing gear and the possibility of its interaction wi...
	PF7.5.8 MSC Fisheries Standard Annex SA3.13.5 and the subclauses shall apply here. MSC漁業認証規格附属文書SA3.13.5および下位項目をここで適用しなければならない。
	PF7.5.9 Record the encounterability score for each habitat in the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. MSC RBFワークシートに各生息域の「遭遇可能性」得点を記録する。
	PF7.5.10 The aggregate spatial score shall be determined by using the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’. 空間に関する総合得点をMSC RBFワークシートを使って算出しなければならない。

	PF7.6 CSA Step 4: Determine the CSA score and equivalent MSC score CSAステップ4：CSA得点とそれに相当するMSC得点の決定◙
	PF7.6.1 The team shall use the ‘MSC RBF Worksheets’ to obtain the MSC CSA-derived score for each habitat (scoring element) and the equivalent MSC score. チームはMSC RBFワークシートを使って、各生態系（得点要素）のCSAによるMSC得点、および相当するMSC得点を算出しなければならない。
	PF7.6.2 The team shall convert the CSA score into a final MSC score for PI 2.4.1. チームは CSA得点をPI 2.4.1の最終MSC得点に換算しなければならない。
	PF7.6.2.1 In cases where there is only 1 habitat (scoring element), the team shall convert the MSC CSA-derived score into the final MSC score. 生息域（得点要素）が一つしかない場合、チームはCSAによるMSC得点を最終MSC得点に換算しなければならない。
	a. The MSC score for the 1 scoring element shall become the final MSC score. 当該得点要素のMSC得点を最終MSC得点としなければならない。
	b. The final MSC score shall be rounded to the nearest whole number (e.g. 87) and shall be recorded in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. 換算後、最も近い整数に切り上げた得点を (例えば87)最終MSC得点とし、「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」に記録しなければならない。

	PF7.6.2.2 In cases where there is more than 1 scoring element and they all receive the same MSC CSA-derived score, the team shall convert the MSC CSA-derived scores into the final MSC score. 得点要素が一つ以上あり、CSAによるMSC得点がすべて同じである場合、チームはCSAによるMSC得点を最終MSC得点に換...
	a. The MSC scores for the scoring elements shall become the final MSC score (e.g. if they are all 64, the final score is 64). 得点要素のMSC得点を最終MSC得点としなければならない。（例：得点がどれも64の場合、最終得点は64）
	b. The final MSC score shall be rounded to the nearest whole number and shall be recorded in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. 換算後、最も近い整数に切り上げた得点を最終MSC得点とし、「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」に記録しなければならない。

	PF7.6.2.3 In cases where there is more than 1 scoring element and they receive different MSC CSA-derived scores, the team shall derive the final MSC score by applying the rules in Table PF18. 得点要素が一つ以上あり、CSAによるMSC得点がそれぞれ異なる場合、チームは表PF18の規則を適用して最終MSC得点を...
	a. The final MSC score shall be in an increment of 5 (e.g. 60, 65, 70) and shall be recorded in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. 最終MSC得点は5ポイント刻み（例: 60, 65, 70）の加点にしなければならず、「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」に記録しなければならない。
	b. The PI shall fail if any scoring element is assessed as high risk (i.e. <60). 高リスクと見なされる（すなわち<60）の得点要素が一つでもあれば、当該PIは失格としなければならない。


	PF7.6.3 Where no additional information exists to bring to bear on the PI, the team shall apply the MSC score directly to the PI within the ‘MSC Reporting Template’ and provide rationale as justification. PIに関する情報が他に無い場合、チームは付けたMSC得点をそのまま「MSC本審査報告用テンプ...
	PF7.6.3.1 If there is additional information regarding the attribute(s) that justifies modifying the MSC score either upwards or downwards by a maximum of 10 points, such information shall be used to reach the final MSC score for the PI. 属性について、最大10点ま...
	a. The team shall use all information that is available on the UoA to inform the assessment. チームはUoAに関するすべての情報を使って得点を付けなければならない。
	b. The team shall provide the justification for any score modification. いずれかの得点を修正した場合、チームはその根拠を挙げなければならない。


	PF7.6.4 If the team has only considered “main” habitats in its CSA analysis, the final PI score shall not be greater than 95, reflecting the fact that only the “main” habitats were assessed. CSA分析において主要な生息域のみを検討した場合、主要な生息域しか査定していないことを反映し、最終PI得点は95を超えて...

	PF7.7 Setting conditions using the CSA CSAを使った条件の設定
	PF7.7.1 Where any habitat (scoring element) score is less than 80, the team shall set a condition on the PI. 80未満の生息域（得点要素）が一つでもあれば、チームは当該PIに対し条件を設定しなければならない。◙
	PF7.7.1.1 If a condition is triggered when assessing the PI using the CSA, the team shall make sure that the proposed Client Action Plan is capable of raising the score to 80, addressing all the habitats for which the score was below 80 and without ca...



	PF8 Conducting a Scale Intensity Consequence Analysis (SICA) 範囲・強度・結果分析（SICA）の実施
	PF8.1 Preparation 準備◙
	PF8.1.1 The team shall conduct a SICA for each data-deficient scoring element identified within PI 2.5.1. チームはPI 2.5.1のデータ不足の得点要素についてそれぞれSICAを実施しなければならない。

	PF8.2 Stakeholder involvement within the SICA SICAにおけるステークホルダーの関与◙
	PF8.2.1 The team shall use input from stakeholders to: チームはステークホルダーからのインプットを次の目的のために利用しなければならない。
	a. Assist in the identification of ecosystems that are affected by the fishery. 漁業による影響を受けている生態系の特定。
	b. Provide information suitable for the qualitative evaluation of the risks that the fishing activity poses to the ecosystem. リスク評価の対象となっている生態系への漁獲活動のリスクの定性的評価を行うための情報として。
	c. Assist in scoring the spatial and temporal scales and the intensity of the fishing activity. 漁獲活動の空間的、時間的範囲、強度の採点。
	d. Assist in scoring the consequence for the ecosystem. 生態系に対する漁業の結果採点。


	PF8.3 SICA Step 1: Prepare SICA scoring template for each data-deficient scoring element SICAステップ１：データ不足の得点要素についてそれぞれSICA採点テンプレートを準備する。
	PF8.3.1 The scores and justifications shall be documented in the SICA scoring template (Table PF19), in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. 「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」内のSICA採点テンプレート（表PF19）に得点とその根拠を記録しなければならない。

	PF8.4 SICA Step 2: Score spatial scale SICAステップ２:空間的範囲の採点
	PF8.4.1 The team shall work with stakeholders at the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) to assign a spatial scale score. チームはRBFステークホルダー協議においてステークホルダーと共同で空間的範囲の得点を付けるようにしなければならない。
	PF8.4.2 The greatest spatial extent shall be used to determine the spatial scale score for the overlap of the ecosystem with the fishing activity (Table PF20). 生態系と漁獲活動の重複の空間的範囲の得点を決定する際には、最大の空間範囲を使用しなければならない（表PF20）。◙
	PF8.4.2.1 Only the overlap of the ecosystem with the fishing activity of the UoA shall be considered. UoAの漁獲活動と生態系が重複するところのみを検討しなければならない。

	PF8.4.3 The score shall be recorded in the SICA scoring template for each component and the justification documented. 各項目の得点をSICA採点テンプレートに記入すると共に、その根拠も記載しなければならない。

	PF8.5 SICA Step 3: Score temporal scale SICAステップ３:　時間的範囲の採点
	PF8.5.1 The team shall work with stakeholders at the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) to assign a temporal scale score. チームはRBFステークホルダー協議においてステークホルダーと共同で時間的範囲の得点を付けるようにしなければならない。
	PF8.5.2 The highest temporal frequency shall be used for determining the temporal scale score for the overlap of the ecosystem with the fishing activity (Table PF21). 生態系と漁獲活動の重複に対する時間的範囲の得点を決定する際には、最大頻度を使用しなければならない（表PF21）。 ◙
	PF8.5.2.1 Only the number of the days of the fishing activity of the Unit of Assessment shall be considered. UoAの漁獲活動日についてのみ検討しなければならない。

	PF8.5.3 The score shall be recorded onto the SICA scoring template for each component and the justification documented. 各項目の得点をSICA採点テンプレートに記入すると共に、その根拠も記載しなければならない。

	PF8.6 SICA Step 4: Score the intensity SICAステップ４：強度の採点
	PF8.6.1 The team shall work with stakeholders at the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) to assign a score for intensity. チームはRBFステークホルダー協議においてステークホルダーと共同で強度の得点を付けなければならない。‼
	PF8.6.1.1 The intensity of the activity shall be based on the spatial and temporal scale of the activity, its nature and extent. 活動の強度は活動の空間的及び時間的範囲、特性及び程度によって決まる。
	PF8.6.1.2 The direct impacts of the fishing activity to the ecosystem under evaluation shall be considered for the score for intensity (Table PF22). 活動の強度を採点するに際しては、対象となっている生態系への漁獲活動の直接的な影響を検討しなければならない（表PF22）。 ‼

	PF8.6.2 The score shall be recorded in the SICA scoring template for the component in question and the justification documented. 対象の得点項目の得点をSICA採点テンプレートに記入すると共に、その根拠も記載しなければならない。

	PF8.7 SICA Step 5: Identify the most vulnerable subcomponent of the ecosystem and score the consequence of the activity on the subcomponent SICAステップ５：生態系の最も影響を受けやすい下位項目を確認し、下位項目への活動の影響結果を採点する
	PF8.7.1 The team shall work with stakeholders at the RBF stakeholder meeting(s) to select the subcomponent on which the fishing activity is having the most impact. チームはRBFステークホルダー協議においてステークホルダーと共同で、漁獲活動によって最も影響を受けている下位項目を選択しなければならない。
	PF8.7.2 One subcomponent shall be selected that represents the subcomponent on which the fishing activity is having the most impact. 漁獲活動の影響を最も強く受けている下位項目を一つだけ選択しなければならない。 ◙
	PF8.7.3 When choosing which subcomponent to score, the team shall recognise that different subcomponents may be proxies for measuring the same effect but are much easier to observe and score on a qualitative basis. 採点する下位項目を選択するにあたり、一つの影響を査定するためにいくつもの...
	PF8.7.4 The consequence score shall be based on information provided by all stakeholders and the expert judgement of the team and shall draw qualitatively from the scale and intensity scores. 結果得点は全てのステークホルダーから提供された情報とチームの専門的判断に基づいたものであり、範囲と強度に関する得点から...
	PF8.7.4.1 In the absence of agreement or information, the highest risk score considered plausible shall be used. 合意や情報が得られない場合には、起こりうる最も高いリスク得点を使用しなければならない。◙

	PF8.7.5 The consequence of the activity shall be scored using the SICA consequence Table PF23. 漁獲活動の結果はSICA結果得点（表PF23）を使って採点しなければならない。
	PF8.7.6 The team shall record the consequence score as fail if the consequence of the activity is determined not to meet the performance levels in consequence category 60. 活動の結果が業績評価指標の結果分類の60に満たないと判断した場合、審査チームは結果得点を失格として記録しなければならない。
	PF8.7.7 When assessing “changes” to subcomponents, only changes due to fishing activities shall be considered. 下位項目への「変更」を審査する場合、漁業活動による変化のみが検討されなければならない。
	PF8.7.8 The consequence score shall be recorded in the SICA scoring template and the justification documented. 各項目の結果得点をSICA採点テンプレートに記入すると共に、その根拠も記載しなければならない。

	PF8.8 Scoring PI 2.5.1 using the RBF RBFを使ったPI　2.5.1の採点
	PF8.8.1 The SICA score shall determine the final score for the ecosystem. 換算されたSICA得点を生態系に関する最終得点としなければならない。
	PF8.8.2 The team shall consider whether there is additional information to bring to bear on the PI. チームは、PIの採点において追加情報があるかどうかについて検討しなければならない。
	PF8.8.2.1 If not, the team shall apply the converted score directly to the PI with the accompanying scoring template and a rationale provided as justification. 追加情報が無ければ、チームは換算された得点をそのままPIの得点とし、それを正当化するために、採点テンプレートを添付し、論理的根拠を記載しなければならない。
	PF8.8.2.2 If there is additional information that justifies modifying the MSC score either upwards or downwards by a maximum of 10 points, such information shall be used to reach the final MSC score for the PI. 追加情報が入手され、MSC得点を最大10点まで上下させる正当な理由がある場合には...
	PF8.8.2.3 The team shall use all information that is available on the UoA to inform the assessment. チームはUoAに関して入手できるすべての情報を利用して審査を実施しなければならない。
	PF8.8.2.4 The team shall provide the justification for any score modification. チームは得点を修正した際には、その根拠を挙げなければならない。
	PF8.8.2.5 The team shall record all changes to the score and rationale for the changes. チームは得点の修正のすべてを記録し、その修正の論理的根拠を挙げなければならない。

	PF8.8.3 The team shall record the final PI score in the SICA table in the ‘MSC Reporting Template’. チームは「MSC本審査報告用テンプレート」内のSICA表に、最終PI得点を記録しなければならない。

	PF8.9 Setting conditions using the RBF (PI 2.5.1) RBFを使った条件の設定　（PI 2.5.1）
	PF8.9.1 Where any score is less than 80, the team shall set a condition on that PI. 80未満の得点が一つでもあれば、チームは当該PIに対し条件を設定しなければならない。
	PF8.9.1.1 If a condition is triggered when assessing a PI using the SICA, the team shall make sure that the Client Action Plan proposed by the fishery is capable of raising the score to 80. SICAを使ってPIを評価した際に条件を付ける必要が生じた場合、チームは、クライアントの行動計画により、得点80を達成でき...
	PF8.9.1.2 If the action plan is not capable of raising the SICA score to 80 within a suitable timeframe, the team shall not allow a fishery to use the RBF for this PI in subsequent MSC assessments. 行動計画により、適切な期限内にSICA得点を80にまで上げることが出来ない場合、チームは今後、当該PIのM...
	a. In such cases, the team shall raise a condition on the PI that there shall be information collected to support an analysis of the impact of the fishery on the ecosystem by the time of reassessment. そのような場合チームは、再認証審査の時期までに、生態系への漁業の影響分析を裏付ける情報の収集を終えて...





