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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
BACKGROUND

In May 2017, the Solomon Islands hosted two back-to-back events for the Coral Triangle Initiative
on Coral Reefs, Fisheries and Food Security (CTI-CFF or CTI). These were the 4" Seascapes
Working Group (SWG) Meeting and 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes (REX), both of which
were organized by Conservation International (Cl) and CTI-CFF through its Regional Secretariat
(RS), with support from the Government of Australia and the German development agency Deutsche
Gesellschaft fur Internationale Zusammenarbeit (G1Z) .

The Solomon Islands is one of six countries often referred to as “CT6” that together make up CTI-
CFF, a regional cooperation initiative to ensure food security and human well-being in the Coral
Triangle, the global center of marine biodiversity. The other members are Indonesia, Malaysia,
Papua New Guinea (PNG), Philippines, and Timor-Leste.

The events were held at the Heritage Park Hotel in Honiara from 15-19 May, and were the latest in
a series of activities that began in 2013 to develop a CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and
Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes (“Seascapes Document”). The Seascapes Document is
part of the CT6 commitment to the CTI-CFF Regional Plan of Action (RPOA), a 10-year (2010-2020)
plan that captures the joint priorities and commitments of the six countries to conserve and
sustainably manage coastal and marine resources within the Coral Triangle region. Goal 1 of the
RPOA is “Priority Seascapes designated and effectively managed,” and it is the task of the SWG to
facilitate the effective implementation of all CTI-CFF activities relating to this goal.

There were 24 participants in the SWG Meeting. Sixteen of them made up the official delegations of
the CT6, and the rest were representatives from the Government of Australia, Cl and GIZ, who made
up the Resource Team that facilitated the discussions and provided inputs when needed.

The REX, on the other hand, was attended by 27 participants composed of 14 of the 16 CT6
delegates who attended the SWG Meeting, seven members of the Resource Team, and additional
participants from the Host Country, World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF) and Wildlife Conservation
Society (WCS). The Nature Conservancy (TNC) was also represented through PNG and Solomon
Islands delegates.

Two members of the CT Team, Ms Niquole Esters and Ms Whitney Anderson, were lead facilitators
for both events.

The SWG is currently chaired by Indonesia, with the Philippines serving as Co-Chair.
OBJECTIVES
Based on inputs from previous meetings, conference calls, discussions, and consultations, the 4"

SWG Meeting aimed to:
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1. Review and finalize the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and Regional Framework for
Priority Seascapes;

2. Endorse CTI-CFF Seascapes Model and Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes to the
13" Senior Officials Meeting (SOM13); and

3. Review, finalize and agree on decision-making protocols for use in SWG meetings

The REX, on the other hand, was intended as a follow-through activity of the SWG Meeting with the
following specific objectives:

1. Socialize SWG-endorsed CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and Regional Framework for
Priority Seascapes;

2. Receive updates from CTI-CFF countries and partners on seascapes-related activities;

3. Identify communication needs related to audience, thematic topics and tools; and

4. ldentify capacity needs related to establishing and/implementing CTI-CFF Seascapes

Discussions were guided primarily by the SWG-endorsed Seascapes Document and a set of draft
key messages presented for consideration by the country delegates during their deliberations on
communicating about seascapes to their target audiences.

SUMMARY OF PROCEEDINGS

4th SWG Meeting

Due to last-minute flight and visa issues that unexpectedly delayed the arrival of delegates from
Timor-Leste, Philippines and Indonesia (including the SWG Chair), the SWG Meeting, which was
originally scheduled as a three-day (15-17 May) formal meeting, was conducted in two parts: (1) an
informal session attended by Malaysia, PNG, Philippines and Solomon Islands; and (2) two days of
formal sessions with the full SWG membership in attendance.

Sitting as Chair for Indonesia was Dr. Suharyanto of the Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
(MMAF) and, for the Philippines as Co-Chair, Mr. Felix Mirasol of the Department of Environment
and Natural Resources (DENR).

Held between half past nine and half past 11 in the morning of 15 May, the informal session resulted
in initial agreements among the countries present on editing requests previously submitted by
Indonesia and the Philippines.

The formal Meeting opened at 4:30p.m. on 16 May for a 3.5-hour session, and reopened at 9:00a.m.
the next day for another 12.5 hours of discussions, most of it spent reviewing and finalizing, section
by section, the Seascapes Document. The Seascapes Document review lasted about 11 hours total,
guided generally by the Document’s structure outlined below:
l. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes

a. The Value of the Coral Triangle to the Global Ocean

b. What do Seascapes Offer?

c. How Seascapes Align with and Strengthen Approaches and Tools for Marine Management in

the Coral Triangle
d. Seascapes Explanatory Diagrams
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e. Case Study: Seascape Selection in the Philippines
Il. CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model
a. Definition
b. Key Elements
c. lIdentification, Selection and Designation
d. Integrated Planning Model
lll.  CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and Objectives
a. Vision for CTI-CFF Seascapes
b. Purpose for CTI-CFF Seascapes
c. Objectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes
IV.  CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes
a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes
b. Criteria for the Designation
c. Operational Processes
d. Designated Bodies
e. Monitoring & Evaluation
V.  Annex 1 - Important Definitions for Large Scale Marine Management for CTI-CFF Seascapes
VI.  Annex 2 — Related International Agreements
VII.  Annex 3 — Seascapes Concept from the Republic of Indonesia
VIIl.  Annex 4 — Planning Process for the Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME)

The agenda item on a draft “Rules of Procedures” for SWG meetings was also tackled, but not fully
discussed, in nearly four hours of extended sessions. At 9:00p.m., with much of the rules document
remaining to approve, the SWG agreed to table the discussion and continue it “through
correspondence,” with a target to have an endorsed draft in time for SOM13 later in the year.

The body then proceeded to work out their roadmap to SOM13, pinning down the specific tasks that
must be completed to accomplish the countries’ targets for both the Seascapes Document and Rules
of Procedure. This was followed by report-outs of a side meeting that happened over lunch between
Indonesia, PNG and Solomon Islands, who reported that they reached an initial agreement to pursue
regional cooperation on the Bismarck-Solomon Seas Ecoregion (BSSE), which would be a good
opportunity “to test the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model,” while also moving ahead with their
own, already ongoing, national programs.

Lastly, the SWG acted on two outstanding matters remaining from the discussions on the Seascapes
Document:

1. Atthe request of the Resource Team, Indonesia, Malaysia and the Philippines named four
focal points tasked to ensure the completion and submission of case studies that would
comprise Annex 4 and Annex 5 of the Seascapes Document. Arief Sudianto (Indonesia) was
named focal point for the case study on the Lesser Sunda Seascape and, for the case study
on the Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME), the focal points were identified as Ahsanal
Kasasiah (Indonesia), Norasma Dacho (Malaysia), and Nilda Baling (Philippines).

2. On a motion by the Co-Chair, the SWG signed off on a “finalized” Seascapes Document and
endorsed, pending “final edits” of the Document, the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model
and Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes.

The meeting adjourned at 9:30p.m. after closing statements from the delegates and Ms Esters, and
a reminder from the Chair to the countries “to finish the rules document before the end of August.”
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2"d Regional Exchange on Seascapes

The two-day REX included seven substantive plenary sessions and three break-out sessions.
Plenary presentations were for the most part about introducing the SWG-endorsed Seascapes
Document to participants who came in specifically for the REX, as well as sharing updates on
seascape-related activities being undertaken by the CT6 and CTI Partners. The breakout sessions,
on the other hand, focused on identifying the countries’ communication and implementation
concerns with respect to seascapes to inform the countries, as well as their Partners, on the way
forward.

The REX started at 9:00a.m. on 18 May, Thursday, with a short opening program. Mr. Joe Horokou,
Director of Environment and Conservation Division of Solomon Islands’ Ministry of Environment,
Climate Change, Disaster Management and Meteorology (MECDM), gave the welcome remarks,
making special mention of the completion of the Seascapes Document, which he said signified the
CT6 countries’ “common understanding of what seascapes are and what they can bring to us in the
region.”

Mr. Mirasol officially opened the REX in his capacity as Co-Chair representing the Chair, who had
to leave for other commitments. “We know there are a lot of challenges ahead of us but with
everybody’s cooperation and collaboration, we know we can move this forward,” Mr. Mirasol said in
his opening remarks, expressing his hope that, through the REX, “our partners can see how they

can be of help for what we are looking to achieve through seascapes.”

SSME is a large-scale conservation and
management effort involving cooperation between
the governments of Indonesia, Malaysia and the
Philippines and their partners. Planning was
undertaken using WWF’s ecoregion approach,
adapted by incorporating elements of the five-
module large marine ecosystem (LME) approach
described by Kenneth Sherman. The process
resulted in a 50-year conservation vision involving
the management or protection of 58 priority
conservation areas that represent the full range of
biodiversity and ecological processes which
sustain Sulu-Sulawesi. This vision then guided the
development of the Ecoregion Conservation Plan
(ECP) consisting of three country action plans and
one ecoregion level plan developed through
stakeholder consultations. The ECP has since
been adopted and implemented by the countries
based on a 10-year tri-national memorandum of
understanding (MOU). As an adaptive measure,
the action plans were updated in 2011, resulting in
the development of the Comprehensive Action
Plan for SSME that identified priority actions for
species, marine protected area (MPA) network
and sustainable fisheries, cost of implementing
each action and sources of funds. The tri-national
SSME MOU expired in 2016 and has
unfortunately not been renewed, but efforts to
manage the area continue at the country level.
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After the introductions, Ms Esters reported on the
just concluded SWG Meeting, highlighting two key
outputs: (1) A final endorsement, for consideration
by the Committee of Senior Officials (CSO) at
SOM13, of the CTI-CFF Seascapes General
Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes “pending final edits”; and (2)
preliminary edits to a draft rules document for the
SWG.

The opening program was followed by six plenary
sessions: The first five sessions focused on
explaining the Seascapes Document, which Ms
Nicole Coombe (Australia) described as “a
standard for integrated marine planning and
management that is supported by all the CTI
Parties.” The final plenary was an exchange on
the SSME -- to date the only Priority Seascape
recognized by the CTI-CFF, the SSME was
presented as an example of how seascapes might
develop in the region.

Day 1 ended with one breakout session, where the

country delegates divided into three groups to
identify “key messages” for communicating the
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Seascapes Document to their various stakeholders. To inform the discussions, the session included
a plenary presentation by Ms Anderson outlining key elements of a communication plan.

On Day 2, the focus of the plenary presentations was on exchanging lessons from the region’s
experience with seascapes and related activities, with two plenary sessions dedicated to
presentations by the CT6 and Partners on seascape-related progress in their respective areas. A
common theme that ran throughout the presentations and open-forum discussions was the
challenge of scaling up to large area management, which generally manifested as concerns about
capacity, policy and funding gaps or mismatch, as well as the need to communicate about seascapes
to CT6 stakeholders in-country and, at the regional level, to the RS and other working groups
concerned with various aspects of the CTI-CFF RPOA.

First up for the day were the CT6 countries’ presentations, which revealed the range of activities and
experiences “related to seascapes” across region, as described below.

1. Indonesia identified 10 seascapes at various stages of implementation. Marine spatial planning (MSP)
is the main focus of Indonesia’s seascapes work -- several zoning plans have been completed
although thus far only one has been legalized, with eight plans expected to be legalized this year
(2017) and 25 more in 2018. Of the 10 seascapes, three were highlighted: (1) Bird’s Head Seascape,
where Cl has been working for many years with local governments; (2) Lesser Sunda, which Indonesia
is planning to nominate for CTI priority recognition, potentially as a trans-boundary seascape with
Timor-Leste; and (3) Banda Seascape, where activities could potentially progress more quickly
because of the presence of the USAID-funded Sustainable Ecosystems Advanced (SEA) Project.
Capacity building is crucial to progressing the work, and obviously requires human and financial
resources.

2. Seascape work in Malaysia is currently focused on a 29,000km? area on the east coast of Sabah
within the SSME boundary. It is supported primarily by funding from the Malaysian Government and
a few donor projects. A key challenge that Malaysia wanted CTI Partners to take note of was the still
limited awareness and knowledge about seascapes and what they entail, which they said cannot be
addressed simply by the completion of the Seascapes Document. They suggested that Partner
support would be needed to develop a training tool that explains in operational terms and in detail
what seascape is and how it should be done.

3. Papua New Guinea listed three ongoing seascape-related activities: (1) Fairfax Harbour Seascape
Conservation Area, which is entirely funded by the PNG National Fisheries Authority (NFA); (2) Project
for Biodiversity Conservation through Implementation of the PNG Policy on Protected Areas, which is
funded by Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA) and focused on capacity building for the
rehabilitation and establishment of new conservation areas; and (3) BSSE Project, which is led by
TNC, Australia’s Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation (CSIRO) with
funding support from the Australian Government, United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)
and the PNG Government.

4. There is a legal framework for “seascapes” in the Philippines, but it appears to conflate “seascapes”
with “landscapes” — the term “seascapes” was introduced into Philippine law in the 1992 National
Integrated Protected Area System (NIPAS) Act, under a protected area category for
“landscapes/seascapes” that does not explicitly specify marine areas. Nevertheless, 21 “protected
landscapes and seascapes” have been established under NIPAS, along with four seascapes, three
marine reserves, two natural parks, one wildlife sanctuary and one national park. This list does not
include the estimated 1,800 locally managed marine protected areas (MPAS) scattered all over the
Philippines, or three seascapes that have been identified by government but are not covered by
NIPAS, namely Sulu-Sulawesi Seascape, West Philippine Seascape and North Philippine Seascape.

5. Solomon Islands has a technical working group (TWG) for seascapes, but the country has not yet
selected a seascape for CTI priority recognition. BSSE is being highlighted as a potential candidate.
Also, for national level seascapes, Arnavon Islands has been plugged as a catalyst, but TWG has yet
to engage in this discussion with the provinces involved (Choiseul and Isabel). Going forward, the
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TWG intends to “socialize” the Seascapes Document to those that need to be engaged in the process,
including the NCC (National Coordinating Committee), national government agencies, provincial
governments, private sector, management partners on the ground, and resource owners or
communities. Capacity will be a major issue, particularly in terms of scaling up from current
community-based programs, policies and practices to large-scale management.

Timor-Leste has identified a 9,800km?area as its “pilot seascape.” The area, called “North Seascape”
is located on Ombai Strait where Timor-Leste shares a border with Indonesia. Planning is in its early
stages but management is envisioned to include the following nine seascapes elements: (1) enabling
legal framework; (2) ecosystem-based management including MPAs; (3) adequate institutions and
capacity; (4) private sector engagement; (5) social and political support; (6) maintenance and
restoration of critical habitats and ecosystems; (7) threatened species recovery; (8) human well-being
benefits; and (9) sustainable financing and market mechanisms. Funding is currently limited to 12
months, and capacity is a major issue. Timor-Leste said they are considering a trans-boundary
seascape with Indonesia and are looking to learn from the SSME experience.

The country presentations were followed by the first of two breakout sessions scheduled for the day.
In this session, the delegates were asked to identify the capacity needs for “socializing” the
Seascapes Document, and seascapes, in their respective countries. They worked through lunch in
small groups, after which they reconvened in plenary session for the Partners’ presentations outlined

below:
1.

WWEF helped to facilitate the 2006 tri-national memorandum of understanding (MOU) between
Indonesia, PNG and Solomon Islands to protect the Western Pacific Leatherback turtles and their
habitats in the BSSE, but this initiative did not prosper because of lack of funding for secretariat and
implementation. Their ongoing programs in the BSSE are national marine activities in Madang
Province in PNG; Western Province in Solomon Islands; and Bird's Head Seascape and
Cenderawasih Bay in Indonesia. The presentation focused mostly on their work in Solomon Islands
where they use innovative approaches to move fishers away from managed areas and engage them
in fisheries management. For example, they are running a successful financial inclusion program
directed mostly at women that has helped ensure that the benefits from managing fisheries also
contributed to improving livelihoods, and not just improving food security.

WCS has well-established programs in Indonesia and PNG working in specific areas mostly on MPAs
or marine managed areas (MMA) to manage fisheries. Recently they signed an MOU with the Solomon
Islands Government to start a program in Western Province on an MMA zoning approach in Kavachi
“seascape,” a smaller geography focused on zoning to regulate the tuna industry which the community
believes is affecting their local catch. WCS does not have a marine program in Malaysia, but they are
implementing a terrestrial program that may be involved in several sporadic marine activities. In the
Philippines, they are involved in some contractual activities that have not been scaled up so far.

For those looking for project funding, WCS runs a global MPA Fund that aims to help countries
achieve their Aichi targets by 2020. The Fund is open for proposals, and those who are interested
may contact Stacey Jupiter/WCS for more specific information.

TNC has been working in PNG for more than 20 years and has three ongoing projects in Madang,
Manus and New Britain. The presentation focused on their work in New Britain, where TNC leads
ridges-to-reefs planning activities aimed at building the capacity of stakeholders and the government
at all levels in terms of making natural resource management decisions. The project is funded by the
Australian Government and implemented in collaboration with the PNG Government (national and
provincial) with additional funding from UNDP. TNC is also working closely with CSIRO to produce
resource maps using a participatory approach involving communities, industries, and government.

Working with many organizations at different levels, Cl is involved in multiple seascapes across the
Coral Triangle, including Bird’s Head and Lesser Sunda Seascapes in Indonesia; SSME in Indonesia,
Malaysia and the Philippines; and Milne Bay Seascape in PNG, to name a few. Except for SSME and
Lesser Sunda, these seascapes are single-country seascapes and, in Lesser Sunda, Indonesia and
Timor-Leste are operating only at the national level. But several areas are working toward multi-
national seascapes, such as Milne Bay, which is looking at possibly stretching the seascape over to
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Solomon Islands. This means thinking at scale, looking at a bigger area, and reaching out to different
networks across different sectors, including those that are traditionally not environment-focused, so
as to bring about a larger scale of change.

An open-forum followed the Partners’ presentations, raising mostly questions about access to
funding, then the delegates divided into their small groups for the last breakout session, this time to
refine and synthesize their discussions from the previous breakout sessions into rough “plans”
identifying their communication goals, key messages, target audiences, and communication needs
and actions.

The plans were reported in plenary and discussed, before the REX ended at 4:30p.m.
RESULTS & NEXT STEPS

The 4" SWG Meeting had three main outputs:
1. “Finalized” CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes, endorsed by the SWG “pending final edits”;
2. Preliminary edits to “Rules of Procedure for Meetings of the CTI-CFF Seascapes Working
Group”; and
3. SWG Roadmap to SOM13

The REX, on the other hand, produced six “plans” that roughly outline what lies ahead for the
countries in terms of communicating and disseminating the Seascapes General Model and Regional
Framework and, in general, the development of seascapes in their respective jurisdictions.

These outputs are presented below. Output 1 and Output 2 from the 4" SWG Meeting are reported
in the form of “editing notes,” which compile the changes discussed and agreed during the Meeting.
Where applicable, the country that first requested or proposed a particular edit is indicated using the
following ISO-3166-1 official country codes: Indonesia — IDN; Malaysia — MYS; Papua New Guinea
— PNG; Philippines — PHL; Solomon Islands — SLB; Timor-Leste — TLS.

Where the edit combined inputs from two or more countries, the codes of all the countries that
requested or proposed the edit are noted. Changes put forward by the Chair and Co-Chair are

annotated with “IDN-CHR” and “PHL-CC,” respectively.

Text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action.

Editing Notes: Seascapes Document

General Editing Notes (apply to entire document)

1. Do not use color coding for referencing elements of a page or diagram; instead use shapes,
letter coding, number coding or placement/position of the elements (e.g. first box, second
box, last box, leftmost box at the top, etc.), whichever is appropriate. (SLB)

2. Number and caption all images (diagrams, maps, etc.) and tables. (IDN, MYS, PNG)
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Front

PonNpE

Matters

Delete the word “Draft” from the coverftitle page.

Add Foreword from the Chair (SLB)

Update Table of Contents to reflect changes in titles and numbering format. (SLB)
Add Acronyms and Abbreviations page (PNG)

Section I. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes

Page

REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough-text-inred
text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action

Coral Triangle Map after lead paragraph

2

e Map replaced with official CTI-CFF map (IDN)
e Text should be bigger and clearer; high-resolution image should be used so the
text/legend is readable (TLS, PHL)

o Caption added explaining that the map is color-coded to show each country’s
land mass (PHL-CC)

c. How Seascapes Align with and Strengthen Approaches and Tools for Marine
Management in the Coral Triangle

7 e “Defined” deleted in Line 6, as shown below: (PHL-CC)
é » A seascape is a defined geography that is ecologically valued, politically
7 relevant, and logistically practical to manage.
d. Seascapes Explanatory Diagrams
11 ¢ Map from Page 45 added (this page now has two maps, the first of which shows

multiple uses, and the second map depicting trans-boundary seascapes) (SLB)
¢ Map needs to be updated with “information that relates to the source” (to be
provided by Indonesia) (IDN)

e. Case Study: Seascape Selection in the Philippines

12 o Section title changed from “Case Study: Seascape Selection in the Philippines”
to “Abstracts of Country Case Studies” (MYS)
e This section will include (in text boxes) the following case studies, with
reference to the full case studies in Annex 5:! (SLB)
o Seascape selection in the Philippines
o Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME): Experience in Planning and
Lessons Learned -- not a “country” case study?
o Developing a Large-Scale Marine Spatial Planning Framework for
Effectively Managing the Lesser Sunda Ecoregion in Indonesia, a Potential
Priority Seascape for the CTI-CFF
e Use a different color or color scheme for each text box (IDN-CHR)
Note:
1 The SSME case study is in Annex 4, not Annex 5.

2 The

title says “Abstracts of Country Case Studies” but it was pointed out in the Meeting that

the SSME paper is “not a country case study but a case study of integrated planning in a
trans-boundary seascape.”
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Section Il. CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model

Page REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted-strikethrough-text-inred
text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action
a. Definition
14 e Line 12 and Line 18 edited as shown below to include “coastal,” thus
highlighting the interconnectivity of ecosystems, and aligning with the
integrated coastal management framework used in most countries (PHL)
i 10 a. Definition
11 “A large, multiple-use goastal and marine area, scientifically and strategically defined, in
12 which government, communities, private organizations, and other stakeholders
13 cooperate, collaborate, and coordinate to manage for sustainable development,
14 biodiversity conservation, and human well-being.”
16
17 Supporting language (explanation)
18 o “Multiple use coastal and marine area” may include protected areas (e.g. marine

b. Key Elements

15 o

“EBM diagram” deleted — In Section |, EBM (ecosystem-based management)
is mentioned as just one of many management approaches, but the diagram
seems to indicate it is the preferred approach (PHL-CC)
e Box/sidebar added containing numbered list of the Key Elements as shown

below (SLB)
b. Key Elements Box 1: Key Elements
Fifteen Key Elements are crucial to achieving | 4 Social Support
Effective Governance, Ecological Well-being, | 2. political will
and Human Well-being (Box 1}. Each of the 3. Harmonized Policies and
elements should be considerad in the Regulations
process of identifying, planning for, and 4. Adeguate Institutions and
implementing 3 CTI Seascape. However, CTI- Partnerships

CFF recognizes that every single Key Element sustainable Financing

=
may nat apply to every seascape. all of the 6. Restoration of Critical Habitats
ey Elements should be considered and the 7. Maintsnance of Ecosystem
most appropriate and applicable of them Services

should be the foous of planning and E&. Protection of Threatzned and

implemantation. Critical Species

5. Fisheries Managed for
The Key Elements are grouped according to Sustainability
the area that they most contribute ta, 10. Integrated Tarrestrial and
howewer, the CTI-CFF recognizes that the Marine Managemant

Key Elements can be defined and applied 11 Respect for Customary Practices

differently across the CT6. Each Key Element
is acoompanied by & broad definition, which

12 Educstion and Awareness.
13. cultural, Gender, and Social

isintanded to clarify meaning without Sensitivity
restricting individual member country 14 sustainable social and Econamic
cirowmstances. Devalopment
15. climate Change Mitigation and
adaptation

15 .

Lines 5-6 and Line 14 edited for clarity, as shown below (SLB)

The following Key Elements are crucial to achieving the-three benefitsof
ecosysterm-based-management: Effective Governance, Ecological Well-being, and

Human Well-being. (Bex 1) Each of the-fellewirg Key Elements should be considered in the

process of identifying, planning for, and implementing a CTl seascape. However,
CTI-CFF recognizes that every single Key Element may not apply to every
seascape. All of the Key Elements should be considered and the most
appropriate and applicable of them should be the focus of planning and
implementation.

The Key Elements are grouped according to the particular berefits area that they most
contribute to; however, the CTI-CFF recognizes that the Key Elements can be

defined and applied differently across the CT6. Each Key Element is accompanied

by a broad definition, which is intended to clarify its meaning without restricting
individual member-country circumstances.

16 |
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Page

REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough-text inred

text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action

c. Identification, Selection and Designation

16 o Immediately below section title, new explanatory text inserted between Lines
34 and Line 35, as shown below: (PHL)
33 c. Identification, Selection, and Designation
34
35| Guidance for Seascape Identification and Selection
17 °

Immediately above (d) “Integrated Planning Model,” between Line 12 and

Line 13, new text in box (reference to case study in annex) inserted, as shown
below: (SLB)

10 ® Seascape planning may at times precede designation according to
11 individual country processes
12
For further explanation and guidance, please refer to the case study “Seascape
Selection in the Philippines” provided in Section l.e. as well as in Annex 5.
13
14 d. Integrated Planning Model

d. Integrated Planning Model

17

In Line 23, above the diagram “Integrated Planning Model,” new text inserted,
and Footnote 7 deleted, as shown below
22
23

should be designated and planned appropriately considering regional and
national circumstances *
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Page | REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted ingreen cdelete/deleted strikethrough text inred

text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action

17 e Below diagram “Integrated Planning Model”, new text and box item (reference
to case study in annex) inserted (SLB)

For further explanation and guidance, please refer to the case studies “The Sulu-
Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (S3ME): Experience in Planning and Lessons Learned” and
“Developing a Large-scale Marine Spatial Planning Framework for Effectively Managing
the Lesser Sunds Ecoregion in Indonesia, a Priority Seascape for the CTI-CEE” in
Section l.e. and Annex 5.1

1 SSME Case Study is in Annex 4, not Annex 5.

Section lll. CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and Objectives

e Title changed from “CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and Objectives” to “-

Page | REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough text inred

text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action

c. Objectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes

18 | Line 31, edited as shown (PHL)

25 c. Objectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes

26

27 + Support regional, national and local collaboration, to recognize and

28 designate priority seascapes for investment through the CTI-CFF.

29 = Strengthen the capacity of CT6 countries to establish and sustainably

30 * manage Seascapes.

31 «  Support the development BRdIMpIEMENtaton of regional monitoring and evaluation indicators

37 for seascapes

33

d. Geographic Scope for CTI-CFF Seascapes
18 o New section (d) added (IDN)

31 s Support the development of regional monitoring and evaluation indicators
32 for seascapes.
33
3 d. Geographic Scope for CTI-CFF Seascapes
35
* Seascapes can be geographically located in one or acrds multiple countries. They
i may not necessarily cover the entire exclusive economic zone (EEZ) of each
38
39 country. The result could be a series of spatially disiointed seascapes across the
30 region.
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Section IV. CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes

Page | REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough text in red

text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action
a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes

19 e Lines 13-15 edited as shown? (IDN)
E a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes
13 Priority Seascapes are those seascapes, which can be rationaler trans-boundary SRGJGRMEHGNE].
14 that have been evaluated based on the criteriz and designated as “Priority” by
ig the 5644 Council of Senior Dfﬂr:iald-
19 ¢ New paragraph acknowledging SSME as the first CTI-CFF Priority Seascape

added between Line 15 and Line 17 before “Goals for the Designation of CTI-
CFF Priority Seascapes”, as shown below? (PHL-CC)

15 the 550 Coundil of Senior Officials Bnd Council Of Ministers.

16

9™ Senior Officials Meeting in 2013 and adopted by the 4™

Council of Ministers Meeting in 201

17 Goals for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority Seascopes

19 | e Line 19, first bullet under “Goals for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority
Seascapes”: “(reference official goals)” needs to be deleted or replaced with
actual reference to “official goals.

11 a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes
12
17 Goals for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes
18
19 ® Integrate the other goals of the CTI-CFF namely (reference official goals)
20 sustainable fisheries, marine protected areas, climate change adaptation,
21 and recovery of threatened species through an ecosystem-based
22| management approach;
19 e Lines 28-31 replaced with the green highlighted text (SLB)
28
29
30
31

b. Criteria for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes

21 e Line 6 and Line 7 “Examples:” and “, etc.” inserted and “...” deleted” as shown
below (IDN)
3 1. Each Priority Seascape demonstrates high values that bind and give purpose
4 to the seascape. The specific high values of a Priority Seascape include at
5 least three of the following:
6 o " Ecological significance {_ EBSA, KBA.-, migratory routes, nesting
7 sites for sea turtles)atel)
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Page | REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough text in-red
text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action
21 e Line 20, “sustainable” inserted as shown below (PHL)
20 3. There must be _ economic and/or other human activities overlapping with and
21 adding pressure/potential threat'® on the high values. (This is the justification
22 for triggering the creation of a Priority Seascape.)
21 e Lines 28-30 — Editing comments (highlighted in yellow below) need to be deleted,
or requested edits should be provided
28 *  (Opportunity — elaborate: collabaration and partnership, financial
29 support from donor, etc. (add definition to explain that is outside of
30 previous bullets topics)
21 e Criteria 5, new text added to Line 34 (examples of enabling/coordinating
mechanism) (SLB)
32 creating a seascape forward.
33
34
22 | e Line 1 and Line 2 edited as shown (PHL)
1 7. Priority Seascapes should have and contribute to the regional _ of the
2 CTI. The regional _ of a specific Priority Seascape can come from a wide
c. Operational Process

Entire section “c. Operational Process” transposed with section “d. Designated
Bodies” and renumbered as “*.” (IDN) Note that the page
and line numbering referred to below was the numbering used in the draft

Seascapes Document that was distributed at the start and not the updated
Document that came out of the 4th SWG Meeting

22

e Line 37 and Line 38 to be updated as follows:

37 The roles and responsibilities of each of these groups in this process is . outlined
38 further in the subsequent - section “Designated Bodies.”

22

e The document will not always be printed in color, so do not use colors when
referencing the different elements of the diagram on Page 23 (Operational
Process). (SLB) If it is not possible to modify the diagram so it's different
elements can easily be distinguished and referenced, refer to relative
placement/position of the elements in the diagram (e.qg. first box, second box, last
box, leftmost box at the top, etc.). Otherwise use letter coding or number coding
(IDN-CHR), and modify the diagram accordingly. For example:

P = actions of Nominating Party or Parties

G = actions of Seascapes Working Group

S = actions of Regional Secretariat

O = actions of Committee of Senior Officials

M = actions of Council of Ministers

C = coordinated or collaborative actions of Seascapes Working Group,
Regional Secretariat and Nominating Party or Parties in the case of
designated Priority Seascapes

Note: The above letter coding scheme did not come out of the SWG Meeting. It is
used here only for illustrative purposes.
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Page

REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough-text-in-red
text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action
23 °

“Operational Process” diagram to be modified as follows:

o

P

NCCs and members of the

SWG ("nominating parties™)

tar priarity” status to the
SWG

—————»
may NoMinats 8 SoaSCADE

If needed, modify the diagram to make its elements easier to reference,

for example, by letter coding the boxes as described in the above editing
suggestion for Page 22, as follows:

RS inform:
oS of o —
23 o Edittextin Box G at the top, as follows (add green highlighted text): (IDN,
PHL, SLB)
G
P SWG reviews an.d evaluates
NCCs and members of the ":;:ﬁ;ﬂi:;':;"md for
EErE |
may nominate a seascape
for “priority” status to the
SWG
v
G -
® NO =
23 o Change all instances of “SOM” to “CSO”
23 o Add new boxes for Ministerial approval (boxes labelled “M” below) (PHL-
CC)
I

RS informs SWG and
nominating parties that
the endorsement was not ||
i approved
RS and SWG works with
nominating parties (and sub-
group if present) on Priority
and
RS informs €S0, SWG and YES RS informs CS0, SWG and
nominating parties that nominating parties that |
the endorsement was the endorsement was
approved approved
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Page REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green
text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action
o Edittext in last box (“purple box”) as follows (SLB, IDN-CHR)
C %ES
RS and SWG works with
nominating parties (and sub- AS informs the nominating
group if present) on Priority parties that the nomination S
Seascape programming, has been endorsed by the
planning, 254 SWG
implementation, monitoring,
and evaluation. l
T RS prepares the q
23 o “Diagram 4" inserted before the words “Operational Process” in the caption, as
shown below: (IDN, MYS, PNG)
Diagram 4. Operational Process
P SWG reviews and evaluates
seascape nominated for
;:gshand rner:b-eﬂ {:.m “priority” status. SWG may
ey :mnl:mlnla :ga?m::;] ——————————— | establish an evaluation team to | 4+—
for “priority” status to the review the nomination with the
SWG support of the RS.
SWG informs
the RS of its
23 e Add legend for acronyms (and letter coding or number coding, if used), for
example: (PHL-CC)
C — coordinated or collaborative actions of Seascapes Working Group,
Regional Secretariat and Nominating Party or Parties in the case
of designated Priority Seascapes
COM  — Council of Ministers
CSO — Committee of Senior Officials
G — actions of Seascapes Working Group
M — actions of Council of Ministers
NCC — National Coordinating Committee
O — actions of Committee of Senior Officials
P — actions of Nominating Party or Parties
RS — Regional Secretariat
S — actions of Regional Secretariat
SWG - Seascapes Working Group
d. Designated Bodies
Entire section “d. Designated Bodies” transposed with section “c. Operational
Process” and renumbered as “c. Designated Bodies.” (IDN) Note that the page and
line numbering referred to below was the numbering used in the draft
Seascapes Document that was distributed at the start and not the updated
Document that came out of the 4th SWG Meeting
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Page | REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough text inred
text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action
24 | e Lines 24-27 revised as shown below. Additional edits in Line 22 (yellow
highlighted line) are suggested for consistency in usage of CSO when referring to
the group of senior officials, and not their meeting. (PHL-CC, IDN)
20 Seascapes Working Group (SWG)
21 e  Review the nomination of the Priority Seascape based on the criteria
22 e |f accepted, make the recommendation to the SOM - through the RS; if
23 not, the nomination is given back to the recommending country(ies)
24 e  Review andfer establish coordinating i iork
25 o-Ceuld be a sub-group or a separate body/group
26 e Administration of M&E systems
27 .
24 | e Lines 29-30 edited as follows. Yellow highlighted Lines 33-34 require additional
edits or further review (PHL-CC)
28 Regional Secretariat (RS)
29 *  Facilitates the review and approval by SQM_
30 * Coordinating with the NCCs
31 s Preparation of the {{pcuments
32 *  Ensuring alignment with the RPOA including the relating M&E WG
33 *  Ensuring the CTI-CFF processes are followed
34 * Facilitate that any proposals or projects submitted by the SWG for review
35 and the NCC for approval
24 | e Line 37, edited as follows:?!
37 Septor G cias Massiag {50kHCouncil of Senior Officials (CSO):
38 * Consider and approve/disapprove recommendations from the SWG
24 | « New text added (highlighted green) immediately below Line 35 as follows: (PHL)
34 ®  Facilitate that any proposals or projects submitted by the SWG for review
35 and the NCC for approval
24 | ¢ New text (highlighted green) added between Line 28 and Line 29 as follows:
(SLB)
28 Regional Secretariat (RS)
29 s Facilitates the review and approval by SOM
25 | e« New text (highlighted green) inserted between Line 11 and Line 12, as follows:
(SLB)
11 Partners:
12 * Communicate with bath RS, NCCs, and SWG on activities and projects
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Page | REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough textin-red
text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action
24 | ¢ Council of Ministers (COM) added to top of list under “Designated Bodies,” as
follows: (PHL-CC)
13 c. Designated Bodies
14
15 The Operational Process for nominating, evaluating, endorsing and approval
16 Priority Seascapes involves the participation of several Designated Bodies. The
17 roles and responsibilities of these bodies in the implementation of this process
18 are outlined in the points below.
19
24-25 | e List reordered as follows: (PNG)
Council of Ministers (COM)
Committee of Senior Officials (CSO)
National Coordinating Committees (NCCs)
Regional Secretariat (RS)
Seascapes Working Group (SWG)
Sub-group
Partners
e. Monitoring & Evaluation
26 | e Line 1 (section title): “&” changed to “and”: (IDN)
1 e Monitoring & BRd Evaluation
2
3 The following set of indicators is intended to be used by the Regional Secretariat to monitor and evaluate the status of Priority
26 | e Line 5: Acronym “RPOA” changed to “Regional Plan of Action”: (IDN)
E ] The follewing set of indicators is intended to be used by the Regional Secretariat to monitor and evaluate the status of Priesity
4 Seascapes on the regional level. Individual Pricrity Seascapes will be monitored and evaluated based on indicators developing in
5 the planning and implementation process. The Goal and Targets in the table below refer to those in the RROA
26 | e Table 3, first data row (Row 4), column 3, definition of “seascape” updated with

agreed definition from Section ll-a, which reads: “A seascape is a large, multiple-
use coastal and marine area, scientifically and strategically defined, in which
governments, communities, private organizations, and other stakeholders
cooperate, collaborate, and coordinate to manage for sustainable development,
biodiversity conservation, and human well-being.” (PHL)

Goal 1: Priority Seascapes Desigmated and Efoctively Managed

Target 1.7 {Intermedisic Hesull): “Frionty Sesscapoes” deshgnated, with invesmment plans plemented and soeq) od by 2012
# Level Indscados Diescription
| Taget 1 1 Humber of Fromnty A seascape s

Seascapes designaied

Diesignation means that the seascape is recognized by national and'or b yiimemational
agreemants. The targed for this goal |s to designaie a sel of priority seascapes across the Conal Trangle
o sarea as the geographic focss of major investmants and action derieg 2019 %0 2020

1 Nomenclature used in official CTI-CFF decision documents is “Committee of Senior Officials.”

2 CTI-CFF records show that it was at SOM4 (22 October 2009, Kota Kinabalu, Sabah, Malaysia)
that, based on a proposal from the Philippines, the CT6 agreed to recognize SSME as a CTI-CFF
Priority Seascape (SOM 4 Chairman’s Summary). This decision was affirmed by the COM at their
2" Ministerial Meeting on 19 November 2009 in Gizo, Solomon Islands (Draft Joint Ministerial
Statement, Annex 3 of SOM5 Chairman’s Summary).

24 |
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Annexes
¢ Annexes to be renumbered under one section, as follows: (SLB)
Section V. Annexes

Important Definitions for Large Scale Marine Management for CTI-CFF Seascapes
Related International Agreements

Seascapes Concept

The Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME): Experience in Planning and Lessons

Learned (Note: This may require a title change, depending on scope of final draft)

5. Country Case Studies

Y.

Page | REVISIONS = add/added texthighlighted ingreen celete/deleted strikethroughtextinred

text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action

Annex 1

28 e Replace “V. Annex 1” at the top of page with “V. Annexes” and add annex number before
the title, as follows:

1
V. Annex-1 Annexes

. Important Definitions for Large Scale Marine Management for CTI-CFF Seascapes

oBsowN

28 e Line 6: Paragraph numbered as “a,” as follows: (IDN-CHR)

4 Important Definitions for Large Scale Marine Management for CTI-CFF Seascapes
5
6 l Geographies for Large Scale Marine Management - Geographies for large-scale marine
7 management are often chosen based on analysis of major ecological features, major
8 resource uses such as fisheries, and political jurisdictions depending on the scale of
9 management, whether it be at the district, provincial, national or regional level.
10

29 e Line 7, Definition #5: Alternative spelling “Eco-regions” added: (IDN)

6
7 5. Ecoregions _: A large unit of land and water that contains a geographically distinct
8 assemblage of natural communities sharing a large majority of species, dynamics,
9 and environmental conditions, and consequently functions effectively as a
10 conservation unit. (Omernik, 2004) The boundaries of an ecoregion are not fixed
11

30 e Lines 25-35 deleted as shown below (“seascapes” is already defined in the main body; no
need to repeat) (PHL-CC)
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
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Page | REVISIONS = add/addeditexthighlightedingreen celete/deleted strikethrough textinred

text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action
30 e Line 37: Paragraph numbered as “b” as follows: (IDN-CHR)

36

37 l Approaches to Large Scale Marine Management - An approach to large-scale marine
38 management outlines the vision, goal, and guiding principles of management as well as
39 the range of features that will be included in this management effort.

40

30 e Line 41, Definition #1: “The” deleted: (SLB)

11 1. Fhe Ecosystem-Based Management (EBM): A management framework that integrates
42 biological, social, and economic factors into a comprehensive strategy aimed at

43 protecting and enhancing sustainability, diversity, and productivity of natural

44 resources. EBM “emphasizes the protection of ecosystem structure, functioning, and

31 e Line 28: Paragraph numbered as “c”

28 I Planning Tools for Large Scale Marine Management - Planning Tools for Large Scale

29 Marine Management are used to plan the implementation of a chosen management
30 approach in a large marine area. This includes identifying the mosaic of uses, zones,

31 regulations, and management actions that need to be in place to achieve large-scale
32 management.

33

32 e Lines 14-17 edited as shown below (ClI). Reference needs to be added (1998 WWF
Workshop Proceedings Report); Ms Miclat/Cl will provide details

14 3. Ecoregional _ Planning: Ecoregional planning is broadly defined as planning for
15 regions delineated by natural boundaries. While a generally accepted definition was
16 not found, experience the Coral Triangle and other regions around the world

17 suggests that ecoregional planning typically focuses on identifying the optimal

18 management mosaic to conserve biodiversity and ecosystem functions witheut

19 neeessarily-considering-humanuses. Ecoregional planning does not typically go as far
20 as Marine Spatial Planning or Marine Functional Zoning to recommend management
21 zones but instead focuses on identifying the most critical areas for conservation

22 management based on criteria including biological diversity, important taxonomic

23 groups, key habitats, ecosystem functions, rare or unique biological phenomenon,
24 and migration routes. Optimization tools such as MARXAN have been used to

25 support ecoregional planning as have expert workshops. Organizations may choose
26 to overlay a proposed ecoregional plan with considerations of human uses such aT
27 fisheries, development, mining, oil, and gas, tourism, and others as appropriate.

28

33-34 | ¢« The following missing references need to be added: ﬁ
IUCN/WCPA, 2008 (C1)

Annex 2

35 o Delete “VI. Annex 2" at the top of page and add annex number before the title, as follows:
M—ArRnesed

l Related International Agreements

oW N

This annex provides additional information to supplement Section Lb.i. Seascapes
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Page | REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough text inred
text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action

Annex 3

38 o Delete “VII. Annex 3” at the top of page and edit title as shown below. Authorship
changed to “Republic of Indonesia” (IDN)

MI—Annex3

Annex 4

46 e Case study added upon SLB’s request, with corresponding title change as shown below.
(SLB, CI) (Note: Case study needing inputs from Indonesia and Malaysia and may require
another title change, depending on the scope of the final draft.)

Planningfor Sules Masine s on-{SSME)

46 o Delete “VIIl. Annex 4,” then number and reformat title for consistency and change
authorship (it was agreed that authorship should be by “Indonesia, Malaysia and the
Philippines”), as follows: (IDN, MYS, PHL)

ViH-—Annex4

46 e Add 1-2 paragraph introduction (or an abstract) (MYS, SLB)

46 e Add timeline either in narrative or the diagram (IDN)

46 e Update diagram with Comprehensive Action Plans (CAP)/adaptive measures; spell out
CMARIS (Coastal and Marine Resources Information System) (IDN)
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Page REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green delete/deleted strikethrough-textinred

text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action

Annex 5 (new)
New annex 5 created containing the following “country case studies”: (IDN)
o Seascape selection in the Philippines (E. Miclat/Cl to submit map, reference and
biogeographic info)?
o Developing a Large-Scale Marine Spatial Planning Framework for Effectively Managing
the Lesser Sunda Ecoregion in Indonesia, a Potential Priority Seascape for the CTI-CFF
(submitted by Indonesia)

TBD | e Delete “IX. Annex 5” at the top of page, then number and format title as shown below, and
renumber the case studies as “a” to “b”:

Lo lpre b —Caou ke mCase-Shreics
5. Country Case Studies

a. Case Study: Seascape Selection in the Philippines

The Philippines identified six candidate seascapes corresponding to marine bio-
geographic regions that had been previously delineated by top marine scientists. Of

Note:

1 The body agreed that all case studies should have been submitted on the due date; submissions after
the deadline will not be accepted. The following focal points were designated to ensure the
completion and submission of the case studies, which would comprise Annex 4 and Annex 5 of the
Seascapes Document.

a. Indonesia named Arief Sudianto as focal point for the Lesser Sunda Seascape case study.

b. Forthe SSME case study, Indonesia assigned Ahsanal Kasasiah as focal point, while
Malaysia and the Philippines identified their focal points as Norasma Dacho and Nilda Baling,
respectively.

Editing Notes: Rules of Procedure for SWG Meetings

REVISIONS = add/added text highlighted in green
| I et I ) I

text highlighted in yellow requires further consideration or action

EDITS EXPLANATORY NOTES
Document title: Rules of Procedure for Meetings of (1) Title change proposed by PHL to
the CTI-CFF Seascapes Working Group reflect potentially expanded scope of
Possible title change: Manual of Operations for the CTI- the document; to be decided after full
CFF Seascapes Working Group (1) review of document.
Outline (2) (2) Outline proposed by SLB containing
Rule 1. Functions and Powers Rules 1-14 based on document
Rule 2. Membership and Composition prepared by Cl and adopted as
Rule 3. Chair and Co-Chair working outline by the SWG. SWG
Rule 4. Partners also agreed to use SLB version of the
Rule 5. Observers rules as working document; CI version
Rule 6. Meeting will be used as reference.
Rule 7. Conduct of Meeting (3) Added on motion by MYS
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EDITS

EXPLANATORY NOTES

Rule 8. Agenda (4) Added on motion by PHL; not to be
Rule 9. Quorum confused with the CTI-CFF Regional
Rule 10. Decision-making Secretariat.
Rule 11. Point of Order
Rule 12. Procedural Motion
Rule 13. Language
Rule 14. Amendment and Additional Provision
Rule 15. Dispute settlement (3)
Rule 16.  Secretariat (of the SWG) (4)
PURPOSE (5) Proposed by MYS; SLB suggested

These rules of procedure shall apply to Meetings held
by the Seascapes Working Group of the Coral Triangle
Initiative on Coral Reefs, Fisheries and Food Security.

(Reference decision document or Terms of Reference
(TOR) that established the SWG.) (5)

Rules shall apply to the regional SWG only and not the
nationally established SWGs. (6)

further that the document should be
an addendum to the TOR

(6) Proposed by SLB to prevent
confusion with national level SWGs.

DEFINITIONS (7)

For the purposes of these rules:

a) "Chair" means the Chairperson of the
Seascapes Working Group;

b) “Consensus” means that every CTI-CFF Party
will be asked for their opinion and given the fair
chance to make a formal objection at the time
the decision is taken. (8)

c) “Co-Chair” means the Co-Chairperson of the
Seascapes Working Group;

d) "CTland CTI-CFF” means the Coral Triangle
Initiative on Coral Reefs, Fisheries and Food
Security;

e) “Goal 1 of the CTI-CFF” means Goal 1 of the
Coral Triangle Initiative on Coral Reefs,
Fisheries and Food Security Regional Plan of
Action — ‘Priority Seascapes Designated and
Effectively Managed’

f) “Meeting” means any meeting of the Seascapes
Working Group (9)

g) “Member” means a representative from a
signatory country of the Coral Triangle Initiative
on Coral Reefs, Fisheries and Food Security

h) “Observer’ means any participant as defined in
Rule 5@

i) "Parties" means the countries of the Coral
Triangle Initiative on Coral Reefs, Fisheries and
Food Security; (10)

i) “Partners” means participant as defined in
Rule 4 @

k) "RS" means the Regional Secretariat of the
Coral Triangle Initiative on Coral Reefs,
Fisheries and Food Security

) “SWG” means Seascapes Working Group

(7)  On motion by IDN, order of definitions
changed from alphabetical order to
order of first appearance

(8) IDN inquired whether this is the
correct meaning of consensus, saying
‘consensus means everybody is
allowed to participate in decision-
making”; Cl explained that the
definition was excerpted from the CTI-
CFF Rules of Procedure

(9) The Chair asked if the definition

should specify RS role in coordinating

SWG meetings; ClI clarified that

“‘meetings” also includes SWG

conference calls that are not

necessarily coordinated by the RS.

IDN observed that “CT6” is more

commonly used to refer to the CTI-

CFF countries and may be the more

appropriate term to use; the body

agreed to keep the term “Parties” after

TLS pointed out that the CTI-CFF

membership could change to include

more than its current six members.

(10)

RULE 1 - Functions and Powers and-Funetions (11)

(11) Title changed for consistency with
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EDITS EXPLANATORY NOTES
Outline

1. The flnctions'and powers and-functions (11) of the | (12) Changes put forward by PHL to better
SWG shall include: clarify that the SWG'’s role with
a. Maintain the vision of Goal 1 of the CTI-CFF respect to the COM and CSO is only

and promote regional priorities in each country, advisory and recommendary
regionally and at international forums, (13) Changes made on motion by IDN —
b. Atits discretion, consider, endorse or not Goal 1 already defined, so it does not
endorse proposals, recommendations, plans, need to be qualified here
programs, projects and activities of the SWG; (14) Regional Secretariat” should be
c. Approving rules, regulations, procedures, and specified to prevent confusion with
meeting scheduling for the effective functioning “Secretariat (of the SWG)’
of the SWG; o (15) Edited for consistency of usage of
d. W COM and CSO when referencing the
®) on any matters related to Goal 1. and gf}l’i::i;zl: ministerial body and senior
MHSMM&G%WM (16) Deleted on motion by PHL —
SWW%&MW%W “subsidiary” is not a term that is
out eII_|e|e||t> ane-iA-aceordance with-thel commonly used in the CTI-CFF and, if
b omeetvss: (12) used, should be defined.
. onitor and evaluate the progress towards :
achieving the Goal 1 of the RegionalPlan of Action | (17) Deleted on motion by PHL — the SWG
(13) through consideration and adoption of the receives its mandate from the CSO
annual report of the Regional Secretariat. (14) and COM, not from the RS.

3 The h powers and-functions (11) of the (18) “Teams” added on motion by IDN
SWG may include the provision of based on SWG agreementto
recommendations to the RS and NCCs on establish “evaluation team” for Priority
implementation of decisions made b Seascapes

(b) (19) Proposed by PHL
g (15)
through the SWG or other bodies established.
4. The SWG may create suech subsidiary (16) bodies
as necessary to achieve specific tasks mandated by
(15). and/or-RS (17). Such
idiary bodies may include committees, breakout
m (18) and sub-working groups, which
may meet to provide advice (19) to
the SWG. The SWG as appropriate shall specify
membership of subsidiary (16) bodies.

RULE 2. Membership and Composition (20) (20) On motion by IDN seconded by PHL,

the SWG agreed that Rule 2 refers

The members of SWG shall consist of representatives specifically to the membership and

of each of the CTI-CFF Parties. composition of the SWG as defined in

1. Each Party will be entitled to nominate twe - the TOR, and should not be confused
representatives to the SWG © and-such-aliernate with the membership and composition
representatives-and-advisers-as-may-berequired-by of delegations that represent the

countries in meetings, which will be
defined under “Rule 5. Conduct of
Meetings.”

(21) As defined in the TOR.
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EXPLANATORY NOTES

Registrationforms. @

@ Check after full document review to make sure the correct Rule is referenced.

®)  Check if it should be “Committee of Senior Officials” instead of “Council of Senior Officials;
nomenclature used in official CTI-CFF documents is “Committee of Senior Officials”

©  As defined in the TOR of the SWG

@ Move to “Conduct of Meeting”

SWG Roadmap to SOM13

Event

Description

Date

4% Seascapes Working Group
Meeting and 2" Regional
Exchange on Seascapes

Finalize Final Draft of CTI
Seascapes Document and
endorse to SOM13 during SWG
meeting

Socialize endorsed version of
CTI Seascapes Document to
broader CTI community during
REX meeting

May 15-19, 2017

Capacity building and
communications amongst CTI
countries

Develop supplemental capacity
building and communications
materials to support the
socialization of the CTI
Seascapes Document

Post SWG4 and REX2 until Pre-
SOM meetings

Submission of Edits to SWG
Rules of Procedure

All submission go to Chair and
Co-Chair

June 30, 2017

Consolidate submissions of
edits to SWG Rules of
Procedure

RS > Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.or

Middle of July 2017

Distribute consolidated edits to
SWG Rules of Procedure to CTI
countries

Through SWG Focal points,
copy NCC focal points, include
SWG TOR

Middle of July 2017

Countries make 2™ round of
edits and submit to RS

RS - Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.or

End of July 2017

Consolidate submissions of 2™
round of edits to SWG Rules of
Procedure

RS - Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.or

Middle of August 2017

Distribute consolidated 2"
round of edits to SWG Rules of
Procedure to Chair for
comments

RS - Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.or

Middle of August 2017

Chair submit comments to RS

RS - Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.org

End of August 2017

Consolidate then distribute
consolidated 2™ round of edits
with Chair's comments to SWG
Rules of Procedure to CTI
countries

RS - Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.or

Middle of September 2017
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Event Description Date
Pre-SOM13 SWG meeting 1. Review SWG endorsed CTI TBD
Seascapes Document
2. Confirm decision points for
submission for SOM13
consideration and
endorsement to COM for
adoption
3. Review edits to SWG Rules
of Procedure
SOM13 Review and endorsement of CTI | TBD
Seascapes Document to COM
for adoption

Country Plans for Communicating and “Socializing” the Seascapes Document

These “plans” are the combined outputs from three breakout sessions that were reported at the end
of the REX, generally outlining the different countries’ communication needs and proposed or
planned actions. In addition to these “plans,” some countries also identified specific goals, key
messages and target audiences.

Indonesia and Timor-Leste

Explanatory comments

Communication needs and actions (from IDN and TLS)

1. In-country socialization and internalization of It is important to at least inform our TWGs about the
the Seascapes Document to promote adoption | Seascapes Document and why they have to
of seascapes terminology introduce and use the CTI seascapes terminology
e Report about Seascapes Document to in their communications. With the NGOs, we are
concerned ministries (through NCC) and already in the same state of mind, we just need to
national-level CTI TWGs on climate change | coordinate with them in terms of promoting
adaptation, MPA, ecosystem approach to seascapes in their communications.

fisheries management (EAFM) and
threatened species

e Conduct at least two meetings to socialize
the Document — one meeting with the
ministries and a smaller meeting with NGOs
(non-governmental organizations)

e Advocate among TWGs, ministries and
NGOs for consistent use of seascapes

terminology
2. In-country discussions on proposal to establish | Both Indonesia and Timor-Leste have made

Lesser Sunda trans-boundary seascape significant investments to develop their respective

e Discuss in NCC/ministries about the seascapes in the Lesser Sunda area so we think it
proposal to establish a trans-boundary is logical for both countries to work together to
seascape in the Lesser Sunda area develop Lesser Sunda as a trans-boundary or
between Timor-Leste and Indonesia trans-national seascape. However, before a
(around Atauro Island in Timor-Leste and decision can be made, we need to discuss proposal
Wetar Island in Indonesia) in our respective NCCs/ministries.

e Develop country proposals for the
establishment of trans-boundary seascape
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Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from IDN and TLS)

3. Formal bilateral meeting on proposed trans-
boundary Lesser Sunda seascape
e Review and discuss country proposals
e Confirm common interest in establishing
trans-boundary seascape
o Officially start project
e Discuss and plan next steps

Once we have our respective NCCs/ministries’
approval to proceed, we will have to meet again in
a more formal setting to confirm that there is still
interest on both sides to move forward with the
project. Then the project can start officially.

4. Diagnostic studies (end of Jul 2017-end of Jul

2018)

e Conduct 2-4 thematic focus group
discussions (FGDs) to collect data
(bathymetry, fisheries, ecological, socio-
economic, environmental issues)

e Determine if Lesser Sunda really meets the
criteria for a seascape, especially for a CTI
Priority Seascape

A lot of projects have been conducted and are
being implemented in the proposed trans-boundary
seascape area so we think the data are already
available, and we don'’t need to spend a lot of
money for another study. Instead, we will use
thematic FGDs to collect the following data:

1. 1-2 FGDs with NGOs, Partners, universities
and scientific community -- basic data on
bathymetry, fisheries and related biota, and
other ecological data

2. 1-2 FGDs with Ministry of Environment,
communities and other stakeholders —
environmental issues (marine debris,
pollution, etc.)

5. Bilateral proposal on trans-boundary seascape

(end of Jul 2018)

e Hold meeting between Indonesia and
Timor-Leste to develop joint proposal

e Finalize agreement on joint proposal

e Submit to NCCs for formal transmittal to
SWG/RS

e Build support for proposal among Partners
and other stakeholders

If we can submit the proposal to the SWG in July
2018, the SWG would probably be ready to form
the evaluation team. And if we can work with the
SWG/RS before that, maybe the SWG will be able
to endorse the proposal to the next SOM for
consideration by the CSO.

It would be good if Lesser Sunda is recognized as a
CTI Priority Seascape soon, because some of the
projects in the area will be ending soon. Priority
recognition will give these projects the legitimacy to
continue, which will benefit not only Timor-Leste
and Indonesia but also the NGOs and other
stakeholders in Lesser Sunda. We have already
approached Stacey (WCS), and hopefully they're
interested. We are also looking at other donors and
NGOs, including ClI, which is already involved in
Timor-Leste.

6. Marine spatial planning and implementation

Malaysia and the Philippines

Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from MYS, PHL as reported by CI)

MALAYSIA

1. Seminars and face-to-face discussions
o Identify facilitators knowledgeable in
seascapes
e Identify funding source to support
activities

We cannot just distribute the Document. We need
activities that will allow greater interaction to
clarify what the Document is about and its
usefulness.
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Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from MYS, PHL as reported by CI)

CTI Seascapes General Model and Regional
Framework

Prepare full text in printed form, simplified
brochure or fact sheet, “generic”
PowerPoint (should come from CI and
acknowledge by the SWG)

Translate to local language as needed
Identify funding source to support
production of materials

PHILIP

PINES

Contextualization of the Seascapes General
Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes with respect to existing national
and local laws and policies (lead agency: DA-
BFAR/Co-Chair of NCC Philippines)

Engage legal experts to conduct policy
review and analysis to determine how the
CTI Seascapes Document aligns with
national policy, and how national policy
can accommodate this framework
Develop structured program for national
and sub-national discussions aimed at
increasing awareness, appreciation and
support of the model and framework

Development of Philippine roadmap for the
determination, identification and selection of
seascapes with potential for CTI Priority
Seascape recognition

Engage scientific institutions to provide
consolidated baseline data for planning
using the Seascapes Document as
framework and to evaluate applicability
and feasibility of the CT| Seascapes
General Model and Regional Framework
for Priority Seascapes

Conduct strategic planning to develop the
roadmap.

Seascapes that are designated under the CTI
framework should not be confused with existing
seascapes in the Philippines.

Packaging of projects and proposals
Engage expert services to develop and
package projects and proposals

This requires additional funding because this is an
additional activity

Development of policy/technical bulletin

The technical bulletin is intended to provide
guidelines for participating government and other
institutions in the implementation for Priority
Seascapes plans and programs, and structured in
such a way that it can also be used as a material
to stimulate donor interest.

Regional rollout of seascapes roadmap

In the Philippines, the process toward designating
seascapes is always a multi-stakeholder process.
The rollout will ensure participation of regional
players
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Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from MYS, PHL as reported by CI)

Additional notes:

improving the model.

partners to participate.

1. The countries could benefit more if there is be sharing of expertise, e.g. through exchange
visits and learning exchanges between Malaysia and the Philippines
2. The sharing of experience and learnings from the implementation of activities can lead to

3. The work is not going to happen in just a year because, if we’re doing it in different locations
targeting different audiences, for this year we can schedule only a certain number of activities.
Also, it will take time to develop the materials that are acceptable to the countries.

4. There are costs involved in all of this; resources will be needed to implement these activities.
This is a gap — the activities that are lined up are immediate steps but we know that the
government budget is done so we will just be pulling resources from other activities. So, if
these immediate next steps that we are undertaking are aligned with the interests of the
development partners, we would appreciate partner support and would be happy to welcome

Solomon Islands

Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from SLB)

1. National level SWG Meeting (beginning of Sep

2017)

o Reflect on the Seascapes General Model
and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes

o Develop concept note for potential
seascape idea

e Prepare communication materials (fact
sheet, simplified version, introduction
section of the Document in printed form,
case studies in printed form and
PowerPoint)

We are starting with Arnavons and the Kawaki
(Katupika, Wagina and Kia) network as a potential
area for discussion.

We have been talking to Stacy (WCS) about
sharing some of the specific Pacific region case
studies.

We agree with the suggestion from the
Philippines about having a “generic” PowerPoint
but may come up with our own as well

2. National exchange workshop (Sep/Oct 2017)

e Introduce the seascape concept and
principles

e Discuss how aligned the seascape
concept is with existing policy and setup in
Solomon Islands and how tools and
approaches already in place in Solomon
Islands can accommodate seascapes

e Share case studies

e [nitiate discussion on how seascapes
would look for Solomon Islands using the
CTI concept as the guide in order to come
up with a “Solomonized” version of the
model

e Do a stock-take on existing capacities and
capacity gaps at the national level

o Develop roadmap for BSSE

o Develop key messages

We may invite WWF, WCS, and TNC who are
more familiar with seascapes to the workshop to
share some of their case studies

We are talking with Jimmy (Kereseka) and maybe
to TNC as well as the Arnavons Learning Park
about using their map as an example for us for
use during the workshop.
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.. . Explan r mmen
Communication needs and actions pllErEnesy o e

(from SLB)

3. Endorsement by NCC of finalized draft of By SOM we can update the SWG on the steps
Solomon Islands’ version of the Seascapes that we have taken to actually introduce the
Document and updated concept note on seascapes concept at the national level, and a
Arnavons (Nov 2017 or before SOM13) roadmap for Solomon Islands’ seascapes for

2018.

4. Outreach to Choiseul and Isabel governments
and Kawaki communities (Nov 2017)

Additional notes:

1. To speed up the process, the seascapes group will use opportunities from ongoing training
programs of partners and various projects, government initiatives in MSP and the integrated
ocean framework (Oceans12) and the National Plan of Action (NPOA) review, as well as efforts
by the MFMR on enforcing the Fisheries Management Act. So are ongoing activities that will
feed into this process.

2. As suggested by the Philippines, having a list/directory of mentors for seascapes would be
helpful so the SWG and NCC will know who to contact if we have questions.

PNG

(Note: These are recommendations that PNG delegate Mr. Kelly Kalit (TNC) said he would take to
the PNG Government as part of his report on the successful completion and endorsement of the
Seascapes Document by the SWG.)

Communication needs and actions Exrgflg?na}t(ogryrﬁg_rm;nts

1. Workshop to introduce and socialize the There is a new oceans office that has been

Seascapes Document established in PNG and has a role to play in
seascapes. The fisheries authority also needs to
be involved.

2. Development of action strategy for In developing the action strategy, the NCC has to
operationalizing in PNG the Seascapes General | decide whether to focus on BSSE or other
Model and Regional Framework for Priority ongoing activities, and what message should go
Seascapes out to the various stakeholders.
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Introduction

The 4" formal meeting of the Seascapes Working Group (SWG) of the Coral Triangle Initiative on
Coral Reefs, Fisheries and Food Security (CTI-CFF, also: CTI) and the 2" Regional Exchange on
Seascapes (REX) were held back-to-back at the Heritage Park Hotel in Honiara, Solomon Islands
from 15-19 May 2017.

Both events were organized by Conservation International (Cl) and the CTI-CFF through its Regional
Secretariat (RS) with support the Government of Australia and the German development agency
Deutsche Gesellschaft fur Internationale Zusammenarbeit (GlZ), and hosted by the Solomon Islands
Government.

The CTI-CFF is a multi-lateral partnership of six countries working together to promote cooperative,
collaborative and holistic natural resource management to ensure food security and human well-
being in the Coral Triangle, the global center of marine biodiversity. It includes Indonesia, Malaysia,
Papua New Guinea (PNG), Philippines, Solomon Islands and Timor-Leste, also collectively referred
to as the “CT6.”

A total of 16 delegates attended the SWG Meeting. They were joined by a Resource Team
composed of eight representatives from the Government of Australia, Cl and GlZ, who facilitated the
discussions and provided inputs when needed. (See Annex A.1 for full list of participants)
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Participants at the 4" CTI-CFF Formal SWG Meeting, 16-17 May 2017, Heritage Park Hotel, Honiara, Solomon Islands
(Photo by A. Sia,2016)
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The SWG Meeting was immediately followed by the 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes, which
took place as scheduled on 18-19 May with 14 of the 16 CT6 delegates attending, along with seven
members of the Resource Team, and additional participants from the Host Country, World Wide
Fund for Nature (WWF) and Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS). The Nature Conservancy (TNC)
was also represented through PNG and Solomon Islands delegates.
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Participants at the 2" CTI-CFF Regional Exchange on Seascapes, 18-19 May 2017, Heritage Park Hotel, Honiara,
Solomon Islands (Photo by: A. Kasasiah, 2017)

Context & Rationale

The two events are part of a series of meetings and exchanges that began four years ago and is
anticipated to culminate in the adoption of the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and Regional
Framework for Priority Seascapes (the “Seascapes Document”) by the CT6 through affirmation by
the highest decision-making body of the Initiative — the CTI-CFF Council of Ministers (COM) — based
on an endorsement by a Committee of Senior Officials (CSO) composed of senior government
officers from the CT6 who are tasked to oversee and decide on the technical decisions of the CTI-
CFF.

The Seascapes Document responds to the 10-year (2010-20) Regional Plan of Action (RPOA) of
the CTI-CFF, which includes the designation and effective management of “Priority Seascapes” as
a goal:

GOAL 1: “PRIORITY SEASCAPES” DESIGNATED AND EFFECTIVELY MANAGED
Large-scale geographies prioritized for investments and action, where best practices are demonstrated
and expanded

There are two targets under this goal:

Target 1, under which there are two “regional actions,” relates to the identification and designation
of ‘Priority Seascapes,” and the development of “investment plans” for each seascape.

Target 2 is supported by four “regional actions” contributing to the sustainable management,

resourcing and monitoring of Priority Seascapes primarily and, in general, other seascapes across
the region.
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Target 1: “Priority Seascapes” designated, with investment plans completed and sequenced -- A
set of Priority Seascapes across the Coral Triangle are designated to serve as the geographic focus of
major investments and action during 2010-2020. Comprehensive Seascape Investment Plans for each
Priority Seascape are completed, along with an overall scheme for sequencing of investments across
the 10-year timeframe of the CTI Plan of Action
Regional Action 1: Through regional collaboration, conduct Rapid Seascape Assessments
for the entire region, in order to delineate seascapes and identify Priority Seascapes for
investment — Collaborate around completing Rapid Seascape Assessments covering the entire
region, examining ecological, economic, social and political factors. These assessments will be
designed to identify which Seascapes should be designated as priorities.
Regional Action 2: Develop investment plans for all identified Priority Seascapes, including
joint investment plans for those seascapes involving two or more countries — For each
seascape, identify goals and key actions needed, and outline required financial investments and
potential investment sources (Investment Plans). Develop an overall scheme for sequencing
investments over the 10-year timeframe of the CTI Plan of Action.

Target 2: Marine and coastal resources within all “Priority Seascapes” are being sustainably
managed — The marine and coastal resources within all identified Priority Seascapes are being
sustainably managed (as measured by agreed criteria and progress toward established quantitative
targets), and are contributing significantly to environmentally sustainable development benefitting
coastal communities and broader economies dependent upon those resources
Regional Action 1: Adopt a general “model” for the sustainable management of seascapes —
Jointly adopt a set of “Key Elements for Sustainably Managed Seascapes” describing a general
“model” for a successful Seascape Program.
Regional Action 2: Establish seascape capacity-building and learning mechanisms — Within
and between seascape programs, and across countries, develop and strengthen capacity building
activities.
Regional Action 3: Through joint and single-country efforts, start to mobilize the financial
resources necessary to support “Priority Seascape” programs (based on Seascape
Investment Plans) — Jointly and individually mobilize the financial resources necessary (including
new and additional funding) to support designated Priority Seascape programs across the region.
Regional Action 4: Conduct periodic monitoring and evaluation of Priority Seascape
programs — Periodically monitor and evaluate the progress of Priority Seascape programs based
on agreed “Key Elements for Sustainably Managed Seascapes” and quantitative targets established
for each seascape.

Substantial progress has been made in the development of the Seascapes Document — a “final”
draft of the Document was produced at a Seascapes Writeshop held in Bali, Indonesia on 28"
November-1%t December 2016, the second of two such Writeshops conducted specifically for the
purpose.

As the countries of the Coral Triangle move into large-scale, integrated and multi-use management,
itis important to ensure that the “general model” and associated regional framework are aligned with
each country’s needs and context. This alignment will increase the likelihood of successful adoption
and implementation within the countries of the Coral Triangle, thus assisting the CT6 in achieving
their commitments, goals and targets at the regional, national and sub-national level. With this in
mind, the 4" SWG Meeting intended to focus on reviewing, finalizing and endorsing the Document
in preparation for the 13" Senior Officials Meeting (SOM13) being planned for the last quarter of
2017.
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The Regional Exchange on Seascapes, on the other hand, was designed to begin to socialize the
Seascapes Document and to develop a set of key messages around communicating the CTI-CFF
Seascapes General Model and Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes.

Objectives, Inputs & Expected Outputs

4" SWG Meeting

Based on inputs from previous meetings, conference calls, discussions, and consultations, the 4"
SWG Meeting specifically and primarily sought to:

1. Review and finalize the CTI-CFF Seascapes Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes; and

2. Endorse CTI-CFF Seascapes Model and Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes to
SOM13.

Time permitting, the meeting would also attempt to review, finalize and agree on decision-making
protocols for use in SWG meetings.

Discussions at the SWG Meeting would be guided by the following documents:

1. “Final draft” of the Seascapes Document from the 2"¢ Seascapes Writeshop;

2. Comments and edits from the National Coordinating Committees (NCCs) circulated before
4th SWG meeting; and

3. Decision-making protocols for use during SWG meetings.
Anticipated outputs included:

1. Endorsed version of CTI-CFF Seascapes Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes;

2. Formal endorsement by the SWG of the above to the CSO for the consideration at SOM13;
and

3. Agreed upon decision-making protocols for use in SWG meetings.

2"d Regional Exchange on Seascapes

As a follow-through activity of the SWG Meeting, the 2"¢ Regional Exchange on Seascapes was
designed with the following specific objectives:

1. Socialize SWG endorsed CTI-CFF Seascapes Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes;

2. Receive updates from CTI-CFF countries and partners on seascapes related activities;
Identify communications needs related to audience, thematic topics and tools; and
4. ldentify capacity needs related to establishing and/implementing CTI-CFF Seascapes
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Based on these objectives, the REX was expected to progress the SWG discussions through a
consideration of the following inputs:

1. The SWG-endorsed Seascapes Document; and

2. A set of draft key messages for each section of the CTI-CFF Seascapes Model and Regional
Framework for Priority Seascapes

The discussions were intended to produce the following outputs:

1. A setof key messages targeted at different audiences important to seascapes establishment
and implementation in the Coral Triangle; and

2. Alist of identified gaps and challenges facing both the individual countries and the region as
a whole in terms of strengthening existing seascapes, or establishing and implementing new
seascapes.
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4'h SEASCAPES WORKING GROUP MEETING

Due to the unexpectedly late arrival of two country delegations that included the SWG Chair, the
SWG Meeting, originally scheduled as a three-day formal meeting, was conducted in two parts: The
first part was a two-hour informal session held on 15 May, Monday, and attended by Malaysia, PNG,
Philippines (as Co-Chair) and Solomon Islands; and the second part was a formal meeting of the full
SWG membership consisting of a short, three-and-a-half-hour session on 16 May, Tuesday, and an
extended 12.5-hour session the following day, 17 May. Thus, despite the formal sessions being
compacted into two days, the event was concluded with minimal loss of detail from its original three-
day agenda. The revised, “compacted” agenda for the formal meeting is shown in Annex B.

Being primarily concerned with reviewing and finalizing the Seascapes Document, the Meeting
generally followed the Document’s structure. Participants worked through the following sections of

the Document:
I. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes
a. The Value of the Coral Triangle to the Global Ocean
b. What do Seascapes Offer?
c. How Seascapes Align with and Strengthen Approaches and Tools for Marine Management in
the Coral Triangle
d. Seascapes Explanatory Diagrams
e. Case Study: Seascape Selection in the Philippines
Il. CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model
a. Definition
b. Key Elements
c. Identification, Selection and Designation
d. Integrated Planning Model
Ill. CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and Objectives
a. Vision for CTI-CFF Seascapes
b. Purpose for CTI-CFF Seascapes
c. Objectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes
IV. CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes
a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes
b. Criteria for the Designation
c. Operational Processes
d. Designated Bodies
e. Monitoring & Evaluation
V. Annex 1 — Important Definitions for Large Scale Marine Management for CTI-CFF Seascapes
VI. Annex 2 — Related International Agreements
VII. Annex 3 — Seascapes Concept by Subandono Diposaptono
VIIl.Annex 4 — Planning Process for the Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME)

Following the objectives of the SWG Meeting, the formal sessions also included an initial review of
the proposed Draft Rules of Procedure for Meetings of the CTI-CFF Seascapes Working Group.

Note that while all matters discussed in the Meeting are described in this report, only the substantive

discussions on the Seascapes Document and Draft Rules of Procedure are detailed in full. For clarity
and concision, participant comments have been edited and reordered where needed, and comments
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on the same topic consolidated into one section regardless of where they came up during the
discussions. The full unedited meeting transcripts can be made available to those who want a record
of how the sessions actually transpired. In addition, the outcomes of the formal sessions are
documented in separate minutes for the SWG’s reference and action.

Note below that where the delegates’ country affiliations are abbreviated, the following ISO-3166-1
official codes are used: Indonesia — IDN; Malaysia — MYS; Papua New Guinea — PNG; Philippines
— PHL; Solomon Islands — SLB; and Timor-Leste — TLS.

INFORMAL SESSION

15 May 2017, Monday

This informal session was held in lieu of what should have been the official opening of the formal
SWG Meeting originally scheduled for 15 May. It tackled editing requests on the draft Seascapes
Document, particularly those submitted previously by Indonesia’s and the Philippines’ respective
CTI-CFF National Coordinating Committees (NCCs), and other comments and suggestions from
delegates who were present in the session.

A total 12 people attended the session, including two delegates from Malaysia, one delegate from
PNG, one from the Philippines (acting as Co-Chair), and four from Solomon Islands, as well as four
members of the Resource Team. Ms Niquole Esters (Cl) and Ms Whitney Anderson (CI) facilitated.

Opening

The session started at 9:30a.m. with an announcement that, instead of 15 May as originally
scheduled, the formal SWG Meeting would start in the afternoon of 16 May, when the Timor-Leste
and Indonesian delegations, including the SWG Chair, were expected to arrive, along with a second
representative from the Philippines.

Ms Esters, who made the announcement, explained that the schedule change had to be made
because of a lack of quorum. In the absence of the SWG Chair, the Philippines, being Co-Chair,
would assume the Chair role. There was only one Philippine representative in the room, and with
that person presiding as Chair, the remaining country representations — Malaysia, PNG and Solomon
Islands — were not sufficient to achieve a quorum for a formal meeting under CTI-CFF rules. This
meant that any discussions in this session would only be “informal, preparatory to the formal SWG
Meeting.”

The Philippine representative (Ms Nilda Baling) confirmed Ms Esters’ explanation about the absence
of a quorum. “Under our rules, quorum means two-thirds of the countries,” she noted.

Acting as Chair, Ms Baling then asked the body whether or not they wanted to take up Ms Esters’
suggestion to begin the discussion in informal session. “I understand from ClI that only two countries,
Indonesia and the Philippines, have sent in their comments on the Seascapes Document,” she said,
adding it might be worthwhile for those present to use the time to review the Document in informal
session in preparation for the formal meeting. The body agreed.
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Ms Esters reiterated that purpose of the discussion was to “go through the inputs and edits of
Indonesia and the Philippines, get your feedback on them, and discuss any other comments you
may have that you would like to raise in the formal meeting.”

Discussion

Note: Page and line numbering referred to below was the numbering used in the draft Seascapes
Document that was distributed at the start and not the updated Document that came out of the 4"
SWG Meeting.

Section I. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes
In edits submitted to the event organizers prior to the SWG Meeting, Indonesia requested that the

map found on Page 2 of the draft Seascapes Document be replaced with the official CTlI map (Fig.
1 below). Those in attendance at this information session agreed with the request.
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Fig. 1. “Official map” of the CTI-CFF showing the CTI-CFF

implementation area and Coral Triangle Scientific Boundary (from
coraltriangleinitiative.org)

a. Definition

In edits submitted to the event organizers prior to the SWG Meeting, the Philippines requested
to add the words “coastal and” to the first line of the Definition and accompanying Supporting
language found on Page 14 of the Document (See below). There was no objection from the
group in attendance.

“A large, multiple-use coastal and marine area, scientifically and strategically defined, in
which governments, communities, private organizations, and other stakeholders
cooperate, collaborate, and coordinate to manage for sustainable management,
biodiversity conservation, and human well-being.”

b. Key Elements
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There was considerable discussion on the topic of the diagram for the Key Elements found on
Page 15 of the Document (Fig. 2 below). The use of arrows in the diagram as well as the exact
relationship between Ecosystem-based Management and Effective Governance, Ecological
Well-being, and Human Well-being were debated by those in attendance.

[ Ecosystem-based Management ]

Effective Ecological Human
Governance Well-being Well-being

Fig. 2. Diagram on p.14 of CTI-CFF Seascapes Document

An alternative diagram was suggested by Lena Kern of GIZ for the consideration of the group in
attendance (Fig. 3 below).

EBM

N\

Effective Governance € - Ecological Well-being €= Human Well-being

Fig. 3. Suggested diagram to replace current diagram on Page 15 (from Lena Kern, G1Z)
Another alternative diagram was suggested, created, and discussed during the discussion (Fig.

4 below).

Fig. 4. Seashell diagram showing conversion process or
intertwined benefits (from presentationtogo.com)

The discussion ended without resolution and those in attendance agreed to revisit the topic in
the Formal Session.

d. Integrated Planning Model

In edits submitted to the event organizers prior to the SWG Meeting, Indonesia requested to add
a description to the seascapes planning cycle process on Page 17 (Fig. 5 below).
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Fig. 5 Integrated Planning Model from Page 17 of Document

After some discussion, it was agreed the description should be short and mention that individual
countries may have different, specific processes.

Section lll. CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and Objectives

In edits submitted to the event organizers prior to the SWG Meeting, the Philippines requested to
insert the words "and implementation” the last bullet point in line 31 of Page 18 so the new bullet
point reads “support the development and implementation of monitoring and evaluation indicators

for seascapes.” The suggested was agreed to by those in attendance.

Section IV. CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes

a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes

In edits submitted to the event organizers prior to the SWG Meeting, Indonesia proposed that
instead of “Priority Seascapes are those Seascapes, which can be national or trans-boundary,”
Line 13 of Page 19 should read “Priority Seascapes are those Seascapes, which can be national
andlor trans-boundary.” The proposal was agreed to by those in attendance.

It was also agreed that: all diagrams in the Document be numbered; the references to color of
boxes in diagrams be removed, and; the reference made to SSME on Page 19 recognize the
SOM/Ministerial Meeting decision to recognize the SSME as a Priority Seascape.

c. Operational Process

It was agreed that the diagram on Page 23 should be bigger and printed in landscape format.

e. Monitoring & Evaluation

It was agreed that the table on Page 26 should be printed in landscape format.
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Annex 4. Planning Process for Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion

In edits submitted to the event organizers prior to the SWG Meeting, the Philippines proposed to
replace the diagram in Annex 4 with a case study. This was in response to a suggestion from several
of the countries that the Document should include a case study of the SSME, the first — and thus far
the only — Priority Seascape of the CTI-CFF. Evangeline Miclat of Cl wrote up the case study, and
copies were distributed for the consideration of the SWG (see Annex E of this proceedings report).
It was also notes that the diagram on Page 26 of the Document may need to be modified. This
diagram was actually taken from a published article that Evangeline Miclat co-wrote, and the SWG
would need the other authors’ permission to use it. Last, it was agreed that there would be a
reference to Annex 4 in the text of Section I-c on Page 12 to briefly introduce the case study.

Others

It was agreed by those in attendance that the Document needed an acronyms page.

Wrap-up & Closing

Ms Baling summarized the key points raised during the session, and reiterated that these points
would be brought forward to the formal SWG Meeting. “Generally, the Document is good, except for

some minor revisions,” she observed, thanking participants for their inputs.

The session closed at 11:20a.m.

CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands | 47



FORMAL SESSSIONS

16 - 17 May 2017, Tuesday and Wednesday

The formal sessions were conducted with the full SWG membership in attendance. Joining the
delegates from Malaysia, PNG, Philippines and the host-country were two delegates from Timor-
Leste, five delegates from Indonesia (including the SWG Chair), and the second delegate from the
Philippines (who would serve as Co-Chair).

Over the next roughly 29 hours, participants chalked up about 16 hours in discussions to review
suggested changes to the Seascapes Document and come to an agreement on a “final” endorsed
draft, as well as to initiate discussions on the SWG’s Draft Rules of Procedure.

A resource team composed of representatives from Cl, GIZ and the Government of Australia was
on hand to help facilitate the discussions and offer inputs when needed.

The formal sessions were chaired by Dr. Suharyanto (Indonesia) and Co-Chaired by Mr. Felix
Mirasol, Jr. (Philippines). Ms Esters and Ms Anderson served as facilitators.

Day 1

The abbreviated session on Day 1 included a short opening program, review and approval of the
Meeting agenda, review of the results of the 3@ SWG Meeting, and more than three hours of
discussions to finalize Section I. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes.

Opening

SWG meeting opened at around 4:00p.m. on 16 May, more than one day behind its original
schedule. Ms Ronnelle Panda, Deputy Director for Planning, Policy and Projects of Solomon Islands’
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources, gave the welcome remarks, expressing her
Government’s appreciation for the opportunity to host the event.

“As the Host Country for this 4" Seascapes Working Group Meeting, the Solomon Islands is looking
forward to the anticipated output of this Meeting which can be aligned to our context in progressing
our national Oceans12 initiative (Solomon Islands’ integrated ocean framework) and our ongoing
Community-Based Resource Management program,” Ms Panda said. “Solomon Islands is very
much aware of our regional and international targets, not only as a Small Island State but as a Large
Oceans State. The Oceans12 are working towards developing Solomon Islands Integrated Oceans
Governance Policy and would need guidance and direction from such a model and framework in
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achieving our targets especially our commitments to achieve the Global Sustainable Development
Goal 14 objectives.”

Noting the differences in levels of experience across the CT6, Ms Panda expressed hope that the
Meeting would be “a platform for interactive learning and that our combined inputs will produce a
model and framework which is applicable across the Coral Triangle region.” (For the full text of Ms
Panda’s remarks, see Annex F.)

In his opening remarks, the SWG Chair underscored the need “to finalize the CTI-CFF Seascapes
General Model and Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes in the Coral Triangle,” while ensuring
that the Document “is aligned with each country’s needs and context.” He said: “This alignment will
increase the likelihood of successful adoption and implementation within the countries of the Coral
Triangle, thus assisting the CT6 in achieving their commitments, goals and targets at the regional,
national and sub-national levels.”

The Chair described the development of the Seascapes Document as “a great challenge” and
counted it among the milestones so far achieved by the SWG, which he outlined as follows:
e May 2009 — 1%t SWG Meeting at the World Ocean Conference, Manado, Indonesia
e 16-17 April 2013 — 2" SWG Meeting, Bali, Indonesia
e 8-10 April 2014 — 1% Regional Exchange (REX) on Seascapes, Manila, Philippines
o 29 September-1 October 2015 — Mini-REX for the CTI-CFF Pacific Countries, Brisbane,
Australia
e 8-10 December 2015 — Mini-REX for the CTI-CFF Southeast Asian Countries, Kota
Kinabalu, Malaysia
e 26-29 April 2016 — 1% CTI-CFF Seascapes Writeshop and 3 SWG Meeting, Manila,
Philippines
e 28 November-1 December 2016 — 2" CTI-CFF Seascapes Writeshop, Bali, Indonesia

The Chair reminded the SWG of their task “to finalize the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and
Framework as well as to complete the Monitoring and Evaluation Indicators by SOM13,” adding he
was “confident that we will do the best” before declaring the Meeting open.

His opening remarks thus completed (for the full text of the Chair’s opening remarks, see Annex G),
the Chair declared the 4" SWG Meeting formally open. On his request, Ms Esters provided the body
with an update on the schedule for the week. Noting that the next business of the Meeting was to
review the agenda, she put on the floor two concerns for the body to consider: First, the 2"¢ Regional
Exchange on Seascapes was set for 18 May, Thursday, and 19 May, Friday. “The ability to change
that schedule is pretty much non-existent because we have people flying in specifically to attend the
REX,” she said. And, second, “we have no more funding to support any additional meeting, so we
really need to efficiently and quickly to go through this Document to achieve the objectives of this
Meeting.”

Some delegates from Timor-Leste and Indonesia related that, because of their long journey and
delayed arrival, they had considered proposing an early end to the session. But, they added, they
were also conscious of the need to finish the Meeting agenda, and would go with whatever the rest
of the countries decided.
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After a brief discussion, the body agreed to leave the decision to the Chair, who decided to push
ahead with the day’s agenda. The Meeting then proceeded with the introduction of participants,
before moving to the next order of business. (For the full list of participants, see Annex A.1.)

Review and Approvals

Review of the 4" SWG Meeting Agenda
(For the agenda submitted for review, see Annex B.)

On motion by Ms Vave-Karamui (Solomon Islands), the body approved two adjustments to the
agenda. The first adjustment was to add a side meeting between Indonesia, PNG and Solomon
Islands to discuss a proposal for the Bismarck-Solomon Seas Ecoregion (BSSE) to be designated
as a CTI-CFF Priority Seascape. The side meeting was set for lunchtime the next day (17 May) and
results were to be reported to the full body before the close of the SWG Meeting the same day.

The second adjustment was to postpone the discussion on the Draft Rules of Procedure to
“Consideration of any tabled items” toward the end of the Meeting. As shown in Annex B, the agenda
on “Reviews and Approvals” originally included review and approval of “decision-making protocols
for the 4" SWG Meeting.” Ms Vave-Karamui pointed out that the countries “haven’t had time to be
introduced to the documents” and thus needed time “to see the documents and prepare for that
decision-making protocols” discussion.

Delegates from Indonesia, PNG and Malaysia agreed, submitting further that if approval was not
needed to continue with the Meeting, then it would be best to discuss it later “after we've finished the
Seascapes Document.” Malaysia also informed the body that they were scheduled to leave Friday
afternoon (May 19", before the REX ended, and would prefer that the major agenda items for the
week on the Seascapes Document were done first before the group tackled a new topic.

On request from the Chair, Ms Esters explained that the rules were in fact intended to apply to “any
SWG Meeting, including conference calls” and that “for this 4" SWG Meeting, these rules of
procedure are not intended to be used.”

Ms Vave-Karamui then elaborated on her motion: “We are anticipating some debates on the draft
which can bog us down, so our view is to have this meeting be guided by the overarching rules of
procedure of the CTI-CFF and go straight to the next agenda items, just in the interest of time.”

In response to an observation from Mr. Horacio Amaral dos Santos Guterres (Timor-Leste) that the
draft in question was seven pages long and that “to discuss this kind of document can take 24 hours
sometimes,” Ms Esters explained further that the later agenda item on “Consideration of any tabled
items” was extra time added “just in case the SWG needed to move things around” and that the real
objective of the Meeting was to finalize the Seascapes Document.

Approval of the 4" SWG Meeting Agenda

Having considered inputs from the Resource Team and all the countries’ opinions, the Chair declared
Solomon Islands’ motion carried and the following revised agenda adopted:
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SWG Meeting, DAY 1, 16 May 2017

Time

Session

3:30 pm —4:00 pm

Registration

4:00 pm = 4:15 pm

Opening Session
1. Welcome Remarks
2. Introduction of Participant

4:15 pm = 5:45 pm

Review and Approvals
1. Review of 4" SWG Meeting Agenda
2. Approval of 4" SWG Meeting Agenda
3. Review of Results of the 3 SWG Meeting

5:45 pm — 6:00 pm

Coffee Break

6:00 pm —7:30 pm

Section I. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes
a. The Value of the Coral Triangle to the Global Ocean
b. What do Seascapes Offer?
i. Seascapes’ Role in International and National Policy
ii. Benefits of Seascapes
c. How Seascapes Align with and Strengthen Approaches and Tools for Marine
Management in the Coral Triangle
d. Seascapes Explanatory Diagrams
e. Case Study: Seascapes Selection in the Philippines

END OF DAY

SWG Meeting, DAY 1, 16 May 2017

Time

Session

8:00 am - 10:00 am

Section Il. CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model
a. Definition
b. Key Elements
c. lIdentification, Selection, and Designation
d. Integrated Planning Model

10:00 am — 10:30 am

Coffee Break and Picture

10:30 am —12:00 pm

Section lll. CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and Objectives
a. Vision for CTI-CFF Seascapes
b. Purpose for CTI-CFF Seascapes
c. Obijectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes

12:00 pm = 1:00 pm

Lunch and BSSE side meeting between Indonesia, PNG and Sl

1:00 pm = 3:15 pm

Section IV. CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes
a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes
b. Criteria for the Designation
c. Operational Processes
d. Designated Bodies
e. Monitoring & Evaluation

3:15 pm —=3:30 pm

Coffee Break

3:30 pm —=5:30 pm

Sections V-VIII: Annexes
a. Annex 1 - Important Definitions for Large Scale Marine Management for CTI-
CFF Seascapes
b. Annex 2 — Related International Agreements
c. Annex 3 — Seascapes Concept by Subandono Diposaptono
d. Annex 4 — Planning Process for Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME)

5:30 pm - 7:30 pm

Review and approval of Rules of Procedure for SWG Meetings

7:30 pm = 7:45 pm

Consideration of Roadmap for SWG

7:45 pm —8:00 pm

Closing

END OF DAY

Review of Results of the 3" SWG Meeting
On request from the Chair, Ms Esters presented the results of the 3™ SWG Meeting held on 28"

April 2016 in Manila, Philippines. That Meeting had two objectives, she reported. The first objective
was to review the results of the 1% Seascapes Writeshop and discuss next steps and activities, and
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the second objective was to do preliminary planning for the 4" SWG Meeting underway and the
upcoming 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes.

Two key results of the 1% Seascapes Writeshop were that a draft outline of the Seascapes Document
was produced and significant progress was made specifically on drafting the Seascapes General
Model section, Ms Esters further reported. However, she noted, “many of the actual decision points
from the 3™ SWG meeting actually changed, particularly in terms of dates and locations.”

Explaining that Timor-Leste was not represented at the 1%t Writeshop, Mr. Guterres wanted to know
if the draft outline that came out of that Writeshop reflected the concerns of all the countries and all
sectors, including the donor community, that are supposed to be represented in a seascape.

In reply, Ms Esters said it was partly to make sure that “all the countries were able to convene and
work together” that a decision was made to have the 2" Writeshop in Bali, Indonesia during the latter
part of 2016. Also, in addition to the SWG meetings and Writeshops, the document was sent out to
all the NCCs, she pointed out, adding: “That was done on purpose not only from a procedural
standpoint but also so that all the countries and their NCCs, which can have more representation
besides just fisheries or environment, could review the Document and make their edits, and give it
an official, stronger level of approval.”

With no other comments from the floor, the Chair started the main business of the Meeting —
reviewing and finalizing the Seascapes Document.

The discussions are summarized below. Note that the section, page and line numbering referred
to in the discussions was the numbering used in the draft Seascapes Document that was
distributed at the start and not the updated Document that came out of the 4" SWG Meeting.

Section I. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes

Initially, the Chair requested that the full SWG was updated by Ms Esters on the discussions that
took place in the Informal Session that took place the day before. Ms Esters explained to the full
SWG that in the Informal Session, those in attendance reviewed the inputs and edits submitted by
Indonesia and the Philippines as well as suggested some additional edits, but as there was no
quorum in the Informal Session, no decisions were made. All input and edits still needed to be
reviewed and agreed to by the full SWG.

Then, the Chair invited representatives from Indonesia to present their suggested inputs and edits.
Representatives from Indonesia then introduced the suggestion that the current map on Page 2 of
the Document be replaced with the official CTI-CFF map (Fig. 1). The full SWG then discussed and
approved the following changes:

Section |, Page 2
e Replace map with official CTI-CFF map
e Ensure that high-resolution image is used so the text/legend is readable
e Add caption explaining that the map is color-coded to show each country’s land mass
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Then, representatives from the Solomon Islands requested that the map from Annex 3 on Page 45
be added to Section | to exemplify the trans-boundary nature of seascapes. This was discussed and
following changes approved.

Section I, Page 11
e Map from Page 45 added to page
e To be updated with “information that relates to the source” (to be provided by Indonesia)

Then, it was proposed by representatives from Indonesia that the case study on Page 12 be moved
to an Annex. They also declared that Indonesia would also like to submit a case study on the Lesser
Sunda Seascape for admission into the Annex portion of the Document. At this time, a lengthy
discussion commenced on the topic of case studies and how they would be presented in the
Document. It was concluded, that a new Annex (Annex 5) would be added and would contain the
case studies provided by the Philippines and Indonesia. Furthermore, Section I-c would contain
abstracts of the case studies found in Annex 5 to provide clarification and direction for the reader.
Furthermore, it was clarified in the discussion that the case study for the Sulu-Sulawesi Seascape
in Annex 4, which incorporates experiences of all three countries involved (Indonesia, Malaysia, and
the Philippines), is distinct from the case study on the Selection of Seascapes in the Philippines in
Annex 5. At resolution, the SWG agreed to the following changes:

New Annex 5 created. This annex will include the following case studies:
e Seascape selection in the Philippines (E. Miclat to submit map, reference and biogeographic info)
e Developing a Large-Scale Marine Spatial Planning Framework for Effectively Managing the Lesser
Sunda Ecoregion in Indonesia, a Potential Priority Seascape for the CTI-CFF

Then, the SWG discussed alternative titles for Section I-c and concluded discussion on the session
and day. The full list of agreed edits to Section I-c is below:

Section I-e, Page 12, agreed edits (see also “Additional editing notes” below)
1. Change section title from “Case Study: Seascape Selection in the Philippines” to “Abstracts of
Country Case Studies”
2. Include in this section (in text boxes) the following case studies, with reference to the full case
studies in Annex 5:
e Seascape selection in the Philippines
e Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME): Experience in Planning and Lessons Learned -- not
a “country” case study?
e Developing a Large-Scale Marine Spatial Planning Framework for Effectively Managing the
Lesser Sunda Ecoregion in Indonesia, a Potential Priority Seascape for the CTI-CFF
3. Use a different color or color scheme for each text box

Additional editing notes:
1. The body agreed that the SSME case study is in Annex 4, not Annex 5.
2. The title says “Abstracts of Country Case Studies” but it was pointed out later in the Meeting that
the SSME paper is “not a country case study but a case study of integrated planning in a trans-
boundary seascape.”

Adjournment

CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands | 53



The Chair asked the body if they had any further comments. Hearing none, he concluded the
session.

With the day’s business completed, the 4" SWG Meeting adjourned for the day at 7:30p.m.

Day 2

Starting an hour later than scheduled, Day 2 had a packed agenda that included discussions on the
remainder of the sections of the Seascapes Document, as well as an initial review of the Draft Rules
of Procedure and adoption of a roadmap leading to SOM13.

The Chair opened the first session at 9:00 a.m. and immediately set the discussions in motion.

Note: The section, page and line numbering referred to in the discussions was the numbering used
in the draft Seascapes Document that was distributed at the start and not the updated Document
that came out of the 4" SWG Meeting.

Section Il. CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model

The Chair opened the discussion for the day and directed the SWG to consider Section Il, CFI-
CFF Seascapes General Model: a-Definition; b-Key Elements; c-Identification, Selection and
Designation; and d-Integrated Planning Model.

a. Definition

To assist in the discussion, event organizers presented the suggested edits in the text highlighted
in green so they could be easy seen and understood by all. The suggested edits, which had been
presented by the Philippines in the Informal Session, were approved with minimal discussion.
Below is a summary of the changes:

Section ll-a, Page 14, Line 12 and Line 18, “coastal and” added

10 a. Definition

11

12 “A large, multiple-use coastal and marine area, scientifically and strategically defined, in
13 which governments, communities, private organizations, and other stakeholders

14 cooperate, collaborate, and coordinate to manage for sustainable development,

15 biodiversity conservation, and human well-being.”

16

17 Supporting language (explanation):

18 e “Multiple use coastal and marine area” may include protected areas (e.g., marine
19 reserve)

It was also suggested and agreed that the language in the Section I-c be adjusted to avoid any
confusion on the definition of a seascape. The agreed change is shown below:
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Section I-c, Page 7, Line 6, “defined” deleted

6 e Aseascape is a defined geography that is ecologically valued, politically
7 relevant, and logistically practical to manage.

Along the same lines, the following edit was approved:

Annex 1, Page 30, Lines 25-35 deleted

w
o

b. Key Elements

The Chair then opened the discussion on the topic of the Key Elements. Similar to the discussion
that occurred in the Informal Session, there was substantial discussion on the section, its
intended purpose, and the diagram. First, it was clarified that the countries are not required to
employ the Ecosystem-based Management (EBM) Approach to implement a seascape.
Furthermore, there is significant disagreement on the design of the diagram and the inclusion of
EBM in the diagram. After discussion, it was agreed that the diagram is not essential to the
session and should be removed.

Section lI-b, Page 15, EBM diagram deleted

Further discussion then commenced on the clarity of the section and the potential inclusion of
definitions for the Key Elements. After discussion, the following changes were agreed to by the
SWG:

Section llI-b, Page 15, Lines 5-6 and Line 14, edited as shown

The following Key Elements are crucial to achieving the-three-benefits of
ecosystem-based-management: Effective Governance, Ecological Well-being, and

5
6
7 Human Well-being. (Box 1) Each of the-follewing Key Elements should be considered in the
8 process of identifying, planning for, and implementing a CTl seascape. However,

9 CTI-CFF recognizes that every single Key Element may not apply to every

10 seascape. All of the Key Elements should be considered and the most

11 appropriate and applicable of them should be the focus of planning and

12 implementation.

14 The Key Elements are grouped according to the particular berefits ared that they most

15 contribute to; however, the CTI-CFF recognizes that the Key Elements can be
16 defined and applied differently across the CT6. Each Key Element is accompanied
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17 by a broad definition, which is intended to clarify its meaning without restricting
18 individual member-country circumstances.

Agreed layout relative to body text of numbered list of key elements in a box/sidebar:
L

b. Key Elements Box 1: Key Elements

Fifteen Key Elements are crucial to achieving | 1 socal

Effactive Governance, Ecological Well-being, | 2. political will

and Human Well-being (Box 1). Each of the 3. Harmonized Policies and
elzments should be considerad in the Regulztions

pracess of identifying, planning for, and 4. Adequate Institutions and
implementing 3 CTI Seascape. However, CTH- Partnerships
CFF recognizes that every single key Element | 5 sustainable Financing.

may not apply to every seascape. Allofthe | & Restoration of Critical Habitats
Key El should be consi

andthe | 7 pami ot
mast appropriate and applicable of them Services.
should be the fecus of planning and B Protection of Threatened and
implementation. Critical Species

5. Fisheries Managed for

The Key Elements are grouped according to Sustainahility
the area that they maost contribute to, 10, Integrated Terrestrial and
however, the CTI-CFF recognizes that the Marine Management
Key Elements can be defined and applied 11 Respect for Customary Practices

differently across the CT6. Each Key Element | 43 education and Awareness
is accomganied by a broad definition, which | 43 cuttural, Gender, and sacial

isintended to clarify meaning without Sensitivity
restricting individual member country 14, Sustainable social and Economic
circumstances. Development
15. Climate Change Mitigation and
Adaptation
Effective Governance

Frrinl Srmmact  Funmnrs far cnaceanne 2othdtine fram smrinne carial

c. ldentification, Selection and Designation

After the Chair opened discussion on the section, it was quickly agreed that an introductory
paragraph should be added before the diagram to introduce the section.

Section llI-c, Page 16, new introductory paragraph inserted under Line 33

33 c. ldentification, Selection, and Designation
34

35

Then, representatives from the Solomon Islands suggested that a reference to the case study
from the Philippines be added to the section. It was expressed that the case study from the
Philippines would be good example for this section. The SWG agreed to add the following to the
section:

Section llI-c, Page 17, text in box added at the end of section:

For further explanation and guidance, please refer to the case study “Seascape Selection in the
Philippines” provided in Section l.e. as well as in Annex 5.

d. Integrated Planning Model

As with the previous sections, event organizers presented the suggested edits in the text
highlighted in green so they could be easy seen and understood by all. It had been suggested in
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the Informal Session that a sentence be added to the end of the introductory paragraph
acknowledging that each of the countries have the authority to interpret the steps outlined in the
diagram in the “manner most appropriate for their national context”. This edit was agreed by the
SWG with little discussion. Furthermore, it was agreed that a short description be added to clarify
each step in the Integrated Planning Model diagram. The approved language is below:

Section lI-d, Page 17

Line 23-25, text added as shown
16 The process outlined in the Integrated Planning Model is intended to develop
17 and effectively implement a seascapes plan with active participation and input
18 across appropriate governing bodies and levels, public institutions, and private
19 entities. The Seascapes plan should incorporate Key Elements of CTl Seascapes
20 and is meant to start by clarifying the specific purpose of doing the plan for that
21 Seascape. This can be driven by the issues, problems, and pressures. Seascapes
22 should be designated and planned appropriately considering regional and
23 national circumstances.
24 interpret the following steps in the manner most appropriate for their national
25 context.

Text added below diagram

Last, it was suggested by representatives from the Solomon Islands that a reference to the case
study from the SSME be added to this section to provide further guidance and direction to the
reader. The following was approved to be added to the Document:

Section Il -d, Page 17, text in box added at the end of section (see also “Additional editing note” below)

For further explanation and guidance, please refer to the case studies “The Sulu-Sulawesi Marine
Ecoregion (SSME): Experience in Planning and Lessons Learned” and “Developing a Large-scale
Marine Spatial Planning Framework for Effectively Managing the Lesser Sunda Ecoregion in
Indonesia, a Priority Seascape for the CTI-CFF* in Section l.e. and Annex 5.

Additional editing note: The SSME case study is in Annex 4, not Annex 5.

Section lll. CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and Objectives

As with the previous sections, event organizers presented the suggested edits in the text highlighted
in green so they could be easy seen and understood by all. The edits to the Section lll-c proposed
by the Philippines was agreed with little discussion. The approved text is below:

CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands | 57



Section lll-c, Page 18, Line 31, edited as shown

25 c. Objectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes

26

27 e Support regional, national and local collaboration, to recognize and

28 designate Priority Seascapes for investment through the CTI-CFF.

29 e Strengthen the capacity of CT6 countries to establish and sustainably

30 manage seascapes.

31 e  Support the development and implementation of regional monitoring and evaluation indicators
32 for seascapes

Then, it was suggested by representatives from Indonesia that the SWG consider a section that had
been included in earlier drafts of the Seascape Document: Section Ill-d. Geographic Scope.
Facilitators then presented the language on the Geographic Scope from the previous draft for
discussion and consideration by the SWG. After extensive discussion and edits to the language, it
was agreed that the following section and language would be added to the Document:

Section lll, Page 18, new section d added

d. Geographic Scope for CTI-CFF Seascapes

Seascapes can be geographically located in one or across multiple countries. They may not
necessarily cover the entire exclusive economic zone (EEZ) of each country. The result could be
a series of spatially disjointed seascapes across the region.

Section IV. CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes
a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes

As with the previous sections, event organizers presented the suggested edits in the text as
highlighted so they could be easy seen and understood by all. The suggested minor edits were
approved with little discussion. Then, it was suggested that the section acknowledge that the
SSME had previously been designated as a Priority Seascape and was the first Priority
Seascape under the CTI-CFF. Clarifying language and layout details were discussed and the
following language was approved:

Section IV-a, Page 19

Lines 13-15, edited as shown (see also additional editing notes below)
13 Priority Seascapes are those seascapes, which can be patiepralet trans-boundary and/or national,
14 that have been evaluated based on the criteria and designated as “Priority” by
15 the S©M Council of Senior Officialsiand Council of Ministers.

New paragraph added between Line 15 and Line 17 (after the 15 paragraph under Section IV-a and
before “Goals for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes”) (See also “Additional editing notes”
below)
The Sulu Sulawesi Seascape (also known as the Sulu Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME)), was the
first Priority Seascape endorsed in the 9™ Senior Officials Meeting in 2013 and adopted by the 4%
Council of Ministers Meeting in 2014.
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Section IV-a, Page 19

Lines 28-31 replaced with the following text
Diagram 3 depicts the process leading to a CTI-CFF Priority Seascape. It further shows how a
seascape, whether it be trans-boundary and/or national, can become designated as a CTI-CFF
Priority Seascape.

Additional editing notes:

1. Nomenclature used in CTI-CFF decision documents is “Committee of Senior Officials.”

2. CTI-CFF records show that it was at SOM4 (22 October 2009, KK, Sabah, Malaysia) that, based
on a proposal from the Philippines, the CT6 agreed to recognize SSME as a CTI-CFF Priority
Seascape (SOM 4 Chairman’s Summary). This decision was affirmed by the COM at the MM2 on
19 November 2009 in Gizo, Solomon Islands (Draft Joint Ministerial Statement, Annex 3 of SOM5
Chairman’s Summary).

3. Line 19, first bullet under “Goals for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes” Editing
comment “reference official goals” needs to be deleted or replaced with actual reference to
“official goals.”

b. Criteria for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes

Considerable discussion followed after the Chair opened the floor for discussion. Facilitators and
resource persons in the room were asked for clarification on the overall purpose of the section.
Specifically, clarifications on the Criteria 5 were requested and the SWG chose to add some
examples to the text for clarification. The following edits were approved:

Section IV-b, Page 21-22

Page 21, Lines 6-7, “Examples:” and “, etc.” inserted and “...” deleted” as shown below
6 o Ecological significance (Examples: EBSA, KBA=, migratory routes, nesting
7 sites for sea turtles, etc.)

Page 21, Line 20, “sustainable” inserted as shown below
20 3. There must be sustainable economic and/or other human activities overlapping with and

Page 21, Criteria 5, new text added to Line 34
34 creating a seascape forward. (Examples of enabling coordinating/governance
35 mechanisms: Bilateral formal cooperation, treaties, Memorandum of Understanding,
international agreements, CTI-CFF, CTI-CFF Sub-group, project, etc.)

Page 22, Lines 1-2 edited as shown
1 6. Priority Seascapes should have and contribute to the regional and/or global benefit of the
2 CTI. The regional and/or global benefit of a specific Priority Seascape can come from a wide

Additional editing notes: Page 21, Lines 28-30 — Editing comments (highlighted in yellow below) need to
be deleted, or requested edits should be provided

28 e Opportunity — elaborate: collaboration and partnership, financial
29 support from donor, etc. (add definition to explain that is outside of
30 previous bullets topics)

c. Operational Process
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The discussion of the Operational Process focused primarily on edits to the diagram. Substantial
discussion lead to the following changes to the diagram, which included the addition of the
“evaluation team” under the purview of the SWG as well as the addition of a step for the approval
of the MM.

Section IV-c, Operational Process, Page 22-24

Page 22, Lines 27-35 — Do not use colors when referencing the different elements of the diagram on Page
23 (Operational Process Diagram); instead use shapes, letters or numbers (e.g. Box 1, Box 2, etc.), or
placement/position of the elements in the diagram (e.qg. first box, second box, last box, leftmost box at the
top, etc.). Note: This applies to the entire document.

Page 23, Operational Process Diagram caption, diagram number added
Diagram 4, Operational Process Diagram

Page 23, Operational Process Diagram to be modified as follows:
1. Modify diagram if necessary so it is easier to reference its various elements, for example, use
letter coding (or number-coding) instead of color coding

2. Edittext in Box 2 as follows (add green highlighted text):
SWG reviews and evaluates seascape nominated for “priority” status. SW.G may
establish an evaluation team to review the nomination with the support of the RS.

3. Add Box for Ministerial approval

4. Edit text in last box (“purple box”) as follows:
RS and SWG works with nominating parties (and sub-group if present) on Priority Seascape
programming, planning, implementation, monitoring, and evaluation.

Page 23, add legend for acronyms (and letter or number codes, if used)

This entire Section IV-c, Operational Process, to be transposed with Section 1V-d, Designated Bodies, and
accordingly renumbered as (d). (See also “Additional editing notes” below)
d. Operational Process

Additional editing notes: Page 22, Lines 37-38 — edit and update as shown below
37 The roles and responsibilities of each of these groups in this process s are outlined
38 further in the subsegquent previous section “Designated Bodies” (Section 1V.d)

d. Designated Bodies

The list of roles and responsibilities of the various Designated Bodies was added to and
expanded from the previous draft to be consistent with the discussion and agreements that had
already occurred. The following text was agreed to by the SWG:

Section IV-d, Designated Bodies, Page 24-25

Page 24, Lines 24-27, edited as shown below
24 e Review and/or establish coordinating, planning, implementing, monitoring and/or evaluating
25 mechanisms for Priority Seascapes <-Could that may be a sub-group or a separate
body/group
26 e Administration of M&E monitoring and evaluation systems

60 | CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands



Section IV-d, Designated Bodies, Page 24-25
27 h
with support from the RS

Page 24, Lines 29-30, edited as shown
29 e Facilitates the review and approval by SOM €S0 and COM
30 e Coordinating with the NCCs and SWG

Page 24, Line 37, edited as shown (see also additional editing notes below,
37  SeniorOfficials Meeting{SOM)Council of Senior Officials

Page 24, text added immediately below Line 35 as follows
35 and the NCC for approval

Page 24, text added immediately after Line 28 as follows
28 Regional Secretariat (RS)

Page 25, highlighted text inserted between Line 11 and Line 12
11 Partners

12 e Communicate with both RS, NCCs, and SWG on activities and projects

COM’s role added to list

List reordered as follows: COM, CSO, NCC, RS, SWG, Sub-group, Partners

This entire Section IV-d, Designated Bodies, to be transposed with Section IV-c, Operational Process, and
accordingly renumbered as (c).

€. Designated Bodies
Additional editing notes:
1. Nomenclature used in official CTI-CFF documents is “Committee of Senior Officials”

2. For consistency, change “SOM” to “CSO” when referring to the group of senior officials, and not
their meeting

e. Monitoring & Evaluation

There was minimal discussion on the last section and minor edits were made to the be
consistence with changes already agreed to. The following changes were agreed to:

Section IV-e, Page 26

Line 1, edited as follows
1 Monitoring & and Evaluation
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Section IV-e, Page 26

Line 5, “RPOA” spelled out
5 the planning and implementation process. The Goal and Targets in the table below refer to

those in the

RPOA Regional Plan of Action.

Table 3, first data row (Row 4), column 3, definition of “seascape” updated with agreed definition from
Section IlI-a

A seascape is a large, multiple-use coastal and marine area, scientifically and strategically defined, in

Section V. Annex 1 — Definitions

On request from the Chair, Ms Anderson explained briefly that Annex 1 “provides the sourced
definitions for those terms and is referenced from Section 1 for additional information.” The Chair
then reminded her that “we need to make some adjustments” based on previous discussions. Ms.
Anderson said the changes were done (see box item below). The discussion that ensued, which is
not detailed here, focused mostly on checking sources and citations, and resulted in additional,
mostly minor changes (also recorded in the box item below).

Ms Miclat proposed a 1998 WWF workshop proceedings report as reference for “ecoregional
planning,” and said she could “provide the details.” She also pointed out that three references cited
in the definitions were not listed under “References.”

The following changes were agreed to by the SWG:
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Section V. Annex 1

Page 28, Line 6, paragraph numbered as “a”
6 @ Geographies for Large Scale Marine Management - Geographies for large-scale

Page 29, Line 7, alternative spelling provided
7 5. Ecoregion or Eco-region: A large unit of land and water that contains a

Page 30, Lines 25-35 deleted
25 10 ~Se
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35

Page 30, Line 37, paragraph numbered as “b”
37 b. Approaches to Large Scale Marine Management — An approach to large-scale marine

Page 31, Line 7, edited as follows
7 2. The Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries Management (EAEM): According to the Essential
Page 31, Line 28, paragraph numbered as “c”

28 €. Planning Tools for Large Scale Marine Management — Planning Tools for Large Scale

Page 32, Line 14, alternative spelling provided
14 3. Ecoregional (or Eco-regional) Planning: Ecoregional planning is broadly defined as planning for

Section V. Annex 1

Page 32, Lines 18-19, “without necessarily considering human uses” deleted
18 management mosaic to conserve biodiversity and ecosystem functions witheut

19 necessarily-considering-human-uses. Ecoregional planning does not typically go as far

Line 35 (immediately after definition of “Ecoregional or Eco-regional planning), add reference (1998 WWF
Workshop Proceedings Report); details to be provided by Ms Miclat/Cl

Page 33-34, the following missing references need to be added: FAO, 2003; Garcia, et al, 2003;
IUCN/WCPA, 2008

Section VI. Annex 2 — Related International Agreements

Following an explanation from Ms Anderson that Annex 2 was requested by the SWG “to support
Section I-b which discusses the international agreements that seascapes are related to,” the Co-
Chair suggested that the top table on Page 36 needed to be updated because the Philippines had
already ratified the Paris Climate Agreement. However, Ms Anderson said that there was a
previously agreed cut-off date of 315 January 2017 beyond which any requests for updates to the
table should be deferred to a future version of the Document. (The Philippines ratified the Agreement
on 14 March 2017.)
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Section VII. Annex 3 — Seascapes Concept

Representatives from Indonesia proposed two changes to the annex, which presents a concept for
seascapes based on the perspective that a seascape is an area to be managed according to an
integrated plan for conserving the natural environment and equitably balancing multiple uses and
stakeholder needs. The concept was a submission made in 2016 by then SWG Chair Dr. Subandono
Diposaptono on behalf of Indonesia for consideration by the drafting team tasked to develop the
Seascapes Document. The proposed changes were as follows:

Section VII. Annex 3

Page 38, title changed from all caps to mixed case, and the byline edited as follows
SEASCAPES CONCEPT Seascapes Concept

Indonesia-as-Chairman-of Seascape-Working-Group-CTI-CFF

Republic of

Aini v of Marine Affai and-Fisherie

Hearing no further comments, the Chair affirmed the proposed changes.

Section VIII. Annex 4 — Planning Process for Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion
(SSME)

The Chair sought clarification on the planning process described in Annex 4, in response to which
Ms Anderson invited Ms Miclat, who wrote the annex, to explain.

Ms Miclat said this annex was intended to directly address a request from the last Writeshop for a
case study specifically describing the planning process that was followed for the SSME. The annex
has two parts: (1) Planning in the SSME and (2) Lessons learned.

Ms Miclat also pointed out that the annex included references and suggested reading, with links to
the websites from which they could be downloaded. “As | said earlier, we don'’t really need to pack
this Document with so much information about the Sulu-Sulawesi because there are so many
materials we can reference.” Citing her sources, she outlined the steps in the planning process,
which she said employed the ecoregion approach “with modifications to suit this ecoregion.” These
steps, all briefly described in this Annex 4, included reconnaissance; biophysical assessment; socio-
economic assessment; development of biodiversity vision; development of the Ecoregion
Conservation Plan (ECP); and government adoption and implementation.

Ms Miclat then highlighted the diagram on Page 48 used to illustrate the planning process, saying it
needed to be modified because it was lifted from a published article that she co-authored, and “if we
use it as is, we need to get permission from the publisher.” Also, the diagram could to be updated
with information on adaptive measures and activities undertaken after its publication.

A discussion ensued from the presentation, which clarified that the Sulu-Sulawesi Case Study
represents the cooperation and experience of all three countries (Indonesia, Malaysia, the
Philippines). It was agreed that an introduction be added to the case study as well as some other
minor clarifications.
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Section VIII. Annex 4, Page 46

Note: This annex may require a title change, depending on the scope of the final draft.
Change authorship (Indonesia, Malaysia, Philippines)

Add 1-2 paragraph introduction (or an abstract)

Spell out CMARIS

Update diagram with CAP/adaptive measures

Section IX. Annex 5 — Country Case Studies

There were no further comments on Annex 5 in this discussion, except for acomment from Indonesia
clarifying that this annex should contain the full texts of the country case studies and that it should
be referenced from Page 12 and, if needed, from other parts of the body text. Last, the Solomon
Islands suggested that in the Table of Contents, the Annexes be combined into one section and that
the actual annexes be renumbered accordingly. These changes were then agreed to by the SWG.

Annexes to be renumbered 1 to 5 under one section (Section V)

Revisions to front matters of Document

e Table of Contents, Lines 29-35 revised as follows
29 V. Annexes

30 1. Important Definitions for Large Scale Marine 28
31 Management for CTI-CFF Seascapes

32 2. Related International Agreements 35
33 3. Seascapes Concept 38
34 4. (insert new title of SSME case study) 46
35 5. Country Case Studies insert Page#

e Foreword from the Chair to be added

After confirming that all sections of the Seascapes Document had been reviewed and that all relevant
matters raised by the Parties had been addressed, the Chair directed the body’s attention to the
agenda item tabled from Day 1 to review and approve proposed rules of procedure for SWG
meetings. To kick off the discussion, the Chair directed Ms Esters to explain the document’s purpose.
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Review of Rules of Procedure for SWG Meetings

Upon opening the discussion on the Rule of Procedure, the SWG first discussed how to proceed
with the discussion under the leadership of the Chair. It was suggested by the Solomon Islands, that
first the group approve the sequencing and the broader picture first before proceeding to debates on
each individual rule. This was agreed to and the Chair proceeded with the discussion on the
sequence of the Rule of Procedure. SWG agreed the full list of Rule of Procedure was agreed to in
the following order:

Title: Rules of Procedure for Meetings of the CTI-CFF Seascapes Working Group
(Possible title change: Manual of Operations for the CTI-CFF Seascapes Working Group)
1. Functions and Powers
Membership and Composition
Chair and Co-Chair
Partners
Observers
Meeting
Conduct of meeting
Agenda
Quorum
. Decision-making
. Point of Order
. Procedural Motion
. Language
. Amendment and Additional Provision
. Dispute settlement
. Secretariat (of the SWG)

© o N gk wN
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Substantial discussion and debate on the Rules of Procedure ensued and lasted several hours.
The discussion was very detailed and laborious and the draft text of the document was edited
considerably. (For full documentation of the discussion, see the Meeting Minutes.) At the
conclusion of the meeting, due to the short time available, the SWG decided to continue the
discussion and debate on the Rule of Procedure over skype and email in the following months.
Below is a summary of the edits and changes discussed agreed to in the session.

Rule 1 (see also “Additional editing notes”)

RULE 1
Functions and Powers and Functions

1. The powers-and functions and powers of the SWG shall include:

a. Maintain the vision of Goal 1 of the CTI-CFF and promote regional priorities in each
country, regionally and at international forums,

b. Atits discretion, consider, endorse or not endorse proposals, recommendations, plans,
programs, projects and activities of the SWG;

c. Approving rules, regulations, procedures, and meeting scheduling for the effective
functioning of the SWG;

d. Provide advice and direction recommendation to RS, Council of Ministers and Council of
Senlor Off|C|aIs on any matters related to Goal 1. and—teensu%that—th&@emeﬂ—e#

I ith their obicctives.

e. Monitor and evaluate the progress towards achieving the Goal 1 ef-the Regional-RPlan-of
Action through consideration and adoption of the annual report of the Regional
Secretariat.
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Rule 1 (see also “Additional editing notes”)

2. The

powers and-functions of the SWG may include the provision of
recommendations to the RS and NCCs on implementation of decisions made by the Council of
Ministerial- Meetings-or-Senior-officials-meeting through

the SWG or other bodies established.

The SWG may create such subsidiary bodies as necessary to achieve specific tasks mandated by
. and/erRS. Such subsidiary bodies may include committees, breakout groups,
and sub-working groups, which may meet to provide advice fecommendation to the SWG.
The SWG as appropriate shall specify membership of subsidiary bodies.

Additional editing notes: Nomenclature used in official CTI-CFF documents is “Committee of Senior
Officials”

Rule 2 (Note: Crossed-out points #3 to #5 to be moved to “Conduct of Meeting”)

RULE 2
Membership and Compaosition

The members of SWG shall consist of representatives of each of the CTI-CFF Parties.

1. Each Party WI|| be entltled to nominate twe - representatlves to the SWG and-such-alternate

Consideration of the SWG Roadmap

In response to the SWG’s decision to continue their discussion on the SWG rules document through
correspondence and calls in advance of their next meeting before SOM13, Ms Esters presented a

draft

roadmap identifying key dates and activities leading up to the expected date of SOM13

(October/November 2017). Based on this roadmap, the countries discussed deadlines and workflow
options for reviewing and approving edits to the document. After an exchange of views on how many
rounds of edits would be required and how many could be realistically accomplished in the time
available, the following points were decided:

1.

w

All correspondence, calls and action requests would be coordinated by the TWG Lead for
the RS, Ms. Astrid Lim (alim@ecticff.org).

The draft rules would go through two rounds of edits by the countries.

All edits should be coursed through the RS and consolidated by Ms Lim.

After the second round of edits, the draft rules would be reviewed by the Chair for any
conflicting views or issues raised, and to provide recommendations on their resolution.

The final draft would be decided by the full SWG membership.

The rules document should be ready for CSO endorsement by SOM13.

The agreed key dates, tasks, activities and responsibilities are as follows:
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Event

Description

Date

4t Seascapes Working Group
Meeting and 2" Regional
Exchange on Seascapes

Finalize Final Draft of CTI
Seascapes Document and
endorse to SOM13 during SWG
meeting

Socialize endorsed version of
CTI Seascapes Document to
broader CTI community during
REX meeting

May 15-19, 2017

Capacity building and
communications amongst CTI
countries

Develop supplemental capacity
building and communications
materials to support the
socialization of the CTI
Seascapes Document

Post SWG4 and REX2 until Pre-
SOM meetings

Submission of Edits to SWG
Rules of Procedure

All submission go to Chair and
Co-Chair

June 30, 2017

Consolidate submissions of
edits to SWG Rules of
Procedure

RS = Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@ecticff.or

Middle of July 2017

Distribute consolidated edits to
SWG Rules of Procedure to CTI
countries

Through SWG Focal points,
copy NCC focal points, include
SWG TOR

Middle of July 2017

Countries make 2™ round of
edits and submit to RS

RS = Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@ecticff.org

End of July 2017

Consolidate submissions of 2™
round of edits to SWG Rules of
Procedure

RS = Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@ecticff.or

Middle of August 2017

Distribute consolidated 2
round of edits to SWG Rules of
Procedure to Chair for
comments

RS > Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.or

Middle of August 2017

Chair submit comments to RS

RS - Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.org

End of August 2017

Consolidate then distribute
consolidated 2" round of edits
with Chair's comments to SWG
Rules of Procedure to CTI
countries

RS - Ms. Astrid Lim
alim@cticff.or

Middle of September 2017

Pre-SOM13 SWG meeting

4. Review SWG endorsed CTI
Seascapes Document

5. Confirm decision points for
submission for SOM13
consideration and
endorsement to COM for
adoption

6. Review edits to SWG Rules
of Procedure

TBD

SOM13

Review and endorsement of CTI
Seascapes Document to COM
for adoption

TBD

Other Business

Report-out from BSSE Side Meeting
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On request by the Chair, the three countries involved in the BSSE reported briefly on their side
meeting that took place on 17 May.

Ms Kasasiah (IDN) reported for the group. She said that the objective of the meeting was primarily
for Indonesia, PNG and Solomon Islands to discuss whether or not to continue their regional
cooperation on the BSSE. This cooperation started in 2006 when the three countries signed a
memorandum of understanding (MOU) on the conservation and management of Western Pacific
leatherback turtles, but the MOU was valid for only 10 years and has since expired. Regionally, the
countries have not been working together in the manner envisioned in the MOU but, individually,
they have been implementing many programs that contribute to the objectives of the MOU. They
agreed to continue with their own national programs and at the same time pursue regional
cooperation as Parties to CTI-CFF.

Ms Vave-Karamui (SLB) added that the group also agreed “to explore opportunities to work with the
SWG and the RS to look at the feasibility of progressing the BSSE as a potential Priority Seascape.”

The countries did not discuss timelines, Ms Vave-Karamu remarked in answer to a question from
Ms Baling (Philippines). However, they agreed that BSSE would be a good opportunity “to test the
CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model.”

Further Matters Related to the CTI-CFF Seascapes Document

Ms Esters informed the Chair that the Meeting had two remaining outstanding matters to deal with
in relation to the Seascapes Document. These matters were acted upon as follows:

a. lIdentification of focal points for seascapes case studies
Indonesia named Mr. Sudianto as focal point for the Lesser Sunda Seascape case study.

For the SSME case study, Indonesia assigned Ms Kasasiah as focal point, while Malaysia and the
Philippines identified their focal points as Dr. Dacho and Ms Baling, respectively.

These focal points were tasked to ensure the completion and submission of the case studies, which
would comprise Annex 4 and Annex 5 of the Seascapes Document.

b. Endorsement of the Seascapes Document

On motion by the Philippines (Mr. Mirasol), the body officially endorsed the Draft CTI-CFF
Seascapes General Model and Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes “subject to final edits.”

It was also agreed that the word “draft” could be omitted in the version that would be circulated for
signing off by the Parties.

The Chair asked the body if they had any further comments. Hearing none, he began the closing
session by inviting each delegation to make final remarks.

Closing and Adjournment
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The Co-Chair, speaking on behalf of the Philippine delegation, described the discussions as “very
calm, democratic, participatory and done in the spirit of partnership and cooperation.” He
congratulated the Chair for the success of the meeting and thanked all participants for their
contributions. It was his first time to attend a regional CTI-CFF meeting, he said, adding he was “so
impressed with everyone’s knowledge and how you all handled the discussions despite our
individual differences,” and would thus go back to the Philippines “proud that this meeting was very
successful.”

Mr. Antonio de Jesus (Timor-Leste) said his delegation appreciated that the body has finalized the
Seascapes Document, adding, “We look forward to receiving the final draft by email through the RS.”

Mr. Kalit (PNG) remarked that it was also his first time to attend a regional meeting of the CTI-CFF,
describing it as “a different experience.” He said he appreciated “the long hours that this group has
put into this draft,” and echoed the congratulations to all those involved. “We’re almost there,” he
added. “When this document is completed, we will work with the PNG Government to apply the
framework to the BSSE,” he vowed.

Mr. Kissey (MYS) added his government’s congratulations to the Chair and Co-Chair, saying the
seascapes model was “a major milestone for the SWG.” He then thanked the Host Country for their
hospitality, the country delegations “for participating in this fruitful meeting” and the Resource Team
“for your patience.”

Mr. Irianto (IDN) also expressed the Indonesian delegation’s appreciation that the Seascapes
Document had been completed, “an accomplishment for all of us.” He acknowledged the Chair and
Co-Chair “for handling this meeting beautifully” and Solomon Islands for hosting the meeting, before
thanking every delegation, as well as the partners and the meeting secretariat, for their contributions.

Ms Masu (SLB), who spoke for the Host Country, also echoed everyone’s congratulations and
appreciation for the success of the meeting. The completion of the Seascapes Document has given
her country “a clearer map” for moving forward, she said, adding, “Solomon Islands is looking forward
to working closely with the SWG in progressing the seascape work in the region.”

Ms Esters was also invited to speak on behalf of the Cl team. She thanked the delegations “for all
your hard work and commitment” and said her team was “ecstatic that we’ve been making so much
progress.” She acknowledged Solomon Islands in particular for hosting the event — “It was wonderful
to finally have a seascapes event in Melanesia,” she said. “We look forward to having many more
events in Melanesia, maybe in PNG and TL, in the future.”

The Chair then delivered his closing remarks, thanking everyone in the room for their contributions,
while reminding the countries to “finish the rules document before the end of August.”

At 9:30p.m., with all business completed, the Chair adjourned the 4™ SWG Meeting.
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2" REGIONAL EXCHANGE ON
SEASCAPES

Held back to back with the 4" SWG Meeting was the 2" CTI-CFF Regional Exchange on Seascapes,
a two-full-day event that took place from Thursday 18 May, Thursday, through 19" May, Friday,
interspersed with a dinner reception on 18 May hosted by the Solomon Islands Government for the
CT6 delegates and development partners.

Picking up from the work of the just concluded 4" SWG Meeting, the REX was designed primarily to
begin to widen the conversation on the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and Regional
Framework for Priority Seascapes to include other partners beyond CI, GIZ and the Australian
Government, the mainstay supporters of seascapes in the CTI-CFF.

As well as plenary sessions consisting of a review of the Seascapes Document and country and
partner presentations, the REX included three breakout sessions to discuss the communication and
implementation concerns of the individual countries with respect to the Seascapes Document.
Report-outs of the breakouts were made and discussed in plenary toward the end of the REX.

Changes to the agenda were made in consideration of the scheduled departure Friday afternoon of
the Malaysian delegation, which they announced earlier in the week. The changes were intended to
ensure that Malaysia was represented in discussions that required country input.

The overall conduct of the workshop was facilitated by Ms Esters and Ms Anderson, who also served
as resource persons, along with a few other members of the Resource Team.

Day 1

Day 1 consisted of six substantive sessions, all except one of which were done in plenary. Five
consecutive plenary sessions were held from morning through mid-afternoon, with obligatory breaks
for lunch and snacks and a group photo. The first four sessions presented and explained the
Seascapes Document endorsed the previous day by the SWG, while the fifth session focused on
the SSME, the first -- and thus far the only — “Priority Seascape” of the CTI-CFF.

The last session of the day was a breakout session where the country delegates broke into three

groups to identify “key messages” for communicating the Seascapes Document to their
stakeholders.
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Opening

The opening session consisted of welcome and opening remarks, participant introductions, review
of the results of the just concluded 4" SWG Meeting, and overview presentations on the 2" Regional
Exchange on Seascapes and its objectives.

The session started promptly at 9:00a.m. with a welcome from the Host Country delivered by Mr.
Joe Horokou, Director of Environment and Conservation Division of Solomon Islands’ Ministry of
Environment, Climate Change, Disaster Management and Meteorology (MECDM). Mr. Horokou
congratulated the SWG for successfully completing the Seascapes Document. “The Model and
Framework will guide us in the Solomon Islands in elevating our current efforts such as our Oceanl2
program, Marine Protected Areas program, Locally Managed Marine Areas Network and Community
Based Resource Management, to name a few,” he said, noting further that the completion of the
Document signified the CT6 countries’ “common understanding of what seascapes are and what
they can bring to us in the region.” (The full text of Mr. Horokou’s remarks can be found in Annex H.)

Giving the opening remarks on behalf of the SWG Chair was Mr. Felix Mirasol, a regional director
from the Philippines’ Department of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) representing the
Philippines as Co-Chair of the SWG. Speaking extemporaneously, Mr. Mirasol recounted the
“intense discussion” that resulted in the completion of the Seascapes Document and its endorsement
by the SWG. He described the completion of the Document as signifying “a deeper understanding
of our framework and the tasks that were assigned to us under Goal 1 of the CTI-CFF RPOA.”

“‘We know there are a lot of challenges ahead of us but with everybody's cooperation and
collaboration, we know we can move this forward,” Mr. Mirasol said, expressing his hope that,
through the REX, “our partners will see how they can be of help for what we are looking to achieve
through seascapes.”

Led by Ms Esters, the participants then introduced themselves. Joining the 4™ SWG Meeting
delegates and their partners from Cl, GIZ and the Australian Government were representatives from
WCS and WWEF-Solomon Islands, along with additional representatives from Solomon Islands’
MECDM and MFMR. In addition, as well as being the (lone) delegate from PNG, Mr. Kalit also
represented his organization, The Nature Conservancy (TNC). The full list of participants can be
found in Annex A.2.

After the introductions, Ms Esters reported on the just concluded SWG Meeting, which was
completed successfully despite rescheduling challenges brought about by last-minute flight and visa
issues. She said, “Thanks to the dedication and commitment of the SWG members, Chair and Co-
Chair, we were able to make substantial progress by making the most out of the four hours that we
spent on Tuesday and the more than 12 hours we spent yesterday in discussions.” She then
highlighted two key outputs from the SWG Meeting: (1) A final endorsement to the CSO for
consideration during SOM13 “pending final edits” of the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and
Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes; and (2) a preliminary draft manual of operations for the
SWG.

The 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes was only the latest in a series of actions started four
years ago to develop the seascapes model and framework, Ms Esters related. With the successful

12 | CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands



outcome of the recent SWG Meeting, the REX was mainly about “socializing” the Document to the
broader CTI-CFF community and other stakeholders, but key to accomplishing this was to
understand the work that the countries and partners were already doing related to seascapes. For
this reason, as well as starting the conversation on communicating the Document, the next two days’
agenda also included opportunities for the countries and partners to share information and updates
on their seascapes-related work.

Ms Esters then gave an overview of the agenda, noting that the agenda “has slightly changed from
what was handed out.” She explained, “Malaysia has let us know that they have to unfortunately
leave us mid-day tomorrow, so we’re going to move some things around to make sure that we are
able to maximize their participation.”

Ms Esters presented the revised agenda as follows
Day 1:
1. Review of the Seascapes Document
2. Development of key messages around communicating the Seascape
Day 2:
1. Presentations the countries and partners to review current status of their seascapes-
related activities
2. ldentification of capacity gaps and challenges in the establishment or implementation of
seascapes
3. Communication tasks and activities, and areas needing partner support

Session 1 — Section I. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes

This was the first of four plenary sessions explaining the different sections of the Seascapes
Document. This session was on Section | of the Document. It included a presentation by Ms
Anderson and an open-forum discussion.

“This document has been a longstanding living document drafted by the people in this room, so it
was a group effort, and | am very honored to be able to present it to you today,” Ms Anderson said
before starting her presentation.

The Introduction section is intended to be an overall introduction to seascapes, especially for people
to whom a seascape is a completely new concept, Ms Andersons added. Compared to the other
sections, this section is much more explanatory and content-based and can be broken up and
handed out to different people, depending on their level of understanding and information needs.

Presentation

Section | of the Seascapes Document begins with explaining the rationale for the Document: Goal 1
of the CTI-CFF RPOA, which “directs CTI-CFF countries to prioritize large-scale geographies for
investment and action and expand the use of best practice in these areas.” There are two targets
under this Goal, with associated “regional actions,” as follows:
e Target 1 — ‘Priority Seascapes’ Designated, with Investment Plans Completed and Sequenced
o Regional Action 1 — Through regional collaboration, conduct Rapid Seascapes Assessments
for the entire region, in order to delineate seascapes and identify Priority Seascapes
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o Regional Action 2 — Develop investment plans for all identified Priority Seascapes, including
joint investment plans for those seascapes involving two are more countries
Target 2 — Marine and Coastal Resources within all ‘Priority Seascapes’ are Being Sustainably
Managed
o Regional Action 1 — Adopt a general ‘model’ for the sustainable management of seascapes.
o Regional Action 2 — Establish seascape capacity-building and learning mechanisms
o Regional Action 3 — Through joint and single-country efforts, start to mobilize the financial
resources to support ‘Priority Seascape’ programs
o Regional Action 4 — Conduct periodic monitoring and evaluation of Priority Seascape
programs

The Document lays the foundation for the establishment of seascapes under the CTI-CFF.
Specifically, it outlines a “general model” for seascapes that directly addresses Target 2, Regional
Action 2. More notably, it also provides a regional framework for pursuing Target 1 — ‘Priority
Seascapes’ designated, with investment plans completed and sequenced.

Section | has the following five sub-sections:

a. The Value of the Coral Triangle to the Global Ocean — Citing some figures, this highlights the

74 |

importance of the Coral Triangle to the global ocean. For example, according to some
estimates, the world’s oceans contribute an estimated US$2.5 trillion per year to the global
economy, and by 2030 the ocean economy is expected to double in size and outperform the
global economy, making it even more important to all of our countries and governments.
What do Seascapes Offer? — A seascape is a geographic area where multiple uses and
sectors, as well as multiple management designations and governance mechanisms, can be
integrated and coordinated. It can serve as an umbrella to integrate all the other work of the
CTI-CFF under the other RPOA goals on climate change, EAFM, MPAs and threatened
species. It can serve multiple purposes such as fishing, tourism, recreation, and protection
from some effects of climate change. It provides a platform to coordinate various policies,
laws, and regulations within the marine space such as navigation, fishing, mining, and
traditional and cultural uses. And, as highlighted many times by Nilda (Baling) from the
Philippines, it can provide opportunities for learning and sharing between countries, because
even though we have vast differences in this very complex region, we also share a lot in
common, and we face a lot of very similar challenges.

i. Seascapes’ Role in International and National Policy -- Seascapes are way to help
the CTI countries meet both international and national commitments and targets.
Seascapes offer a high level of integrated management, which helps the countries
(a) identify what their priorities are in the marine space; (b) maximize economic
opportunities in a sustainable way by organizing and planning efficiently; (c)
coordinate government agencies at various levels; and (d) recognize traditional rights
and practices through open, participatory stakeholder-based planning processes.

ii. Benefits of seascapes — As well as policy benefits, seascapes also offer a triple
bottom-line framework of economic, social and environmental benefits.

Economic benefits can include (a) security and predictability of benefits to ocean
users by ensuring transparency and efficiency of ocean uses and reducing user
conflicts, thus encouraging additional investments; (b) creation of a stable and
productive business environment — if businesses can be reassured that they will have
ample space to function effectively, they are more likely to spend money to initiate
business activities; (c) long-term sustainability of vital industries from a sustained
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level of ocean health that is monitored and managed; and (d) diversification of income

generation and more resilient local economies arising from the development of

alternative and supplemental industries.

In terms of socio-cultural benefits, multi-stakeholder participation in management
decisions and regimes helps to improve communication between national, provincial,
and local government; provides for the incorporation of customary rights and cultural
nuances into large-scale resource management; and promotes transparency
between communities and decision-makers, so everyone is on the same page and
everyone has an idea of where their space is.

c. How Seascapes Align with and Strengthen Approaches and Tools for Marine Management
in the Coral Triangle — For practitioners, this probably one of the more important sections of
the Document because it clarifies how seascapes relate to the many large-scale marine
management designations and approaches that are ongoing or planned in each of the CTI
countries. And it answers the question: Are you asking us to do something new? The answer
is no.

Geographies — Seascapes are geographies where various approaches to large-scale
planning and management can be integrated using a range of planning tools. Seascapes do
not replace or duplicate other geographic designations such as MPAs, MPA Networks, FMAS
(fisheries management areas), or LMMAs — they’re intended to provide the space for these
geographic designations to co-exist and complement in a collaborative management effort.
Moreover, seascapes provide a geographic designation where transboundary and
transnational cooperation and collaboration can occur.

Approaches -- For the purpose of this Document, an approach to large-scale marine
management outlines the vision, goal, and guiding principles of management as well as a
range of features that will be included in the management effort. The benefit of a seascape
is that by having multiple approaches or having comprehensive approaches, a broader range
of goals can be achieved in larger areas.

Planning tools — These are ways by which we gather and interpret key information
about resources, threats, uses, and priorities to develop objectives and actions to pursue
under the identified approach. At this time, common planning tools used by the CTI countries
include MSP (marine spatial planning), MFZ (marine functional zoning), and multi-use or
multi-objective management planning. Seascapes can use any or all of these tools but it is
important that they incorporate efforts to spatially manage the range of resources, values and
uses within the seascape, as well as identify management objectives and needed actions
toward achieving the vision and goals of the intended management approach.

d. Seascapes Explanatory Diagrams — These are intended to provide additional visual
explanation of seascapes and their relation to geographies, approaches, and planning tools.
There are two diagrams. Diagram 1 depicts a process that a country or multiple countries
would likely follow in the creation of, a national as well as a trans-boundary, seascape --
obviously, this process will be organic to each country, so it could vary somewhat. Diagram
2 consists of two images: (1) A representation of what a seascape can look like with various
uses that are all planned and spaced adequately around each other to provide for an option,
such as optimal use or optimal health of the ocean, that results in optimal benefit; and (2) A
map that shows, from a regional perspective, that the CTI countries envision a set of Priority
Seascapes that may be spatially disjointed across the region.

e. Abstracts of Country Case Studies — This will include abstracts of the following three case
studies: (1) The Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME): Experience in Planning and
Lessons Learned (with reference to Annex 4); (2) Seascape Selection in the Philippines
(Annex 5); and (3) Developing a Large-Scale Marine Spatial Planning Framework for
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Effectively Managing the Lesser Sunda Ecoregion in Indonesia, a Potential Priority Seascape
for the CTI-CFF (Annex 5)

Open-forum discussion

The open forum discussion raised several questions in regard to the use of the Document and the
next steps for the countries in terms of accessing resources to implement seascapes. Some of the
main questions raised were “What is this document for? How is it going to be used? Who is going to
be using it?” Representatives from multiple countries inquired about identifying potential donors and
available resources. Resource persons in the room explained that, while NGO partners are available
to support the development of project concepts and provide technical support on the development
of seascapes, the process of developing seascapes is a long-term process requiring multiple years.
Furthermore, the members of the SWG must support and promote the development of seascapes
within their own countries in order to work partners to leverage opportunities. Whitney (Anderson)
commented “You’re just not a seller to donors, you’re a seller to your agencies, you're a seller to
your government, and you’re a seller to your stakeholders. So, what we’d like to do over the next
two days is to introduce this document and help you socialize this idea with your government and
stakeholders, because once we have people signing up and saying this is a great idea, we can take
that and try make something out of it.”

Representative from the Solomon Islands, Agnetha Vave-Karamui, also commented that funding
opportunities are available to the countries such as a Small Grants Project and the “Document will
give our government more guidance on what seascapes are, so we can start the national process
of working with partners in terms of accessing funding for seascapes.” The discussion concluded
with the acknowledgment that there is considerable work left to do at the national and regional level
and across several sectors to move the Document forward and implement seascapes. Evangeline
Miclat of Cl explained that “Planning for a seascape has to happen at the broad or large scale where
you set the bigger vision, for example for fisheries management, species biodiversity protection or
ICM (integrated coastal management), but once the projects are identified for implementation, they
become part of the initiatives of the sectors or thematic working groups concerned. So, it is important
that the others are on board and support the bigger vision.”

Session 2 — Section Il. CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model

As the title indicates, this session is about Section Il of the Seascapes Document. As in Session |,
there was a presentation by Ms Anderson followed by an open-forum discussion.

Ms Anderson introduced Section Il as “guidance for the countries of the CTl in terms of implementing
seascapes consistent with the values and the concepts in the RPOA.” It is optional guidance, she
stressed, so “itis still up to the countries whether or not to use it.”

Presentation

The CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model is intended to provide initial steps and guidance for the
identification, selection, designation, and planning of seascapes. It consists of four parts, as follows:

a. Definition — This part spells out the definition of “seascape” agreed by the SWG, which reads,
“A large, multiple-use coastal and marine area, scientifically and strategically defined, in
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which governments, communities, private organizations, and other stakeholders cooperate,
collaborate, and coordinate to manage for sustainable development, biodiversity
conservation, and human well-being.”

It also includes “Supporting language” to further qualify some of the terms used in the
definition.

b. Key Elements — This part defines 15 “Key Elements” considered by the CT6 as crucial for
the success of a seascape in terms of achieving effective governance, ecological well-being,
and human-well-being, the three “benefit areas” that the SWG identified as having the highest
value for their respective countries and the region. The Key Elements are grouped by the
benefit area they are most likely to contribute to, as follows:

Effective Governance
e Social support
o Political will
e Harmonized policies and regulations
e Adequate institutions and partnerships
e Sustainable financing
Ecological Well-being
e Restoration of critical habitats
e Maintenance of ecosystem functions
e Protection of threatened and critical species
e Fisheries managed for sustainability
e Integrated terrestrial and marine management
Human Well-being
e Respect for customary practices
e Education and awareness
e Cultural, gender and social sensitivity
e Sustainable social and economic development
e Climate change mitigation and adaptation

c. lIdentification, Selection and Designation — This part provides guidance for identifying,
selecting, and designating seascapes. Again, it is optional guidance, so it is up to each
country how exactly to interpret it as may be appropriate based on their “regional and national
circumstances.” It suggests that, in identifying and selecting seascapes, the following
considerations should be considered:

e The area has high biodiversity, socio-cultural and/or economic values or potential
conflicts between different values and/or uses

e Current management, governance mechanisms and management interventions (and
scale) in the area are insufficient to address pressures and resource uses

e Management of the area requires better coordination, collaboration and management
across different levels of government and sectors

d. Integrated Planning Model — This part describes a basic model for integrated planning that
emphasizes multi-sectoral participation and adaptive management.

Open-forum discussion

A representative from WCS, Stacey Jupiter, proposed the question “I just wonder if the guidance
for identification and selection is too broad such that it doesn’t actually give any further guidance
for how you’re going to prioritize one area over another.” A representative from Indonesia, Okto
Irianto, responded that “This general model was deliberately defined broadly to acknowledge that
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the countries have different priorities and apply different approaches to address different needs.
But our process for identifying Priority Seascapes is fairly rigid — there is a set of steps that must
be taken before the SWG can decide, based on an agreed set of criteria, whether or not a
seascape can be introduced as a Priority Seascape.”

Session 3 — Section Ill. CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose, Objectives and
Geographic Scope

In this session, Ms Anderson explained the regional CTI-CFF perspective for seascapes as outlined
in Section Il of the Seascapes Document.

Presentation

Section Il has the following four parts that set forth the vision and objectives for CTI-CFF seascapes
and their geographic scope, and the purpose of the Seascapes Document:

a. Vision for CTI-CFF Seascapes -- A set of seascapes across the Coral Triangle region is
designated and sustainably managed with comprehensive investments and action plans that
contributes to biodiversity conservation, food security, sustainable development and human
well-being.

b. Purpose of the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes — The CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes explain how Priority Seascapes under the CTI-CFF are identified, established,
planned, implemented, recognized, prioritized, evaluated, and tracked.

c. Objectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes — There are three objectives: (a) Support regional,
national and local collaboration, to recognize and designate Priority Seascapes for
investment through the CTI-CFF; (b) Strengthen the capacity of CT6 countries to establish
and sustainably manage seascapes; and (c) Support the development and implementation
of regional monitoring and evaluation indicators for seascapes.

d. Geographic Scope of CTI-CFF Seascapes -- Seascapes can be geographically located in
one or across multiple countries. They may not necessarily cover the entire exclusive
economic zone (EEZ) of each country. The result could be a series of spatially disjointed
seascapes around the region that are strategically placed.

There were no comments or questions from REX participants, but Ms Esters added the following
explanation to further clarify Ms Anderson’s presentation: “This section is specifically for those
Priority Seascapes that are under the purview of the CTI-CFF, and the SWG was very clear that not
every seascape has to be under the CTI-CFF.”

Session 4 — Section IV. CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes
This session on the CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes included another
presentation by Ms Anderson and an open forum. Ms Anderson described the Framework as “the

meat of the Document.” It comprises the last section (Section V) of the main body and is followed
by “supplementary annexes that are referenced throughout the Document.”

Presentation
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The CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes embodies the agreed upon Criteria,
Operational Process, Designated Bodies, and Monitoring and Evaluation metrics that will be used to
govern CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes. These parameters are not mandatory for countries per se, but
will be applied if a seascape is hominated for CTI-CFF priority status.

The Framework has the following five parts:

a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes — This part explains what Priority Seascapes are and the reason
for designating Priority Seascapes. It reads:
“Priority Seascapes are those Seascapes, which can be national or trans-boundary, that have
been evaluated based on the criteria and designated as ‘Priority’ by the Council of Senior Officials®
and Council of Ministers of the CTI-CFF.

The Sulu Sulawesi Seascape (also known as the Sulu Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME)),

was the first Priority Seascape endorsed in the 9th Senior Officials Meeting in 2013 and adopted
by the 4th Council of Ministers Meeting in 20142,

Goals for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes

e Integrate the other goals of the CTI-CFF namely (reference official goals) sustainable
fisheries, marine protected areas, climate change adaptation, and recovery of
threatened species through an ecosystem-based management approach;

e Trans-boundary seascapes management may involve the collaboration of two or
more national governments;

e Provide an avenue for sustainable financing mechanisms that allow the region to
sustain management efforts”

A diagram is also included to point how the regional process of designation links to
processes at the individual seascape level.
b. Criteria for the Designation of CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes — There are seven criteria for
conferring the status of “CTI-CFF Priority Seascape.” These are defined as follows:

1.

Each Priority Seascape demonstrates high values that bind and give purpose to the
seascape. The specific high values of a Priority Seascape include at least three of the
following: ecological significance (e.g., EBSA, KBA, migratory routes, nesting sites for sea
turtles, etc.); biological productivity; economic value (existing or potential); cultural / heritage
values; resilience

Demonstrates significant connectivity within and outside the Priority Seascape in at least
three out of the following ways: biological; socio-cultural; institutional (local government
networks, official or unofficial); economical

There must be sustainable economic and/or other human activities overlapping with and
adding pressure/potential threat on the high values.

The following key enabling factors are present: political will; governance; stakeholder
support or engagement; opportunity for collaboration and partnership, financial support from
donor, etc.

A political and/or institutional enabling coordinating/governance mechanism is present
(newly initiated or existing) in order to move the process of creating a seascape forward
(e.g., bilateral formal cooperation, treaties, memorandum of understanding, international
agreements, CTI-CFF, CTI-CFF Sub-group, project, etc.)

Priority Seascapes should have and contribute to the regional and/or global benefit of the
CTI. The regional and/or global benefit of a specific Priority Seascape can come from a wide
variety of factors including: ecological factors; social and cultural factors; economic factors;

1 Nomenclature used in official CTI-CFF documents is “Committee of Senior Officials.”

2 CTI-CFF records show that it was at SOM4 (22 October 2009, KK, Sabah, Malaysia) that, based on a proposal from
the Philippines, CT6 delegates agreed to recognize SSME as a CTI-CFF Priority Seascape (SOM 4 Chairman’s
Summary). This decision was affirmed by the COM at the MM2 on 19 November 2009 in Gizo, Solomon Islands
(Draft Joint Ministerial Statement, Annex 3 of SOM5 Chairman’s Summary) (See Annex D)
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biological representation; regionally unique or significant phenomenon (e.g. high
concentration of marine mammal species traveling through Atauro Island off Dili, Timor-
Leste); geographic representation

7. Priority Seascapes have data and information available and accessible for decision making

c. Designated Bodies — This part identifies the different bodies involved in the process of

designating Priority Seascapes and defines their roles and responsibilities. Designated
bodies include the COM, CSO, NCCs, RS, SWG, and “sub-groups” that may be established
(or disbanded) by the SWG for specific purposes and operate only under the authority of the
SWG.

Operational Process — This part illustrates, in a diagram, how a seascape is elevated to CTI-
CFF priority status through a process of nomination, evaluation, endorsement, recognition
and affirmation by the relevant Designated Bodies. Two rules govern this process: (1) If the
proposed seascapes boundary involves two or more countries, representatives to the SWG
from each country must be involved in jointly nominating to SWG; and (2) any regional
assessment on Priority Seascapes conducted by the Regional Secretariat must consult the
NCCs and SWG. The process is outlined below:

1. Nominating Party or Parties submit nomination to the SWG.

2. The SWG reviews and evaluates nomination; if needed they may establish an
evaluation team to assist the evaluation process

3. The SWG informs the RS of their decision, and the RS in turn formally transmits the
SWG’s decision to the nominating Party or Parties.

¢ If the nomination is rejected, the Party/Parties may review and resubmit the
nomination

e If the nomination is successful, the RS prepares endorsement
documentation (decision document) and submits it to the CSO.

4. The CSO decides the SWG endorsement and informs the RS, which in turn formally
transmits the CSO’s decision to the SWG and the nominating Party/Parties

e If CSO rejects SWG endorsement, the Party/Parties may review and
resubmit the nomination to the SWG
e If CSO accepts, the RS transmits decision to the COM for affirmation.

5. The COM reviews and either affirms or denies the CSO’s decision and relays their
decision to the RS, which in turn formally notifies the CSO, SWG, and the nominating
Party/Parties.

e If COM disapproves CSO decision, the Party/Parties may review and
resubmit the nomination to the SWG

o If COM affirms decision, the SWG, with coordination support from the RS,
works with the Parties (and sub-group if present) on the Priority Seascape
programming and implementation.

e. Monitoring and Evaluation — This defines a set of indicators that is intended to be used to

monitor and evaluate overall progress of the CTI-CFF seascapes program toward the RPOA
targets for Goal 1. It is not intended to be used to monitor or evaluate the implementation of
specific individual seascapes — indicators for individual seascapes will be developed based
on the action plans of those seascapes. There are four broad indicators: (1) Number of
Priority Seascapes designated; (2) coordinating mechanisms for each “Priority Seascape”
functioning to guide, monitor, and track efforts in the seascape/s; (3) number of Priority
Seascapes with action plans and investment plans; and (4) number of Priority Seascapes
under continuous management based on the implementation of the Seascapes Action Plan.

Open-forum discussion
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The open discussion opened with this question from Jimmy Kereseka of the Solomon Islands “If a
seascape is accepted as priority, what is the role of the RS in terms of financing the seascape? Or
is it the country’s role to do that, or the Partners? I'm just thinking about the sustainability of these
Priority Seascapes — are there any plans or sustainability mechanisms in place under the CTI-CFF?
Is this part of the Partners’ support program?” The ensuing discussion clarified that the role of the
RS in terms of financial support is, at present, unclear and resource persons encouraged members
of the SWG to bring the question to the CTI-CFF through their NCCs. In regard to sustainability, Ms
Esters commented that we are currently holding these events and conducting these activities to
“build a network of champions between governments, donors, and Partners” that can gain support
and long-term funding support. It was further mentioned by the Co-Chair, Felix Mirasol of the
Philippines, that “Legal designation constitutes recognition by the government that the area is an
important component of the country that should be protected or managed. As such, it often comes
with some funding mechanism.” The SWG concluded with the recognition that there is no intention
for the RS to be responsible for operationalizing seascapes in the CTI.

Session 5 — Exchange on Sulu-Sulawesi Experience

This session looked into greater depth at the Sulu-Sulawesi experience in planning, establishing and
implementing a trans-boundary seascape between Indonesia, Malaysia and the Philippines. In her
introduction of the session, Ms Esters explained that the session was specifically intended to respond
to requests from PNG and Sl to learn from the Sulu-Sulawesi example. “We’re taking advantage of
the fact that the three countries of the Sulu-Sulawesi are here,” she said.

The presentation was made by Ms Miclat.

Presentation

SSME is a large-scale conservation and management effort involving cooperation between the
governments of Indonesia, Malaysia and the Philippines and their partners. Partner support is
provided at different stages of cooperation, and is augmented by external partners.

The SSME initiative started around the turn of the 215 century, driven by the countries’ realization
that their efforts were not sufficient to meet their commitments to CITES, CBD and the like, and that
they needed a new way by which they could do more than business as usual. Initially, cooperation
was around the large marine ecosystem (LME) that included Sulu Sea and part of Sulawesi Sea.
But when the countries decided to go into ecoregion work, they revisited the boundary and extended
it to include all of Sulawesi Sea and all of the Philippine inland seas, partly because of the
connectivities that characterize this area.

Based on WWF’s concept of ecoregion, Sulu-Sulawesi is one biogeographic unit spanning about
one million square kilometers in the center of marine biodiversity. The area has extensive productive
coral reef, seagrass and mangrove ecosystems, as well as important marine taxa, including many
interesting species of special concern, including Napoleon wrasse, endangered sea turtles,
migratory marine mammals, and even a coelacanth believed to be extinct until it was rediscovered
in Indonesia. All these features — as well as ecological and evolutionary processes — provided
enough explanation of the significance of this ecoregion to justify conservation investments.
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There were also economic considerations: At the time when the assessments were undertaken, this
area had a human population of about 40 million, including at least 50 cultural groups, while also
serving the global community in terms of fisheries, tourism and transportation.

Planning was undertaken using WWF’s ecoregion approach, adapted by incorporating elements of
the five-module LME approach described by Kenneth Sherman.

Reconnaissance. The first step (sometime around 1998/99) was reconnaissance, a pre-planning
step to quickly assess the importance of the area by looking at biodiversity features, socioeconomic
conditions, institutions, opportunities and pressures — this was where a decision was made to move
forward with the SSME initiative.

Biophysical and socioeconomic assessments. Detailed biophysical and socioeconomic
assessments came next. In the ecoregion approach, the biophysical assessment is done first before
the socioeconomic assessment is undertaken but for SSME, these assessments were done
simultaneously to cut costs -- the assessment was stratified into two stages: first at the country level,
and then at the seascapeltri-national level. At this early stage, the governments were already
involved in the process, which was key to building their commitment to the end plan.

Biodiversity vision. Then, in 2001, taking the results of the biophysical assessment, the development
of the biodiversity vision started through a visioning workshop with experts and practitioners from
Malaysia, Indonesia and the Philippines using maps to delineate areas where species of special
concern, ecosystems of interest, ecological processes, and other important features could be found.
Fifty-eight priority conservation areas (PCAs) were identified, and each of them described, where it
is, its outstanding biological features, the current conservation work, threats and levels of threats
until 2020, relevant conservation management agencies and the contact people who provided
information for the PCA (during the visioning, participants were asked if they were willing to be part
of the community of supporters for the PCA).

Sulu-Sulawesi has a 50-year Conservation Vision involving the management or protection of the 58
PCAs, which represent the full range of biodiversity and ecological processes which sustain Sulu-
Sulawesi. The vision statement reads: “A marine ecoregion that remains a globally unique center of
biodiversity, with vibrant ecological integrity, including all species, assemblages, communities,
habitats, and ecological processes; a highly productive ecoregion that sustainably and equitably
provides for the socioeconomic and cultural needs of the human communities dependent on it; an
ecoregion where biodiversity and productivity are sustained through the generations by participatory
and collaboration management across all political and cultural boundaries.”

Ecoregion Conservation Plan (ECP). After the visioning, the next step was to develop the ECP. This
was done with stakeholder participation, taking advantage of existing cooperation in the region. For
example, the BIMP-EAGA became the platform for developing a fisheries management framework
to inform the decision on whether or not to undertake fisheries management. The ECP comprised
three country action plans and one ecoregion level plan. At the country level, planning was
undertaken as part of the national planning process through stakeholder consultation — Malaysia
conducted one consultation, Indonesia had one national and two site-based consultations, and the
Philippines had seven consultations, six of which were site-based. When that was done, planning
went tri-national.
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Government adoption and implementation. The ECP was adopted and implemented by the countries
by virtue of a signed and ratified 10-year tri-national MOU. To push the process, a preparatory
committee was formed composed of representatives from the three governments, and each country
also created a TWG for the purpose. At that time, the Philippines was the ASEAN Chair as well as
the Chair of the SSME Preparatory Committee, so they took advantage of the opportunity to present
the ECP to ASEAN. The MOU was signed in 2004 at a side event in the CBD, which again generated
international support, and full ratification was achieved in 2006.

With the ratification of the MOU, the preparatory committee transformed itself into the trinational
committee, which then formed three sub-committees: There was a sub-committee on threatened,
charismatic and migratory species which for 10 years was led by Indonesia; a second sub-committee
on MPAs led by the Philippines; and a third one on sustainable fisheries led by Malaysia (Department
of Fisheries (DOF)-Sabah).

Government commitment is key to the implementation of large-scale management. At the outset,
the government must lead the process and take ownership of the plan, and they did that in SSME
across the whole life of the ECP. The SSME had no specific indicators for measuring ECP
implementation since the Plan itself had to be broad for it to be acceptable to all the countries. But
the annual meetings of the sub-committees and the annual or biannual meetings of the tri-national
committee served as a venue to monitor plan implementation at both the country and ecoregion
levels.

As an adaptive measure, the action plans were updated in 2011 to capture two conditions that were
not there when the ECP was developed: (1) the recognition of SSME as a CTI-CFF Priority
Seascape; and (2) the emergence of climate change as a regional issue. This resulted in the
development of the Comprehensive Action Plan for SSME in the form of an investment plan that
identified priority actions for species, MPA network and sustainable fisheries, cost of implementing
each action and sources of funds.

One of the important takeaways from the SSME experience is that everything does not have to be
done all at once, but all areas of concern and capabilities must be considered and, as much as
possible, understood and planned for in advance.

Open-forum discussion

The open-forum discussion allowed the representatives from the various countries the opportunity
to share and compare experiences with the SSME. Initially, the questions on the SSME centered on
how funding was accessed and allocated among the various countries and locations in the SSME.
Evangeline Miclat of Cl responded that the various sources of funding varied throughout the stages
of the project and came from government, foundations, multi-lateral organizations, and NGOs. For
example, the “Philippines was able to get funding from GEF to do their assessments, and support
the stakeholder workshops and development plans.” The specific projects for the SSME region were
deliberated in the sub-committees under the SSME and countries pursue funding for projects
together and separately. It was acknowledged that the political processes of the countries and the
appointment of new leaders can change the position of a country and slow down these processes.

On the topic of implementation, it was clarified by Evangeline Miclat that each country in the SSME

had its own action plan and “Cooperation between countries is more about the trans-boundary
concerns, such as migratory species and small pelagics that characterize the trans-boundary area.”
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Under the SSME, there was no formal arrangement for the sharing of benefits between the three
countries; “each country to be committed and to collaborate within the seascapes concept. We
agreed to the vision and the objectives, then we worked out our countries’ needs, and then we talked
again to come up with a decision that we wanted to work together.” Ahsanal Kasasiah of Indonesia
further commented that there were no direct returns on investment because of the activities, however
the SSME was a “trigger for national government, local government, and the community to start
some economic activities.”

Duta Bero Kauhiona of the Solomon Islands observed that the benefits of the SSME, the governance
and ecological aspects were clear, but the human well-being component was harder to identify. She
asked “What can seascapes do for us?” Evangeline Miclat responded that the SSME allowed for
human well-being improvements such as a “process of stakeholder consultations, they engaged the
community in deciding, managing and planning, and in understanding the value of the resources
and what was at stake if they did not do something.” Individual projects implemented within the
SSME, such as in the Verde Island Passage of the Philippines, had direct human well-being benefits.
Last, the connection was made that the Bird’'s Head Seascape (BHS) in Indonesia had a direct
correlation with human well-being benefits in the communities. Ms Esters explained that the BHS
had developed a vision for the seascape that specifically focused on sustainable development and
economic opportunities and therefore those benefits were prioritized and tracked. That exemplifies
that it is important to develop a seascape vision as a first step toward implementation.

Session 6 — Key Messaging Exercise

Participants spent most of this session in small group discussions to explore ideas for communicating
the Seascapes Document, as well as seascapes in general. Discussions were guided by the
following communication plan outline that Ms Anderson presented at the beginning of the session:

1. Goal or Purpose — Goals are usually broad, but in this context, the more specific the goal or purpose
is, the better.

2. Target Audience — Who is the message intended for? It is important to define the target audience as
fully as possible, not just their background, what they know and what they're going to understand, but
also what they’re interested in.

3. Key Messages — The message should focus on the overall idea or information that will resonate the
most with the target to achieve the desired goal/s.

4. Communications Tools — How should the message be delivered? What communication tool will deliver
the message in the most effective way?

5. Timeline

6. Communications team —This can include not only the people and their agencies who are directly
responsible for seascapes-related work, but also partner agencies and people who can be advocates
of seascapes and are interested in being part of the team

Ms Anderson reiterated that outputs from this exercise and the two other breakout sessions
scheduled for Day 2 would help CI to work through next steps in terms of assisting the countries.
Report-outs of the breakouts would be made and discussed in the last session.

For this session, discussions were focused on defining the first three items above (goal or purpose,

target audience and key message). To help with idea generation, Ms Anderson also provided the
following example key messages (words in bold are keywords):
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e Seascapes serve multiple purposes such as fishing, tourism, recreation, and protection from some

effects of climate change

e Seascapes provide a platform to coordinate various policies, laws, and regulations within the marine

space such as navigation, fishing, mining, and traditional and cultural uses
e Seascapes help countries maximize economic opportunities in a sustainable manner.
e Seascapes help to coordinate government agencies at different scales
e Seascapes create a stable and productive business environment

e Seascapes ensure the long-term sustainability of vital industries by managing local impacts and

sustaining ocean health

e Seascapes provide for the incorporation of customary rights and cultural nuances into large-scale

resource management through the flexible and collaborative planning process
e Seascapes promote transparency between communities and decision-makers

e Seascapes can and should be designed to align with other geographic designations and do not

replace or duplicate these efforts

e Seascapes provide a geographic management designation where trans-boundary and trans-

national cooperation and collaboration can occur

e Seascapes are able to integrate and incorporate various approaches for large-scale planning and

management

Before participants divided into groups, Ms Vave-Karamui noted that while the discussions will be
focused on individual countries’ needs, there is also “the regional need to clarify, socialize and even
conceptualize what the Document is.” She added, “The RS should be our first sellers, we should
have something for the RS to socialize, a key message that’s sitting at the regional level, perhaps a

common fact sheet, or changes to the CTI webstie.”

In response, Ms Andersons said the intention was to get input and feedback from the countries “that

we can consolidate for the regions”

The country delegates were grouped as follows:
Group 1: Timor-Leste and Indonesia
Group 2: Philippines and Malaysia
Group 3: Solomon Islands and PNG

Day 2

Day 2 started a 9:18a.m. Before opening the first session, Ms Esters announced changes in the
day’s agenda. “Our Malaysian colleagues are leaving us around lunchtime, and we want to make
sure we get as much of their time as possible,” she explained. A further change was proposed by

the Philippines, also for the same reason. The revised agenda is shown below:

work (10 minutes per country)

9:30 am - 10:30 am Session 7 — Updates from CTI countries on current status on seascapes related

10:30 am = 10:45 am Coffee Break

10:45 am — 12:00 pm Session 8 — Focus Group Discussions by country: Capacity needs for seascapes

12:00 pm = 1:00 pm Lunch
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1:00 pm —2:00 pm Session 9 — Presentations from CTI Development Partners on Seascapes

related projects (GlZ, WCS, WWF, TNC, Cl, Aus)

2:00 pm —3:30 pm Session 10 — Focus Group Discussions; Review and synthesis of outputs from
previous sessions

3:30 pm = 3:45 pm Coffee Break

3:45 pm = 4:45 pm Session 11 — Focus Groups’ Report-outs

4:45pm - 5:00 pm Closing

Session 7 — Updates from CTI Countries on Current Status of Seascapes-related

Work

The country updates are detailed below in the order that they were presented.

Malaysia
(Presented by N. Dacho)

Malaysia’s chosen geography for seascape covers an area of about 29,000km? on the east coast of
Sabah within the Sulu-Sulawesi Seascape boundary as well as SSME. It was selected for its
ecological and socio-economic significance based on the following features:

Population — about 1.6 million (2015 census)

Governance layers — federal, state, 10 districts

Main livelihood activities — Fishing, seaweed culture, tourism, ecotourism, agriculture.

Ecological and oceanographic features — mangroves fringing the coastline; seagrass and coral reefs;
two marine basins: the Sulu Sea in the north and the Celebes-Sulawesi Sea in the east; small islands
on the boundaries with the Philippines and Indonesia

Biological features — presence of charismatic, endangered and threatened species, including 400
known species of marine algae; 476 species of corals; 16 known species of seagrass; five of the
world’s species of sea turtles; 22 species of marine mammals; high-value marine fishes.

Projects are currently supported by funding from the Malaysian Government under the 11" Malaysia
Plan (2016-2020) for research, community development, marine sector development, tourism and
alternative livelihood. This funding is leveraged through cooperation with various sectors
(government, NGOs, universities, research institutions, communities, youth groups) and
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development partners. In particular, the following partners have ongoing projects that contribute to
the seascape work:
e ADB-GEF - Coastal and Marine Resource Management (ADB RETA 7813) (2012-2017)
e GlZ-- MPA, EAFM, and climate change adaptation planning (2017-2018)
e Southeast Asian Fisheries Development Centre -- Regional Sharks and Rays Data Collection in the
Southeast Asian Region

Malaysia faces challenges generic to countries trying to implement seascapes, but there is one
challenge that needs to be highlighted and is important for the partners to take note: There is still
limited awareness and knowledge about what a seascape is, which the Seascapes Document or
even a communication tool cannot fully address by itself. What may be needed is a training tool that
explains in operational terms and in detail what seascape is and how it should be done. Malaysia is
hoping the CTI Partners can put this concept in their note for their next project.

Papua New Guinea
(Presented by K. Kalit for K. Kalim/CEPA)

There was some spatial planning done in PNG in the past. This includes a conservation needs
assessment in 1993, which identified 30 sites, including both marine and terrestrial hotspots for
biodiversity. There was another planning in 2015, which also identified key areas for biodiversity
hotspots. The above map shows the seascape geography that the PNG Government is looking at
managing.

PNG has three ongoing seascape-related activities:
1. Fairfax Harbour Seascape of Conservation Area — A project initiative undertaken and entirely
funded by the National Fisheries Authority (NFA) in 2014
2. The Project for Biodiversity Conservation through Implementation of the PNG Policy on
Protected Areas -- A five-year project led by the Conservation and Environment Protection
Authority (CEPA) with funding support from Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA),
focusing on strengthening the institutional capacity of CEPA and provincial, district and local
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level governments, particularly in rehabilitating and establishing new conservation areas in
line with the recently approved “Policy on Protected Areas.” One of the outputs for this project
aims to establish a model MPA within the vicinity of Port Moresby, National Capital District,
Bootless Bay. They are now doing the initial steps of data collection and assessments.
BSSE Project led by The Natura Conservancy (TNC) and Australia’s Commonwealth
Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation (CSIRO) with funding support from the
Australian Government, United Nations Development Program (UNDP) and PNG
Government (to be presented later in the day during the Partners session)

Organizations, agencies and partners working on seascapes in PNG include CEPA, Australian
Government, JICA, Australian Agency for International Development, TNC, UNDP, and other
stakeholders, including the provincial governments, industry, etc.

In terms of challenges, CEPA listed the following:
1. Communicating seascapes
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e Limited support towards information generation and sharing amongst government
agencies, implementing partners and provincial governments.

e Low priority and continuous change of officers at the National, provincial level, resulting
in loss of communication of information amongst stakeholders

e Irregular NCC meetings at the national level creating a vacuum/gap in the flow of
information

e Mistranslation of information to partners and provincial governments

e Low literacy rate at the community level (communication is a big challenge)

Technical knowledge

e Limited specialists doing seascapes work.

e Comprehension of information and implementation at the community level

e Short term nature and impact of project

Funding

e Inconsistent or limited funding allocation from the national government towards marine
conservation and seascape programs

Staffing

e Low priority at the national and provincial governments

¢ High staff turnover (continuous change of officers at various government levels, so
there is no continuity in institutional memory and sharing)

Policy and governance processes to support seascapes establishment and/or

implementation

e Lack of established processes specific to seascapes establishment

e The absence of a national policy on seascape -- a lot of activities are happening in
different areas but some kind of policy decision has to be made on which area to focus
on so that resources can be allocated for continuity (sustainability is an issue)

e Cross-sectoral and overlapping mandates over the ocean and seascapes between
government agencies and countries.

¢ Demand for resource development in the seascapes.

e Capacity of local NGOs and provincial government to incorporate seascapes into their
five-year plans
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Philippines
(Presented by N. Baling)

In the Philippines. the term “seascapes” was introduced into the law in 1992 by virtue of the National
Integrated Protected Area System (NIPAS) Act, which describes a protected area category for
“landscapes/seascapes,” defined as “areas of national significance which are characterized by the
harmonious interaction of man and land, while providing opportunities for public enjoyment through
recreation and tourism within the normal lifestyle and economic activity of these areas.” This
definition does not include marine areas, and could be a challenge that DENR needs to address.

The entire country lies within the scientific
boundary of the Coral Triangle, and protected
seascapes and landscapes are distributed across
the archipelago in almost all of its 7,641 (as of latest
count) islands. Currently, NIPAS covers 32 marine
protected areas, of which 21 are protected
landscapes and seascapes, four are seascapes,
three are marine reserves, two natural parks, one
wildlife sanctuary and one national park. In
addition, the country has around 1,800 locally
managed MPAs. Most protected areas range in
size from less than five hectares to 100 hectares;
the largest covers more than 1 million hectares.

NIPAS areas are selected based on eight criteria:

biogeographic significance, ecological
significance, the naturalness of the area, economic
importance, social importance, scientific

importance, and the international or national
significance. Establishment is based on a
prescribed framework (DENR Administrative Order
2008-26) and involves the following activities:

!

1. Preparation and Compilation of Maps with Technical Description of Boundaries

Public Notification
Public Consultation

Public hearing

Regional review and recommendation
National review and recommendation
. Presidential proclamation

10. Congressional action

© NGO ®WDN

Protected Area Suitability Assessment (PASA)

Preparation of Initial Protected Area Plan (IPAP)

Several development partners are involved in conservation work in the Philippines. They include Cl,
WWEF, GIZ, USAID (United States Agency for International Development), ADB, UNDP, and UNEP
(United Nations Environment Program), through its COBSEA (Coordinating Body on the Seas of
East Asia) Project in valuation, the Economics of Ecosystem Services of Biodiversity. In addition,
DENR works with several other government agencies, scientific and academic institutions and a
wide range of stakeholder sectors. There are inter-agency cooperation mechanisms in place,
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although they are sometimes constrained by overlapping and conflicting mandates, as well as
capacity issues at the local government level.

Some of the major challenges in implementation relate to policy gaps, continuous environmental
degradation, and a large, increasing resource-dependent population. On the positive side, the
government is equipped with and has access to management tools applicable to seascapes, such
as a fairly well-established monitoring and evaluation system and guidelines for the implementation
of coastal and marine management programs. DENR has a framework for integrated coastal
management that covers not only the coastal areas but also landlocked provinces so as to mitigate
negative impacts from the watersheds on coastal ecosystems. It is also guided by the Philippine
Biodiversity Strategic Action Plan that addresses the same objectives articulated in the CTI-CFF
Seascapes Document related to ecological and human well-being, including addressing drivers,
reducing threats reduction, improving biodiversity status, enhancing ecosystem services, and
protecting human well-being.

(EM/RT) In addition to NIPAS, DENR is the lead agency in implementing the UNDP-funded Smart
Seas Project in the MKBAs (marine key biodiversity areas) in the Philippines, which include the
PCAs on Sulu-Sulawesi Sea. The Sulu-Sulawesi Seascape, West Philippine Seascape, and North
Philippine Seascape (where the new Philippine territory, Benham Rise/Philippine Rise, is located),
are not covered by NIPAS.

Timor-Leste
(Presented by H. Guterres for Cl-Timor-Leste)

6 % arwn we s o0 e Timor-Leste North Seascape

The map above shows the area identified by Timor-Leste for its “pilot seascape.” The area, which
covers around 9,800 km?, is located on Ombai Strait where Timor-Leste shares a border with the
islands of Alor, Liran, Wetar, Kisar and Leti in Indonesia’s Maluku Province. The following factors
contributed to its selection:
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1. The seascape encompasses the marine area of Nino Konis Santana National Park and Jaco
Island, as well as the proposed protected landscape-seascape of Atauro Island

2. Both Nino Konis Santana and Atauro Island are tourism areas

3. Ombai Strait is a major shipping lane to Dili Port

4. It has several marine key biodiversity areas, important coastal habitats, and critical
catchment areas, as well as a number of established and proposed MPAs

5. The North Coast, where the seascape is located, is Timor-Leste’s main tourist destination
and most densely populated area

The seascape (called “North Seascape”) was identified through a national stakeholders’ inception
workshop using inputs form local communities and information from past initiatives such as the
ATSEA (Arafura and Timor Seas Ecosystem Action) program. It is envisioned to include nine
seascapes elements: (1) enabling legal framework; (2) ecosystem-based management including
MPAs; (3) adequate institutions and capacity; (4) private sector engagement; (5) social and political
support; (6) maintenance and restoration of critical habitats and ecosystems; (7) threatened species
recovery; (8) human well-being benefits; and (9) sustainable financing and market mechanisms.

A national working group was established during the workshop, which also resulted in a roadmap
outlining the following actions: (1) adoption of government resolution establishing the North
Seascape; (2) development of seascape strategic plan; (3) resources mapping and data gathering
using EBM Tools; (4) management of proposed marine key biodiversity areas; (5) restoration of key
habitats through mangrove rehabilitation; (6) completion of threatened species list; and (7) set up
Seascape Trust Fund initiative. The national working group is tasked with further developing the
roadmap.

The North Coast program is a multi-agency effort that includes the following ministries: Ministry of
Agriculture and Fisheries (MAF), Ministry of Commerce Industry & Environment, Ministry of Tourism
Art & Culture, Ministry of Public Work & Transportation, Ministry of Interior Affairs, Ministry of
Defense, Ministry of Foreign Affairs & Cooperation. Academe and development partners (e.g. ADB,
Cl-Timor-Leste) are also involved. There remains a need to engage the private sector, especially to
promote ecotourism (the government is still trying to develop the infrastructure).

There is limited expertise for seascapes in the country, so every effort is taken to engage and
communicate with other sectors, including local leaders and NGOs. The program has been working
with a couple NGOs but has recently faced some problems.

Other challenges include:
¢ Limited funding — The program is supported by the ADB-Coral Triangle Pacific Program
Phase 2, but funding at this time is limited to 12 months
e Lack of policy and government mechanisms to support seascapes establishment/
implementation — There is a national effort to establish a “Marine Authority” under the Office
of the Prime Minister but, for now, the MAF has to take on the responsibility for
implementing the program
e Issues related to socializing seascapes — As well as the challenge of communicating a new
concept, the program needs to work through building communication with local leaders and
communities. Timor-Leste, despite being a small country, has many different sectors.
Mr. Guterres said they are looking to learn from colleagues from Indonesia, Malaysia and the
Philippines.
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Indonesia
(Presented by A. Kasasiah for A. Sudianto)

Indonesia plans to develop 10 seascapes, including: (1) Aru Sea; (2) Banda Sea; (3) Bastunamata
Sea; (4) Bird’s Head; (5) Java Sea; (6) Lesser Sunda; (7) Makassar Strait; (8) Maluku Sea; (9) Sulu-

Sulawesi; and (10) Tomini Gulf.

The map below shows the locations of these seascapes.
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Planned activities toward developing these seascapes are at various stages of implementation.
MSP, the main focus of Indonesia’s seascapes work, is at the legalization stage; this is being
implemented by the national government with the local government. Several zoning plans have been
completed although thus far only one has been legalized, with eight plans expected to be legalized
this year (2017) and 25 more in 2018. To inform planning, the national government has also started
the mapping of hydro-oceanographic properties, submarine cables and pipelines, and restricted and
dangerous areas.

The status of activities for individual seascapes is as follows:

1. Development of marine spatial planning for Java Sea, Makassar Strait under the authority of
the national government — ongoing

2. Data collection on marine biodiversity and resources in Lesser Sunda Seascape, Arafura
Seascape, and Sunda Banda Seascape in cooperation with Cl, WWF, TNC, CTC, WCS -
ongoing

3. Baseline data cetacean survey in Maluku Province — programmed but not yet started

4. Data collection on migratory species to support identification and delineation of seascapes
with potential transboundary issues in Banda Seascape (Cetaceans), Whale Shark (Bird’s
Head), Manta (Lesser Sunda), Sea Turtle (Bastunamata Seascape) — ongoing and being
implemented with CI, WWF, and TNC

5. Development of zoning plan for Lesser Sunda Seascape, involving the national government,
the provincial government, and TNC — plan completed; legalization in process
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6. Development of zoning Plan for Maluku Province and North Maluku Province, involving the
provincial government with support from the SEA (Sustainable Ecosystems Advanced)
Project — ongoing

Cl has been working for many years with local governments in Bird’s Head Seascape, which is
covered by zoning plans for Papua, West Papua, Maluku and North Maluku. The plan for Papua
should be completed in 2018, while the others are still being developed with no set completion date.
The Bird’s Head Seascape is known for its high concentrations of marine species, including sea
turtles, marine mammals and more than 1,700 reef fish species. The area has 15 MPAs covering
about 3.6 million hectares.

Of particular significance to SWG is the Lesser Sunda, because this is the area that Indonesia is
proposing for CTI priority recognition. The current proposal is limited to Indonesia, but following
Timor-Leste’s earlier suggestion during this meeting, the opportunity exists for a trans-boundary
seascape. If this happens, it will require the two countries to jointly prepare a seascape-wide plan.
On the Indonesian side, the areas have already been identified and include East Nusa Tenggara,
Bali, and West Nusa Tenggara — more or less 45 million hectares.

Lesser Sunda has the largest MPA coverage in Indonesia (about 4.4 million hectares), nearly 1,800
fish species, 25 of which are endemic to Indonesia; and 523 coral species, including 11 endemic
species. The area is also famous for cetaceans and sea turtles and is a migratory route for whales,
so it is being eyed for marine tourism.

Another area that is worth noting is Banda Seascape, which encompasses Southeast Sulawesi and
Maluku. The zoning plans for the two provinces are both still being worked out, with a target
completion date of 2018. Ongoing activities include data collection on marine biodiversity and
resources, including migratory species (cetaceans) to support identification and delineation of
seascapes with potential transboundary issues.

The development of the Maluku Provincial Zoning Plan is supported by the (USAID-funded) SEA
Project, which is fortunate because the process is very time-consuming and requires large amounts
of funds. Indonesia has developed guidelines for MSP, with the expectation that the process could
be completed in 3-4 months for each province. In reality, it was not so easy. As it turned out, it takes
more than one year to finish one provincial plan.

It must be said that while seascapes may be an unfamiliar concept to many in government and
therefore difficult to explain, there appears to be some parallel between the concept and the work
that is currently being done with MSP in Indonesia. Even so, the fact remains that capacity building
is crucial to progressing the work, and obviously this requires human and financial resources.

Another challenge that needs to be addressed is the potential conflict between seascapes and the
FMA concept that is already well established in Indonesia. The FMA concept divides the waters of
Indonesia into nine FMAs primarily for the purpose of managing capture fisheries, which is a much
narrower focus than required in a seascape. Now that the Seascapes Document is available, a
conversation can be started on harmonizing the FMA and seascapes. Then a seascapes model that
is applicable to Indonesia can be developed based on the national context.

Solomon Islands
(Presented by D. Kauhiona)
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Solomon Islands has a TWG for seascapes has been established composed of MFMR, MECDM
and TNC. They have not selected a seascape for CTI priority recognition but BSSE has been
highlighted as a potential candidate. During the mini-REX in Brisbane, Arnavon Islands was also
plugged as a catalyst for national level seascapes, but the TWG has yet to engage in this discussion
with the provinces involved (Choiseul and Isabel).

Some issues confronting Solomon Islands in this regard include:

1. There was no model or framework to guide the process until this week’s 4" SWG Meeting.

2. Case studies have been mentioned but, until this week, there was not enough detail to be
translated into any meaningful guidance for the TWG.

3. Resource management in Solomon Islands is based heavily on community-based
approaches and will benefit best from case studies of seascapes involving communities and
resource ownership.

4. While there might be NGO partners implementing seascape-related activities in Solomon
Islands, the lead agencies (MFMR and MECDM) did not have sufficient knowledge of such
activities to be able to pursue their own seascapes program (they looked forward to listening
to the Partners’ presentations later in the day).

5. For a government already struggling to carry out existing programs, capacity will be a major
issue particularly in terms of scaling up community-based programs, policies and practices
to large-scale management.

Going forward, the TWG intends to “socialize” the Seascapes Document to those that need to be
engaged in the process, including the NCC, national government agencies, provincial governments,
private sector, management partners on the ground, and resource owners or communities. Specific
steps include:
1. Familiarization and internalization of the Document so as to be fully conversant with the
seascapes model and regional framework, and be equipped to share knowledge
Defining seascapes in the Solomon Islands context
Understanding how seascapes may align with or differ from current approaches and tools
4. Determining how to align seascapes with current programs with oceans or seascapes
components, e.g. (GEF) Small Grants Programme (SGP), WWF, SPREP (Secretariat of the
Pacific Regional Environment Programme) Pacific Oceanscape, Oceansl12, MACBIO
(Marine and Coastal Biodiversity Management in Pacific Island Countries), etc.
5. Testing of general model in the BSSE based on agreement between the concerned Parties

w N

Session 8 — Focus Group Discussion: Capacity needs for seascapes

In this session, the country delegates were divided into their respective country or neighboring
country groups to analyze their capacity needs for implementing seascapes. Discussions were
guided by the following question: "What would it take to strengthen existing seascapes and advance
establishment and implementation of new seascapes in your country?"

Report-outs would be made in the last session before the close of the REX.
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Session 9 — Presentations from CTI Development Partners
on Seascapes-related Projects

Session 9 included four presentations focused on seascape-related activities in the Coral Triangle
region supported by Cl, TNC, WWF and WCS, and an open-forum discussion that tackled mainly
questions about project funding.

Ms Esters said five presenters, including GIZ, were scheduled for this session, but the representative
from GIZ (Ms Lena Kern) had unfortunately taken ill and was unable to present. “We will circulate
her presentation on a later day,” Ms Esters added.

World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF)
(Presented by Mr. Shannon Seeto, WWF-Pacific)

a. Bismarck-Solomon Seas Ecoregion (BSSE)

The 2.5 million km? area called Bismarck-Solomon Seas Ecoregion (BSSE) has many important
ecological, biological and socioeconomic characteristics but is best known as a critical habitat for
Western Pacific Leatherback Turtles nesting, feeding and migration. WWF helped to facilitate the
2006 Tri-national MOU signed between Indonesia, PNG and Solomon Islands on protecting the
Western Pacific Leatherback turtles and their habitats, but they are currently not working at the BSSE
scale (the BSSE initiative did not prosper because of lack of funding for secretariat and
implementation). Their ongoing programs in the BSSE are national marine activities in the following
areas:

¢ PNG: Madang Lagoon, North Coast and Bogia Districts in Madang Province

e Solomon Islands: Western Province

e Indonesia: Bird’'s Head, Cenderawasih Bay

b. WWEF-Pacific (Solomon Islands) Sustainable Coastal Communities Programme

WWEF is currently working with communities on Ghizo island and the adjacent Nusatuva,
Kolombangara and Simbo islands, but their focus area also includes Vella Lavella and Ranongga.
Although there has been a lot of work in small LLMAs and MPA programs in the area over the years,
there is still a lot of overfishing going on amidst the communities’ lack of capacity to enforce. This
compelled WWEF to revisit the approaches that have been taken the past, where NGOs would go to
the communities and say, you must do this. It didn’t work, so we looked into livelihoods.

Income from fishing accounts for a large part of the communities’ livelihoods, and growing population
pressure on marine resources and their habitats is resulting in over-exploitation, food security and
poverty issues. To address these concerns, we focused on two approaches.

The first approach included working with local communities to build and deploy “rafters” or “iFADs”
— “Inshore Fish Aggregating Devices” — used to attract pelagic fish in one location to make them
easier to catch, which is a national fisheries priority, an alternative, and a strategy to move fishers
away from managed areas.

The second approach was to engage with fishers through an innovative and new method of stock
assessment in data-poor fisheries — “Spawning Potential Surveys.” This method only needs two

CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands | 95



pieces of information that fishers collect: it looks at the size distribution of target species in the catch,
and engages fishers in a one-off assessment of the “size at maturity” for the target fish species — it's
a very easy way for communities to get involved. But the main idea here is to get them to see that
the fish stocks of important species have declined, and for them to come up with management
initiatives.

Then we involved fishers in community-based fisheries management. Again, once fishers start to
see that fish stocks are going down, they come up with guidelines, talk about management plans,
setting up LMMAS, size limits, etc.

We also looked into how to work with women in fisheries, because there are a lot of women working
in fisheries. We created a financial inclusion program mostly for women, basically identifying
alternative livelihoods and businesses. Through this program, we’ve established revolving funds to
help the women to move away from the MPAs, and this is starting to really develop. At the beginning
of 2017, the savings club had a membership of 738 from 27 communities, with total savings of SBD
$270,650. Four months later, membership grew to 941 women from 33 communities, with over SBD
$310,000 in total savings.

By working with community women’s groups, we endeavored to ensure that the benefits from the
transition from coastal reef fisheries to rafter fisheries, and the focus on CBFM (community-based
fisheries management), also contributed to improving livelihoods, not just improving food security.
Now the women have started to realize that they are making this profit from managing the fisheries,
so the idea is working towards setting up MPAs, using the CBRM (community-based resource
management) or EAFM approach to ensure fisheries sustainability, looking at establishing
community agreements, bringing communities to the table so they can work together, encouraging
them to send letters of interest if they want to do it, and to assess how serious they are. If they’re
serious, then we take the next step.

Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS)
(By S. Jupiter, WCS)

WCS is not yet a CTI Partner, we submitted an application to the RS, and a vote should be expected
in the next SOM (SOM13).)

WCS has well-established programs in PNG and Indonesia. We just received sign-off from the
Solomon Islands government on our MOU, so we're trying to start the program here. We do have a
terrestrial program in Malaysia that may be involved in several sporadic marine activities but they
don’t have a marine program there yet. And we're involved in some contractual activities in the
Philippines that have not been scaled up so far.

The other thing that | wanted to mention relates to the previous conversation about buyers and
sellers: WCS is also in a position right now to serve as a buyer particularly in relation to establishment
of MPA networks, or scale planning in the context of seascapes.

Last year, WCS launched an MPA Fund at the US State Department Ocean Conference in
Washington DC. This Fund is being capitalized by the Waitt Foundation, Blue Moon Fund, and
Tiffany & Co. Foundation and was matched by GEF commitment of USD33M for MPA. This is
globally, and not just for the Coral Triangle. The goal is to help countries achieve their Aichi targets
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by 2020. In the next year, there’s a push to get this money out the door. If there’s interest, you can
follow up with me about how to develop proposals to access these funds. MPA funds are currently
being used in Indonesia as well as PNG.

In terms of what WCS is doing in Indonesia, within the Lesser Sunda Seascape potential priority
area, we're working in West Nusa Tenggara with the provincial government to establish networks of
MPAs as well as to develop small-scale sustainable fisheries (grouper and snapper). This is a
partnership with MMAF and some private sector fishing companies. The main challenge is that it's
very difficult to harmonize planning across the larger scale seascape when the government has
adopted other planning approach, such as provincial scale or fisheries management area scale in
Indonesia.

The other area in Indonesia where WCS is working is through the USAID SEA Project in FMA 715.
This area is trying to develop multiple potential seascapes, and the key issue relates to the challenge
of coordinating across these different planning regions.

In terms of the BSSE in PNG, we’ve been funded by the US Department of State, and now more
recently through the Oceans5 Partnership (a funders organization), to try out marine managed area
(MMA) zoning approaches in the coastal waters of New Ireland Province. Through Oceans5, this
may also be replicated in Manus Province as well. This is just within the three-nautical mile boundary,
really focusing on managing fisheries activities and other resource extraction that potentially impact
the sustainable life of ocean communities. The challenge there has been the turnover of provincial
staff, making it hard to actually establish conversation about zoning typology, spatial boundaries of
where they would like to set up zoning, as well as who are the stakeholders that need to be consulted.
Also, right now in PNG, they’re leading up the elections, so there’s a little bit of hiatus.

In Solomon Islands, through new funding that’s just coming through, we will be hoping to work with
the Solomon Islands Government and the Western Province Govt to trial an MMA zoning approach
in what we call Kavachi “seascape.” I'm putting seascape in parentheses here because this is not
strictly the same seascape definition as the CTI, but a smaller geography that will be focused on
zoning. The main activity we consider regulating here is the tuna industry that is doing purse seining
capture in this area, which the community believes is affecting their own local catch.

The challenge is in identifying the appropriate pathway to take this forward in terms of the roadmap
for government processes that have been established through national marine spatial planning for
the Oceans 12 group, which is a multi-stakeholder group that has been put together to consider how
marine spatial planning might operate in the country.

The Nature Conservancy (TNC)
(Presented by K. Kalit, TNC-PNG)
TNC has been working in PNG for more than 20 years. At present, we have three projects in Milne
Bay, Manus and New Britain. This presentation focuses on our work in New Britain, which is funded

by the Australian Government and implemented by CSIRO and TNC.

There are three components: (1) ridges-to-reefs planning led by TNC; (2) values database led by
CSIRO; and (3) decision-making process, also led by CSIRO lead
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We are working very closely with CSIRO because we complement in terms of the skill sets that we
bring in. TNC produces the maps using a participatory approach where communities, industry, and
government come together to identify where actual natural resources are and do planning, which
actually generates very useful information.

We are collaborating with government through the lead CTI focal point (CEPA), and UNDP is funding
a portion of the work led by TNC in West New Britain, where we are engaged in participatory ridges
to reef planning. This is a two-year funding which started in October 2015, ending around Oct/Nov
2017.

We have also been contracted to do the same activity in East New Britain with funding from the
Australian Government in collaboration with CSIRO.

Stakeholders include: communities across New Britain, community-based organizations, industry
(primary engagement has been with oil palm and tourism), and all levels of government in PNG

In the West Britain component, there are 15-20 organizations, depending on their areas of interest
and expertise, who have been given opportunity to develop bits and pieces of project activities
supported by UNDP related to conservation.

The Bismarck Sea is bounded by the north coast of mainland PNG, the island of New Britain, New
Ireland, and the far-reaching islands of Manus Province. Some of the notable features of this area
include:
e West New Britain is PNG’s largest oil palm province, and West New Britain’s oil palm
development is expanding rapidly
e The area has a lot natural resources: fisheries, tuna, and there is also Kimbe Bay which is
known as a top diving center attracting tourism
e The region is the area where Nautilus (seabed) mining exploration — the first in the world --
is going on, which is raising a lot of concern on the part of the regional government as well
as landowners. The fact that this kind of development is not happening anywhere else
globally means we don’t have any other place to learn lessons from.
¢ In addition, logging projects for oil palm expansion and other land use conversion are having
large impacts in terms of deforestation. A lot of land has been taken up for such purposes
illegally. The PNG issues what is known as “Special Purpose Agricultural and Business
Lease” (SABL). There were 75 leases taken between 2004 and 2011, equivalent to 5.4 million
hectares taken with the pretext to do agriculture: instead of agriculture, the land is used for
large scale logging and oil palm expansion. The government has set up a commission of
inquiry into the SABL but companies are already knitted into this place and people, so when
we are facilitating in these areas, the companies as well as the landowners come to our
meetings to tell us, “No -- we don’t want you.” These are isolated communities, and the
challenge we've seen there is that the government should do something but it does
facilitation, it does formalizing when it’s illegal.

In terms of implementation, one challenge we've had to address relates to delineation — the drawing
of the seascape line. The communities rely on marine resources as well as terrestrial resources, so
it is important to them that they are able to see where we draw the seascape line. So, our solution,
as suggested by one of our colleagues there Nate Peterson, is to listen to the people: Include the
whole island, both marine and terrestrial resources.
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Our second challenge relates to technical capacity and communications. There are variations in
technical capacity. The government on one end and the landowners and the community at the
community level, and between them there is that capacity difference. It's really a question of how do
we work with them — the community level and the government agency level — because there are
different players out there.

Conservation International (CI)
(Presented by N. Esters, CI-US)

Clisinvolved in multiple seascapes across the Coral Triangle. In Indonesia, Cl focuses on the Bird’s
Head Seascape and Lesser Sunda Seascape, with Bali serving as anchor location. There is intention
to work in the coming years to work in partnership with organizations like WCS along the rest of the
island chain.

In Malaysia, the focus is on the Sulu-Sulawesi Seascape as part of the regional framework and
relationship between the three countries.

In PNG, CI works on the Milne Bay Seascape, taking lessons learned from Bird’s Head Seascape
model in creating a network of LMMAs to establish the foundation and build capacity within
communities for natural resource management (NRM).

In the Philippines, in addition to the Sulu-Sulawesi Seascape, Cl is also involved in the West
Philippine Seascape, where the government is looking at establishing an MPA network, and the
North Philippine Seascape, with initial discussions around Benham (Philippine) Rise.

Cl-Timor-Leste is working with the government on the North Coast Seascape, specifically on the
roadmap.

And regionally, Cl is providing technical support to the SWG.

Except for SSME and Lesser Sunda, the seascapes that Cl is working in are single-country
seascapes and, in Lesser Sunda, Indonesia and Timor-Leste are operating only at the national level.
But several areas are working toward multi-national seascapes. In Milne Bay, for example, the hope
is that in the future the seascape will stretch over to Solomon Islands.

Cl works with governments at different levels, as well as international NGOs, national and local level
NGOs, academe, private sector, communities and social groups related to education, health, church
and other sectors, and various donors.

Some of the challenges that Cl is looking at relates to thinking at scale, how to work at a larger scale
and everything that entails. For example, it's been pointed out that, except for the Philippines, none
of the countries have national level seascapes-specific policies, so if a country is looking at having
a large-scale geography such as a seascape, how do they align that with their policies? What is it
going to take from a financial standpoint to do something like that? And how does one communicate
at scale?

In terms of accessing new partners, there needs to be conversations with seabed mining companies,
hotel chains, and shipping companies — partners that operate at a larger scale than those that
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conservation groups have traditionally been working with before. For example, the Bird’s Head
Seascape is very much a partnership between multiple organizations working across different
thematic areas — private sector, fisheries, MPAs, and others that are traditionally not environment-
focused — to bring about a larger scale of change.

Generally, the first thing that draws Cl to an area is ecological significance and biological productivity.
What keeps us there, however, are things like respect for traditional practices and norms, the
populations’ high dependence on marine and coastal resources, and the connectivity and resulting
pressures and threats in the area. Then we work at creating the enabling factors, or strengthening
those factors if they are already there.

Open-forum discussion

The open discussion opened with a three part question from the Co-Chair, Felix Mirasol of the
Philippines. He asked (1) What mechanisms should we have in our country to make it easier for you
and other partners to support our programs? (2) Are there development partners who work with
government agencies at the sub-national levels to package proposals?, and (3) to Ms Esters, could
you elaborate on ecotourism in the Bird’s Head Seascape and how it was developed? Ms Esters,
answered the third question first responding that the BHS began with a vision of economic
development and that vision continues to drive the seascape. Furthermore, the BHS is a very
beautify place and it was branded as a world renown dive destination which has been very successful
at attracting tourism. This has allowed them to diversify the economy with activities such as crafts,
fishing, homestays, mariculture, etc.

To address the second question, Ms Esters explained that small-local NGOs have a hard time
receiving money from large international sources because the administrative burden of reporting,
financial recordkeeping and auditing needs are too high. These organizations partner often partner
with large NGOs and receive sub-grants from them. Also, “there are specific donors, funds and
programs that concentrate on building up local smaller NGOs’ capacity to do that.” Last, Ms Esters
answered the first question by stating that she looks for a “group of people that | can contact on a
regular basis and are consistent, so that when | go to the Philippine government, for example, | know
exactly who to go to and | can work with them on a consistent basis.”

The next question from Nilda Baling of the Philippines asked “Is there any way development
partners can influence governments to adopt policies that are of national interest?” In response, it
was first acknowledged that all countries face the challenge of prioritizing development needs with
sustainable management needs and the ability of NGOs to effect policy is limited. Each NGO has a
different practice and timeline for projects and funding. For example, Shannon Seeto of WWF
acknowledged that in terms of projects, their priorities are strongly tied to those of the government.
Stacey Jupiter of WCS then shared that WCS works on a project basis and therefore has very little
flexibility to “deliver on quick requests” but they are willing to collaborate with “governments on
longer term planning horizons”.

The next question was proposed by Mr Guteres of Timor-Leste. He asked “How do governments get
access to donor support?” Ms Esters explained that there are several options for governments
including embassies in different donor countries, each country has an assigned focal point for large
funds such as the GEF and the GCF “who serve as links between your country priorities and the
funding priorities of the agencies themselves.” Last, major companies have corporate social
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responsibility programs and are often looking for ways to mitigate their social and environmental
impacts and are willing to support projects.

Last, it was clarified for the SWG that CTI does not have any regulations or parameters around what
donors are able to support in each country partner organizations of the CTI-CFF. Evangeline Miclat
offered the example that for the Sulu-Sulawesi Seascape Project, GIZ directs the money to the
partners, like CI-Philippines. “In fact, if the government does not have the appropriate mechanism to
receive GIZ money, they course it through the NGOs.”

Session 10 — Focus Group Discussion: Review and synthesis of outputs from
previous sessions

For this session, the country delegates were again asked to break into their respective country or
neighboring country group to review and synthesize their outputs from the previous two small group
discussions. The session was guided by the following question from Ms Esters: “Now that you've
heard from the partners, other countries, colleagues, or you've actually presented on your own, is
there anything that you want to change in your communication to address the challenges and the
gaps and capacities that you’ve identified?”

Session 11 — Focus Groups’ Report-outs

This was the last substantive session of the REX. The country delegates presented the results of
their three small-group discussions, reporting specific points as “group results” where appropriate as
well as reporting by country. The report-outs did not follow a consistent format, but are summarized
below using a consistent format where possible.

Timor-Leste and Indonesia
(Presented by H. Guterres and O. Irianto)

a. Key messages

1. A seascape is just a geographic designation — a container — in which various management
tools can be applied. It does not duplicate or replace the management approaches and tools
that are already in place.

2. Active government involvement is crucial in a seascape to ensure that the various
stakeholders and interests are able to work together for the benefit of the people who live
and depend on that seascape.

b. Target audiences
NCC, government (all levels), NGOs/Partners

c. Communication needs and actions

L . Explanatory comments
Communication needs and actions (from IDN and TLS)
1. In-country socialization and internalization of It is important to at least inform our TWGs about the
the Seascapes Document to promote adoption | Seascapes Document and why they have to
of seascapes terminology introduce and use the CTI seascapes terminology
a. Report about Seascapes Document to in their communications. With the NGOs, we are
concerned ministries (through NCC) and already in the same state of mind, we just need to
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Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from IDN and TLS)

national-level CTlI TWGs on climate
change, MPA, EAFM and threatened

b. Conduct at least two meetings to socialize
the Document — one meeting with the
ministries and a smaller meeting with NGOs

c. Advocate among TWGs, ministries and
NGOs for consistent use of seascapes
terminology

coordinate with them in terms of promoting
seascapes in their communications.

2. In-country discussions on proposal to establish

Lesser Sunda trans-boundary seascape

a. Discuss in NCC/ministries about the
proposal to establish a trans-boundary
seascape at the Lesser Sunda area
between Timor-Leste and Indonesia
(around Atauro Island in Timor-Leste and
Wetar Island in Indonesia)

b. Develop country proposals for the
establishment of trans-boundary seascape

Both Indonesia and Timor-Leste have made
significant investments to develop their respective
seascapes in the Lesser Sunda area so we think it
is logical for both countries to work together to
develop Lesser Sunda as a trans-boundary or
trans-national seascape. However, before a
decision can be made, we need to discuss proposal
in our respective NCCs/ministries.

3. Formal bilateral meeting on proposed trans-
boundary Lesser Sunda seascape
a. Review and discuss country proposals
b. Confirm common interest in establishing
trans-boundary seascape
c. Officially start project
d. Discuss and plan next steps

Once we have our respective NCCs/ministries’
approval to proceed, we will have to meet again in
a more formal setting to confirm that there is still
interest on both sides to move forward with the
project. Then the project can start officially.

4. Diagnostic studies (end of Jul 2017-end of Jul

2018)

e Conduct 2-4 thematic focus group
discussions (FGDs) to collect data
(bathymetry, fisheries, ecological, socio-
economic, environmental issues)

o Determine if Lesser Sunda really meets the
criteria for a seascape, especially for a CTI
Priority Seascape

A lot of projects have been conducted and are
being implemented in the proposed trans-boundary
seascape area so we think the data are already
available, and we don’t need to spend a lot of
money for another study. Instead, we will use
thematic FGDs to collect the following data:

3. 1-2 FGDs with NGOs, Partners, universities
and scientific community -- basic data on
bathymetry, fisheries and related biota, and
other ecological data

4. 1-2 FGDs with Ministry of Environment,
communities and other stakeholders —
environmental issues (marine debris,
pollution, etc.)

5. Bilateral proposal on trans-boundary seascape

(end of Jul 2018)

a. Hold meeting between Indonesia and
Timor-Leste to develop joint proposal
Finalize agreement on joint proposal

c. Submit to NCCs for formal transmittal to
SWGI/RS

d. Build support for proposal among Partners
and other stakeholders

If we can submit the proposal to the SWG in July
2018, the SWG would probably be ready to form
the evaluation team. And if we can work with the
SWG/RS before that, maybe the SWG will be able
to endorse the proposal to the next SOM for
consideration by the CSO.

It would be good if Lesser Sunda is recognized as a
CTI Priority Seascape soon, because some of the
projects in the area will be ending soon. Priority
recognition will give these projects the legitimacy to
continue, which will benefit not only Timor-Leste
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Explanatory comments
(from IDN and TLS)

and Indonesia but also the NGOs and other
stakeholders in Lesser Sunda. We have already
approached Stacey (WCS), and hopefully they're
interested. We are also looking at other donors and
NGOs, including CI, which is already involved in
Timor-Leste.

Communication needs and actions

6. Marine spatial planning and implementation

Malaysia and Philippines
(Presented by E. Miclat)

a. Goals/purpose

1. To inform about the CTIl Seascapes Model document

2. To develop appreciation of the seascapes and their purposes

3. To generate support for seascapes

Additionally, for the Philippines:

4. To consider and start the discussion on how we can integrate the preparatory activities
for the CTI-CFF seascapes work in the 2018 work plan of the Department of Environment
and Natural Resources (DENR), the lead agency for CTl in the Philippines.

b. Key messages

1. Highlight significance — biological, economic and social — of seascapes

2. Acknowledge existing marine resource management approaches and their significance
to seascape work

3. Pressures on resources continue and escalate despite the implementation of various
resources, so there is a need to do more than we are doing now.

4. Seascapes will enhance existing management efforts to deal with pressures — a new
way of doing things. (“A new way of doing things” will not ring true with people working
at the national level who are familiar with the word “seascape,” but it is a good message
for people at the local level who are hearing about seascapes for the first time, because
it tells them to look at the bigger situation and not think in a box.)

5. Seascapes promote cooperation/combined effort because no one party or one agency
can do it alone.

Additionally, for the Philippines:

6. Seascapes are a platform not only for biodiversity conservation but also to address food
security, climate change issues and disaster risk reduction, and peace and order issues.

c. Target audience

For Malaysia:

1. TWG for Seascapes, which includes government, academic institutions and NGOs

2. State Coordinating Committee for CTI, which represents the State of Sabah in NCC-
Malaysia

3. NCC-Malaysia

For the Philippines:

1. DENR central Office, particularly the Biodiversity Management Bureau, which is the lead
agency of the country for CTI work

2. NCCC-Philippines, which includes government agencies, the League of Municipalities of
the Philippines, NGOs (WWF and CI), academic institutions and the business sector
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3. DENR Regional Offices and, through them, the local governments and Protected Area
Superintendents (PASUs) of NIPAS areas

4. MPA Support Network (MSN), which includes national agencies, NGOs, people’s
organizations, and MPA and CRM practitioners.

d. Communication needs and actions
For Malaysia:

Explanatory comments

Communication needs and actions
(from MYS, as reported by EM/RT)

1. Seminars and face-to-face discussions We cannot just distribute the Document. We need
a. Identify facilitators knowledgeable in activities that will allow greater interaction to clarify
seascapes what the Document is about and its usefulness.

b. Identify funding source to support activities

2. CTI Seascapes General Model and Regional

Framework

a. Prepare full text in printed form, simplified
brochure or fact sheet, “generic”
PowerPoint (should come from Cl and
acknowledge by the SWG)
Translate to local language as needed

c. ldentify funding source to support
production of materials

For the Philippines:

Explanatory comments

Communication needs and actions
(from PHL, as reported by EM/RT)

1. Contextualization of the Seascapes General
Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes with respect to existing national and
local laws and policies (lead agency: DA-
BFAR/Co-Chair of NCC Philippines)

a. Engage legal experts to conduct policy
review and analysis to determine how the
CTI Seascapes Document aligns with
national policy, and how national policy can
accommodate this framework

b. Develop structured program for national
and sub-national discussions aimed at
increasing awareness, appreciation and
support of the model and framework

2. Development of Philippine roadmap for the Seascapes that are designated under the CTI
determination, identification and selection of framework should not be confused with existing
seascapes with potential for CTI priority seascapes in the Philippines.
recognition

a. Engage scientific institutions to provide
consolidated baseline data for planning
using the Seascapes Document as
framework and to evaluate applicability and
feasibility of the CTI Seascapes General
Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes

b. Conduct strategic planning to develop the
roadmap.
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Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from PHL, as reported by EM/RT)

3. Packaging of projects and proposals
o Engage expert services to develop and
package projects and proposals

This requires additional funding because this is an
additional activity

4. Development of policy/technical bulletin

The technical bulletin is intended to provide
guidelines for participating government and other
institutions in the implementation for Priority
Seascapes plans and programs, and structured in
such a way that it can also be used as a material to
stimulate donor interest.

5. Regional rollout of seascapes roadmap

In the Philippines, the process toward designating
seascapes is always a multi-stakeholder process.
The rollout will ensure participation of regional
players

Additional notes from Malaysia and the Philippines

1. The countries could benefit more if there is be sharing of expertise, e.g. through exchange
visits and learning exchanges between Malaysia and the Philippines
2. The sharing of experience and learnings from the implementation of activities can lead to

improving the model.

3. The work is not going to happen in just a year because, if we’re doing it in different locations
targeting different audiences, for this year we can schedule only a certain number of
activities. Also, it will take time to develop the materials that are acceptable to the countries.

4. There are costs involved in all of this; resources will be needed to implement these activities.
This is a gap — the activities that are lined up are immediate steps but we know that the
government budget is done so we will just be pulling resources from other activities. So, if
these immediate next steps that we are undertaking are aligned with the interests of the
development partners, we would appreciate partner support and would be happy to welcome

partners to participate.

Solomon Islands
(Presented by A. Vave-Karamui)

Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from SLB)

1. National level SWG Meeting (beginning of Sep

2017)

c. Reflect onthe Seascapes General Model
and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes

d. Develop concept note for potential
seascape idea

e. Prepare communication materials (fact
sheet, simplified version, introduction
section of the Document in printed form,
case studies in printed form and
PowerPoint)

We are starting with Arnavons and the Kawaki
(Katupika, Wagina and Kia) network as a potential
area for discussion.

We have been talking to Stacy (WCS) about
sharing some of the specific Pacific region case
studies.

We agree with the suggestion from the Philippines
about having a “generic” PowerPoint but may come
up with our own as well

2. National exchange workshop (Sep/Oct 2017)
a. Introduce the seascape concept and
principles

We may invite WWF, WCS, and TNC who are more
familiar with seascapes to the workshop to share
some of their case studies
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Communication needs and actions

Explanatory comments
(from SLB)

Discuss how aligned the seascape concept
is with existing policy and setup in Solomon
Islands and how tools and approaches
already in place in Solomon Islands can

We are talking with Jimmy (Kereseka) and maybe
to TNC as well as the Arnavons Learning Park
about using their map as an example for us for use
during the workshop.

accommodate seascapes
c. Share case studies
e Initiate discussion on how seascapes would
look for Solomon Islands using the CTI
concept as the guide in order to come up
with a “Solomonized” version of the model
e Do a stock-take on existing capacities and
capacity gaps at the national level
e Develop roadmap for BSSE
o Develop key messages
3. Endorsement by NCC of finalized draft of
Solomon Islands’ version of the Seascapes
Document and updated concept note on
Arnavons (Nov 2017 or before SOM13)
4. Outreach to Choiseul and Isabel governments
and Kawaki communities (Nov 2017)

By SOM we can update the SWG on the steps that
we have taken to actually introduce the seascapes
concept at the national level, and a roadmap for
Solomon Islands’ seascapes for 2018.

Additional notes:

1. To speed up the process, the seascapes group will use opportunities from ongoing training
programs of partners and various projects, government initiatives in MSP and the integrated
ocean framework (Oceans12) and the NPOA review, as well as efforts by the MFMR on
enforcing the Fisheries Management Act. So are ongoing activities that will feed into this
process.

2. As suggested by the Philippines, having a list/directory of mentors for seascapes would be
helpful so the SWG and NCC will know who to contact if we have questions.

Papua New Guinea
(Presented by K. Kalit/TNC-PNG)

(Note: These are recommendations that Mr. Kalit said he would take to the PNG Government as
part of his report on the successful completion and endorsement of the Seascapes Document by the
SWG.)

Explanatory comments
(from KK/TNC-PNG)

There is a new oceans office that has been
established in PNG and has a role to play in
seascapes. The fisheries authority also needs to be
involved.
In developing the action strategy, the NCC has to
decide whether to focus on BSSE or other ongoing
activities, and what message should go out to the
various stakeholders.

Communication needs and actions

1. Workshop to introduce and socialize the
Seascapes Document

2. Development of action strategy for
operationalizing in PNG the Seascapes General
Model and Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes
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Closing

Ms Anderson and Ms Esters both expressed their thanks to the delegates, adding that Cl team was
looking forward to supporting the countries as they moved forward with their plans. “There is so
much to do,” Ms Esters noted, before inviting the Co-Chair to give the closing remarks.

The Co-Chair thanked everyone for their time and hard work in making the week a success. He said
he hoped the Seascapes Document would serve “to put our knowledge into action.”

Speaking for the Host Country, Mr. Kereseka thanked the country delegates “for choosing Solomon
Islands.” He echoed the Co-Chair’s appreciation for everyone’s participation and contributions to the

week’s events, as he wished all “a safe travel.”

The REX ended at 4:30p.m.
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Annex A. Directory of Participants

Annex A.l.
A™ SEASCAPES WORKING GROUP MEETING

CT6 DELEGATES

Indonesia

Suharyanto

Director of Spatial Planning for Ocean, Coast
and Small Islands

Directorate of Marine Spatial Planning
Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
Medan Merdeka Timur Street, No.16

3rd Mina Bahari Building

Jakarta 10110, Indonesia

T: (62) 21 3522040

E: suharyanto.009@gmail.com

Ahsanal Kasasiah

Deputy Director for Networks, Data and
Information for Conservations,

Directorate of Marine and Aguatic Resources
Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries

JI. Medan Merdeka Timur No.16 Jakarta
Pusat

DKI Jakartal0110Indonesia

Email: akasasiah@yahoo.com

Arief Sudianto

Head Section of MSP and Zoning Plan of
Maluku & Kalimantan Region

Directorate of Marine Spatial Planning
Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
Medan Merdeka Timur Street, No.16

3rd Mina Bahari Building

Jakarta 10110, Indonesia

T: (62) 21 3522040

E: ariefsudianto@gmail.com

Okto Irianto

Deputy Assistant for Tourism Service
Coordinating Ministry of Maritime Affairs
Gedung Kemaritiman Lantai 3, JL. M.H.
Thamrin No. 8, Jakarta 10340, Indonesia
T: (62) 21 23951100/ 21 3141790

E: okto.irianto@gmail.com

Muhammad Rusdi

Coordinating Ministry of Maritime Affairs
Gedung Kemaritiman Lantai 3

JL. M.H. Thamrin No. 8

Jakarta 10340, Indonesia

T: (62) 21 23951100/ 21 3141790

E: rusdiabang@yahoo.com

Malaysia

Godfery Kissey

Deputy Director |

Department of Fisheries Sabah

Level 4, Block B, Wisma Pertanian, Kota
Kinabalu, Sabah 88624, Malaysia

T: +60 88 246494

E: Godfrey.Kissey@sabah.gov.my

Norasma Dacho

Department of Fisheries Sabah

Level 4, Block B, Wisma Pertanian, Kota
Kinabalu, Sabah 88624, Sabah, Malaysia
Tel: +60 88 235966

Email: norasmadacho@gmail.com

Papua New Guinea

Kilyali Kelly Kalit

Acting Director TNC-PNG

Suite 7 Monian Haus-Nita Street

Tabari Place-Boroko, Papua New Guinea
T: +675 323 0699

E: kkalit@tnc.org
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Philippines

Felix S. Mirasol, Jr.

Regional Director, DENR-IX
Department of Environment and Natural
Resources, Pagadian City, Zamboanga
Tel: +63 62 945 0870

Email: mirasolfelix@yahoo.com

Nilda Baling

Integrated Coastal and Marine Partnership
Section, Biodiversity Management Bureau
Department of Environment and Natural
Resources, Quezon City, Philippines

T: +63 2 9246031 to 35 local 207

E: nildasbaling@yahoo.com

Solomon Islands

Agnetha Zima Vave-Karamui

Chief Conservation Officer

Ministry of Environment, Climate Change,
Disaster Management and Meteorology
P.O Box 21, Vavaya Ridge Honiara
Solomon Islands

T: (677) 26036 / (677) 746 9426

E: avave-karamui@mecm.gov.sb

Rosalie Masu

Deputy Director — Inshore Fisheries Division
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources
(MFMR)

PO Box G2, Honiara, Solomon Islands

E: rmasu@fisheries.gov.sb

Duta Bero Kauhiona

Coordinator, Expanding the Reach of
Community-Based Marine Management
Program

Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources
(MFMR)

PO Box G2, Honiara, Solomon Islands

E: dbero_123@hotmail.com

Jimmy Kereseka

LLTC/TNC Coordinator

Choiseul Province, Solomon Islands
E: jkereseka@tnc.org

Timor-Leste

Horacio Amaral dos Santos Guterres
NCC-Timor-Leste / Ministry of Agriculture
and Fisheries (MAF)

Dili, Timor-Leste

E: falcaonapoleao@gmail.com

Antonio de Jesus

Seascapes Focal Point / Ministry of
Agriculture and Fisheries (MAF)
Dili, Timor-Leste

E: zeantonio04@yahoo.com.au

RESOURCE TEAM

Government of Australia

Nicole Coombe

Assistant Director, Pacific and Coral Triangle
Section, Department of Environment

33 Allara St Canberra 2601, Australia

T: (61) 02 6274 2021

E: nicole.coombe@environment.gov.au

GlZ

Lena Kern

Chief Advisor, GIZ

Ninoy Aquino Parks and Wildlife Nature
Center, North Avenue, Diliman 1100
Quezon City, Philippines

M: 63 917 831 7129

E: lena.kern@giz.de

Conservation International

Niguole Esters

Director, Coral Triangle Initiative Program
Conservation International. Hawaii, USA
T: (571) 3445030

E: nesters@conservation.org

Whitney Anderson

Coordinator, Coral Triangle Initiative Program
Conservation International, Hawaii, USA

T: (619) 7720978

E: wanderson@conservation.org

Evangeline Miclat
ClI-Philippines, Quezon City, Philippines
E: emiclat@conservation.org
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Davelyn Pastor-Rengel
ClI-Philippines, Quezon City, Philippines
E: dpastor@conservation.org

Tri Iswari Budiastuti

CTI-CFF Seascapes Coordinator
Conservation International
Jakarta, Indonesia

E: tbudiastuti@conservation.org

Asuncion Sia
Recorder

Cebu City, Philippines
E: ciony.sia@gmail.com

Annex A.2.
2ND REGIONAL EXCHANGE ON SEASCAPES

CT6 DELEGATES

Indonesia

Ahsanal Kasasiah
Deputy Director for Networks, Data and
Information for Conservations,

Directorate of Marine and Aquatic Resources

Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries
JI. Medan Merdeka Timur No.16

DKI Jakartal0110Indonesia

Email: akasasiah@yahoo.com

Okto Irianto

Deputy Assistant for Tourism Service
Coordinating Ministry of Maritime Affairs
Gedung Kemaritiman Lantai 3

JL. M.H. Thamrin No. 8

Jakarta 10340, Indonesia

T: (62) 21 23951100/ 21 3141790

E: okto.irianto@gmail.com

Muhammad Rusdi

Coordinating Ministry of Maritime Affairs
Gedung Kemaritiman Lantai 3

JL. M.H. Thamrin No. 8

Jakarta 10340, Indonesia

T: (62) 21 23951100/ 21 3141790

E: rusdiabang@yahoo.com

Malaysia

Godfery Kissey

Deputy Director |, Department of Fisheries
Sabah, Level 4, Block B, Wisma Pertanian,
Kota Kinabalu, Sabah 88624, Malaysia

T: +60 88 246494

E: Godfrey.Kissey@sabah.gov.my

Norasma Dacho

Department of Fisheries Sabah

Level 4, Block B, Wisma Pertanian, Kota
Kinabalu, Sabah 88624, Malaysia

Tel: +60 88 235966

Email: norasmadacho@gmail.com

Papua New Guinea

Kilyali Kelly Kalit

Acting Director TNC-PNG

Suite 7 Monian Haus-Nita Street

Tabari Place-Boroko, Papua New Guinea
T: +675 323 0699

E: kkalit@tnc.org

Philippines

Felix S. Mirasol, Jr.

Regional Director, DENR-IX
Department of Environment and Natural
Resources, Pagadian City, Zamboanga
Tel: +63 62 945 0870

Email: mirasolfelix@yahoo.com

Nilda Baling

Integrated Coastal and Marine Partnership
Section, Biodiversity Management Bureau
Department of Environment and Natural
Resources, Quezon City, Philippines

T: +63 2 9246031 to 35 local 207

E: nildasbaling@yahoo.com
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Solomon Islands

Agnetha Zima Vave-Karamui

Chief Conservation Officer

Ministry of Environment, Climate Change,
Disaster Management and Meteorology
P.O Box 21, Vavaya Ridge Honiara
Solomon Islands

T: (677) 26036 / (677) 746 9426

E: avave-karamui@mecm.gov.sb

Nancy Diamana

Ministry of Environment, Climate Change,
Disaster Management and Meteorology
P.O Box 21, Vavaya Ridge Honiara
Solomon Islands

Email: ndiamana@mecm.gov.sb

Rosalie Masu

Deputy Director — Inshore Fisheries Division
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources
(MFMR), PO Box G2, Honiara

Solomon Islands

E: rmasu@fisheries.gov.sb

Duta Bero Kauhiona

Coordinator, Expanding the Reach of
Community-Based Marine Management
Program, Ministry of Fisheries and Marine
Resources (MFMR), PO Box G2

Honiara, Solomon Islands

E: dbero_123@hotmail.com

Rieka Kwalai

Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources
(MFMR), PO Box G2, Honiara

Solomon Islands

Email: rkwalai@fisheries.gov.sb

Jimmy Kereseka

LLTC/TNC Coordinator

Choiseul Province, Solomon Islands
E: jkereseka@tnc.org

Assaneth Buanafi

Timor-Leste

Horacio Amaral dos Santos Guterres
NCC-Timor-Leste / Ministry of Agriculture
and Fisheries (MAF)

Dili, Timor-Leste

E: falcaonapoleao@gmail.com

Antonio de Jesus

Seascapes Focal Point / Ministry of
Agriculture and Fisheries (MAF)
Dili, Timor-Leste

E: zeantonio04@yahoo.com.au

PARTNERS & RESOURCE TEAM

Government of Australia

Nicole Coombe

Assistant Director, Pacific and Coral Triangle
Section, Department of Environment

33 Allara St Canberra 2601, Australia

T: (61) 02 6274 2021

E: nicole.coombe@environment.gov.au

Wildlife Conservation Society

Stacy Jupiter

Melanesia Director. WCS-Fiji
11 Ma'afu Street, Suva, FIJI
T: 679 3315174

E: sjupiter@wcs.org

World Wide Fund for Nature

Shannon Seeto

Country Manager, WWF Solomon Islands
Program, Honiara Hotel Building,
P.0.Box 1373 Chinatown,Honiara
Solomon Islands

T: +67 28023

E: sseeto@wwfpacific.org

Nicole Lowrey

Volunteer, WWF Solomon Islands Program
Honiara Hotel Building,

P.0.Box 1373 Chinatown,Honiara
Solomon Islands

T: +67 28023

Email: nlowrey@wwfpacific.org

Conservation International

Niguole Esters

Director, Coral Triangle Initiative Program
Conservation International. Hawaii, USA
T: (571) 3445030

E: nesters@conservation.org
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Whitney Anderson Tri Iswari Budiastuti

Coordinator, Coral Triangle Initiative Program CTI-CFF Seascapes Coordinator
Conservation International, Hawaii, USA Conservation International

T: (619) 7720978 Jakarta, Indonesia

E: wanderson@conservation.org E: tbudiastuti@conservation.org
Evangeline Miclat Asuncion Sia

ClI-Philippines, Quezon City, Philippines Recorder

E: emiclat@conservation.org Cebu City, Philippines

E: ciony.sia@gmail.com
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Cl-Philippines, Quezon City, Philippines
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112 | CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands


mailto:wanderson@conservation.org
mailto:emiclat@conservation.org
mailto:ciony.sia@gmail.com

Annex B: 4" SWG Meeting Agenda

The below agenda was provided at the beginning of the 4" SWG formal meeting held on 16-17 May
2017 in Honiara, Solomon Islands. It does not reflect agenda or schedule changes made during the
meeting. (For the approved revised agenda, see section on “Approval of the 4" SWG Meeting
Agenda” in the main body of this report.)

The formal meeting was preceded by a half-day informal session held on 15 May 2017.

DAY 1: MAY 16, 2017

3:30 pm —4:00 pm

Registration

4:00 pm —4:15 pm

Opening
1. Welcome Remarks
2. Introduction of Participants

4:15 pm = 5:45 pm

Review and Approvals
1. Review of 4" SWG Meeting Agenda
2. Approval of 4" SWG Meeting Agenda
3. Review of Decision-Making Protocols for 4" SWG Meeting
4. Approval of Decision-Making Protocols for 4" SWG Meeting
5. Review of Results 3™ SWG Meeting

5:45 pm - 6:00 pm

Coffee Break

6:00 pm — 7:30 pm

Section I. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes
a. The Value of the Coral Triangle to the Global Ocean
b. What do Seascapes Offer?
i. Seascapes’ Role in International and National Policy
ii. Benefits of Seascapes
c. How Seascapes Align with and Strengthen Approaches and Tools
for Marine Management in the Coral Triangle
d. Seascapes Explanatory Diagrams
e. Case Study: Seascapes Selection in the Philippines

END OF DAY

DAY 3: MAY 17, 2017

8:00 am — 10:00 am

Section Il. CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model
a. Definition
b. Key Elements
c. Identification, Selection, and Designation
d. Integrated Planning Model

10:00 am —10:30 am

Coffee Break and Picture

10:30 am —12:00 pm

Section lll. CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and Objectives
a. Vision for CTI-CFF Seascapes
b. Purpose for CTI-CFF Seascapes
c. Obijectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes

12:00 pm = 1:00 pm

Lunch

1:00 pm - 3:15 pm

Section IV. CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes
a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes
b. Criteria for the Designation
c. Operational Processes
d. Designated Bodies
e. Monitoring & Evaluation

3:15pm = 3:30 pm

Coffee Break

3:30 pm = 5:30 pm

Sections V-VIII: Annexes
a. Annex 1 — Important Definitions for Large Scale Marine
Management for CTI-CFF Seascapes
b. Annex 2 — Related International Agreements
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DAY 3: MAY 17, 2017

c. Annex 3 — Seascapes Concept by Subandono Diposaptono
d. Annex 4 — Planning Process for Sulu-Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion

(SSME)
5:30 pm = 7:30 pm Consideration of any tabled items
7:30 pm — 7:45 pm Consideration of Roadmap for SWG

7:45 pm —8:00 pm Closing

END OF DAY
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Annex C: 2" Regional Exchange on
Seascapes Agenda

The below agenda was provided at the beginning of the 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes held
on May 18-19, 2017 in Honiara, Solomon Islands. It does not reflect agenda or schedule changes
made during the REX. Changes to the agenda are noted in the main body text where relevant.

The REX followed the 4" SWG Meeting consisting of a half-day informal session on May 15 and
formal sessions on May 16-17.

DAY 1: MAY 18, 2017

8:00 am — 8:30 am Registration

8:30 am - 10:00 am Session 1 -- Opening Session

1. Welcome Remarks

2. Introduction of Participants

3. Review of Results 4" SWG Meeting

4. Objectives of 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes
5. Review of 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes
10:00 am — 10:30 am Coffee Break & Picture

10:30 am — 11:15 am Session 2 -- Section |. Introduction to CTI-CFF Seascapes

Present highlights of first section of CTI Seascapes Document focusing on
the communications/socialization/key messaging of the section (30 mins)

Plenary questions and discussion (15 mins)

11:15am — 12:00 pm Session 3 -- Section Il. CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model
a. Definition

b. Key Elements

c. Identification, Selection and Designation

d. Integrated Planning Model

Present highlights of second section of CTI Seascapes Document focusing
on the communications/socialization/key messaging of the section (30 mins)

Plenary questions and discussion (15 mins)
12:00 pm = 1:00 pm Lunch
1:00 pm = 1:45 pm Session 4 -- Section lll. CTI-CFF Seascapes: Vision, Purpose and
Objectives
a. Vision for CTI-CFF Seascapes
b. Purpose for CTI-CFF Seascapes
c. Objectives for CTI-CFF Seascapes

Present highlights of third section of CTl Seascapes Document focusing on
the communications/socialization/key messaging of the section (30 mins)

Plenary questions and discussion (15 mins)
1:45 pm —2:45 pm Session 5 -- Section IV. CTI-CFF Regional Framework for Priority
Seascapes

a. CTI-CFF Priority Seascapes

b. Criteria for Designation

c. Operational Processes

d. Designation Bodies

e. Monitoring & Evaluation
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DAY 1: MAY 18, 2017

Present highlights of fourth section of CTI Seascapes Document focusing on
the communications/socialization/key messaging of the section (30 mins)

Plenary questions and discussion (30 mins)

2:45 pm —-3:00 pm

Coffee Break

3:00 pm —4:00 pm

Session 6 -- Exchange on Sulu-Sulawesi Seascape — details TBD

4:00 pm —4:45 pm

Session 7 -- Key Messaging Exercise

Split participants into Focus groups with each group focusing on a section of
the document. Each group will review & edit the draft set of key messages
for their section (45 mins)

4:45pm - 5:00 pm

Session 8 -- Closing

END OF DAY

6:30pm —9:00 pm

Dinner hosted by Government of Solomon Islands

DAY 3: MAY 19, 2017

8:00 am - 8:30 am

Registration

8:30 am — 9:45 am

¢ Review Day 1 of 2"d Regional Exchange on Seascapes
e  Overview of Roadmap to SOM
Questions/comments from the CTI-CFF broader community for the SWG and

technical partners

9:45 am - 10:45 am

a. Updates from CTI countries on current status on seascapes related work
(10 minutes per country)

10:45am — 11:00 am

Coffee Break

11:00 am —12:00 pm

Presentations from CTI Development Partners on Seascapes related projects (GIZ,
WCS, WWF, TNC, ClI, Australia)

12:00 pm - 1:00 pm

Lunch

1:00 pm - 1:45 pm

Focus Group Discussions: Divided up by country

These discussions will consider the status presentations and ask the question "What
would it take to strengthen existing seascapes and advance establishment and
implementation of new seascapes in your country?"

Each focus group will identify the gaps each country is facing around the status of the
ability to implement.

1:45 pm - 3:30 pm

Focus Groups present results (10 mins per country)

Plenary discussion: compare the focus group discussions and pull out
common/repeated gaps in themes and or needs across the region (30 mins)

3:30 pm - 3:45 pm

Coffee Break

3:45 pm —4:45 pm

Focus Groups Discussions: Divided by gap — max 4

Each group will apply draft key messages from previous day to and examine
relevance in addressing communication needs around gap (30 mins)

Plenary discussion: discuss experience and takeaways (30 mins)

4:45pm — 5:00 pm

Closing

END OF DAY

116 |

CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands




Annex D: SOM Decision Documents on
Recognition of SSME as Priority Seascape

coral triangle initiative

CHAIRMAN'S SUMMARY

Fourth
Senior Officials Meeting

Kota Kinabalu, Sabah, Malaysia

CORAL TRIANGLE INITIATIVE
ON CORAL REEFS, FISHERIES AND FOOD SECURITY
(CTI-CFF)

Adopted on 22 October 2009

by the Governments of Indonesia, Malaysia, Papua New Guinea,
the Philippines, Solomon Islands, and Timor-Leste
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[. Opening Session

The Fourth Senior Officials’ Meeting (SOM4) of the Coral Triangle Initiative on Coral Reefs,
Fisheries and Food Security (CTI-CFF) was held in Kota Kinabalu, Sabah, Malaysia from
20" to 22" October 2009. The meeting, which was open for observers, had the following
goals:

o Complete the review, discussions and recommendations on CTI Organizational
Structure and Terms of Reference (TOR) for Ministerial approval, working with the
Coordination Mechanisms Working Group

o Reach agreement on issues regarding the establishment of Regional Secretariat
(location, Terms of Reference, transition) and draft recommendations for Ministerial
decisions

o Clarify Terms of Reference and Next Steps for Financial Resources Working
Group to support 2010 Work plan

o Clarify Term of Reference and Next Steps for M&E Working Group and the possibility

of additional working group(s) to support 2010 Work Plan

Prepare CTI actions for UNFCCC Copenhagen Meeting

Develop CTI Implementation Roadmap for 2010

Elaborate collaboration and alignment of CTIl Implementation program with partners

Prepare recommendations for logistic and substantive aspects of the 2" Ministerial

Meeting

o Status report from CT6 country covering: NCC establishment, work plan, financial
arrangement, etc.

o O O O

The meeting was formally opened by Y.Bhg. Datin Madinah Mohamad, Chairman of the
Malaysian National Coordination Committee (NCC) and the Secretary General of the
Ministry of Science, Technology and Innovation, Malaysia. Opening Remarks were
delivered by Dr. Alex Retraubun, Chairman of the CTI Regional Secretariat and Director
General of Marine, Coasts and Small Islands for the Indonesian Ministry of Marine Affairs
and Fisheries; and Dr. Noraieni Haji Mokhtar, Chair of the Organizing Committee and the
CTI National Coordination Committee (NCC) for Malaysia.

[l. Decisions

1. Coordination Mechanism of CT Cooperation
The meeting reviewed progress of the Coordination Mechanism Working Group to date,

discussed and deliberated on the overall structure and relations of the CTI organization;
and the terms of reference of CTI organizations. The meeting has received consensus
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that the two countries to consider for the location of the Permanent Regional Secretariat
are Indonesia and the Philippines. Detailed decisions from the Coordination Mechanism
of CT Cooperation session are stated in the Decision Document on CTI Coordination
Mechanism (ANNEX-1).

2. Financial Resources
The meeting was presented with the draft recommendations for the financial resources

processes. Decisions were made on strategic stages which covers; national financial
planning processes; region-wide CTI Financial Resources Strategy for Phase I; and
High-Level Roundtable on CTI Financial Resources. Delegates also agreed on
operational direction to carry out the strategic phases. Detailed decisions from the
Financial Resources session are stated in the Decision Document on Financial
Resources (ANNEX-2).

3. CTl Roles in UNFCCC
The meeting deliberated on the role of CTI for climate change adaptation measure at the

upcoming UNFCCC in Copenhagen in December 2009. The decisions include
agreement to support for inclusion of the ocean dimension and issues into the negotiation
text of UNFCCC, to recommend Ministers to have a joint communiqué in regard of CTI
RPOA as implementation instrument on Climate Change Adaptation at the OCEAN DAY
in Copenhagen; and to enhance understanding and capacity of CT6 countries in the
implementation of RPOA and NPOA of Climate Change adaptation. Detailed decisions
from the CTI Role in UNFCCC session are stated in the Decision Document on CTI for
Climate Change Adaptation (ANNEX-3).

4. Monitoring and Evaluation Framework

The meeting reviewed the results of the Monitoring and Evaluation Working Group
(MEWG) and agreed to further review the draft indicators for adoption in 2" Ministerial
Meeting (MM2). Delegates agreed to continue mandated MEWG to develop the whole
monitoring and evaluation system and present the draft to SOM6 in 2010 and develop
recommendation for the National CTI Coordinating Committees (NCCC) to initiate the
identification of quantitative targets by November 2009. Detailed decisions from
Monitoring and Evaluation Framework session are stated in the Decision Document
Monitoring and Evaluation (ANNEX-4).

5. Partners Work Plan Coordination and Alignment
The meeting reviewed presentations by partners from United States Agency for

International Development (USAID), Australian Government Overseas Aid Program
(AUSAID) and Asian Development Bank (ADB). Detailed agreements from Partners
Work Plan Coordination and Alignment session are stated in the Decision Document
Monitoring and Evaluation (ANNEX-5).

6. Preparations for the Second CTI Ministerial Meeting
Solomon Islands have presented the preparation for conducting the Second Ministerial
Meeting in Gizo. The meeting agreed to have the SOM5 in Honiara on 16-17 November,
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and Solomon Islands will confirm the venue of the Second Ministerial Meeting venue by
invitation at the earliest convenience. It was agreed that the Agenda for SOMS5 includes
Coordination Mechanism; Report from all working groups; Recommendation on CTI
Regional Secretariat location; and Recommendation on Joint communiqué on Climate
Change Adaptation. Delegates to the meeting also agreed on the Agenda for the
Ministerial Meeting which is Report from SOM4; Report on CTI implementation progress
(RPoA and NPoA); Decision on CTI Regional Secretariat Location; Adopt Joint
communiqué on Climate Change Adaptation; and Dialogue with CTI partners.

7. CTl Implementation Roadmap
CTI Regional Secretariat presented a CTI Implementation Roadmap for year 2009, 2010

and 2011. Agreed detailed roadmap for CTl implementation phase 2009 — 2011 is stated
in the Decision Document on CTI Roadmap for 2009 — 2011 (ANNEX — 6).

8. Based on the Philippines proposal during the meeting, CT6 delegates agreed to
recognize Sulu Sulawesi Marine Ecoregion (SSME) as one of Priority Seascape.

9. The CT6 delegates thanked the Government of Malaysia for hosting the Fourth Senior
Officials Meeting (SOM4).
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ANNEX-3
DRAFT JOINT MINISTERIAL
STATEMENT

Fifth Senior Official Meeting
(SOM 5)
under the

Coral Triangle Initiative

On Coral Reefs, Fisheries and Food Security
Adopted on 18 November 2009

by the Governments of Indonesia, Malaysia, Papua New Guinea, the Philippines,
Solomon Islands, and Timor-Leste
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. The second Ministerial Meeting of the Coral Triangle Initiative on Coral Reefs, Fisheries
and Food Security took place in Gizo, Solomon Islands on 19 November 2009, represented
by relevant ministers and representatives of governments of Indonesia, Malaysia, Papua
New Guinea, the Philippines, the Solomon Islands, and Timor-Leste.

. The Ministers adopted the CTI Coordination Mechanism Structure and its Term of
References, and the CTI Regional Secretariat structure and its functions as shown in
attachment 1.

. The Ministers endorsed the Solomon Islands as the Chairperson of the CTI Council of the
Ministers for the period of two years from November 2009 until November 2011.

. The Ministers endorsed Indonesia to host the CTI Regional Secretariat.

. The Ministers acknowledged the encouraging achievement that has been made with
regard to the implementation of RPOA and NPOA in each country.

. The Ministers agreed to express CTI countries common concerns and actions in coping
with issues of Climate Change through a joint communiqué.

. The Ministers affirmed the decisions made by SOM4 and SOM5 as listed in attachment 2.

. The Ministers expressed their appreciation for the support of CTI-CFF and welcome further
cooperation from partners.

. The Ministers expressed their appreciation for the exemplary work of the interim CTI
Regional Secretariat and agreed to extend its mandate until a permanent secretariat is
formally established

10.The Ministers expressed their appreciation for the generosity of the government of the

Solomon Islands in hosting this Ministerial Meeting, and the superb organizational efforts
carried out to ensure a productive and successful event.
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Attachment: 20091119 — MM2 — JMS Joint Ministerial Statement at MM2

20091119 — MM2 - 1.1 CTI Regional Coordination Mechanism Structure

20091119 — MM2 — 1.2 CTI Regional Coordination Mechanism Term of References
20091119 — MM2 — 1.3 CTI Regional Secretariat Structure

20091119 — MM2 — 1.4 CTI Regional Secretariat Functions

20091119 — MM2 — 2.1 Decisions agreed at SOM4 on Financial Resources which covers: -
national financial planning processes;
- region-wide CTI Financial Resources Strategy for Phase |;
- High-Level Roundtable on CTI Financial Resources; -
operational direction to carry out the strategic phases.

20091119 — MM2 — 2.2 Decision agreed at SOM4 on Monitoring and Evaluation:
- agreed to continue mandated MEWG to develop the whole
monitoring and evaluation system and present the draft to SOM6 in
2010
- develop recommendation for the National CTI Coordinating
Committees (NCCC) to initiate the identification of quantitative targets
by November 2009

20091119 — MM2 — 2.3 Decision agreed at SOM4 to recognizes Sulu Sulawesi Marine
Ecoregion (SSME) as one of Priority Seascape

20091119 — MM2 — 2.4 Decision agreed at SOM4 on Partner Alignments covers:

Agreed to require partners to submit concept paper consisting of

indicative programs and financial allocation in advance, to be

proposed for adoption at SOM

- Agreed to require partners to submit periodic reports

- Agreed to employ support mechanism for partners’ program

- Agreed to employ branding criteria for partners’ program

- Agreed to adopt the programs presented by partners as a menu,
whereas its implementation in each country will be subjected to
approval of respective National Coordination Committee (NCC), in
accord with its national priorities and processes

20091119 — MM2 — 2.5 Decision agreed at SOM4 on Monitoring and Evaluation covers:
- Agreed to continue mandated M&E Working Group to develop the
whole monitoring and evaluation system and present the draft to
SOM6 in 2010
- Develop recommendation for the National CTI Coordinating
Committee (NCC) to initiate the identification of quantitative targets

20091119 — MM2 — 2.6 Decision agreed at SOM4 on CTI Logo
- SOM reviewed the proposed CTI’s logos presented by the interim
Regional Secretariat and recommended for further review. Revised
designs will be presented and decided in
SOM6 (2010)

20091119 — MM2 — 3.1 Decision agreed at SOM5 on detailed roadmap for CTI
implementation phase 2010 — 2011
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20091119 — MM2 — 3.2 Decision agreed at SOM5 on CTI Chairperson for CTI Council of

Ministers (CTICOM)

- SOM recommends Solomon Islands to chair the CTI Council of
Ministers for the first term of two years, starting after this
recommendation being adopted by the Ministers in the 2nd Ministerial
Meeting

- The next term chairperson will be recommended based on 2 years
rotation mechanism and alphabetical order

20091119 — MM2 — 3.3 Decision agreed at SOM5 on New Member

- Recommends to the Ministers to consider new members to the CTI
and tasked SOM to develop criteria and procedures
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Annex E: Proposed Case Study for Inclusion
as Annex 4 of the Seascapes Document

THE SULU-SULAWESI MARINE ECOREGION (SSME): EXPERIENCE IN PLANNING AND
LESSONS LEARNED
By: Evangeline F.B. Miclat
Conservation International Philippines

Introduction
Planning in the SSME

Planning for the conservation and sustainable development of Sulu-Sulawesi followed the
ecoregion approach (WWF, 1998) with some madifications to suit the conditions in this ecoregion
(Miclat et al., 2006)

e Reconnaissance — a pre-planning step wherein a quick assessment of the importance -
biological, ecological and socio-economic — of Sulu-Sulawesi, as well as, identification of
pressures and opportunities were undertaken. This step was necessary in deciding if this
ecoregion would be worth the conservation investments.

¢ Biophysical Assessment — this was a detailed assessment of the biodiversity, which
characterized the SSME: important marine taxa, e.g., marine plants, corals, fishes, marine
mammals; important marine areas: e.g. habitats of important taxa, productive ecosystems,
and areas that support ecological and evolutionary processes, and marine corridors. Since
SSME is a transboundary seascape and encompasses three countries (Indonesia,
Malaysia and Philippines), biophysical assessment was done by country and then
integrated into an ecoregional assessment.

e Socio-economic Assessment — this was the assessment of the uses and users of the
resources of the SSME. This included information on policies, institutions, pressures, and
related management initiatives. Information were collected from each of the SSME
countries and then integrated into an ecoregional assessment.

e Biodiversity Vision — the 50-year Conservation Vision for SSME was developed through a
regional technical exercise participated in by leading marine scientists, resource managers,
and conservation practitioners in the SSME countries. Taking the results of the
Biophysical Assessment, the formulation of the vision involved the overlays of important
areas, and, identification of 58 priority conservation areas that represent the full range of
biodiversity and key ecological processes that sustain the SSME (Miclat and Trono, 2002).

e Ecoregion Conservation Plan (ECP) — the 10-year Conservation Plan for SSME was
developed through 12 stakeholders’ workshops: 6 local and 1 national in the Philippines; 2
local and 1 national in Indonesia; 1 national workshop in Malaysia; and 1 tri-national
workshop. Considering the results of the Socio-economic Assessment, the stakeholders
identified actions that could be implemented in 10 years as initial steps towards achieving
the Biodiversity Vision (Dumaup et al., 2003).

e Government adoption and implementation —the ECP was adopted and implemented by
the countries of SSME by virtue of a signed and ratified tri-national Memorandum of
Agreement (2006-2016). This is an important step so that the countries could integrate
SSME into their national and regional priority programs and engage partners and
stakeholders to also take actions and support priority programs.
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Lessons learned

A madification from the ecoregion approach that was adopted for SSME was the implementation of
conservation activities through collaborative efforts, while planning, and the formation of building
blocks of the in-country and transboundary mechanisms for SSME governance. Such move
demonstrated potentials for ecoregion conservation and motivated stakeholders to participate in
planning.

The formation of interim mechanisms, i.e. country Technical Working Groups and three-country
Preparatory Committee, were necessary to facilitate planning and formalize transboundary
cooperation. In SSME, formalization of cooperation was through a signed and ratified tri-national
MOU. Following MOU ratification, the Preparatory Committee ceased to function and a Tri-
National Committee was formed to oversee the implementation of the ECP at the country and
regional levels. The Tri-National Committee created three sub-committees, i.e. Marine Protected
Areas and Networks, Sustainable Fisheries, and Threatened, Charismatic and Migratory Species
(Miclat and Trono, 2008).

The ECP contained 3 country Action Plans and 1 Ecoregion-level Action Plan according to the 10
objectives that were aligned to the Biodiversity Vision. The SSME had no specific indicators for
measuring ECP implementation since the Plan itself had to be broad for it to be acceptable to the
countries. However, annual meetings of the sub-committees and annual or biannual meetings of
the Tri-National Committee were venues to monitor progress of country and ecoregional
implementation of action plans (SSME Tri-National Secretariat in Malaysia, 2008).

One of the adaptive measures undertaken by the Tri-National Committee, and facilitated by
Conservation International Philippines, was the updating of the SSME action plans to capture two
conditions that were not there when the ECP was developed: 1) the recognition of SSME as a
Priority Seascape during the 9" Senior Officials Meeting in 2013 in the Regional Plan of Action of
the Coral Triangle Initiative (www.coraltriangleinitiatve.orq) and 2) the emergence of climate
change impacts as a regional issue. The updating resulted in the development of the
Comprehensive Action Plan for SSME (ADB, 2011) that took the form of an Investment Plan,
which guided the identification of priority programs for implementation in-country and across
countries and in sourcing internal and external funding.

Note:

Lessons learned in the planning process in the SSME feed into the development of the Seascapes
General Model of the Coral Triangle Initiative on Coral Reefs, Fisheries and Food Security (CTI-
CFF).
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Annex F: Host Country’s Welcome Remarks
at the Opening of the 4" SWG Meeting

Delivered by Ms Ronnelle Panda, Deputy Director — Planning, Policy and Projects,
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources, 16 May 2017

Chair of Seascapes Working Group, Co-Chair of Seascapes Working Group, Technical Seascapes
Working Group of the CT6, Facilitators and participants.

It gives me great pleasure in welcoming you all on behalf of the Ministry of Fisheries and Marine
Resources and the Ministry of Environment, Climate Change, Disaster Management and
Meteorology and on behalf of the Solomon Islands NCC Chairs and NCC members and our partners
to the 4™ Seascapes Working Group Meeting of the Coral Triangle Initiative on Coral Reefs, Fisheries
and Food Security.

Welcome to the Happy Isles and thank you for choosing Solomon Islands to host this important
event. Solomon Islands, like all CT6, is proud to be part of the Coral Triangle because of its high
diversity in corals and fishes. However, more importantly we are unique because of our cultural
diversity. | know that you all will have very a limited time in Honiara, only a week but, | hope you will
find time to explore the cultural and social context of Solomon Islands. The challenges of exploring
Honiara though is that we have to beat the traffic. Especially with the current road developments
underway, traffic jams are expected to be bad and together with the dust and the heat, can be quite
uncomfortable to be walking around. But thankfully today, we had a little bit of rain, which cooled
down the day and also took away some of the dust. But | hope you will find time to enjoy your stay
here in Honiara.

| would also like to apologize on our part for the delayed logistics in processing visas and of receiving
delegates, especially to the delegation from Indonesia, Philippines and Timor-Leste.

The significance of seascapes as large multiple-use marine managed areas for investment and
sustainable management is noted by the CTI-CFF in its Regional Plan of Action Goal #1.

As the epicenter of marine biodiversity and migratory route of some of the endangered species in
the world, it is pleasing to note the progress and accomplishment of having a draft CTl Seascapes
Model and Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes in place which in this 4" Seascapes Working
Group Meeting will be reviewed and hopefully finalized in preparation for the 13" Senior Officials
Meeting later in the year where this framework will be endorsed. | would like to applaud the hard
work and the various inputs into the draft model and framework by the CT6 Seascapes Technical
Working Group and the Conservation International.

As the host country for this 4" Seascapes Working Group Meeting, the Solomon Islands is looking
forward to the anticipated output of this Meeting which can be aligned to our context in progressing
our national Oceansl2 initiative and our ongoing Community Based Resource Management
program. Solomon Islands is very much aware of our regional and international targets, not only as
a Small Island State but as a Large Oceans State. The Oceans12 are working towards developing
Solomon Islands Integrated Oceans Governance Policy and would need guidance and direction from

CTI-CFF 4" SWG Meeting & 2" Regional Exchange on Seascapes e 15 — 19 May 2017, Honiara, Solomon Islands | 129



such a model and framework in achieving our targets especially our commitments to achieve the
Global Sustainable Development Goal 14 objectives. Also with the upcoming UN Oceans
Conference next month in New York, Solomon Islands is also preparing for that, all for the
sustainable management and sustainable development of our marine resources and oceans for the
betterment of our people. This am sure is the same story across the CT6 countries.

There are already some CT6 countries who have implemented seascapes such as the Sulu Sulawesi
seascapes. There are those of us who are not in that stage yet, but already taking the first initiatives
of identifying our Priority Seascapes, and there are those of us who are yet to fully understand what
the context might mean to us. On that note, | hope that for the next two days, the 4" Seascapes
Working Group Meeting will be a platform of interactive learning and that our combined inputs will
produce a model and framework which is applicable across the Coral Triangle region.

Sincerely, we would also like to thank Conservation International and the Australian Government for
their support in organizing this meeting.

| would also like to take this opportunity to express my sincere thanks to the organizers and in
particular to the facilitators.

It has been a long journey working through the planning stage to the drafting stage and now we are
approaching the finalization stage and nearing the endorsement stage later this year in SOM13. We

truly appreciate your dedication.

Greetings again to the Chair of Seascapes Working Group and we sincerely thank you for your
leadership and we look forward to continuing working with you.

Finally, this is an opportune time for me to declare the 4" Seascapes Working Group Meeting
officially open and | wish all of us fruitful two days of interesting and beneficial sessions and also that

you have a pleasant stay in Honiara.

Thank you, | give you a warm welcome.
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Annex G: Chair’'s Opening Remarks at the
Opening of the 4" SWG Meeting

Delivered by Dr. Suharyanto (Indonesia), SWG Chair, 16 May 2017

Thank you, Ms Ronnelle Panda, Deputy Director — Planning, Policy and Projects, Ministry of
Fisheries and Marine Resources.

Distinguished colleagues, delegations of the CTI-CFF Seascapes Working Group from Indonesia,
Malaysia, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Solomon Islands, and Timor Leste; and development
partners from from Australian Government, Conservation International and the GIZ;

Ladies and Gentlemen, good afternoon and best wishes to you all.

With gratitude to God, Subhanahu Wa-Ta'ala, for His grace and mercy given to all of us today, so
as today, we are present here in good health at the 4" CTI-CFF Seascapes Working Group.
Welcome to all of you here in Honiara, Solomon Islands, one of the most popular tourism destinations
in Pacific Region, especially for its beautiful diving sites. Let me express my gratitude to the
Government of Solomon Islands for hosting this 4" Seascapes Working Group Meeting and the 2"
Regional Seascapes Exchange. My heartfelt gratitude goes also to the Development Partners, the
Australian Government through the Department of Environment, for supporting the Seascapes
Working Group, and also to Conservation International, and the GIZ for their invaluable support for
this meeting. We truly welcome further cooperation to enable us to continue the good work we have
been doing.

Ladies and Gentlemen, the purpose of our meeting now is to finalize the CTI-CFF Seascapes
General Model and Regional Framework for Priority Seascapes in the Coral Triangle. Then we will
endorse the final document at the 13" Senior Officials Meeting in Manila, Philippines.

The progress has been made in the development of a CTl Seascapes Model and, as the countries
of the Coral Triangle have moved into more integrated and multi-use management for tourism,
fishery, mining, transportation and maybe for maritime industry, it is important to ensure that a CTI
Seascapes Model and associated Regional Framework is aligned with each country’s needs and
context. This alignment will increase the likelihood of successful adoption and implementation within
the countries of the Coral Triangle, thus assisting the CT6 in achieving their commitments, goals and
targets at the regional, national and sub-national levels.

Looking back, we have achieved several important milestones:

¢ In May 2009 was the 15t Seascapes Working Group Meeting at the World Ocean Conference in
Manado. At that time we were still young, yes? Still beautiful.

e And then on April 16-17, 2013 was the 2" Seascapes Working Group Meeting in Sanur, Bali;

e April 8-10, 2014, the first Regional Exchange in Manila;

e September 29-October in 2015 was the mini REX for the CTI-CFF Pacific countries in Brisbane,
Australia

e December 8-10, in 2015 was the mini REX for the CTI-CFF Southeast Asia in Kota Kinabalu,
Malaysia
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e April 26-29 in 2016 was the 1%t CTI-CFF Seascapes Writeshop in Manila, Philippines and the 3
Seascapes Working Group Meeting; and

e November 30-2 December 2016 was the 2" CTI-CFF Seascapes Writeshop in Sanur, Bali

e Then now we come to this meeting.

During this meeting, we will continue to strive to lay down the foundations for the achievement of the
Goal Number 1 of the CTI-CFF Regional Plan of Action: “Priority Seascapes designated and
effectively managed.” The development of the Seascapes General Model and Framework began
with the 15' REX held in Manila on April 2014. The completion of the task has been a great challenge
considering the uniqueness of each country and the seascapes program varied widely across the
CTé6.

Just for remind us, last year on November 1%, the CTI-CFF Senior Officials Meeting in Port Moresby,
Papua New Guinea:

e Recognized the progress made at the National Level on the Seascapes Targets of the Regional
and National Plans of Action;

¢ Recognized the progress made in the development of the CTI Seascapes General Model

e Tasked the Seascape Working Group to finalize the CTI-CFF Seascapes General Model and
Framework as well as to complete the Monitoring and Evaluation Indicators by SOM 13. We do it
now. Insha’Allah, it will be finalized by this meeting. Yes?

e Tasked Indonesia, Papua New Guinea and Solomon Islands to revisit the Memorandum of
Understanding on Bismarck-Solomon Seas Ecoregion and hold discussions to advance the
implementation of the BSSE; and

e Endorsed the SWG Work Plan. We hope we have plan regarding the implementation of the model
and framework, and monitoring and evaluation for Priority Seascapes.

Ladies and Gentlemen, starting from today and tomorrow meeting, we are going to:
e Discuss and finalize the Final Draft of the CTI-CFF Seascapes Model and Regional Framework
for Priority Seascapes that will be endorsed at SOM 13; and
e Review, finalize and agree on decision making protocols which will be used in the 4" SWG and
future SWG meetings

So, let us make this meeting a meaningful and fruitful one by participating actively in all sessions
and always try to think and reflect what we can bring home in terms of learning from interactions
here and how we can apply the concept and management options in our respective countries. We
are here not only to enhance the Seascapes Document but also to more importantly to gain some
insights and understanding in order to improve and enhance our seascapes development plan in the
future.

We are confident that we will do the best to come up with a final CTI-CFF Seascapes Document as
mandated by the SOM12.

Ladies and Gentlemen, with the name of Allah, His Grace and Mercy, | hereby inaugurate the 4™
CTI-CFF Seascapes Working Group Meeting (---taps mike---) Indonesia, Philippines, Solomon

Islands, Timor-Leste, Malaysia, Papua New Guinea

Thank you very much for your attention.
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Annex H: Host Country’s Welcome Remarks
at the Opening of the 2" Regional Exchange
on Seascapes

Delivered by Mr. Joe Horokou, Director of Environment and Conservation Division of
Solomon Islands’ Ministry of Environment, Climate Change, Disaster Management and
Meteorology (MECDM), 18 May 2017

Good everyone. Co-Chair and SWG (Seascapes Working Group) members; Coral Triangle
Country Delegates; CTl Regional Secretariat Representative; Facilitators; Partners and Participants

Greetings and Welcome on behalf of the Ministry of Environment, Climate Change, Disaster
Management and Meteorology and the Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources and Solomon
Islands National Coordinating Committee.

I’'m aware that some of you have been here for the last three days attending the Seascapes
Working Group Meeting in which you have successfully completed seascape general model and
regional framework. | wish to congratulate the Chair, Co-Chair and your Working Group on this
achievement.

For us, the Solomon Islands, the Model and Framework will guide us in elevating current
efforts such as the Oceanl2 program, Marine Protected Areas program, Locally Managed Marine
Areas Network and Community Based Resource Management, to name a few.

Furthermore, at the regional level, we now have a common understanding of what seascapes
are and what they can bring to us in the region. We have a common understanding on how to
establish seascapes, whether these are transboundary and/or nationally identified, and their
effective management.

Again, | commend the dedication of all who are involved in finalizing the Seascapes General
Model and Regional Framework which sets the scene of the 2nd Regional Exchange on Seascapes
for which we are gathered here today. | am aware that some of you have just arrived from abroad to
attend and patrticipate in this workshop. Also, some of our own officers are here for this particular
workshop.

For the next two days of the 2nd Regional Exchange on Seascapes, we anticipate that
participants can be updated on the main components of the Model and the Regional Framework of
Seascapes. This will be an opportunity for all of you to interact, exchange and learn from each other.

In addition, the Regional Exchange aims to identify gaps, challenges and capacity needs to
establish and effectively implement seascape programs and initiatives. It also aims to identify how
we can communicate to others the seascapes concepts.

| am glad that you have chosen Honiara as the host to the 2nd Regional Exchange. | have
heard that some of you have enjoyed the seafood, especially the daily lunch menu of crayfish. Some
of you even went out to have crab feasts. With that | hope you will also venture out of the meeting
venue and your hotels and discover a little bit more of Honiara.

Finally, | would like to acknowledge the financial and technical support provided by all the
SWG Partners, especially the Australian Government and the Conservation International team for
your ongoing commitment to ensuring that Goal 1 of the Regional Plan of Action and the work of the
Seascapes through the SWG is realized. Thank you.

| welcome you all again and wish you all the best in deliberating the objectives set out for this
workshop.
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Tanggio Tumas.
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