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To Delete:
Instructions to CABs and assessment teams
This template captures the information required from Conformity Assessment Bodies (CABs) when creating the following assessment reports:
· Announcement Comment Draft Report (FCP v3.1 Section 7.8)
· Client and Peer Review Draft Report (FCP v3.1 Section 7.19)
· Public Comment Draft Report (FCP v3.1 Section 7.20)
· Final Draft Report (FCP v3.1 Section 7.22)
· Public Certification Report (FCP v3.1 Section 7.24)
If any discrepancies are noted between this template and the MSC Fisheries Standard or MSC Fisheries Certification Process, those documents shall take precedent.
Please delete all instructions, notes and guidance indicated in italics and replace with your specific information where relevant, e.g. this ‘Instructions to CABs and assessment teams’ section. 
Unless otherwise indicated in the notes and guidance, CABs shall draft all sections in the reporting template at the Announcement Comment Draft Report stage. CABs shall update each section as necessary as per the Fisheries Certification Process at each subsequent reporting stage. CABs shall complete all sections at the Final Draft Report stage. CABs shall finalise each section at the Public Certification Report stage as per FCP v3.1 Section 7.24.
CABs shall inform the reader why some sections in the report are blank and when they will be populated.
If an interpretation is used, CABs shall cite it in the relevant section of the report and include a hyperlink to the interpretation. 

Corporate branding:
This template may be formatted to comply with the Conformity Assessment Body (CAB) corporate identity. The CAB shall ensure that content and structure and top level headings follow the template.
Examples of appropriate amendments are:
· A title page with the company logo;
· A company header and footer used throughout the report;
· Replacement of font styles;
· Inclusion of contact details for the assessment team members in relation to consultation
· Deletion of any sections that are not applicable;
· Deletion of introductory text or instructions; and,
· Addition of subheadings to improve clarity and readability.
· [bookmark: _Hlk112593959]The CAB shall delete the table below:
Table 34: Template version control
	Version
	Date of publication
	Description of amendment

	1.0
	17 December 2018
	Date of first release

	1.1
	29 March 2019
	Minor document changes for usability

	1.2
	25 March 2020
	Release alongside Fisheries Certification Process v2.2

	2.0
	26 October 2022
	Release alongside Fisheries Certification Process v3.0

	2.1
	22 July 2024
	Updated for release of Fisheries Certification Process v3.1
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[bookmark: _Toc241087206]Glossary of Terms and Abbreviations
The MSC’s Vocabulary can be found here: MSC Vocabulary
CABs should include any specific vocabulary, terms or abbreviations used in this assessment report. Note that any terms defined here shall not contradict terms used in the MSC-MSCI Vocabulary.
	Term
	Meaning

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




[bookmark: _Toc241087207]Unit(s) of Assessment
For geographical area, the CAB should refer to G7.5.6. 
A statement confirming conformity with the MSC’s scope requirements can be found in the fishery announcement on the MSC’s Track-a-Fishery page [please insert link].
Table 1 UoA Table
	UoA No.
	Target Stock
	Fishing gear type(s) and, if relevant, vessel type(s)
	Jurisdiction/Flag State
	Fishing fleet, vessel groups, or individual operators

	Example.  Delete Row
	Argentine red shrimp (Pleoticus mueller)
	Bottom trawl carried out by vessels under 21m
	Argentine Provincial Jurisdiction
	52 approved coastal chilling vessels

	Example.  Delete Row
	Western and Central Pacific skipjack tuna (Katsuwonus pelamis)
	Purse Seine FAD & Free School
	PNA EEZs Chinese Flag State.
	Vessels that are part of the ECOFad Association

	Example.  Delete Row
	Western and Central Pacific skipjack tuna (Katsuwonus pelamis)
	Purse Seine FAD & Free School
	PNA EEZs Kiribati Flag State
	Vessels that are part of the ECOFad Association

	UoA 1
	
	
	
	

	UoA 2
	
	
	
	

	UoA 3
	
	
	
	

	UoA 4
	
	
	
	

	UoA 5
	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc240977149][bookmark: _Toc240979063][bookmark: _Toc241086813][bookmark: _Toc241087214][bookmark: _Toc241087215]Geographical area
Describe the geographical area in which the UoA operates
[bookmark: _Toc241087216]Access to certification
If the UoA is determined to meet the MSC standard, the client may define which fishers within the UoA are to be certified.  In this way, the client may restrict access to the certificate (i.e. the Unit of Certification is smaller than the Unit of Assessment).
Use this section to describe any restrictions to access to the certificate including a link to the Units of Certification in section 11 Unit(s) of Certification
[bookmark: _Toc241087217]Enhanced/Introduced Fisheries
For enhanced fisheries only, the CAB shall include in the report:
· A statement describing how the fishery meets the scope criteria for enhanced fisheries, and
· The assessment processes, analyses and outcomes on which the CAB based its justification to determine that the fishery is within scope.
Where the fishery includes an introduced species, the CAB shall include in the report:
· A statement describing how the fishery meets the scope criteria for Introduced Species Based Fisheries (ISBF).
· The assessment processes, analyses and outcomes on which the CAB based its justification to determine that the fishery is within scope.
Reference(s): FCP v3.1 Section 7.4, Fisheries Standard v3.1 Section 1
[bookmark: _Toc241087218]Overview of the fishery and fishery context
Provide a brief, non-technical overview to introduce key aspects of the fishery.
Consider:
· Who – information about the fishery client/client group
· Information that the CAB or fishery feels relevant to provide history, characteristics, and context for the Units of Assessment
· Life history or biological characteristics.
· Where – description of the geographic area where the fishery operates, including maps, 
· A brief history of fishing and management.
· When the fishery operates
· Scale of the fishery, vessel quantity and types, and other relevant operational characteristics
· Information on the seasonal operation of the fishery.
NB: Section 6 Supporting Evidence accommodates technical information directly relating to scoring rationales
[bookmark: _Toc241087219]Assessment Process
[bookmark: _Toc213919016][bookmark: _Toc213924180][bookmark: _Toc213919017][bookmark: _Toc213924181][bookmark: _Toc213919018][bookmark: _Toc213924182][bookmark: _Toc241087220]Reporting Stage
Highlight the stage that corresponds to this iteration of the assessment report.
Table 2 Reporting stage
	Reporting Stage
	

	Announcement Comment Draft Report (ACDR)
	This Announcement Comment Draft Report (ACDR) provides indicative scoring and rationales and identifies where more information is sought based on the information available to the Conformity Assessment Body so far. The objective of the ACDR is to facilitate stakeholder, and  in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationales are as informed as possible in preparation for the site visit.
Stakeholders are encouraged to review the ACDR and to provide information to the assessment team and raise any concerns with the indicative scoring. Scores may change following the site visit and stakeholder contributions.  The proposed scores will be published for public consultation in the next assessment report (the Public Comment Draft Report

	Public Comment Draft Report (PCDR)
	This Public Comment Draft Report (PCDR) report provides the CAB’s assessment results, scoring, any conditions and the Client Action Plan, Peer Review Comments and CAB responses.  Publication of the PCDR opens a 30-day consultation period for [registered]  stakeholders to comment.  
Stakeholders are requested to submit any comments directly to CABs using the Stakeholder Comments Template which can be found here

	Final Draft Report
	This Final Draft Report (FDR) includes the CAB responses to comments made at the PCDR stage and any changes as a result of those comments.
Publication of the FDR triggers a 15-day objection period for objections to a CAB’s determination.

	Public Certification Report
	This Public Certification Report (PCR) confirms the CAB’s certification of the fishery under assessment).



[bookmark: _Toc213919020][bookmark: _Toc213924184][bookmark: _Toc213919021][bookmark: _Toc213924185][bookmark: _Toc213919022][bookmark: _Toc213924186][bookmark: _Toc213919023][bookmark: _Toc213924187][bookmark: _Toc241087221]Assessment Related Information
The CAB shall include links to:
· Announcement of the assessment
· Scope statements
· Assessment Timeline
· Any other relevant information for stakeholders which is not presented in this report
· Describe any modifications to the assessment tree due to Enhanced Fishery (ref Enhanced Tables)
[bookmark: _Toc241087222]Assessment Activity and Techniques
The CAB shall include in the report:
· An itinerary of site visit activities with dates.
· A description of site visit activities, including any locations that were inspected.
Reference(s): FCP v3.1 Section 7.14 and 4.2.1.1
· Describe which tools from the MSC Toolbox were used and why
· Describe any RBF activities undertaken
Table 3 Site Visit Activities and Stakeholder interactions
	Location
	Date
	Activity and topics discussed
	Attendees

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087223]Previous assessments
The CAB shall present a history of any previous assessments of this fishery and provide links to the MSC’s Track-A-Fishery.  This includes any fisheries assessments the UoA(s) has been a part of previously.
[bookmark: _Toc213919032][bookmark: _Toc213924196][bookmark: _Toc241087224]Assessment results summary
[bookmark: _Toc241087225]Assessment Comment Draft Report (ACDR) Results
If RBF used, present one of the following options in the Announcement Comment Draft Report (at initial assessment):
0. Provide background information to inform the stakeholder consultation process and identify data gaps relating to the applicable RBF methodology (CA, PSA, CSA, SICA); or 
0. Provide background information and draft scoring ranges using the applicable RBF methodology (CA, PSA, CSA, SICA) and identify any data gaps. 
FCP vX.X clause X.X
Table 4 ACDR Results (Delete this text: Add rows or multiply tables as needed)
	
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	More information sought / Information sufficient to score PI
If more information is sought, include a description of what the information gap is and what is information is sought

	Performance Indicator
	UoA(s)
	Draft scoring range
	Information gap indicator

	1.1.1
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	1.1.1A
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	1.1.2
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	1.1.3
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	1.2.1
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	1.2.2
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	1.2.3
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	1.2.3R
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	1.2.4
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.1.1
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.1.2
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.1.3
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.1.3R
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.3.1
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.3.2
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.3.3
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.4.1
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.4.2
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	2.4.3
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	3.1.1
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	3.1.2
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	3.1.3
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	3.2.1
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	3.2.2
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	3.2.3
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	

	3.2.4
	
	<60 / 60-79 / ≥80
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087226]Recommended Assessment Outcome 
To be drafted at Client & Peer Reviewer Draft Report
“Following the assessment activities described above, CAB NAME is recommending that FISHERY NAME proceed through assessment with the goal of being certified.”
[bookmark: _Toc241087227]Final Determination
To be drafted at Final Draft Report
“Having completed the assessment process and being found in conformity with the MSC Standard vX.X, CAB NAME determines that FISHERY NAME is MSC certified.
[bookmark: _Toc241087228]Principle level scores
The CAB shall include in the report the scores for each of the three MSC principles in the table below.
Reference(s): FCP v3.1 Section 7.15
Table 5: Principle level scores
	
	Principle 1:
Target stocks
	Principle 2:
Ecosystem impacts
	Principle 3:
Management system

	UoA 1
	
	
	

	UoA 2
	
	
	

	UoA 3
	
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087261]Performance Indicator level scores
For the ACDR only, the CAB shall include a statement to the effect that:
“For the purposes of this Assessment Comment Draft Report, the table below shows the draft scoring based on information available to [insert CAB name].  The scores are subject to change based on information the assessment team obtains later in the assessment including through stakeholder consultation. Describe whether the MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox was used for the scoring of any PI/SI” 
To be added at Client & Peer Review Draft Report stage
[bookmark: _Hlk213929341]If applicable, describe how the MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox was used for the scoring of any PI/SI.
Table 6 PI Level Scores per UoA
	Performance Indicator
	UoA # and/or Name
	UoA # and/or Name
	UoA # and/or Name
	UoA # and/or Name
	UoA # and/or Name
	UoA # and/or Name

	1.1.1
	Stock status
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.2
	Stock rebuilding
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.1
	Harvest strategy
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.2
	Harvest control rules & tools
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.3
	Information & monitoring
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.4
	Assessment of stock status
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.1
	Primary species – Outcome
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.2
	Primary species - Management strategy
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.3
	Primary species - Information/Monitoring
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.1
	Secondary species - Outcome
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.2
	Secondary species - Management strategy
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.3
	Secondary species - Information/Monitoring
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.3.1
	ETP species - Outcome
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.3.2
	ETP species - Management strategy
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.3.3
	ETP species - Information/Monitoring
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4.1
	Habitats - Outcome
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4.2
	Habitats - Management strategy
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4.3
	Habitats - Information/Monitoring
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.5.1
	Ecosystems - Outcome
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.5.2
	Ecosystems - Management strategy
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.5.3
	Ecosystems - Information/Monitoring
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.1.1
	Legal &/or customary framework
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.1.2
	Consultation, roles & responsibilities
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.1.3
	Long term objectives
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.1
	Fishery specific objectives
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.2
	Decision making processes
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.3
	Compliance & enforcement
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.4
	Monitoring & management performance evaluation
	
	
	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087262]Condition Summary
Provide historical conditions in ACDR
New conditions to be drafted at Client & Peer Review Draft Report stage
CABs shall include new conditions and all historical conditions to provide readers with historical context about changes in the fishery since the initial assessment.
Table 8 Open Conditions and Conditions from This Assessment
	
	UoA #
	
	
	
	
	Choose one:
New
Open - on target
Open – Milestone Met
Closed
NA [explain]

	Condition number
	UoA
	PI or SI(s)
	Condition Summary
	Year Set (yyyy)
	Deadline (yyyy)
	Status

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	



Table 7 Condition History (
	
	UoA # and/or Name
	
	Categories or names of UoAs or elements as applicable
	
	Closed
NA [explain]

	Condition number
	UoA
	PI or SI(s)
	Condition Summary
	Year Closed
	Status

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087263]Opportunities for Improvement (Optional)
If the CAB or assessment team wants to include any opportunities for improvement to the client or notes for future assessments, these may be included in this section. Delete this section if not applicable.
Table 9 Opportunities for Improvement
	
	UoA # and/or Name
	
	Opportunities for Improvement may consist of raising awareness of potential conditions while the UoAs currently score >80, potential challenges with incoming standard versions, or sustainability benefits not specific to the MSC standard.  They are not intended as advice nor consultancy.  They are also not required.

	Number
	Applicable UoA
	Applicable PI/SI
	Opportunity for Improvement

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




[bookmark: _Toc241087264] Scoring
[bookmark: _Toc241087265]Principle 1 Scoring Elements and Categorisation (Delete if not applicable)
The CAB shall identify the Principle 1 stock(s) as per SA2.1.1 and list them in Table 8. 
[bookmark: _Ref230689448]Table 10 Scoring Elements and Categorisation (if applicable)
	Scoring element/ Component/Stock
	Applicable UoA(s)

	
	UoA Number(s) or All

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087266]Principle 1 Performance Indicator scores and rationales
(Delete this text) Add rows or duplicate tables as needed to allow for rationales relating to multiple UoAs
[bookmark: _Toc241087267]PI 1.1.1 – Stock status
	PI 1.1.1
	The stock is at a level that maintains high productivity and has a low probability of recruitment overfishing

	a
	Stock status relative to recruitment impairment

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - It is likely that the stock is above the point of recruitment impairment (PRI).
	SG 80 - It is highly likely that the stock is above the PRI.
	SG 100 - There is a high degree of certainty that the stock is above the PRI.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA1”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


SI 1.1.1 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Stock status in relation to achievement of maximum sustainable yield (MSY)

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG 80 - The stock is at or fluctuating around a level consistent with MSY.
	SG 100 - There is a high degree of certainty that the stock has been fluctuating around a level consistent with MSY or has been above this level over recent years.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


SI 1.1.1 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 1.1.1
	UoA
	PI 1.1.1A Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	




[bookmark: _Toc241087268]PI 1.1.1A – Scoring of key LTL stocks – delete if not applicable
	PI 1.1.1A
	The stock is at a level that has a low probability of serious ecosystem impacts

	a
	The stock is at a level that has a low probability of serious ecosystem impacts

	Guidepost
	60 - It is likely that the stock is above the point where serious ecosystem impacts could occur.
	80 - It is highly likely that the stock is above the point where serious ecosystem impacts could occur.
	100 - There is a high degree of certainty that the stock is above the point where serious ecosystem impacts could occur.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


SI 1.1.1A a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Stock status in relation to achievement of maximum sustainable yield (MSY)

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	80 - The stock is at or fluctuating around a level consistent with ecosystem needs.
	100 - There is a high degree of certainty that the stock has been fluctuating around a level consistent with ecosystem needs or has been above this level over recent years.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


SI 1.1.1A b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 1.1.1A
	UoA
	PI 1.1.1A Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	




[bookmark: _Toc241087269]PI 1.1.2 – Stock Rebuilding
	PI 1.1.2
	Where the stock is reduced, there is evidence of stock rebuilding within a specified timeframe

	a
	Rebuilding timeframes

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - A rebuilding timeframe is specified for the stock that is the shorter of 20 years or 2 times its generation time. For cases where 2 generations is less than 5 years, the rebuilding timeframe is up to 5 years
	SG 80 – N/A
	SG 100 - The shortest practicable rebuilding timeframe is specified that does not exceed 1 generation time for the stock.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	
	Yes/No


SI 1.1.2 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Rebuilding evaluation

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – Monitoring is in place to determine whether the rebuilding strategies are effective in rebuilding the stock within the specified timeframe.
	SG 80 - There is evidence that the rebuilding strategies are rebuilding stocks, or it is likely based on simulation modelling, exploitation rates, or previous performance that they will be able to rebuild the stock within the specified timeframe.
	SG 100 - There is strong evidence that the rebuilding strategies are rebuilding stocks, or it is highly likely based on simulation modelling, exploitation rates, or previous performance that they will be able to rebuild the stock within the specified timeframe.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.1.2 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 1.1.2
	UoA
	PI 1.1.2 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	




[bookmark: _Toc241087270]PI 1.2.1 – Harvest strategy
	PI 1.2.1
	There is a robust and precautionary harvest strategy in place

	a
	Harvest strategy design

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - The harvest strategy is expected to achieve stock management objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1/PI 1.1.1A SG80.
	SG 80 - The harvest strategy is responsive to the state of the stock and the elements of the harvest strategy work together towards achieving stock management objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1/PI 1.1.1A SG80.
	SG 100 - The harvest strategy is responsive to the state of the stock and is designed to achieve stock management objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1/PI 1.1.1A SG80.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.1 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Harvest strategy evaluation

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – The harvest strategy is likely to work based on prior experience or plausible argument.
	SG 80 - The harvest strategy has been tested and is expected to meet the objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1/ PI 1.1.1A SG80 or there is evidence that the harvest strategy is achieving its objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1/ PI 1.1.1A SG80.
	SG 100 - The performance of the harvest strategy has been evaluated and evidence exists to show that it is achieving the objectives reflected in PI 1.1.1/ PI 1.1.1A SG80, including being clearly able to maintain stocks at target levels.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.1 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Harvest strategy monitoring

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – Monitoring is in place that is expected to determine whether the harvest strategy is working.
	SG 80 – N/A
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	
	


PI 1.2.1 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	d
	Harvest strategy review

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG 80 – N/A
	SG 100 – The harvest strategy is periodically reviewed and improved as necessary.

	UoA
	
	
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.1 d Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	e
	Shark Finning

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There is a fins naturally attached or non-retention policy for sharks has been fully implemented within the UoA that is expected to be effective.
	SG 80 – N/A
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	
	


PI 1.2.1 e Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	f
	Review of alternative measures

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There has been a review of alternative measures to minimise UoA-related mortality of unwanted catch of the target stock.
	SG80 - There is a review every 5 years of alternative measures to minimise UoA-related mortality of unwanted catch of the target stock and they are implemented as appropriate.
	SG100 - There is a review that happens every 2 years of alternative measures to minimise UoA-related mortality of unwanted catch of the target stock, and they are implemented, as appropriate.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.1.2 f Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 1.1.2
	UoA
	PI 1.1.2A Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087271]PI 1.2.2 – Harvest control rules and tools
	PI 1.2.2
	There are well-defined and effective HCRs in place

	a
	HCRs design and application

	Guidepost
	SG60 - “Generally understood” HCRs are “in place” that are expected to reduce the exploitation rate as the PRI is approached.
	SG80 - “Well-defined “HCRs are “in place” that ensure the exploitation rate is reduced as the PRI is approached, and are expected to keep the stock fluctuating around a target level consistent with (or above) MSY, or for key LTL species at levels consistent with ecosystem needs.
	SG100 - The HCRs are expected to keep the stock fluctuating at or above a target level consistent with MSY, or another more appropriate level “most of the time”, taking into account the ecological role of the stock.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.2 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	The robustness of HCRs to uncertainty

	Guidepost
	SG60 – N/A
	SG80 - The HCRs are likely to be robust to the main uncertainties.
	SG100 - The HCRs take account of a wide range of uncertainties including the ecological role of the stock, and there is evidence that the HCRs are robust to the main uncertainties.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.2 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Evaluation of HCRs

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There is some evidence that tools used or available to implement HCRs are appropriate and effective in controlling exploitation.
	SG80 - Available evidence indicates that the tools in use are appropriate and effective in achieving the exploitation levels required under the HCRs.
	SG100 - Evidence clearly shows that the tools in use are effective in achieving the exploitation levels required under the HCRs.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.2 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	PI 1.2.2
	UoA
	PI 1.2.2 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087272]PI 1.2.3 – Information and monitoring

	PI 1.2.3
	Relevant information is collected to support the harvest strategy

	a
	Range of information

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Some relevant information related to stock structure, stock productivity, and fleet composition is available to support the harvest strategy.
	SG80 - “Sufficient relevant information” related to stock structure, stock productivity, fleet composition and, other data are available to support the harvest strategy.
	SG100 - “comprehensive range of information” (on stock structure, stock productivity, fleet composition, stock abundance, UoA removals, and other information such as environmental information), including some that may not be directly relevant to the current harvest strategy, is available. 

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.3 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Monitoring

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Stock abundance and UoA removals are monitored and at least 1 indicator is available and monitored with sufficient frequency to support the harvest strategy.
	SG80 - Stock abundance and UoA removals are regularly monitored at a level of accuracy and coverage consistent with the harvest strategy, and 1 or more indicators are available and monitored with sufficient frequency to support the harvest strategy.
	SG100 - “All information” required by the harvest strategy is monitored with high frequency and a high degree of certainty, and there is a good understanding of the inherent uncertainties in the information (data) and the robustness of assessment and management in dealing with this uncertainty.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.3 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Comprehensiveness of information

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG 80 - There is good information on all other fishery removals from the stock.
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	


PI 1.2.3 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 1.2.3
	UoA
	PI 1.2.3 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087273]PI 1.2.3R – Information/monitoring if the RBF is used to score PI 1.1.1 – delete if not applicable
Note – only use this when RBF is used to score PI 1.1.1 for the UoA (MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 Table A2).
	PI 1.2.3R
	Relevant information is collected to support the harvest strategy

	a
	Range of information

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - Some relevant information related to consequence analysis (CA) and productivity and susceptibility attributes for the target species are available to support the harvest strategy.
	SG 80 - Sufficient relevant information related to consequence analysis (CA) and productivity and susceptibility attributes for the target species are available to support the harvest strategy.
	SG 100 - A comprehensive range of information (on stock structure, stock productivity, fleet composition, stock abundance, UoA removals and other information such as environmental information), including some that may not be directly related to the current harvest strategy, is available.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.3R a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Monitoring

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - Stock abundance and UoA removals are monitored and at least 1 indicator is available and monitored with sufficient frequency to support the harvest strategy.
	SG 80 - Stock abundance and UoA removals are regularly monitored at a level of accuracy and coverage consistent with the harvest strategy, and 1 or more indicators are available and monitored with sufficient frequency to support the harvest strategy.
	SG 100 - All information required by the harvest strategy is monitored with high frequency and a high degree of certainty, and there is a good understanding of the inherent uncertainties in the information (data) and the robustness of assessment and management in dealing with this uncertainty.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.3R b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Comprehensiveness of information

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG 80 - There is good information on all other fishery removals from the stock.
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	


PI 1.2.3R c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 1.2.3R
	UoA
	PI 1.2.3R Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087274]PI 1.2.4 Assessment of Stock Status
	PI 1.2.4
	There is an assessment of the stock status

	a
	Appropriateness of assessment to stock under consideration

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG80 - The assessment is appropriate for the stock and for the harvest strategy.
	SG100 - The assessment takes into account the major features relevant to the biology of the species and the nature of the UoA.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.4 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Assessment approach

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The assessment estimates stock status relative to generic reference points appropriate to the species category.
	SG80 - The assessment estimates stock status relative to reference points that are appropriate to the stock and can be estimated.
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	


PI 1.2.4 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Uncertainty in the assessment

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The assessment identifies major sources of uncertainty.
	SG80 - The assessment takes uncertainty into account.
	SG100 - The assessment evaluates stock status relative to reference points in a probabilistic way.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.4 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	d
	Evaluation of assessment

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG 80 – N/A
	SG 100 – The assessment has been tested and shown to be robust. Alternative hypotheses and assessment approaches have been rigorously explored.

	UoA
	
	
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.4 d Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	e
	Peer review of assessment

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG 80 – The assessment of stock status is subject to peer review.
	SG 100 – The assessment has been tested and shown to be robust. Alternative hypotheses and assessment approaches have been rigorously explored.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 1.2.4 e Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	PI 1.2.4
	UoA
	PI 1.2.4 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087275]Principle 2 Scoring Elements and Categorisation

	Element
	SIa
	SIb
	SIc
	PI

	Greater northern such-and-such long-named bird
	80
	80
	80
	80

	Element2
	80
	60
	NA
	70

	Element3...
	100
	80
	80
	85

	Overall
	
	
	
	75



	SI
	SG
	Greater northern such and such long named bird
	Element 2
	Element 3

	A
	60
	Y
	
	

	
	80
	Y
	
	

	
	100
	N
	
	

	B
	60
	Y
	
	

	
	80
	N
	
	

	
	100
	NA
	
	

	C
	60
	NA
	
	

	
	80
	NA
	
	

	
	100
	N
	
	

	PI score
	70
	
	



Table 11 Catch Profile (Place Holder for Round 3 consideration)
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



Scoring elements
In this section the team shall follow Fisheries Standard v3.1 Section SA3.2 to identify and categorise all species with which each UoA has a documented interaction. The team shall include a rationale for each categorisation.
Table 12: Categorisation of Principle 2 species (per SA3.2.11.1) (delete example rows).  Sorted by Component. ((Delete this text) Add rows or duplicate tables as needed to allow for rationales relating to multiple UoAs)
	Scientific and Common name
	Fish & Invertebrate, Birds, Anphibians Reptiles, Mammals, Habitat, 
	ETP, Main, Minor
	
	
	
	

	Scoring Element
	Component
	Categorisation
	Main/Minor
	Rationale
	Application modification criteria
	RBF Used?

	Example Species A
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	



Table 13 Habitat Components Sorted by Component. ((Delete this text) Add rows or duplicate tables as needed to allow for rationales relating to multiple UoAs)
	
	Habitat, 
	More Sensitive, Less Sensitive
	
	
	
	

	Scoring Element
	Component
	Categorisation
	Main/Minor
	Rationale
	Application modification criteria
	RBF Used?

	Example Species A
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087276]Principle 2 Performance Indicator scores and rationales
[bookmark: _Toc241087277]PI 2.1.1 – Fish and invertebrate species outcome
	PI 2.1.1
	The UoA does not hinder recovery of ETP scoring elements and maintains main and minor scoring elements above the PRI, or does not hinder their recovery where they are below the PRI.

	a
	Direct effects on ETP scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - It is “likely” that the “direct effects” of the UoA do “not hinder recovery” of ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - It is “highly likely” that the “direct effects” of the UoA do “not hinder recovery” of ETP scoring elements.

	SG100 - There is a “high degree of certainty” that the “direct effects” of the UoA do not hinder the achievement of defined rates of recovery of ETP scoring elements, or recovery to a specified and improved status.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.1 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Stock status of main scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Main scoring elements are “likely” to be above the PRI.
or
If the main scoring elements are below the PRI, it is “likely” that the “direct effects” of the UoA does “not hinder recovery” and rebuilding to a level above PRI.
	SG80 - Main scoring elements are “highly likely” to be above the PRI.
or
If the main scoring elements are below the PRI, there is evidence of recovery, or it is “highly likely” that the “direct effects” of the UoA does “not hinder recovery” and rebuilding to a level above PRI. 
	SG100 - There is a “high degree of certainty” that main scoring elements are fluctuating around a level consistent with MSY.

	UoA”
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.1 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.


	C
	Stock status of minor scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 – N/A
	SG80 – N/A. 
	SG100 - Minor scoring elements are highly likely to be above the PRI.
or
If the minor scoring elements are below the PRI, there is evidence that the  the “direct effects” of UoA does “not hinder the recovery” and rebuilding to a level above PRI..

	UoA”
	
	
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.1 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.1.1
	UoA
	PI 2.1.1 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



	
[bookmark: _Toc241087278]PI 2.1.2 - Fish and invertebrate species management strategy 
	PI 2.1.2
	There is a strategy that is designed to maintain or to not hinder rebuilding of fish and invertebrate species.

	a
	Management for ETP scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures”, consistent with PI 2.1.1 SI(a) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA. 
or
There are no ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - There is a “strategy”, consistent with PI 2.1.1 SI(a) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.
or
There are no ETP scoring elements

	SG100 - There is a “comprehensive strategy”, consistent with PI 2.1.1 SI(a) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.



	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.2 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Management for main and minor scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures”, consistent with PI 2.1.1 SI(b) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.
or
There are no main scoring elements.
	SG80 - There is a “partial strategy”, consistent with SI(b) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.
or
There are no main scoring elements
	SG100 - There is a “strategy”, consistent with SI(b) at SG80 and SI(c) at SG100, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.2 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Management implementation ◙

	Guidepost
	SG60 – NA
	The management in SI(a) and SI(b) is fully implemented.

or

There are no ETP or main scoring elements.
	SG100 – NA

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	


PI 2.1.2 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	d
	Review of “alternative measures

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There is a review of “alternative measures” to minimise UoA-related mortality of “unwanted catch” of ETP and main scoring elements.
	SG80 - There is a review at least once every 5 years of “alternative measures” to minimise UoA-related mortality of “unwanted catch” of ETP and main scoring elements and they are implemented as appropriate.
	SG100 - There is a review at least once every 2 years of “alternative measures” to minimise UoA-related mortality of “unwanted catch” of ETP, main and minor scoring elements, and they are implemented as appropriate.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.2 d Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	e
	(e) Shark finning

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There is a fins naturally attached or non-retention policy in place for “shark” scoring elements  within the UoA that is expected to be effective
	SG100 – NA
	SG100 – NA

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	
	


PI 2.1.2 e Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	e
	Ghost gear management strategy

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures” “in place” for the UoA that are “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on all scoring elements.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.
	SG80 - There is a "partial strategy” “in place” for the UoA that is “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on all scoring elements.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.
	SG100 - There is a “strategy” “in place” for the UoA that is “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on all scoring elements.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.2 e Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.1.2
	
	PI 2.1.2 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	


	

[bookmark: _Toc241087279]PI 2.1.3 - Fish and invertebrate species information
	PI 2.1.3
	Information is adequate to determine the direct effects of the UoA on the fish and invertebrate species and the effectiveness of the management.

	a
	Information adequacy for assessment of direct effects on ETP and main scoring elements.

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to broadly understand the “direct effects” of the UoA on ETP and main scoring elements. 
	SG80 - Information is adequate to estimate the ”direct effects” of the UoA on ETP and main scoring elements.
	SG100 - Information is adequate to estimate the “direct effects” of the UoA on ETP and main scoring elements with a “high degree of certainty”.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.3 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Information adequacy for assessment of direct effects on minor scoring elements

	Guidepost
	
	
	SG 100 - Information is adequate to estimate the direct effects of the UoA on minor scoring elements.

	UoA
	
	
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.3 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Information adequacy for management of main and minor scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to support ”measures” to manage main scoring elements.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to support a “partial strategy” to manage main scoring elements.
	SG100 - Information is adequate to support a “strategy” to manage both main and minor scoring elements and evaluate with a “high degree of certainty” whether the strategy is achieving its objective.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.3 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Information adequacy for management of ETP scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to support “measures” to manage ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to support a “strategy” to manage ETP scoring elements.
	SG100 - Information is adequate to support a “comprehensive strategy” to manage impacts on ETP scoring elements and to evaluate with a “high degree of certainty” whether the comprehensive strategy ensures the UoA does not hinder recovery of the ETP scoring elements.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.3 d Rationale:

	PI 2.1.3
	
	PI 2.1.3 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087280]PI 2.1.3R – In-scope species information if RBF is used to score PI 2.1.1 – delete if not applicable
	PI 2.1.3R
	Information on the nature and amount of in-scope species taken is adequate to determine the risk posed by the UoA and the effectiveness of the strategy to manage in-scope species

	a
	Information adequacy for assessment of impact on main in-scope species

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – Qualitative information is adequate to estimate productivity and susceptibility attributes for main in-scope species.
	SG 80 – Some quantitative information is adequate to assess productivity and susceptibility attributes for main in-scope species.
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	


PI 2.1.3R a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	B
	Information adequacy for assessment of impact on minor in-scope species

	Guidepost
	
	
	SG 100 – Some quantitative information is adequate to estimate the impact of the UoA on minor in-scope species with respect to status.

	UoA
	
	
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.3R b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	C
	Information adequacy for management strategy

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – Information is adequate to support measures to manage main in-scope species.
	SG 80 – Information is adequate to support a partial strategy to manage main in-scope species.
	SG 100 – Information is adequate to support a strategy to manage all in-scope species and evaluate with a high degree of certainty whether the strategy is achieving its objective.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.1.3R c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.1.3R
	
	PI 2.1.3R Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087281]PI 2.2.1 - Bird, mammal, reptile and amphibian species outcome
	PI 2.2.1
	The direct effects of the UoA do not hinder recovery of the bird, mammal, reptile and amphibian species.

	a
	Direct effects on ETP scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - It is “likely” that the “direct effects” of the UoA do “not hinder” recovery of the ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - It is “highly likely” that the “direct effects” of the UoA do “not hinder recovery” of the ETP scoring elements.
	SG100 - There is a “high degree of certainty” that the direct effects of the UoA do not hinder the achievement of defined rates of recovery of the ETP scoring elements, or recovery to a specified and improved status.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.1 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	b
	Direct effects on non-ETP scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The non-ETP scoring element is “likely” to be above a level at which reproduction may be seriously threatened
or
If the non-ETP scoring element is below a level at which reproduction may be seriously threatened, it is “likely” that the “direct effects” of the UoA does not hinder recovery and rebuilding to above that level.
	SG80 - The non-ETP scoring element is “highly likely” to be above a level at which reproduction may be seriously threatened
or
If the non-ETP scoring element is below a level at which reproduction may be seriously threatened, it is highly likely that the “direct effects” of the UoA does not hinder recovery and rebuilding to above that level.
	SG100 - There is a “high degree of certainty” that the non-ETP scoring element is above a level at which reproduction may be seriously threatened

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.1 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.2.1
	
	PI 2.2.1 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087282]PI 2.2.2 - Bird, mammal, reptile and amphibian species management
	PI 2.2.2
	There is a strategy that is designed to maintain or to not hinder rebuilding of  bird, mammal, reptile and amphibian species

	a
	Management for ETP scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures”, consistent with PI 2.2.1 SI(a) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.
or
There are no ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - There is a “strategy” consistent with PI 2.2.1 SI(a) at SG80 to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.
or
There are no ETP scoring elements.
	SG100 - There is a “comprehensive strategy”, consistent with PI 2.2.1 SI(a) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.


	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.2 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Management strategy effectiveness

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures”, consistent with PI 2.2.1 SI(b) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.
or
There are no non-ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - There is a “partial strategy”, consistent with PI 2.2.1 SI(b) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA.
or
There are no non-ETP scoring elements.
	SG100 - There is a “strategy”, consistent with PI 2.2.1 SI(b) at SG80, to manage the “direct effects” of the UoA. 

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	


PI 2.2.2 b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Management implementation

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG80 - The management in SI(a) and SI(b) is fully implemented.
or
There are no ETP or non-ETP scoring elements.

	SG100 - The management in SI(a) and SI(b) is fully implemented and evaluated.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.2 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	d
	Review of alternative measures

	Guidepost
	SG60 – NA
	SG80 - There is a review at least once every 5 years of the “alternative measures” to minimise UoA-related mortality of the ETP and non-ETP scoring elements and they are implemented as appropriate.
	SG100 - There is a review at least once every 2 years of “alternative measures” to minimise UoA-related mortality of tETP and non-ETP scoring elements, and they are implemented, as appropriate.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.2 d Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	e
	Ghost gear management

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures” “in place” for the UoA that are “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on ETP and non-ETP scoring elements.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.
	SG80 - There is a “partial strategy” “in place” for the UoA that is “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on ETP and non-ETP scoring elements.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.
	SG100 - There is a “strategy” “in place” for the UoA that is “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on ETP and non-ETP scoring elements.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.2 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.2.2
	
	PI 2.2.2 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087283]PI 2.2.3 - Bird, mammal, reptile and amphibian species information
	PI 2.2.3
	Information is adequate to determine the direct effects of the UoA on the bird, mammal, reptile and amphibian species and the effectiveness of management

	a
	Information adequacy for assessment of direct effects on ETP and non-ETP scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to broadly understand the “direct effects” of the UoA on the ETP and non-ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to estimate the “direct effects” of the UoA on the ETP and non-ETP scoring elements and whether the UoA may be a threat to its recovery.
	SG100 - Information is adequate to estimate the “direct effects” of the UoA on the ETP and non-ETP scoring elements, and whether the UoA may be a threat to its recovery with a “high degree of certainty”.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.3 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Information adequacy for management of ETP scoring elements.

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to support “measures” to manage direct effects on the ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to support a “strategy” to manage direct effects on the ETP scoring elements
	SG100 - Information is adequate to support a “comprehensive strategy” to manage direct effects on the ETP scoring elements, and to evaluate with a “high degree of certainty” whether the “comprehensive strategy” ensures the UoA does not hinder the recovery of the ETP scoring element.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.3 a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	c
	Information adequacy for management of non-ETP scoring elements.

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to support “measures” to manage non-ETP scoring elements.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to support a “partial strategy” to manage non-ETP scoring elements.
	SG100 - Information is adequate to support a “strategy” to manage non-ETP scoring elements and evaluate with a “high degree of certainty” whether the strategy is achieving its objective.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.3 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.


	PI 2.2.3 Score
	Overall Performance Indicator score
	

	
	Condition number (if relevant)
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087284]PI 2.2.3R - ETP/OOS species information if RBF is used to score PI 2.2.1 – delete if not applicable
	PI 2.2.3R
	Relevant information is collected to support the management of UoA impacts on the ETP/OOS unit, including: 
· Information for the development of the management strategy.
· Information to assess the effectiveness of the management strategy. 
Information to determine the outcome status of the ETP/OOS unit.

	a
	Information adequacy for assessment of impacts

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - Qualitative information is adequate to estimate productivity and susceptibility attributes for the ETP/OOS unit.
	SG 80 - Some quantitative information is adequate to assess productivity and susceptibility attributes for the ETP/OOS unit.
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	


PI 2.2.3R a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Information adequacy for management strategy

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - Information is adequate to support measures to manage impacts on the ETP/OOS unit.
	SG 80 - Information is adequate to support a strategy to manage impacts on the ETP/OOS unit, and to measure trends to evaluate the effectiveness of the measures to minimise mortality.
	SG 100 – Information is adequate to support a comprehensive strategy to manage impacts on the ETP/OOS unit, and to evaluate the effectiveness of the measures to minimise mortality with a high degree of certainty.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.2.3Rb Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.2.3R
	
	PI 2.2.3R Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087285]PI 2.3.1 – Habitats outcome
	PI 2.3.1
	The UoA does not cause serious or irreversible harm to habitat structure and function, considered on the basis of the area covered by the governance body(ies) responsible for fisheries management in the area(s) where the UoA operates.

	a
	Less sensitive habitats scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The UoA is “unlikely” to reduce structure and function of “less sensitive” habitats to a point where there would be “serious or irreversible harm”.
	SG80 - The UoA is “highly unlikely” to reduce structure and function of “less sensitive” habitats to a point where there would be “serious or irreversible harm”.
	SG100 - There is evidence that the UoA is “highly unlikely” to reduce structure and function of “less sensitive” habitats to a point where there would be “serious or irreversible harm”.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.1a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	B
	More sensitive habitats scoring elements

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The UoA is “unlikely” to reduce structure and function of “less sensitive” habitats to a point where there would be “serious or irreversible harm”.
	SG80 - The UoA is “highly unlikely” to reduce structure and function of “less sensitive” habitats to a point where there would be “serious or irreversible harm”.
	SG100 - There is evidence that the UoA is “highly unlikely” to reduce structure and function of “less sensitive” habitats to a point where there would be “serious or irreversible harm”.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.1b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.3.1
	
	PI 2.3.1 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087286]PI 2.3.2 - Habitats management
	PI 2.3.2
	There is management that is designed to ensure the UoA does not pose a risk of serious or irreversible harm to the habitats.

	a
	Management for habitats

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures” that are consistent with achieving the habitat outcome SG80 level.
or
There are no habitats scoring elements.
	SG80 - There is a “partial strategy” that is consistent with achieving the habitat outcome SG80 level or above.
or
There are no habitats scoring elements.
	SG100 - There is a “strategy” for managing the impact of all MSC UoAs/non-MSC fisheries on habitats.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.2a Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Management effectiveness

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The management in SI(a) is considered “likely” to work, based on plausible argument.
or
There are no habitats scoring elements.
	SG80 - There is some evidence that the management is achieving the objectives set out in SI (a), based on information directly about the UoA and/or habitats involved.
or
There are no habitats scoring elements.
	SG100 - There is evidence that the management is achieving the objectives set out in SI (a), based on information directly about the UoA and/or habitats involved.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.2b Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Information on compliance with management requirements and other MSC UoAs’/non-MSC fisheries’ measures to protect more sensitive habitats

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to broadly understand compliance in the UoA with management requirements to protect “more sensitive” habitats.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to estimate compliance in the UoA with both its management requirements and protection measures afforded to “more sensitive” habitats by other MSC UoAs/non-MSC fisheries, where relevant.
	SG100 - Information is adequate for a detailed understanding of  compliance in the UoA with both its management requirements and with protection measures afforded to “more sensitive” habitats by other MSC UoAs/non-MSC fisheries, where relevant. 

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.2 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	d
	Ghost gear management

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures” “in place” for the UoA that are “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on all habitats.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.
	SG80 - There is a “partial strategy” in place for the UoA that is “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on all habitats.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.
	SG100 - There is a “strategy” “in place” for the UoA that is “expected to minimise” ghost gear and its impact on all habitats.
or
The risk of ghost fishing or ghost gear impacts is demonstrably absent.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.2 d Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	PI 2.3.2
	
	PI 2.3.2 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087287]PI 2.3.3 - Habitats information
	PI 2.3.3
	Information is adequate to determine the impact of the UoA on habitats, including changes in the risk posed by the UoA over time.

	a
	Information quality

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The types and distribution of habitats are broadly understood.
	SG80 - The nature, distribution, and “vulnerability” of habitats in the UoA area are known at a level of detail relevant to the scale and intensity of the UoA.
	SG100 - The distribution of habitats is known over their range, with particular attention given to the occurrence of “vulnerable” habitats.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.3 a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Information adequacy for assessment of impacts

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to broadly understand the impacts of gear use on habitats.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to estimate the impacts of the UoA on habitats.
	SG100 - Information is adequate to estimate the impacts of the UoA on habitats with a “high degree of certainty”.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.3 b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Monitoring

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG80 - Adequate information continues to be collected to detect any increase in risk to habitats.
	SG100 - Changes in habitat distributions over time are measured.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	PI 2.3.3 c Rationale:


PI 2.3.3 c Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.3.3
	
	PI 2.3.3 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087288]PI 2.3.3R - Habitats information if CSA is used to score PI 2.3.1 – delete if not applicable
	PI 2.3.3R
	Information is adequate to determine the risk posed to habitats by the UoA and the effectiveness of the strategy to manage impacts on the habitats

	a
	Information quality

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - Qualitative information is adequate to estimate the types and distribution of habitats.
	SG 80 - Some quantitative information is available and is adequate to estimate the types and distribution of habitats.
	SG 100 - The distribution of habitats is known over their range, with particular attention to the occurrence of vulnerable habitats.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.3R a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Information adequacy for assessment of impacts

	Guidepost
	SG 60 - Qualitative information is adequate to estimate the consequence and spatial attributes of habitats.
	SG 80 - Some quantitative information is available and is adequate to estimate the consequence and spatial attributes of habitats.
	SG 100 – N/A.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	


PI 2.3.3R b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Monitoring

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG 80 - Adequate information continues to be collected to detect any increase in risk to habitats.
	SG 100 - Changes in habitat distributions over time are measured.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.3.3R c Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.3.3
	
	PI 2.3.3 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087289]PI 2.4.1 - Ecosystem outcome
	PI 2.4.1
	The UoA does not cause serious or irreversible harm to the key elements underlying ecosystem structure and function.

	a
	Ecosystem status

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The UoA is “unlikely” to disrupt the “key elements” underlying ecosystem structure and function to a point where there would be serious or irreversible harm.
	SG80 - The UoA is “highly unlikely” to disrupt the “key elements” underlying ecosystem structure and function to a point where there would be serious or irreversible harm.
	SG100 - There is evidence that the UoA is “highly unlikely” to disrupt the “key elements” underlying ecosystem structure and function to a point where there would be serious or irreversible harm.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.4.1a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	PI 2.4.1
	
	PI 2.4.1 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087290]PI 2.4.2 - Ecosystem management strategy
	PI 2.4.2
	There is management in place to ensure the UoA does not pose a risk of serious or irreversible harm to ecosystem structure and function.

	a
	Management in place

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are “measures” “in place”  which considers the potential impacts of the UoA on the “key elements” underlying ecosystem structure and function.
or
The UoA does not have an impact on the “key element”.
	SG80 - There is a “partial strategy” in place  that is consistent with achieving the Ecosystem outcome SG80 level.
or
The UoA does not have an impact on the “key element”.
	SG100 - There is a “strategy” “in place” for managing the impact of the UoA on the “key elements” underlying ecosystem structure and function.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.4.2 a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Management strategy effectiveness

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The management  is considered likely to work, based on plausible argument.
or
The UoA does not have an impact on the “key element”.
	SG80 - There is some evidence that the management  is achieving the objectives set out in scoring issue (a) based on some information directly about the UoA and/or the ecosystem involved.
or
The UoA does not have an impact on the “key element”.
	SG100 - There is evidence that the management is achieving the objectives set out in scoring issue (a) based on information directly about the UoA and/or ecosystem involved.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.4.2 b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.4.2
	
	PI 2.4.2 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087291]PI 2.4.3 - Ecosystem information
	PI 2.4.3
	There is adequate knowledge of the ecosystem and the main impacts of the UoA on key ecosystem elements.

	a
	Information quality

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to identify the “key elements” of the ecosystem.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to broadly understand the “key elements” of the ecosystem.
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	


PI 2.4.3 a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Investigation of UoA impacts

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Main impacts of the UoA on the “key elements” of the ecosystem can be inferred from existing information. 
	SG80 - Main impacts of the UoA on the “key elements” of the ecosystem have been investigated in detail. 
	SG100 - Main interactions between the UoA and the “key elements” of the ecosystem have been investigated in detail. 

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.4.3 b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Understanding of component functions

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG80 - The main functions of the components in the ecosystem are known.
	SG100 The impacts of the UoA on the components are identified and the main functions of these components in the ecosystem are understood.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.4.3 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	d
	Monitoring

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG80 - Adequate data continue to be collected to detect any increase in risk level.
	SG100 - Information is adequate to support the development of strategies to manage ecosystem impacts.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 2.4.3 d Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

	PI 2.4.3
	
	PI 2.4.3 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	





[bookmark: _Toc240977227][bookmark: _Toc240979141][bookmark: _Toc241086891][bookmark: _Toc241087292][bookmark: _Toc240977228][bookmark: _Toc240979142][bookmark: _Toc241086892][bookmark: _Toc241087293][bookmark: _Toc240977229][bookmark: _Toc240979143][bookmark: _Toc241086893][bookmark: _Toc241087294][bookmark: _Toc241087295]Principle 3 Management Regimes and Categorisation
Jurisdictional categories
The team shall Indicate which combination of jurisdictional categories apply to the management system of the UoA, including consideration of formal, informal and/or traditional management systems when assessing performance of UoAs under Principle 3, including
· Single jurisdiction
· Single jurisdiction with indigenous component
· Shared stocks
· Straddling stocks
· Stocks of highly migratory species (HMS)
· Stocks of discrete high seas non-HMS
Principle 3 Management Regimes
The team shall define the management regimes to be used for scoring Principle 3 Performance Indicators, in accordance with [the harmonisation requirements] in Table 12. The team shall interpret a management regime as management arrangements with a defined jurisdiction that comprises all or part of a management system, and can include the following: 
· international management regimes (such as RFMOs)
· flag states (the states whose flags the UoA vessels carry)
· coastal states (the states in whose jurisdictional waters the fishery takes place)
· port states (the states where the fish is landed)
· sub-national management authorities
Table 14: Principle 3 Management Regimes
	Management Regime
	Applicable UoA(s)
	Flag State
	Coastal State
	Port State
	International
	Other (Specify)

	
	UoA Number(s) or All
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐
	
	UoA Number(s) or All
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐
	
	UoA Number(s) or All
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐
	
	UoA Number(s) or All
	☐	☐	☐	☐	☐


[bookmark: _Toc241087296]Principle 3 Performance Indicator scores and rationales
[bookmark: _Toc241087297]PI 3.1.1 – Legal and/or customary framework
	PI 3.1.1
	The management system exists within an appropriate and effective legal and/or customary framework that ensures that it:
– Is capable of delivering sustainability in the UoA(s). 
– Observes the legal rights created explicitly or established by custom of people dependent on fishing for food or livelihood.
– Incorporates an appropriate dispute resolution framework.

	a
	Compatibility of laws or standards with effective management

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There is an effective national legal system and, if necessary, a framework for cooperation with other parties to deliver management outcomes consistent with MSC Principles 1 and 2.
	SG80 - There is an effective national legal system and, if necessary, organised and effective cooperation with other parties to deliver management outcomes consistent with MSC Principles 1 and 2.
	SG100 - There is an effective national legal system and, if necessary, binding procedures governing cooperation with other parties that deliver management outcomes consistent with MSC Principles 1 and 2. 

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.1.1 a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Resolution of disputes

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The management system incorporates or is subject by law to a mechanism for the resolution of legal disputes arising within the system.
	SG80 - The management system incorporates or is subject by law to a transparent mechanism for the resolution of legal disputes, which is considered to be effective in dealing with most issues and that is appropriate to the context of the UoA.
	SG100 - The management system incorporates or is subject by law to a transparent mechanism for the resolution of legal disputes, which is appropriate to the context of the fishery and has been tested and proven to be effective.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.1.1 b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Respect For Rights

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The management system has a mechanism to “generally respect” the legal rights created explicitly or established by custom of people dependent on fishing for food or livelihood in a manner consistent with the objectives of MSC Principles 1 and 2.
	SG80 - The management system has a mechanism to “observe” the legal rights created explicitly or established by custom of people dependent on fishing for food or livelihood in a manner consistent with the objectives of MSC Principles 1 and 2.
	SG100 - The management system has a mechanism to “formally commit” to the legal rights created explicitly or established by custom of people dependent on fishing for food and livelihood in a manner consistent with the objectives of MSC Principles 1 and 2.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.1.1 c Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
PI 3.1.1 Score
	PI 3.1.1
	
	PI 3.1.1 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087298]PI 3.1.2 - Consultation, roles, and responsibilities
	PI 3.1.2
	The management system has effective consultation processes that are open to interested and affected parties.
The roles and responsibilities of organisations and individuals who are involved in the management process are clear and understood by all relevant parties.

	a
	Roles and responsibilities

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Organisations and individuals involved in the management process have been identified. Functions, roles, and responsibilities are generally understood.
	SG80 - Organisations and individuals involved in the management process have been identified. Functions, roles, and responsibilities are explicitly defined and well understood for key areas of responsibility and interaction.
	SG100 - Organisations and individuals involved in the management process have been identified. Functions, roles, and responsibilities are explicitly defined and well understood for all areas of responsibility and interaction.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.1.2 a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Consultation processes

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The management system includes consultation processes that obtain relevant information from the main affected parties, including local knowledge, to inform the management system.
	SG80 - The management system includes consultation processes that regularly seek and accept relevant information, including “local knowledge”. The management system demonstrates consideration of the information obtained.
	SG100 - The management system includes consultation processes that regularly seek and accept relevant information, including “local knowledge”. The management system demonstrates consideration of the information and explains how it is used or not used.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.1.2 b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Participation

	Guidepost
	SG 60 – N/A
	SG80 - The consultation process provides opportunity for all interested and affected parties to be involved.
	SG100 - The consultation process provides opportunity and encouragement for all interested and affected parties to be involved, and facilitates their effective engagement.

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.1.2 c Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
PI 3.1.2 Score
	PI 3.1.2
	
	PI 3.1.2 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	




[bookmark: _Toc241087299]PI 3.1.3 – Long term Objectives
	PI 3.1.3
	The management policy has clear long-term objectives to guide decision-making that are consistent with the MSC Fisheries Standard, and incorporates the precautionary approach.

	a
	Objectives

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Long-term objectives to guide decision-making, consistent with the MSC Fisheries Standard and the “precautionary approach”, are implicit within “management policy”.
	SG80 - Clear long-term objectives that guide decision-making, consistent with the MSC Fisheries Standard and the “precautionary approach”, are explicit within “management policy”.
	SG100 - Clear long-term objectives that guide decision-making, consistent with the MSC Fisheries Standard and the “precautionary approach”, are explicit within and required by “management policy”.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.1.3 a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.

[bookmark: _Toc241087300]PI 3.2.1 – Fishery-Specific Objectives
	PI 3.2.1
	The fishery-specific management system has clear, specific objectives designed to achieve the outcomes expressed by MSC Principles 1 and 2.

	a
	Objectives

	Guidepost
	SA60 - Objectives, which are broadly consistent with achieving the outcomes expressed by MSC Principles 1 and 2, are implicit within the fishery-specific management system.
	SG80 - Short- and long-term objectives, which are consistent with achieving the outcomes expressed by MSC Principles 1 and 2, are explicit within the fishery-specific management system.
	SG100 - Well-defined and “measurable” short- and long-term objectives, which are demonstrably consistent with achieving the outcomes expressed by MSC Principles 1 and 2, are explicit within the fishery-specific management system.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.1 a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
PI 3.2.1 Score
	PI 3.2.1
	
	PI 3.2.1 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087301]PI 3.2.2 – Decision-Making Processes
	PI 3.2.2
	The fishery-specific management system includes effective decision-making processes that result in measures and strategies to achieve the objectives, and has an appropriate approach to actual disputes in the fishery.

	a
	Decision-making processes

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are some decision-making processes in place that result in measures and strategies to achieve the fishery-specific objectives.
	SG80 - There are established decision-making processes that result in measures and strategies to achieve the fishery-specific objectives.
	SG100 – N/A

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	


PI 3.2.2a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Responsiveness of decision-making processes

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Decision-making processes respond to serious issues identified in relevant research, monitoring, evaluation, and consultation, in a transparent, timely, and adaptive manner, and take some account of the wider implications of decisions.
	SG80 - Decision-making processes respond to serious and other important issues identified in relevant research, monitoring, evaluation, and consultation, in a transparent, timely, and adaptive manner, and take account of the wider implications of decisions.
	SG100 - Decision-making processes respond to all issues identified in relevant research, monitoring, evaluation, and consultation, in a transparent, timely, and adaptive manner, and take account of the wider implications of decisions.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.2.b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Use of precautionary approach

	Guidepost
	SG 100 – N/A
	SG80 - Decision-making processes use the “precautionary approach” and are based on best available information
	SG 100 – N/A

	UoA
	
	Guidepost Met?
	

	UoA number or “All”
	
	Yes/No
	

	Add or remove rows as needed
	
	Yes/No
	


PI 3.2.2.c Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	d
	Accountability and transparency of management system and decision-making process

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Some information on the fishery’s performance and management action is generally available on request to stakeholders.
	SG80 - Information on the fishery’s performance and management action is available on request, and explanations are provided for any actions or lack of action associated with findings and relevant recommendations emerging from research, monitoring, evaluation, and review activity.
	SG100 - Formal reporting to all interested stakeholders provides comprehensive information on the fishery’s performance and management actions and describes how the management system responded to findings and relevant recommendations emerging from research, monitoring, evaluation, and review activity.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.2 d Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	e
	Approach to disputes

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Although the management authority or fishery may be subject to continuing court challenges, it is not indicating a disrespect or defiance of the law by repeatedly violating the same law or regulation necessary for the sustainability of the fishery.
	SG80 - The management system or UoA is attempting to comply in a timely fashion with judicial decisions arising from any legal challenges.
	SG100 - The management system or UoA acts proactively to avoid legal disputes or rapidly implements judicial decisions arising from legal challenges.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.1.1.e Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
PI 3.1.1. Score
	PI 3.1.1
	
	PI 3.1.1 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087302]PI 3.2.3 – Compliance and enforcement
	PI 3.2.3
	Monitoring, control, and surveillance (MCS) mechanisms ensure the management measures in the UoA are enforced and complied with.

	a
	MCS system

	Guidepost
	SG60 - MCS mechanisms exist within the UoA.
	SG80 - An MCS system exists within the UoA.
	SG100 - A comprehensive MCS system is well established within the UoA.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.3 a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Sanctions

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Sanctions to address non-compliance exist within the UoA.
	SG80 - Sanctions to address non-compliance exist, which are appropriate to the UoA, and are applied.
	SG100 - Comprehensive sanctions to address non-compliance exist that are appropriate to the UoA and are consistently applied.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.3 b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	c
	Compliance (information)

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Information is adequate to broadly understand compliance.
	SG80 - Information is adequate to estimate compliance.
	SG100 - Information is adequate for a detailed understanding of compliance.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.3 c Rationale:
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	d
	Compliance (outcome)

	Guidepost
	SG60 - Systematic non-compliance of regulations specific to governing sustainable fishing practices on the water is not evident within the UoA.
	SG80 - Majority of regulations, including all regulations specific to governing sustainable fishing practices on the water, are likely to be complied with.
	SG100 - Majority of regulations, including all regulations specific to governing sustainable fishing practices on the water, are consistently complied with.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.3 d Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
PI 3.2.3 Score
	PI 3.2.3
	
	PI 3.2.3 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc241087303]PI 3.2.4 – Monitoring and management performance evaluation
	PI 3.2.4
	There is a system for monitoring and evaluating the performance of the fishery-specific management system against its objectives.
There is effective and timely review of the fishery-specific management system.

	a
	Evaluation coverage

	Guidepost
	SG60 - There are mechanisms in place to evaluate some parts of the fishery-specific management system.
	SG80 - There are mechanisms in place to evaluate key parts of the fishery-specific management system.
	SG100 - There are mechanisms in place to evaluate all parts of the fishery-specific management system.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.4.a Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
	b
	Internal and/or external review

	Guidepost
	SG60 - The fishery-specific management system is subject to occasional internal review.
	SG80 - The fishery-specific management system is subject to regular internal and occasional external review.
	SG100 - The fishery-specific management system is subject to regular internal and external review.

	UoA
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?
	Guidepost Met?

	UoA number or “All”
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No

	Add or remove rows as needed
	Yes/No
	Yes/No
	Yes/No


PI 3.2.4.b Rationale
To avoid repetition within the report, the team may choose to present supporting evidence (e.g. graphs, figures, maps and tables) in section 6 of the report and cross-reference to this within the scoring rationale.
PI 3.2.4 Score
	PI 3.2.4
	
	PI 3.2.4 Score
	Condition Number (if relevant)

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	

	
	UoA Number(s) or “All”
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc213923982][bookmark: _Toc213929146][bookmark: _Toc213754425][bookmark: _Toc213924072][bookmark: _Toc213929236][bookmark: _Toc213754431][bookmark: _Toc213924078][bookmark: _Toc213929242][bookmark: _Ref230694258][bookmark: _Toc241087304]Supporting Evidence
This optional section may be used to present figures, graphs, tables, or longform technical explanations that relate to multiple Performance Indicators which are cited in scoring rationales.
Examples could include, but are not limited to, the following as relevant to the assessment:
· Figures and tables and data
· Unpublished documents or data
· Broader methodological considerations pertaining to study results/findings
· Historical influences on current management

[bookmark: _Toc213929244][bookmark: _Toc241087305]Principle 1 - Supporting Evidence
· Figures, tables, or other information from stock assessments, such as assessment methods, standards, and stock indicators, biological limits, time series trends, etc.
· Unique features of the habitat or ecosystem context which affects the operation or management of the UoA.
[bookmark: _Toc239346986][bookmark: _Toc240977241][bookmark: _Toc240979155][bookmark: _Toc241086905][bookmark: _Toc241087306][bookmark: _Toc239346987][bookmark: _Toc240977242][bookmark: _Toc240979156][bookmark: _Toc241086906][bookmark: _Toc241087307][bookmark: _Toc239346988][bookmark: _Toc240977243][bookmark: _Toc240979157][bookmark: _Toc241086907][bookmark: _Toc241087308][bookmark: _Toc239346989][bookmark: _Toc240977244][bookmark: _Toc240979158][bookmark: _Toc241086908][bookmark: _Toc241087309][bookmark: _Toc239346990][bookmark: _Toc240977245][bookmark: _Toc240979159][bookmark: _Toc241086909][bookmark: _Toc241087310][bookmark: _Toc239346991][bookmark: _Toc240977246][bookmark: _Toc240979160][bookmark: _Toc241086910][bookmark: _Toc241087311][bookmark: _Toc239346992][bookmark: _Toc240977247][bookmark: _Toc240979161][bookmark: _Toc241086911][bookmark: _Toc241087312][bookmark: _Toc239346993][bookmark: _Toc240977248][bookmark: _Toc240979162][bookmark: _Toc241086912][bookmark: _Toc241087313][bookmark: _Toc239346994][bookmark: _Toc240977249][bookmark: _Toc240979163][bookmark: _Toc241086913][bookmark: _Toc241087314][bookmark: _Toc239347015][bookmark: _Toc240977270][bookmark: _Toc240979184][bookmark: _Toc241086934][bookmark: _Toc241087335][bookmark: _Toc213929249][bookmark: _Toc241087336]Principle 2 - Supporting Evidence
The team may present additional information referenced in Principle 2 scoring tables here. This may include, as relevant:
· Figures or data relevant to the status or management of non-target species, such as population estimates, assessment methods, indicators, biological limits, time series trends, etc.
[bookmark: _Toc239347017][bookmark: _Toc240977272][bookmark: _Toc240979186][bookmark: _Toc241086936][bookmark: _Toc241087337][bookmark: _Toc239347018][bookmark: _Toc240977273][bookmark: _Toc240979187][bookmark: _Toc241086937][bookmark: _Toc241087338][bookmark: _Toc239347019][bookmark: _Toc240977274][bookmark: _Toc240979188][bookmark: _Toc241086938][bookmark: _Toc241087339][bookmark: _Toc239347020][bookmark: _Toc240977275][bookmark: _Toc240979189][bookmark: _Toc241086939][bookmark: _Toc241087340][bookmark: _Toc239347021][bookmark: _Toc240977276][bookmark: _Toc240979190][bookmark: _Toc241086940][bookmark: _Toc241087341][bookmark: _Toc239347022][bookmark: _Toc240977277][bookmark: _Toc240979191][bookmark: _Toc241086941][bookmark: _Toc241087342][bookmark: _Toc239347027][bookmark: _Toc240977282][bookmark: _Toc240979196][bookmark: _Toc241086946][bookmark: _Toc241087347][bookmark: _Toc239347032][bookmark: _Toc240977287][bookmark: _Toc240979201][bookmark: _Toc241086951][bookmark: _Toc241087352][bookmark: _Toc241087353]Principle 3 - Supporting Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc240979203][bookmark: _Toc241086953][bookmark: _Toc241087354][bookmark: _Toc240979204][bookmark: _Toc241086954][bookmark: _Toc241087355][bookmark: _Toc240979205][bookmark: _Toc241086955][bookmark: _Toc241087356][bookmark: _Toc240979206][bookmark: _Toc241086956][bookmark: _Toc241087357][bookmark: _Toc240979207][bookmark: _Toc241086957][bookmark: _Toc241087358][bookmark: _Toc240979216][bookmark: _Toc241086966][bookmark: _Toc241087367][bookmark: _Toc240979227][bookmark: _Toc241086977][bookmark: _Toc241087378][bookmark: _Toc241087389]References (Bibliography)
The CAB shall list all references here, including hyperlinks to publicly-available documents.
The CAB should provide a full reference to make finding any information a straightforward process for stakeholders. Where possible, the CAB should include both a hyperlink and additional details required to find the information if the hyperlink breaks.
The CAB may choose to have a references section per principle or a single references section.


[bookmark: _Toc241087390]Appendices
[bookmark: _Toc213924092][bookmark: _Toc213929256][bookmark: _Toc213924093][bookmark: _Toc213929257][bookmark: _Toc213924094][bookmark: _Toc213929258][bookmark: _Toc213924095][bookmark: _Toc213929259][bookmark: _Toc213924096][bookmark: _Toc213929260][bookmark: _Toc213924097][bookmark: _Toc213929261][bookmark: _Toc213924098][bookmark: _Toc213929262][bookmark: _Toc213924099][bookmark: _Toc213929263][bookmark: _Toc213924100][bookmark: _Toc213929264][bookmark: _Toc213924101][bookmark: _Toc213929265][bookmark: _Toc213924102][bookmark: _Toc213929266][bookmark: _Toc213924103][bookmark: _Toc213929267][bookmark: _Toc213924104][bookmark: _Toc213929268][bookmark: _Toc213924105][bookmark: _Toc213929269][bookmark: _Toc213924106][bookmark: _Toc213929270][bookmark: _Toc213924107][bookmark: _Toc213929271][bookmark: _Toc213924108][bookmark: _Toc213929272][bookmark: _Toc213924109][bookmark: _Toc213929273][bookmark: _Toc213924110][bookmark: _Toc213929274][bookmark: _Toc213924111][bookmark: _Toc213929275][bookmark: _Toc213924112][bookmark: _Toc213929276][bookmark: _Toc213924113][bookmark: _Toc213929277][bookmark: _Toc213924114][bookmark: _Toc213929278][bookmark: _Toc213924115][bookmark: _Toc213929279][bookmark: _Toc213924116][bookmark: _Toc213929280][bookmark: _Toc213924117][bookmark: _Toc213929281][bookmark: _Toc213924118][bookmark: _Toc213929282][bookmark: _Toc213924119][bookmark: _Toc213929283][bookmark: _Toc213924120][bookmark: _Toc213929284][bookmark: _Toc213924121][bookmark: _Toc213929285][bookmark: _Toc213924122][bookmark: _Toc213929286][bookmark: _Toc213924123][bookmark: _Toc213929287][bookmark: _Toc213924124][bookmark: _Toc213929288][bookmark: _Toc213924125][bookmark: _Toc213929289][bookmark: _Toc213924126][bookmark: _Toc213929290][bookmark: _Toc213924127][bookmark: _Toc213929291][bookmark: _Toc213924128][bookmark: _Toc213929292][bookmark: _Toc213924129][bookmark: _Toc213929293][bookmark: _Toc213924130][bookmark: _Toc213929294][bookmark: _Toc213924131][bookmark: _Toc213929295][bookmark: _Toc213924132][bookmark: _Toc213929296][bookmark: _Toc213924133][bookmark: _Toc213929297][bookmark: _Toc213924134][bookmark: _Toc213929298][bookmark: _Toc213924135][bookmark: _Toc213929299][bookmark: _Toc213924136][bookmark: _Toc213929300][bookmark: _Toc213924137][bookmark: _Toc213929301][bookmark: _Toc213924138][bookmark: _Toc213929302][bookmark: _Toc213924139][bookmark: _Toc213929303][bookmark: _Toc213924140][bookmark: _Toc213929304][bookmark: _Toc213924141][bookmark: _Toc213929305][bookmark: _Toc213924142][bookmark: _Toc213929306][bookmark: _Toc213924143][bookmark: _Toc213929307][bookmark: _Toc213924144][bookmark: _Toc213929308][bookmark: _Toc213924145][bookmark: _Toc213929309][bookmark: _Toc241087391]Condition Specifications
Table 17 Condition X (remove repeat tables as needed)
	Condition Definition

	Condition Number
	
	Applicable UoA Number(s) or All
	
	Year Set
	yyyy

	PI / SI number
	
	Scoring Elements
	
	Condition Deadline
	yyyy

	To be completed if relevant (or delete)
	Exceptional Circumstances?
	Y/N
	Rationale

	
	Carried-over from previous assessment?
	Y/N
	Rationale

	
	Related to previous condition
	Y/N
	Explanation including previous Condition Number

	Condition Description

	

	Scoring Rationale (or applicable section from rationale)

	



	Score
	



	Year One
	Client Action Plan
	Action
	Provided by Client 


	
	
	Responsible
	Responsible role (Not Name) or entity

	
	
	Output
	Proposed evidence of progress

	
	CAB Verification
	Other entity resources and responsibilities
	FCP v3.1 7.19.8.d & e

	
	
	Verification Milestone
	Set by CAB in response to Client Action Plan

	
	CAB Progress Check
	Progress Summary
	To be completed at Surveillance Audit

	
	
	Milestone Met/ Not Met
	Met/Note Met To be completed at Surveillance Audit



	Year Two
	Client Action Plan
	Action
	Provided by Client 


	
	
	Responsible
	Responsible role (Not Name) or entity

	
	
	Output
	Proposed evidence of progress

	
	CAB Verification
	External resources and responsibilities
	7.19.8.d & e

	
	
	Verification Milestone
	Set by CAB in response to Client Action Plan

	
	CAB Progress Check
	Progress Summary
	To be completed at Condition progress check

	
	
	Milestone Met/ Not Met
	Met/Note Met



	Year Three
	Client Action Plan
	Action
	Provided by Client 


	
	
	Responsible
	Responsible role (Not Name) or entity

	
	
	Output
	Proposed evidence of progress

	
	CAB Verification
	External resources and responsibilities
	7.19.8.d & e

	
	
	Verification Milestone
	Set by CAB in response to Client Action Plan

	
	CAB Progress Check
	Progress Summary
	To be completed at Condition progress check

	
	
	Milestone Met/ Not Met
	Met/Note Met



	Year Four
	Client Action Plan
	Action
	Provided by Client 


	
	
	Responsible
	Responsible role (Not Name) or entity

	
	
	Output
	Proposed evidence of progress

	
	CAB Verification
	External resources and responsibilities
	7.19.8.d & e

	
	
	Milestone Met/ Not Met
	Met/Note Met

	
	CAB Progress Check
	Progress Summary
	To be completed at Condition progress check

	
	
	Milestone Met/ Not Met
	Met/Note Met



[bookmark: _Toc241087392]Stakeholder Comments
To be drafted at Client & Peer Review Draft Report stage  
The CAB shall  include all written submissions from stakeholders at assessment input opportunities (Announcement Comment Draft Report, site visit and Public Comment Draft Report).
The CAB shall include a summary of verbal submissions made by stakeholders as required by FCP v3.1 7.20.6.c and 7.20.7.b.

Reference(s): FCP v3.1 Sections 4.2, 7.20.6 and 7.20.7.b.
Table 16 Stakeholder Verbal Submissions 
	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	






[bookmark: _Toc241087393]Peer review
[bookmark: _Toc241087394]Peer Reviewers 
Propose to remove 9.3.1 and link to the report in line with the approach taken with Assessor bios. BH
Table 18 Summaries of the peer reviewers’ qualifications and competencies.
	Peer reviewers (Insert and delete rows as appropriate)
	

	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087395]Peer Review reports
To be drafted at Public Comment Draft Report stage
The CAB shall include in the report unattributed reports of the Peer Reviewers in full using the relevant templates. The CAB shall include in the report explicit responses of the team that include:
· Identification of specifically what (if any) changes to scoring, rationales, or conditions have been made; and,
· A substantiated justification for not making changes where Peer Reviewers suggest changes, but the team disagrees.
Reference(s): FCP v3.1 Section 7.12


[bookmark: _Toc241087396]Surveillance
To be drafted at Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage.
To be reviewed and updated at Public Comment Draft Report
To be reviewed and updated at Final Draft Report
To be reviewed and updated at Public Certification Report
The CAB shall include in the report the program for surveillance, timing of surveillance audits and a supporting justification.
Reference(s): FCP v3.1 Section 7.29
Table 14: Fishery Surveillance Schedule 
	
	Onsite/Offsite
	yyyy
	

	Surveillance Number 
	Audit Type
	Year
	Rationale

	1
	Onsite/Offsite
	
	e.g. Progress update on two conditions relating to bird mitigation devices

	2
	
	
	

	3
	
	
	

	4
	
	
	

	5
	
	
	




[bookmark: _Toc241087397]This section has not been updated for review 
Risk-Based Framework outputs – delete if not applicable
To be drafted at Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage
[bookmark: _Toc241087398]Consequence Analysis (CA)
The CAB shall complete the Consequence Analysis (CA) table below for each data-deficient species under PI 1.1.1, including rationales for scoring each of the CA attributes.
Reference(s): MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 Section A3
Table 19: CA scoring template
	Principle 1: Stock status outcome
	Scoring element
	Consequence subcomponents
	Consequence score

	
	
	Population size
	

	
	
	Reproductive capacity
	

	
	
	Age/size/sex structure
	

	
	
	Geographic range
	


	Justification for most vulnerable subcomponent
	
	
	

	Justification for consequence score
	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087399]Productivity Susceptibility Analysis (PSA)
The CAB shall include in the report an MSC Productivity Susceptibility Analysis (PSA) worksheet for each Performance Indicator where the PSA is used and one PSA rationale table for each data-deficient species identified, subject to MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox Section A4. If species are grouped together, the CAB shall list all species and group them indicating which are most at-risk.
Reference(s): MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 Section A4
Table 20: PSA productivity and susceptibility attributes and scores for fish and invertebrates 
	Performance Indicator
	

	Productivity

	Scoring element (species)
	

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Average age at maturity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average maximum age
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Fecundity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average maximum size
Not scored for invertebrates
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average size at maturity
Not scored for invertebrates
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Reproductive strategy
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Trophic level
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Density dependence
Invertebrates only
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Susceptibility

	Fishery
Only where the scoring element is scored cumulatively
	Insert list of fisheries impacting the given scoring element (MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 A4.4.3a)

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Areal overlap
	Insert attribute justification. Note specific requirements in MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 A4.4.6.b, where the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA are taken into account.
	1 / 2 / 3

	Encounterability
	Insert attribute justification. Note specific requirements in MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 A4.4.7.b, where the impacts of fisheries other than the UoA are taken into account.
	1 / 2 / 3

	Selectivity of gear type
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Post capture mortality
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Catch (weight) 
Only where the scoring element is scored cumulatively
	Insert weights or proportions of fisheries impacting the given scoring element (MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 A4.4.4).
	1 / 2 / 3


Table 21: PSA productivity and susceptibility attributes and scores for birds
	Performance Indicator
	

	Productivity

	Scoring element (species)
	

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Average age at first breeding
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average ‘optimal’ adult survival probability
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Fecundity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Susceptibility

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Areal overlap
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Encounterability
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Selectivity of gear type
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Post capture mortality
	
	1 / 2 / 3


Table 22: PSA productivity and susceptibility attributes and scores for marine mammals: Mysticetes and sirenians; Odontocetes; Pinnipeds and sea otters
	Performance Indicator
	

	Productivity

	Scoring element (species)
	

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Average age at maturity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Fecundity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average ‘optimal’ adult survival probability (only scored for Pinnipeds and sea otters)
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Susceptibility

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Areal overlap
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Encounterability
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Selectivity of gear type
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Post capture mortality
	
	1 / 2 / 3


Table 23: PSA productivity and susceptibility attributes and scores for sea turtles
	Performance Indicator
	

	Productivity

	Scoring element (species)
	

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Average age at maturity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Fecundity: eggs per season per remigration interval
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Susceptibility

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Areal overlap
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Encounterability
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Selectivity of gear type
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Post capture mortality
	
	1 / 2 / 3


Table 24: PSA productivity and susceptibility attributes and scores for sea snakes
	Performance Indicator
	

	Productivity

	Scoring element (species)
	

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Average length at maturity (cm)
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average maximum size (cm)
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Fecundity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Susceptibility

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Areal overlap
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Encounterability
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Selectivity of gear type
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Post capture mortality
	
	1 / 2 / 3


Table 25: PSA productivity and susceptibility attributes and scores for amphibians 
	Performance Indicator
	

	Productivity

	Scoring element (species)
	

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Average age at maturity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average maximum age
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Fecundity
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average maximum size
Not scored for invertebrates
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Average size at maturity
Not scored for invertebrates
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Reproductive strategy
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Trophic level
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Density dependence
Invertebrates only
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Susceptibility

	Attribute
	Justification
	Score

	Areal overlap
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Encounterability
	Insert attribute justification. 
	1 / 2 / 3

	Selectivity of gear type
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Post capture mortality
	
	1 / 2 / 3


Table 26: Species grouped by similar taxonomies (If MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 A4.1.6 is used)
	Species scientific name
	Species common name (if known)
	Taxonomic grouping
	Most at-risk in group?

	e.g. Genus species subspecies
	
	Indicate the group that this species belongs to, e.g. Scombridae, Soleidae, Serranidae, Merluccius spp.
	Yes / No

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087400]Consequence Spatial Analysis (CSA)
The CAB shall complete the Consequence Spatial Analysis (CSA) table below for PI 2.3.1, if used, including justifications for scoring each of the CSA attributes.
Reference: MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 Section A7
Table 27: CSA justification table for PI 2.3.1 Habitats
	Consequence
	Justification
	Score

	Regeneration of biota
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Natural disturbance
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Removability of biota
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Removability of substratum
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Substratum hardness
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Substratum ruggedness
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Seabed slope
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Spatial
	Justification
	Score

	Gear footprint
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Spatial overlap
	
	1 / 2 / 3

	Encounterability
	
	1 / 2 / 3


[bookmark: _Toc241087401]Scale Intensity Consequence Analysis (SICA)
The CAB shall complete the Scale Intensity Consequence Analysis (SICA) table below for PI 2.4.1, if used, including rationales for scoring each of the SICA attributes.
Reference: MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 Section A8
Table 28: SICA scoring template for PI 2.4.1 Ecosystem
	Performance Indicator PI 2.4.1 Ecosystem outcome
	Spatial scale of fishing activity
	Temporal scale of fishing activity
	Intensity of fishing activity
	Relevant subcomponents
	Consequence Score

	
	
	
	
	Species composition
	

	
	
	
	
	Functional group composition
	

	
	
	
	
	Distribution of the community
	

	
	
	
	
	Trophic size/structure
	

	Justification for spatial scale of fishing activity
	

	Justification for temporal scale of fishing activity
	

	Justification for intensity of fishing activity
	

	Justification for consequence score
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087402]Benthic Impacts Tool settings – delete if not applicable
This template details the information the user of the MSC Benthic Impacts Tool must report in order for the output to be used to inform scoring. The intention is to ensure the outputs of the Benthic Impact Tool are auditable and reproducible.
Please complete all unshaded fields. For all notes and guidance indicated in italics, please delete and replace with your specific information.
Reference: MSC Fisheries Standard Toolbox v1.2 Section C
Table 31: Benthic Impacts Tool: User and assessment information
	Name 
	

	Organisation
	

	Date of use
	

	Units of Assessment(s) for which tool used
	

	Confirm that the MSC Benthic Impacts Tool User Manual was followed
	Yes / No



Table 29: Benthic Impacts Tool: Data and settings
Complete this table for each gear type assessed using the Benthic Impacts Tool. If multiple gear types were assessed using the Benthic Impacts Tool, replicate the table below and complete one table per gear type.
	Gear type assessed
	

	Datasets: In each of the boxes please provide a description of the data used (e.g., data type, scope, source and any modifications to original datasets)

	Fishing effort data
	

	Assessment area boundary
	

	Habitats within the assessment area boundary
	

	Settings

	Effort and habitat data

	How many years of fishing effort data are there in the dataset?
	

	What grid cell size did you use?
	

	Depletion values: Complete where default values were not used

	What gear-specific depletion rate 
did you use?
	

	What gear-specific penetration depths 
did you use?
	

	What sediment type did you assign to each habitat type?
	E.g., A2.3 – Mud, A2.4 – Sand, A2.5 – Gravel

	Recovery rates: Complete where default values were not used

	What longevity distribution parameters were used?
	

	What species data was used?
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087403]Harmonised fishery assessments – delete if not applicable
Harmonisation is required in cases where UoAs overlap.
If relevant, in accordance with FCP v2.3/3.0 Annex PB requirements, the CAB shall describe in the report the processes, activities and specific outcomes of efforts to harmonise fishery assessments of overlapping UoAs, including annual harmonisation activities (PB1.4). The CAB shall identify the fisheries and Performance Indicators subject to harmonisation.
Reference(s): FCP v3.1 Annex PB, Table PB1
Table 30: Overlapping Units of Assessment
	Fishery name
	Unit of Assessment
	Certification status 
	Certification date
	Performance Indicators to harmonise

	
	
	
	
	



Table 31: Harmonisation activities
	Supporting information

	Describe any background or supporting information relevant to the harmonisation activities, processes and outcomes.

	Has there been an annual harmonisation meeting of which the results will be adopted?
	Yes / No

	Date of annual harmonisation meeting
	DD / MM / YY

	If applicable, describe the meeting outcome 

	e.g. Agreement found among teams or lowest score adopted.



Table 32: Scoring differences
	Performance Indicators (PIs)
	Fishery name & UoA name
	Fishery name & UoA name
	Fishery name & UoA name
	Fishery name & UoA name

	PI 
	Score
	Score
	Score
	Score

	PI
	Score
	Score
	Score
	Score

	PI
	Score
	Score
	Score
	Score


Table 33: Rationale for scoring differences
	If exceptional circumstances apply, outline the situation and whether there is agreement between or among teams on this determination (FCP v3.1 PB1.3.2.1).

	

	If applicable, explain and justify any difference in scoring and rationale for the relevant Performance Indicators (FCP v3.1 Annex PB1.3.2.2).

	




[bookmark: _Toc213924160][bookmark: _Toc213929324][bookmark: _Toc213924161][bookmark: _Toc213929325][bookmark: _Toc213924162][bookmark: _Toc213929326][bookmark: _Toc241087404]Objections – delete if not applicable
To be added at Public Certification Report stage 
In accordance with FCP v3.1, v3.0 and v2.3 clause 7.24.1, the Public Certification Report shall include a summary of changes made as a result of the Objection Process, including an extract of Objection Findings and CAB closing actions from the ASI Final Investigation Report, or Final Decisions made by an IA.
Consider that all objections-related documents will be removed from the MSC website 6 months after the completion of the assessment.
[bookmark: _Toc240977305][bookmark: _Toc240979254][bookmark: _Toc241087004][bookmark: _Toc241087405][bookmark: _Toc240977306][bookmark: _Toc240979255][bookmark: _Toc241087005][bookmark: _Toc241087406][bookmark: _Toc241087407] Copyright
The Marine Stewardship Council’s ‘MSC Reporting Template v2.1’ and its content is copyright of “Marine Stewardship Council” - © “Marine Stewardship Council” 2024. All rights reserved.
Marine Stewardship Council
Marine House
1 Snow Hill
London EC1A 2DH
United Kingdom 
Phone: + 44 (0) 20 7246 8900
Fax: + 44 (0) 20 7246 8901
Email:   standards@msc.org


[bookmark: _Toc241087408] Unit(s) of Certification, Traceability and Eligibility
The information contained in this section is subject to modification throughout the assessment process.  If Certification is awarded, the final information about certification will be posted in the Certification Statement on the MSC Track A Fishery website.
[bookmark: _Unit(s)_of_Certification][bookmark: _Toc241087409]Unit(s) of Certification
UoC number can be found in eCert
For geographical area, the CAB should refer to G7.5.6. 
A statement confirming conformity with the MSC’s scope requirements can be found in the fishery announcement on the MSC’s track-a-fishery page.
Table 36 UoC Table
	UoC No.
	UoC Name
	Target Stock
	Fishing gear type(s) and, if relevant, vessel type(s)
	Jurisdiction
	Fishing fleet, vessel groups, or individual operators
	Client Group

	UoC 1
	Name for the UoC used in this Fishery Assessment. E.g.South Pacific Albacore Longline
	
	
	
	
	

	UoC 2
	
	
	
	
	
	

	UoC 3
	
	
	
	
	
	

	UoC 4
	
	
	
	
	
	

	UoC 5
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc241087009][bookmark: _Toc241087410][bookmark: _Toc239347109][bookmark: _Toc240977366][bookmark: _Toc240979315][bookmark: _Toc241087066][bookmark: _Toc241087467][bookmark: _Toc241087468]Geographical area
Describe the geographical area in which the UoA operates
[bookmark: _Toc241087469]Vessel List 
Insert link to Vessel List Template
[bookmark: _Toc241087470]MSC At Sea Forced and Child Labour Eligibility
Insert Link to MSC At Sea Forced and Child Labour Eligibility Requirements Reporting Template
[bookmark: _Toc241087070][bookmark: _Toc241087471][bookmark: _Toc241087071][bookmark: _Toc241087472][bookmark: _Toc241087072][bookmark: _Toc241087473][bookmark: _Toc241087474]Eligibility date
To be drafted at Client and Peer Review Draft Report stage
The CAB shall include in the report the eligibility date and the justification for selecting this date, including consideration of whether the traceability and segregation systems in the fishery are appropriately implemented.
Reference(s): FCP v3.1 Section 7.18
[bookmark: _Toc241087475]Traceability
To remove from published reports:
The CAB completes Table 37 at the ACDR stage based on information provided by the applicant and updated throughout the assessment as any new information becomes available. This information will be used to check whether product assessed in the UoA is eligible to enter certified Chains of Custody. 

At ACDR, the specific Unit(s) of Assessment (UoA) and Unit(s) of Certification (UoC) may not have been defined. We therefore request information relating to the ability to segregate and identify catch by gear type, species and catch area. 
Table 37 Product flow, traceability risks and mitigations (required information) 
	If covered by information provided elsewhere in the checklist, cross reference as needed.

	1
	Describe/illustrate how fish and/or fish product moves between harvest and landing (These are Critical Tracking Events)
Each unique instance of product being transformed or transferred is considered a Critical Tracking Event and requires data to be captured as documented evidence that the integrity of the product in question is intact. Critical tracking events within the fishery certificate could include fishing/harvesting, at-sea processing, transhipment, offloading at landing.
Every event where product is moved from one location to another, whether it changes hands or not, comes with inherent risk of mixing, substitution and misidentification – this can jeopardise the integrity of the MSC program.

	Fishing vessel→ (Capture, Storage, Grading, Sorting, Processing, Transhipment) →    Landing 

	2
	Describe how fish/fish products are identified and segregated from fish/fish products from other Units of Certification and from fish/fish products that are not part of the assessment.

	How this is achieved from the point fish is caught through to the point of landing.

	3
	Identify all locations where fish/fish products are landed and the activities that take place at each site.

	

	4
	Describe what information on species, catch area and gear type is generated and passed between harvest and sale.
For each Critical Tracking Event described in Section 1, confirm which Key Data Elements are captured.

	

	5
	Describe how this information is disseminated from the point of capture to the point of sale (i.e. logbooks (electronic or otherwise), catch slip, landing slip, etc.)

	

	6
	Will the vessels in the fishery ever use gear types that will not be part of the assessment?
	Yes/No

	6a
	Describe how often this occurs (e.g. on the same trip, on the same vessels, or during the same season)
	Skip if no to 6

	6b
	Describe the process in place to ensure that catch is kept physically segregated based on gear type on board vessels.
	Skip if no to 6

	6c
	Describe the process in place to ensure that catch is kept physically segregated based on gear type at points of landing.
	Skip if no to 6

	7
	Will vessels in the UoA also fish in catch areas that will not be part of the assessment?
	Yes/No

	7a
	Describe how often this occurs (e.g. on the same trip, or during the same season)
	Skip if no to 7

	7b
	Describe the process in place to ensure that catch is kept physically segregated based on catch location on board vessels.
	Skip if no to 7

	7c
	Describe the process in place to ensure that catch is kept physically segregated based on catch location at points of landing.
	Skip if no to 7

	8
	Do vessels from outside the UoA ever fish on the same stock?
	Yes/No

	8a
	Describe how often this occurs (e.g. on the same trip, or during the same season)
	Skip if no to 8

	8b
	Describe the process in place to ensure that catch is kept physically segregated based on vessel(s) of origin at points of landing.
	Skip if no to 9=8

	9
	Does processing ever happen at sea?
	Yes/No

	9a
	What processing this is, e.g. heading and gutting, sorting, filleting, canning.
	Skip if no to 9

	9b
	Does any sorting or grading happen at sea?
	Skip if no to 9

	9c
	How can products be identified be achieved during and after processing?
	Skip if no to 9

	9d
	Describe the documentation that is maintained to verify these processes and confirm it’s available for review
	Skip if no to 9

	10
	Does transhipment occur in the fishery under assessment?
	Yes/No

	10a
	When does the transhipment occur (e.g. at sea, in-port, at high seas)
	Skip if no to 10

	10b
	What proportion of the total catch harvested by the fishery is subject to transhipment activity? 
	Skip if no to 10

	10c
	Describe the systems and oversight in place to ensure product is segregated and identifiable before, during and after transhipment
	Skip if no to 10

	11
	Are similar species or same species (i.e. from other stocks) caught together with the fish under assessment.
	Yes/No

	11a
	What are the similar/same species caught?
	Skip if no to 11

	11b
	To what extent are they segregated from the fish being assessed?
	Skip if no to 11

	11c
	Does segregation happen at sea or at/after landing?
	Skip if no to 11

	11d
	If not segregated, what proportion of the overall haul do they comprise.
	Skip if no to 11



 
[bookmark: _Toc241087476]Eligibility to enter further certified Chains of Custody
The CAB shall include in the report its determination of whether fish and fish products from the UoC are eligible to enter further certified chains of custody.
To be completed by the CAB after the site visit.
Table 38 Eligibility to enter further certified Chains of Custody
	
	Factor 
	Response 

	1
	Determination of whether systems are sufficient to ensure that fish and fish products from the UoC can be identified, kept segregated as necessary, and traced from harvest to landing, and an effective date if applicable.
	

	2
	Describe how fish and fish products can be identified or confirmed as originating from the UoC at the point of landing.  
	

	3
	Landing Points
State landing points may be used for transfer of fish and fish products from the certified fishery into further certified chains of custody.
	

	4
	Transhipment 
For high seas transhipment, confirm that systems have been determined to be sufficient. 

	The systems are verified independently from the certificate holder
	☐.

	
	
	The systems cover fishing and receiving vessels involved in transhipment.
	☐.

	
	
	The Systems apply to all transhipment events.
	☐.

	5a
	Inseparable Catch
Are the inseparable catch provisions being applied? If yes, identify each stock/species and its associated UoA(s), UoC(s) and product flows.
	

	5b
	Inseparable catch justification
Provide evidence and conclusions on biological and/or operational inseparability for each stock/species. 
	

	5c
	Inseparable catch proportion
For each UoA with inseparable catch,  provide or reference annual landed weights and percentages, the combined percentage, annual percentage range and fishing years used
	

	6
	Any specific eligibility criteria that apply to product entering further certified chains of custody.
	

	7
	If the CAB makes a negative determination, the CAB shall clearly state that fish and fish products from the UoC are not eligible to enter further certified chains of custody as MSC certified product unless and until the determination is revised. 
	 



[bookmark: _Toc240977373][bookmark: _Toc240979322][bookmark: _Toc241087076][bookmark: _Toc241087477][bookmark: _Toc240977374][bookmark: _Toc240979323][bookmark: _Toc241087077][bookmark: _Toc241087478][bookmark: _Toc240977375][bookmark: _Toc240979324][bookmark: _Toc241087078][bookmark: _Toc241087479][bookmark: _Toc240977376][bookmark: _Toc240979325][bookmark: _Toc241087079][bookmark: _Toc241087480][bookmark: _Toc240977377][bookmark: _Toc240979326][bookmark: _Toc241087080][bookmark: _Toc241087481][bookmark: _Toc240977378][bookmark: _Toc240979327][bookmark: _Toc241087081][bookmark: _Toc241087482][bookmark: _Toc240977379][bookmark: _Toc240979328][bookmark: _Toc241087082][bookmark: _Toc241087483][bookmark: _Toc240977380][bookmark: _Toc240979329][bookmark: _Toc241087083][bookmark: _Toc241087484][bookmark: _Toc240977381][bookmark: _Toc240979330][bookmark: _Toc241087084][bookmark: _Toc241087485][bookmark: _Toc240977382][bookmark: _Toc240979331][bookmark: _Toc241087085][bookmark: _Toc241087486][bookmark: _Toc240977383][bookmark: _Toc240979332][bookmark: _Toc241087086][bookmark: _Toc241087487][bookmark: _Toc240977384][bookmark: _Toc240979333][bookmark: _Toc241087087][bookmark: _Toc241087488][bookmark: _Toc240977458][bookmark: _Toc240979407][bookmark: _Toc241087161][bookmark: _Toc241087562][bookmark: _Toc240977459][bookmark: _Toc240979408][bookmark: _Toc241087162][bookmark: _Toc241087563][bookmark: _Toc240977460][bookmark: _Toc240979409][bookmark: _Toc241087163][bookmark: _Toc241087564][bookmark: _Toc240977461][bookmark: _Toc240979410][bookmark: _Toc241087164][bookmark: _Toc241087565][bookmark: _Toc240977462][bookmark: _Toc240979411][bookmark: _Toc241087165][bookmark: _Toc241087566][bookmark: _Toc240977474][bookmark: _Toc240979423][bookmark: _Toc241087177][bookmark: _Toc241087578][bookmark: _Toc240977475][bookmark: _Toc240979424][bookmark: _Toc241087178][bookmark: _Toc241087579][bookmark: _Toc240977476][bookmark: _Toc240979425][bookmark: _Toc241087179][bookmark: _Toc241087580][bookmark: _Toc240977477][bookmark: _Toc240979426][bookmark: _Toc241087180][bookmark: _Toc241087581][bookmark: _Toc241087599]Certificate Sharing Statement
Describe entities eligible to join the UoC included and confirm they have been assessed as part of the UoA(s).
The CAB shall include any Certificate Sharing arrangements that the client has put in place. 
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