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WHAT THE REGULAR PROCESS CAN DELIVER

5.1

52

5.3

Marine ecosystems provide essential support to human well-being.
However, they are undergoing unprecedented environmental
changes, driven by human activities, and becoming deplefed and
disrupted (see paras. 1.6-1.13). Keeping the world's oceans and
seas under continuing review will help to improve the responses
from national governments and the international community fo the
challenges posed by these changes. Reviews based on sound
science can help the world as a whole understand better what is
happening, what is causing it, what the impacts are and what the
potential response options might be for addressing these changes
and their impacts.

Chapter 3 shows the immense variety of existing assessments.

They are carried out on many different scales — local, national,
regional, supra-regional and global. While it is essential to

build on existing assessments, there is an urgent need for a more
infegrated approach, at the global level as well as at the regional
and sub-regional levels. Such an integrated approach will help to
develop a more coherent overview of the sfafe of the global marine
environment and its inferactions with the world economy and
human society. A better understanding is needed of how human
activities themselves interact and cumulatively affect different parts
of marine ecosystems. The relative risks and benefits of different
responses fo anthropogenic impacts, both direct and indirect, need
fo be assessed. Baselines, reference points and reference values
will also be needed as a basis for evaluating status and trends over
fime. More consisfent information, both in coverage and quality,
and infegrated analyses will improve understanding of the rapid
changes that are occurring in the oceans. The resulting knowledge
will facilitate decisions to manage in a sustainable manner human
activities affecting the oceans and thus progress towards the
Millennium Development Goals.

In 2005, the United Nations General Assembly recognised the
possibility of such benefits in deciding fo launch a startup phase
fowards the Regular Process (Resolution 60/ 30). This Regular
Process will be a means for integrating existing information from
different disciplines to show new and emerging patterns and fo
stimulate further development of the information base. A global,



Regular Process can add fo existing processes on different scales

in many respects, as well as resolve the five problems identified in

paras. 3./3-3.74. It can:

a. Demonstrate the importance of oceans to human life and as a
component of the planet:

As a global mechanism, the Regular Process can provide an
overview of the goods and services that human society derives
from ocean ecosystems and how human activities impact on
them. As a regular process it can provide updated information
on the sevendenths of the planet covered by the oceans — on
status, frends, the likely causes of change, uncertainties and the
implications for human well-being;

b. Infegrate, analyze and assess, environmental, social and economic
aspects of all oceans components and inferactions among all
sectors of human activity affecting them; it will thus support
susfainable, ecosystem-based management throughout the oceans:
As a global and regular process, it can strengthen existing
assessment processes by encouraging more infegrated
approaches at larger scales. It can scale up regional patterns
and identify shared problems and priorities across regions
(without losing sight of the significant variations that may exist
between regions). It can also clarify linkages among regions,
whether from large-scale pressures, important habitats or species
occurring across regions, shared large-scale natural processes
(such as El Nifo), possible transfers of problems among regions
(for example, from dumping or overdishing) or shared socio-
economic factors such as impacts on tourism or fishing. It can
furthermore identify issues where we do not yet know enough to
manage human activities effectively and promote research fo fill
these knowledge gaps;

c. Promote well-designed assessment processes, conducted fo the
highest standards and fully documented by those responsible
for them:

As a global process, it can help ensure high standards of
assessment across all regions. As a regular process, its
iterations will promote continuing improvement;

d. Promote infernational collaboration to build capacity:

As a global process, the Regular Process can help identify
priorifies for building human capacity and infrastructure to
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monitor, analyze and assess the state of the marine environment
(including social and economic aspects) in all parts of the
world, help design and facilitate costeffective, collaborative
initiatives for this purpose and help mobilize the necessary
resources. As d regu/ar process, it can ensure that there are
continuing and consisfent efforts fo these ends;

Improve the quality, availability, accessibility, inferoperability
and usefulness of information for ocean assessment; it will also
increase consistency in the selection and use of indicators,
reference points and reference values:

At the global level, the Regular Process can promote and
disseminate costeffectively standards for environmental, social
and economic data that enhance integration at all levels and
comparability across regions, facilitate a global synthesis and
mobilize collaborative efforts to fill major data, assessment and
research gaps. It can draw attenfion fo advances in assessment
techniques that can be utilized more widely. As a regular
process, it can promote the ongoing production, availability
and accessibility of information;

Support better policy and management af the appropriate scale
by providing sound and integrated scientific analyses with
effective links to decision making by relevant authorities:

At the global level, the Regular Process can clarify linkages
among sectors, across ecosystem components and at different
geographic scales, so as to facilitate more integrated policy
development and priority-setting and better coordination among
decision-makers atf all levels. It can also help to identify the likely
consequences of options for managing human activities and the
appropriate scale or level for decision making. As a regular
process, it can provide a basis for evaluating the effectiveness
of policies and thus enable oceans policies fo respond and
adapt quickly to new information and emerging concerns;

Build on existing assessment frameworks, processes and
institutions and thus promote cooperation among governments
and at the level of international institutions:

At the global level, the Regular Process can draw upon
national, regional and supra-regional efforts and help them to
deliver the elements mentioned above. It will be able to identify
synergies among sectoral and thematic assessment processes



5.4

that could strengthen collaboration in marine assessment. It
can support betfer networking among all concemned. As a
regular process it will be able to ensure a consistent, longerm
approach to international collaboration.

Assessment is a necessary, infegral part of the cycle of adaptive
management of human activities that affect the oceans. Research
provides insights info processes affecting the oceans and how

to deal with them, while monitoring makes it possible to detect
changes over time and assess the effectiveness of policies
previously adopted. In the first stage, the knowledge from research
and monitoring needs fo be assembled and analyzed on a

regular basis if policy-makers are to develop appropriate and
fimely responses to the threafs o the oceans. Policy-makers are
further guided by assessments that link potential solutions (response
options) fo the problems identified, especially when the assessments
confrast the likely outcomes and risks of each option or identify
impediments to the implementation of past policies. The results then
allow decision-makers to set priorities, evaluate frade-offs and refine
their response. They can also identify gaps and determine where
further research is needed to support decisionmaking needs. In the
next sfage, progress is reviewed based on new information and
analysis, thus re-starting the cycle. This next stage also shows how
to make the assessment process and its products more influential.
With each cycle, the capacity for assessment should improve at

all levels. In practice, there is not a simple, single-track cycle of
this kind; the work may flow in different directions and combine
one or more stages. The underlying cyclical pathway for making
progress, however, is vital. The process must preserve and build on
knowledge from one assessment fo the next.

SCHEDULING THE REGULAR PROCESS

5.5

There are three forthcoming milestones particularly relevant for

oceans policy and therefore for the work of the Regular Process.

At these milestones, it will be helpful to be in a position to

demonstrate what is being achieved:

a. 2012 will mark ten years from the 2002 Johannesburg
World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD) which
recommended the creation of the Regular Process;
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5.6

5.7

b. 2014 will mark the 20" anniversary of the entry into force

of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea
(UNICLOS) which recognizes that the problems of ocean space
are closely inferrelated and need to be considered as a whole;

. 2014 is also the planned date for the next consideration

of the world’s oceans and seas by the Commission on
Sustainable Development (CSD) (and, in the light of the CSD
decisions, by the UN Economic and Social Council and the
UN General Assembly).

Moreover, several imporfant oceans fargets, endorsed by the

WSSD, are approaching. These include:

a.

Encourage the application by 2010 of the ecosystem
approach;

Establish marine profected areas [MPAs| consistent with
infernational law and based on scientific information, including
representative networks by 2012; and

Maintain or restore fish stocks to levels that can produce
maximum susfainable yield [MSY) with the aim of achieving
these goals for deplefed stocks on an urgent basis and where
possible no later than 2015.

These are complemented by the Convention on Biological

Diversity (CBD) goal of achieving a significant reduction in the

current rate of biodiversity loss by 2010. Achieving these goals

will contribute to improving human health, food security, poverty

alleviation and disaster preparedness as set out in the Millennium

Development Goals.

It would be consistent with these commitments if the first cycle of the

Regular Process were to cover the period 2010-2014. A longer

period would mean that the contributions of the Regular Process

would not be available for these milestones. A shorter period would

limit significantly what could be delivered.

FRAMEWORK FOR THE REGULAR PROCESS

5.8

This report now sets a framework within which the Regular Process

can deliver its goals. This framework consists of

a.

b.

An overall objective for the Regular Process,
A description of the scope of the Regular Process,



c. A set of principles to guide its establishment and operation, and
d. Best practice fo be followed in designing a Regular Process and

applying the principles.

Overall objective of the Regular Process

59

Chapter 4 has shown the importance of a clear understanding of
objectives in seffing up both an assessment process and individual
assessments. A clear formulation of the overall objective of the
Regular Process is therefore fundamental to selecting among options
for setting it up, including insfitutional arrangements and financing.

The Group of Experts suggests the following formulation of the
overall objective for the Regular Process:

"The Regular Process under the United Nations for global reporting
and assessment of the stafe of the marine environment, including
social and economic aspects, will serve as the mechanism fo keep
the world’s oceans and seas under continuing review by providing
regular assessments at global and supra-regional levels:

(a) The individual assessments under the Regular Process will
support informed decision making by enabling governments
and other stakeholders to draw on the best scientific information
available and thus contribute to managing in a sustainable
manner human activities which affect the oceans and seas;

(b) These assessments will focus on a fully integrated view
of environmental, economic and social aspects. As the
Regular Process progresses, it should encourage additional
fully infegrated ecosystem assessments at the appropriate
geographic scale, especially af regional and sub-regional
levels, and, according to need, undertake selected sectoral or
thematic assessments;

(c) These Regular Process assessments will draw, as far as
possible, upon assessments made at global and supra-
regional levels, af the regional level and, where appropriate,
at the national level. The Regular Process will therefore seek
to stimulate regional, sub-regional and national assessment
processes, by promoting capacity building, by strengthening
the knowledge base, by encouraging intercomparability and
by facilitating networking among institutions and individuals
concerned with marine assessment:
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(d) These assessments will be underpinned by consistent analytical
frameworks and data standards, and will deliver products
fo communicate effectively to policy-makers. In parallel, the
Regular Process will build insfitutional and individual assessment
capacity and promote necessary research.”

Scope of the Regular Process

5.11  The examination of existing assessment processes in Chapter 3 and
the analysis of best practices in Chapter 4 show the importance
of clearly defining the scope of any assessment, to make clear the
fields within which it is to operate. The Group of Experts proposes
the following:

“The scope of individual assessments under the Regular Process will

be defined in terms of:

(1) Geographical coverage: The individual assessments under the
Regular Process will be concerned either with assessments that
cover all the world's oceans and seas (“global assessments”)
or with assessments that cover issues relevant to several ocean
regions ("supra-regional assessments”);

(2) Sustainability: \Whenever relevant to an assessment, the Regular
Process will make arrangements for assembling, analyzing,
assessing and integrating information on the environmental,
economic and social aspects — the three pillars of sustainable
development. It will cover all human activities that utilize and
have the potential fo impact the marine environment;

(3) Analytical framework: Unless special circumstances warrant
another approach, the Regular Process will use the framework
of Drivers — Pressures — State — Impacts — Responses (DPSIR)
in its analyses, and promote cross-sectoral ecosystem
approaches to assessment. As relevant, it will seek to identify
the management responses that have already been taken,
fo evaluate their success in addressing the relevant pressures
and improving the state of the marine environment,! and to
evaluate future options for response and their likely outcomes
and risks, as well as the costs of inaction, as a basis for
decision making;

1 As explained in para. 2.16, “response assessments” identify and evaluate responses that reduce human contributions or
vulnerabilities to environmental changes.



(4) Vulnerability: VWhen conducting any assessment, the Regular
Process will seek fo identify the groups of people, natural
processes and non-human species and habitats that are
particularly vulnerable to the pressures identified, and evaluate
the risks to them:;

(5) Forward-looking: \Whenever relevant to an assessment, the
Regular Process will seek to include not only conclusions on
the current sfafe of the marine environment and related human
activities but also outlooks on future states, using accepted
procedures that are fully documented.”

Guiding principles for the Regular Process

5.12  The Group of Experts identified several principles which together
should guide the establishment and operation of any assessment
process, including the Regular Process. These principles
reinforce the application of the principles adopted at the 1972
Stockholm Conference on the Human Environment and the 1992
Rio de Janeiro Conference on Environment and Development.
They also support commitment fo the affributes of relevance,
legitimacy and credibility which help both assessment process
and products to be viewed as authoritative and influential. They
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should be reflected in the particular practices established for,

and by, the Regular Process, and in its institutional arrangements.

The Group of Experts recognises that there is some degree of

overlap between these principles and the formulation of the

overall objective and scope of the Regular Process. Nevertheless,
in the light of its conclusion on the value of establishing
principles, the Group of Experts proposes that the following

eight principles elaborated (see paras. 4.4-4.12) should guide

the Regular Process:

"(1) Viewing the oceans as part of the whole Earth system;

(2) Regular evaluation of assessment products and the process ifself
fo support adaptive management;

(3] Use of sound science and the promotion of scientific
excellence;

(4) Regular and proactive analysis to ensure that emerging issues,
significant changes and gaps in knowledge are defected at an
early stage;

(5] Continuous improvement in scientific and assessment capacity; 155
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(6) Effective links with policy-makers and other users;

(7) Inclusiveness with respect fo communication and engagement
with all stakeholders through appropriate means for their
participation

(8) Transparency and accountability for the process and its
products.”

Best practice guidance on key design features for the
Regular Process

5.13

The Group of Experts identifies in para. 4.15 eleven key design
features that make assessments influential and sets out in Chapter
4 best practices for achieving each of them. A twelfth key design
feature (“Institutional Arrangements”) is also identified and discussed
in para. 4.83 onwards. The Group of Experts recommends that
the guidance on best practices for the first eleven key design
features, as described in paras. 4.17-4.82, should be used in
the development and implementation of the Regular Process. These
eleven key design features are:

a. The objectives and scope of individual assessments;

An effective relationship between science and policy;
Modalities for stakeholder participation;

Nomination and selection of experfs;

© o 0 o

Data and information: sourcing, quality assurance and the
availability and accessibility of underlying data and information;
Treatment of lack of consensus among experts;

. Treatment of uncertainty;

-«

Peer review;
Effective communication:

i Capoacity building and networking;
k. Postassessment evaluation.

Some of these design features will need to be included in the
decisions establishing the Regular Process. Other, more detailed
aspects need to be addressed by the institutions that manage and
guide the Regular Process. The practices which are especially
important in the initial establishment of the Regular Process cover:
a. Participation - roles and responsibilities: \\ithin the

agreed insfitutional arrangements, the respective roles and

responsibilities of governments, experts, the secretariat and

other stakeholders should be clearly arficulated in order to



avoid misunderstandings, promote transparency and ensure the
infegrity and influence of the Regular Process;

b. Assessment procedures: The scientific credibility of an

assessment can be significantly affected by the approach
taken on a number of procedural questions such as quality
assurance, nomination and selection of experts, peer review
and the treatment of uncertainty and lack of consensus among
experts. These procedures should be agreed in advance. In
some cases this should be done generally for the whole of

the Regular Process; in the remaining cases it should be done
in advance of each individual assessment. These procedures
should be documented in assessment reports in the inferests of
fransparency and accountability;

Capacity building and networking: The initial stage of the
Regular Process must include effective steps to identify the
areas in which capacities need to be developed. The Regular
Process will not itself be a prime means for building capacity,
but it needs fo identify what is needed for the various individual
assessments under the Regular Process and to encourage other
agencies fo meef these needs. At the same time, the inifial
stage of the Regular Process needs to create the knowledge
and methods of analysis needed to support ifs assessments
and fo strengthen marine assessment generally, and fo improve
networking among existing assessment processes on the sfafe of

the marine environment, including social and economic aspects.
. Post-assessment evaluation: Since one of the founding

principles of an effective assessment process is that it should
be iterative and adaptive, it is vital fo agree on procedures

fo evaluate both assessment products and the Regular Process
itself. This should include experts, policy-makers and other
users (e.g., private sector), including both those involved in the
assessment and those who have not been involved in any way.

THE FIRST CYCLE OF THE REGULAR PROCESS:
2010-2014

5.15

In order fo support adaptive management the Regular Process will
need to go through a succession of cycles. The products of the first
cycle need fo be specified as the Regular Process is established.
The products and process of future cycles will be adjusted as a
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result of the evaluation of previous cycles. These iferations will allow
the Regular Process fo incorporate leaming into its work and fo
better farget limited resources, concentrating on the fundamentals of
improving marine assessment.

The Group of Experts recommends a first five-year cycle of the
Regular Process from 2010 to 2014, which can demonstrate
concrete achievements in relation fo the opportunities identified
above. During the early years (2010-2012), certain preparatory,
supporting products will be developed to guide and strengthen
marine assessment and support the objective of the Regular
Process. During the lafer years (2013-2014) the first version

of an infegrated assessment of the oceans would be produced,
establishing a baseline for future global assessments.

Fundamental building blocks

5.17

All cycles of the Regular Process will need fo include the following
fundamental building blocks if they are to continue to deliver
improvements in marine assessment. The first steps, however, are
especially imporfant in order to:

a. Build capacity at both individual and institutional levels — As a
first step, to serve as a planning fool and fo create a focus for
existing efforts, the Regular Process should draw together the
capacity-building needs identified as priorities in this report;
where these needs cannot be met by existing capacity-building
arrangements, the Regular Process can facilitate and promote a
wide range of partnerships to safisfy them;

b. Improve knowledge and methods of analysis — As a first
step, the Regular Process should identify priorities for filling
the information gaps identified in this report and create and
improve arrangements for assembling both economic and
social information and physical, chemical and biological
data from sources at the regional and national levels and for
managing that information. It should develop agreed methods
for using traditional knowledge and identify or develop the
analytical tools and procedures necessary for integrated marine
assessment;

c. Enhance networking among assessment processes, international
monitoring and research programs and associated institutions
and individuals as considered in the next section: and



d. Create fools and strategies to ensure effective communication
with all relevant stakeholders, including policy-makers, the
scientific community and the general public at global and
regional levels.

The preparatory, supporting products of the first cycle of the Regular
Process considered further below will initiate steps to improve
knowledge and methods of analysis, build capacity, enhance
networking and initiate effective communications.

Networking with global, regional and national assessment processes

5.19

5.20

Enhanced networking with and among other assessment processes
and international monitoring and research programmes should

be an early goal of the Regular Process. The Regular Process

also needs to build relationships with civil society and the private
sector.? A wide range of individuals and organizations are likely to
have useful data, information and methods for marine assessment.

The Regular Process will be in a position to identify and stimulate
networking among institufions and experts af regional and
supra-regional levels, within and across disciplines and among
sectoral and thematic assessments. This can enhance the sharing
of knowledge, expertise, methods and lessons learned as well

as progress foward common dafa standards and guidelines. It
will help avoid duplication of effort and improve compatibility

of approaches. In all these relationships, the goal should be to
promote information exchange and the infrasfructures that enable it.
This should include agreement on data policies and arrangements
fo catalogue and maintain data and information for use in future
assessment iferations. As these networking relationships develop,
the contributions of pariners should be mutually acknowledged in
the products of the Regular Process and its collaborators. These

2 This includes specialized and sectoral users of the oceans, through professional and industry associations, primarily af the
global level, for fisheries, oil and gas, tourism, aquaculture, fertilizer production, mining, renewable energy, shipping invasive
species, ports and harbours and others, as well as specialized research institutes (private, academic). The World Ocean
Council (www.oceancouncil.org) has recently been established as an infernational business and industry alliance for corporate
ocean responsibility and could facilitate connections between the Regular Process and industry sectors. Because international
industries increasingly follow the same practices wherever they operate around the world, they can be influential in identifying
and promoting the application of “best practice” response measures in a given sector. Their input to the Regular Process in
developing terms of reference for an assessment, nominating experts and ensuring that assessment products effectively target
user communities will be especially valuable.
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5.21

5.22

relationships can be built into the Regular Process through its
management and expert mechanisms and through a network of
focal points, considered below. The development of preparafory,
supporting products for the first cycle of the Regular Process will
help construct and fest networking mechanisms.

At the global level, the Regular Process will be a source for marine
components of global assessments covering wider fields (for
example, the follow-up to the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment

on biodiversity and ecosystem services or the Global Environment

Outlook). It is especially important that the Regular Process promote

and build upon existing schemes for compiling comparable,

interoperable data from different regions. It will need to establish
linkages with:

a. Global monitoring and research programmes such as the
Clobal Ocean Observing System (GOQS), the International
Geosphere-Biosphere Programme (IGBP) and the Census
of Marine Life (CoML) - to improve the comparability and
inferoperability of data across regions and at the same time
ensure that this dafa is available for regional assessments;

b. Global conventions and agreements undertaking regular
assessments — to defermine how these processes and the
Regular Process might support each other; that is, how these
assessments and associated data may be used for purposes
of the Regular Process, how they could contribute to filling
information gaps and to developing a common global
framework for data collection and quality, and how these other
processes might benefit from the Regular Process in developing
their own programmes;

c. Infermittent global reporting and assessment initiatives — to
consider possibilities for harmonization of assessment time-
frames so that they and the Regular Process can more easily
draw upon, and assist, each other; and

d. The UN Stafistics Division and the Global Environment Outlook
on how their various information flows can best be aligned.

The regional level is a maijor focus of marine assessment. Networking
with regional processes will therefore be vital for the Regular Process.
It will need to create mechanisms for discussion and cooperation with
appropriate regional seas programmes, regional fisheries bodies,



5.23

regional marine science bodies (where they exist) and other relevant
regional organizations fo address questions such as how the outputs
they produce for their own purposes can feed into, and inform,

the assessments made by the Regular Process, how the Regular
Process can help regional assessments improve and make them
more influential, and how data-management arrangements can be
used for both regional and global purposes. Regional linkages with
freshwater and land-based assessments, as well as climate change
assessments, will be important. In developing these networks, the
Regular Process will need not only to work with the staffs of regional
bodies but also fo involve nafional experts (especially where there
are no existing regional bodies).

Because so many policies and measures for marine problems are
adopted af regional and national levels, the Regular Process will
assist the various regional assessment activities by providing a
clear overview of the global confext within which they function,
including environmental, economic and social aspects, and of the
linkages among regions. Moreover, since stakeholder engagement
at the global level is inevitably limited, the regional level can play
an important part in enabling regional organizations, associations
and networks fo make their input to the Regular Process. This can
enhance both the legitimacy and policy relevance of inputs to the
Regular Process, and thus its outputs. Enhanced legitimacy and
relevance at regional scales is also likely to strengthen regional
support for policy and management actions based on the outputs
of the Regular Process.

Assessment products of the first cycle of the Regular
Process (2013-2014)

524

The crucial added value of the Regular Process will be ifs

ability to deliver fully integrated assessments, bringing together
environmental, economic and social aspects. The centrepiece

of the package of products that the first cycle will deliver should
therefore be a first version of an infegrated assessment of the
world's oceans and seas. In order to provide a global overview,
in-depth, integrated assessments in some regions will need to be
combined with less advanced assessments in others; they will bring
together what is known about the environmental aspects and in
parallel begin to assemble and infegrate the available economic
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5.25

and social data. This will give a much better picture than is currently
available as a basis for decision making. It can also help identify
potential topics for future cycles of the Regular Process.

As part of this integrated assessment, there could also be a
thematic assessment of a major cross-cutting aspect of the world’s
oceans, such as food security. This would help develop novel cross-
disciplinary and cross-secforal approaches.

Supporting products of the first cycle of the Regular
Process (2010-2012)

5.26

5.27

In the early years of the first cycle of the Regular Process, the
strategy and timefable for the production of the integrated
assessment will need fo be developed. Likewise, before the end of
the first cycle, arrangements will need fo be agreed for the eventual
evaluation of the assessment and the process that produced it.

Preparatory, supporting products will be needed to develop the
fundamental building blocks of marine assessment for the particular
needs of the first cycle. They will improve knowledge and methods
of analysis and thus strengthen capacity. They will build on, guide
and improve existing assessments, especially at regional levels,
and help move them toward a common approach. This, in turn,
will lead to improved iterations of existing assessments and of those
of the Regular Process. The workshops described in the Appendix
fo this Chapter will initiate communication and networking among
existing assessment processes at global, regional and, where
appropriate, national levels to develop the following products:
a. A set of common questions and issues fo be addressed (in
differing degrees of elaboration) across all regions;
b. Agreed assessment methods for the datasets in different scientific
fields:
c. An agreed approach to evaluating the risks that are identified;
d. A common framework and guidelines for data assembly. The
framework and guidelines would provide a background against
which future data collection might be organized by regional
and national bodies, so that the data can be more effectively
compared and used for different purposes. They would aim
fo strengthen data quality and interoperability. The framework
and guidelines will need to take info account the limitations in
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5.29

regions where dafa is sparse and fo include arrangements for
the use of tradifional knowledge. In open ocean and deep-sea
areas, further progress on biogeographic classification of ocean
realms will help provide a framework and rationale for data
collection and assessment efforts:

e. An agreed approach for integrafing the data and information
and analytical results across secfors, ecosystem components and
environmenfal, economic and social aspecis;

f. . Methods to process digitally the available data, including
the methodologies for quality assurance, modelling and the
mefodata that should eventually be assembled,

The first version of a global, integrated assessment will, inevitably,
have shortcomings. It will be for future iterations, in the light of

an evaluation of both products and process of the first cycle, to
address these shortcomings and fo produce ever better infegrated
assessments. Future cycles will enable the tools and methods to be
further developed for bringing together information and assessments
available at regional and other levels on environmental, economic
and social aspects.

Thus, the preparatory products described above will be a first step
fowards the development and application of more refined methods
and tools for assessment, including:

a. Interdisciplinary methods of analysis that address environmental,
economic and social aspects of the state of the marine
environment;

b. Methods and frameworks fo strengthen assessment of marine
habitat quality and extent, as habitat is the property that
inherently integrates many ecosystem features and pressures
from human activities;

c. Methods to predict the risks and potential consequences
(environmental, social and economic) of changes in the marine
environment;

d. Methods and approaches for scaling up and scaling down
existing assessments fo provide a more complefe assessment of
the state of the marine environment:;

e. Indicators and reference points that are costeffective, facilitate
supraegional and global overviews and establish a basis for
comparing status and trends over time;
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f. Initiatives to hamess the powerful infegrative capacity of the
infernet fo make data openly accessible and to incorporate new
dynamic aspects of internet data management fo keep pace
with the anficipated rate of change in ocean conditions.

OPTIONS FOR INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS OF
THE REGULAR PROCESS

5.30

5.31

This section covers six insfitutional aspects: (1) the relationship of
the Regular Process to the United Nations; (2] the establishment of
a Management and Review Body (MRB) for the Regular Process;
(3) a Panel of Experts for the Regular Process; (4] an additional
Pool of Experts for the Regular Process to draw on; (5] a Secretariat
for the Regular Process and (6) Focal Points within governments,
international organizations [global and regional), the private
sector and civil society organizations fo facilitate inferaction and
collaboration with the Regular Process. On the principle that “form
follows function”, it first identifies functions and then considers
options for an institutional mechanism, seffing out advantages and
disadvantages of the various options.

It is important fo recall the discussion in Chapter 4 regarding

the need for sfructured dialogue between decision-makers and
experts — both in defining the objectives and scope of an assessment
and the key questions for which decision-makers are seeking
answers, and in conveying assessment findings. The experfs need
fo clearly understand the needs of decision-makers at the outset,
while decision-makers must be aware of any major limitations

in available knowledge and methods that will affect assessment
products. Regular updates for decision-makers on the progress of
an assessment will allow course corrections to be made, and a full
discussion between experts and decision-makers will help clarify
assessment findings and any assumptions, risks and uncertainties.

Options for relationship with the United Nations

5.32

5.38

Resolution 57/141 affirmed that the Regular Process should be
esfablished “under the United Nations”. This indicates that it is the
UN General Assembly to which the Regular Process is accountable.

With respect to establishing the Regular Process, the General
Assembly can set its overall objective, scope and principles, agree



5.34

5.35

5.36

on its institutional elements, including their composition and terms of
reference and make provision for periodic evaluation of the Process
and its products. It could also endorse more detailed guidance on
best practices fo be applied in the Regular Process. The General
Assembly can also take decisions on the proposed first cycle of the
Regular Process (see paras. 5.24-5.27).

In the operation of the Regular Process, three functions would
benefit from consideration by all UN member states and a wider
range of stakeholders:

a. The specification of the objective and scope of each individual
assessment fo be undertaken by the Regular Process, key
questions to be answered and primary farget audiences, in order
to ensure that assessments are relevant for decision-makers;

b. Examination of the findings of assessments in order fo draw out
their implications for consideration by the appropriate decision-
making body (or bodies); and

c. Periodic evaluations of the Regular Process and its pro