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 I. Overview 
 
 

The present document provides a summary of the discussions and information 
emanating from the fourth regional Workshop of the first round of workshops in 
support of the second cycle of the Regular Process for Global Reporting and 
Assessment of the State of the Marine Environment, including Socioeconomic 
Aspects (Regular Process), covering the region of the  
North Pacific. The Workshop was held in Bangkok, Thailand from 29 to 30 
November 2017.  

The information provided in the present summary synthesizes the discussions, 
presentations, as well as the Co-Chairs’ and Joint Coordinator’s remarks at the 
Workshop under the following overarching topics: available assessments and 
sources of information; proposed structure of the second world ocean assessment; 
additional topics for inclusion in the second world ocean assessment; priorities in 
the Workshop region; how to make the second world ocean assessment most helpful 
to policy-makers in the region; supporting contributions to the preparation of the 
second world ocean assessment; capacity-building needs, including for the conduct 
of integrated assessments; and operational considerations with respect to the second 
cycle of the Regular Process. The annexes to the present summary of discussions 
provide other details of the Workshop and its outcomes, including the agenda, and 
the list of participants.   
 
 

 II. Background  
 
 

The programme of work for the period 2017-2020 for the second cycle of the 
Regular Process, developed by the Ad Hoc Working Group of the Whole on the 
Regular Process1 and endorsed by the General Assembly,2 includes in the activities 
for 2017 the holding of regional workshops to build capacity, support to the 
development of the assessment and facilitate outreach, awareness-raising and 
capacity-building, through, inter alia, the identification and collection of data, the 
identification/scoping of regional priorities and the wider dissemination of the First 
Global Integrated Marine Assessment – World Ocean Assessment I (WOA I).3 The 
workshops will also foster a wider geographical representation in the appointment 
of experts to the Pool of Experts. Subsequently, the Group of Experts of the Regular 
Process developed the “Guidelines for the first round of Workshops in 2017 to 
Assist the Regular Process for Global Reporting and Assessment of the State of the 
Marine Environment, including Socioeconomic Aspects” for the first round of 
regional workshops. The Guidelines provide for, inter alia, the purpose, objectives, 
participants and outputs of the workshops, as well as for the various operational and 
administrative considerations on their implementation.  

 
__________________ 

1 See the attachment to A/71/362.   
2 See General Assembly resolution 71/257, paragraph 299.  
3 See paragraph 8 (h) of the Programme of Work 2017-2020, attachment to A/71/362.   
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In accordance with the Guidelines, the objectives of the first round of workshops are 
to:  

(a) Provide an opportunity to present the main conclusions of the First Global 
Integrated Marine Assessment – World Ocean Assessment I (WOA I);  

(b) Enable participants to put forward their views on the scope and structure 
that should be adopted for the Assessment to be prepared in the second cycle 
of the Regular Process, which is to be completed by the end of 2020. Given 
that the General Assembly decided that the first cycle of the Regular Process 
should focus on establishing a baseline, and that subsequent cycles should 
extend to establishing trends, 4  the workshops should in particular aim to 
conclude:  

(i) What aspects of the ocean are most relevant to include in the 
Assessment to be made in the second cycle, and the extent to which it is 
possible to establish trends in relation to them;  

(ii) How the establishment of such trends can most effectively be done in 
the different oceanic regions in a standard manner;  

  (iii) How the existence of trends can in the future be evaluated;  

(iv) How risks in relation to the various aspects of the ocean can be 
evaluated, taking into account regional interests and differences;  

(v) What regional priorities should be addressed in the preparation of the 
assessment of the second cycle, bearing in mind the global ocean policy 
agenda;  

(c) Promote capacity-building within the region for which each workshop is 
held, so as to assist in creating the abilities to contribute from the region to the 
production of the assessment. In particular, the workshops should consider 
what steps might be taken to improve abilities to carry out integrated 
assessments within the region;  

(d) Explore what increased cooperation or coordination between processes 
already under way in the region could assist in providing the information 
required for the assessment(s);  

(e) Consider how assessments produced by the Regular Process can be 
structured so as to help policy-makers most effectively with their tasks; and 

(f) Consider how to improve arrangements for networking between experts and 
organizations taking part in each workshop, and the Co-Chairs of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group of the Whole, the Bureau of the Ad Hoc Working Group of the 
Whole, the Group of Experts, the Pool of Experts, the National Focal Points 
and the secretariat of the Regular Process. 

 
 

 III. Conduct of the Workshop 
 
 

__________________ 

  4 See General Assembly resolution 65/37A, paragraph 201, reaffirming the principles guiding the Regular Process and the 
objectives and scope of its first cycle in A/64/347, annexes.   
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The Workshop was held under the auspices of the United Nations, represented by 
the Division for Ocean Affairs and the Law of the Sea of the Office of Legal Affairs, 
which also serves as the secretariat for the Regular Process. It was hosted by the 
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) 
through its Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission’s Sub-Commission for 
the Western Pacific (WESTPAC), and held at the UNESCO premises in Bangkok, 
Thailand.   

The Workshop was conducted in accordance with the draft agenda (Annex 1). It was 
co-chaired by Mr. Chul Park of Republic of Korea (member of the Group of Experts 
of the Regular Process) and Mr. Somkiat Khokiattiwong (Programme Specialist, 
Department of Marine and Coastal Resources, Thailand). It was attended by the 
Joint Coordinators of the Group of Experts of the Regular Process,  
Mr. Renison Ruwa (Kenya) and Mr. Alan Simcock (United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland). Participants also included representatives from the 
Governments of Bangladesh, Cambodia, Canada, Peoples Republic of China, 
Indonesia, Japan, Malaysia, Nepal, the Philippines, Republic of Korea, Thailand, 
and Viet Nam and of intergovernmental organizations (IGOs), regional scientific 
bodies, universities and academic research institutes (see Annex 2, List of 
Participants). The United Nations was represented by the Programme Officer of the 
Regular Process. Overall, the Workshop was attended by forty-two participants, 
thirteen of whom were females. All five members of the Group of Experts for the 
region participated as well as several members of the Pool of Experts. 

The Workshop opened with welcoming remarks delivered on behalf of UNESCO 
and its IOC by Mr. Wenxi Zhu (Head and Programme Specialist, WESTPAC), on 
behalf of the United Nations, by the Programme Officer of the Regular Process, and 
on behalf of the Government of Thailand by Mr. Somkiat Khokiattiwong. The draft 
agenda for the Workshop was subsequently adopted. This was followed by 
introductions by the participants.  

Following these remarks and introductions, the secretariat of the Regular Process 
gave a presentation on the current developments in global ocean policies and on the 
background to the Regular Process and its outputs. In the ensuing discussion, the 
importance of making the linkage between science and policy and national 
implementation by translating scientific information into policy-relevant language in 
a concise and actionable manner was noted. It was also noted that in order for the 
efforts of the scientific community to be useful, strong political support was needed 
from Member States.  

Mr. Ruwa, Joint Coordinator of the Group of Experts, then gave a presentation on 
WOA I, including a discussion of the strengths and weaknesses of the Assessment. 
The presentation covered the history and the preparation of WOA I, the main 
conclusions and the identified knowledge and capacity-building gaps. The 
presentation highlighted the fact that during the preparation of the first Assessment, 
there was no effective cooperation with regional intergovernmental organizations, 
including with regard to the nomination of experts to the Pool of Experts. It also 
brought to light the fact that there was no effective communication mechanism with 
the members of the Pool of Experts to keep them engaged in the process, thus, 
contributions to WOA I were marked by a low level of participation. The ten main 
themes of WOA I were presented which cover the following: climate change, marine 
biota, food security and safety, patterns of biodiversity, use of ocean space, inputs of 
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harmful material, cumulative impacts, distribution of ocean benefits, integrated 
management, information and capacity gaps. 

Participants were invited by the Co-Chairs to take note of the “Abstract of views on 
Lessons Learned from the First cycle of the Regular Process for Global Reporting 
and Assessment of the State of the Marine Environment, including Socioeconomic 
Aspects, prepared by the secretariat” which, inter alia, brought to light some of the 
weaknesses of the Assessment, including regarding the content of the chapters and 
aspects related to its preparation.  

Mr. Simcock presented on draft elements for discussion on the scope and structure 
of the assessment of the second cycle (draft elements). He noted that the ninth 
meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group of the Whole decided on preparing one 
comprehensive assessment. He also observed that the “cubist approach” to the 
information presented in WOA I resulted in less integration than desired and that the 
preparation of the second assessment would need a more integrated approach. He 
noted that the regional workshops were expected to contribute to determining how 
to do this.  

Mr. Simcock then presented on the possible structure of the assessment to be 
prepared under the Regular Process in the second cycle. and introduced the draft 
“Elements for discussion on the scope and structure of the assessment (or 
assessments) to be carried out in the second cycle of the Regular Process, prepared 
by the Group of Experts” (draft Elements) which are organized under the following 
Parts: Part 1-Summary; Part 2-The ocean and its general ecosystem services; Part 3-
The food web; Part 4- The coastal and shelf areas, and Part 5-The open ocean. He 
further emphasized that the organization of the content needed to be useful for 
policy-makers. He observed that the Driver-Pressure-State-Impact-Response 
(DPSIR) framework had been proposed as an alternative by participants in the 
regional Workshop held in Auckland, New Zealand from 18 to 19 October 2017. Mr. 
Simcock noted the difficulty in separating the impact of human activities from the 
state of the marine environment, noting that the proposed elements were informed 
by a concern that since WOA I did not adequately address the integrated aspect, the 
second world ocean assessment could suffer a similar challenge.  

These presentations were followed by presentations by a number of participants 
under the agenda item on the review of assessments carried out since 2012 or to be 
carried out between 2017 to 2020 in order to identify how the second world ocean 
assessment under the Regular Process can best build on them; and by discussions in 
break-out groups on the possible structure of the assessment of the second cycle; 
regional priorities for consideration in the preparation of the second world ocean 
assessment and on how to make the assessment of the second cycle more helpful to 
policy-makers in the region, including with respect to the implementation of the 
United Nations 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development (2030 Agenda). 
Presentations made available for distribution will be posted on the Regular Process 
homepage (www.un.org/depts/los/rp) in due course. 

Subsequent discussions in plenary focused on possible steps which may be 
undertaken within the region to support contributions to the second world ocean 
assessment; on the capacity-building needs and opportunities relevant to the 
science-policy interface and how the activities undertaken during the second cycle 
of the Regular Process may contribute to this end; on how capacities to achieve 
integrated assessments of the marine environment can be improved; and on what 
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steps could be taken, either within the region or at a global level to improve the 
information available for the second world ocean assessment and future 
assessments. 

The Workshop concluded with the Co-Chairs presenting their summary of the main 
elements that emerged from the Workshop, followed by closing remarks by the Co-
Chairs of the Workshop and the WESTPAC representative. The representative from 
the secretariat of the Regular Process also made closing remarks on behalf of the  
United Nations. 
 
 

 IV. Summary of discussions 
 

The discussions which took place under the various agenda items were largely 
cross-cutting in nature and provided for an important source of information to be 
considered during the implementation of the second cycle of the Regular Process, in 
particular for the preparation of the second world ocean assessment. These 
discussions have been summarized below under various overarching cross-cutting 
themes.  

 

A. Consideration of the available and ongoing assessments and sources of 
information  

Workshop participants provided information on the various assessments carried out 
since 2012 or to be carried out between the period 2017 - 2020 and on other sources 
of information within the region which may be of relevance to the preparation of the 
second world ocean assessment.  

The presentations in general covered the following: overall efforts in the region in 
advancing ocean knowledge contributing to the world ocean assessment; regional 
data analysis of coral reef monitoring; a summary of “The State of the Marine 
Environment of the NOWPAP region (2007)” which was noted to include 
information on socioeconomic problems as well as providing alternatives to address 
them; ecosystem status reports; regional and national “State of Oceans and Coasts” 
reports which use a DPSIR analysis of the ocean as natural capital; socioeconomic 
assessments which included ecosystem services related to economic valuation i.e., 
direct/indirect use value, optional or existence value; resources valuation assessment 
(though the question remained on how to value cultural ecosystem services); 
assessments of the Sulu Sulawesi sea; the United Nations/Global Environment 
Facility Seagrass and Dugong project expected to end by 2018; assessments on 
fisheries, aquaculture, seagrass ecosystems, marine disaster; an assessment on the 
“State of the seas of the Republic of Korea” which was prepared to support WOA I 
and contains similar topics, including knowledge gaps, as well as suggestions on, 
inter alia, the need for long term monitoring data; exploration, mapping and 
assessment of deep water areas in the Philippines (Benham Bank 2016 Expedition). 
The importance of citizen science was also noted. 

As a way forward, participants were requested to contribute information on other 
relevant assessments by filling out a form to be circulated by WESTPAC and 
submitted to the secretariat.   
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B. Consideration of the proposed structure and focus of the second world 
ocean assessment 

Several points were raised throughout the discussions with respect to the structure 
of the next assessment, particularly in comparison to that of WOA I. Participants 
observed that WOA I was based on the DPSIR framework and the question was 
raised whether this structure had influenced policy-making in any way, and whether 
the proposed new structure would generate sufficient impetus for action. It was 
noted that the policy prescriptive nature of WOA I meant that though the findings 
were policy relevant, there could be no policy analysis and no recommendations. It 
was observed that the challenge of the next assessment would be to assess trends 
following the baseline established by WOA I, let alone the different structure of the 
second world ocean assessment from WOA I. A question was raised as to how the 
gaps in the baseline established by WOA I would be addressed in the second world 
ocean assessment. It was noted that the second world ocean assessment would need 
good data sources across all the ocean regions, and that it should include chapter 
references to relevant chapters in WOA I. 

Participants discussed the proposed structure and focus of the next assessment under 
the following agreed overall themes identified based on regional priorities: “ocean 
and climate”; “marine biodiversity and ecosystem health”; “fisheries and 
aquaculture”; and “human activities and their impacts”. The summary of the 
discussions has been arranged as follows: scope and structure. 

 

Scope 

It was noted that, since the mandated scope of the next assessment was to assess 
trends, then it would be necessary to consider how to identify trends i.e., for 
regional comparison of future trends; how risks in relation to the various aspects of 
the ocean can be evaluated; and vulnerability assessment to identify those most 
vulnerable to climate change (bearing in mind the fact that Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change (IPCC) has done work on this already). It was noted with, regard 
to fisheries and aquaculture, that data is robust and internationally comparable while 
this may not be the case for other biodiversity data, and that therefore trend analysis 
is possible regionally and globally from the past to future, e.g., from FAO reports. It 
was further noted with regard to fisheries, that risk analysis is also possible through 
existing international frameworks in the North Pacific countries, e.g., the Integrated 
Fisheries Risk Analysis Method for Ecosystems (IFRAME) framework. With 
reference to water quality, it was suggested that the following steps could be taken:  
identify/agree on the indicators; identify priority parameters and substances; 
establish the baselines that have not been done before for selected/priority 
parameters and substances; and establish trends where data are available. It was 
suggested that selected substances could include nutrients (eutrophication, hypoxia), 
persistent organic pollutants, microplastics/nanoplastics, and heavy metals, e.g., 
mercury and lead). 

Overall, the point was made that a method to establish trends would need to include 
the development of indicators, establishing a baseline for indicators, checking 
statistical databases and other sources of information, and developing an 
information management system for the indicators in order to monitor and report on 
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the trends, disseminate the world ocean assessments and ensure that the assessments 
are statistically robust, and based on scientifically credible information.  

 

Structure 

It was observed that the structure proposed in the draft Elements was not entirely 
consistent and it was generally agreed that the DPSIR approach would be helpful to 
make a cross-sectional landscape of the interaction of sections and sub-sections, and 
more suitable to assisting policy-makers. With regard to the DPSIR framework, it 
was observed, for example, that food security and ecosystem health are drivers, 
while climate change is a pressure which influences distribution/phenology of 
fisheries stock/aquaculture production with an overall impact on fisheries, with 
possible responses being as the development of marine protected areas and 
ecosystem-based management. 

The following specific proposals were made on “ocean and climate”: 
 
(a) Part 2 – The ocean and its general ecosystem services should be reorganized as follows:  

 2.1 Sea temperature (causing coral bleaching and others)  
 2.2 Sea salinity  
 2.3 Dissolved oxygen (anthropogenic, HAB –hypoxia)  
 2.4. Ocean circulation  

o 2.4.1 Upwelling – impact on primary production, biodiversity, 
fishery and aquaculture  

o 2.4.2 Boundary current  
o 2.4.3 Basin-scale circulation  
o 2.4.4 Eddies  
o 2.4.5 Sea ice  

 2.5 Stratification and mixing  
 2.6 Sea level rise  
 2.7. Ocean acidification (related to the absorption of carbon dioxide into 

the ocean). 
 

(b) It was also noted that Part 2 should consider how risks in relation to the various 
aspects of the ocean can be evaluated and should include the following: 
 Sea food security (decrease of biodiversity in coral reefs due to coral 

bleaching and in mangrove forests and seagrass meadows due to sea level 
rise);  

 Coastal erosion and coastal flooding due to sea level rise and storm surge; 
and 

 Vulnerability assessment to identify the greatest vulnerability to climate 
change. 

 

It was generally observed with regard to “marine biodiversity and ecosystem 
health”, that there was an inadequate emphasis on socio-economic aspects. The 
following specific suggestions were made:  

(a) A new subsection or more descriptions concerning socioeconomic aspects could 
be considered; 
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(b) Part 3-The food web is redundant and should be integrated into Parts 4- Coastal 
and shelf seas and 5-The open ocean, since, for example, primary production is 
relevant to both coastal and shelf areas as well as to the open ocean; 

(c)  The use of geographical distance as a clear criterion is preferable. This being 
the case, there could be room for a new Part 3 dealing with pressures; and 

(d) The following structural changes could be considered:  

 Part 2 could cover Drivers/Pressures/ State;  
 Part 3 could cover State/Impacts;  
 Part 4 could cover State/Impacts/Responses; and 
 Part 5 could cover Impacts/Responses.  

 

Regarding “fisheries and aquaculture”, a number of general comments and structural 
suggestions were made: 

(a) Include transboundary ecosystems between (Part 4 and Part 5), e.g., migratory 
species (fish, birds, mammals, turtles, etc.) drifters, and algae community;  

(b) Other suggestions were made as follows: 

 Add Fish stock propagation; 
 Part 3.2. should be “Primary or/and secondary production;”  
 Parts 3.3 (Fish stocks and propagation);  
 Retain Part 3.4. (Shellfish stocks); and  
 3.5 (Capture fisheries) should be integrated into one section.  

 

Finally, on the issue of “human activities and their impacts” the following 
suggestions were made: 

(a) Group human activities (drivers and pressures) into Parts 4 and 5 and identify 
which ones have a higher possibility to establish trends as well as which ones 
are most relevant for the region;  

(b) A new sub-section or more descriptions dealing with “state” should be 
introduced;  

(c) Part 4.2 Impacts could include the following subsections: 
 4.2.1 Water quality; pollution – impacts on health, water and food security, 

fisheries and tourism, amenities, biodiversity, etc.;  
 4.2.2 Impact on fish stocks; 
 4.2.3 Biodiversity and habitat loss; 
 4.2.4 Declining primary production; 
 4.2.5 Coastal erosion and sedimentation; 
 4.2.6 Alien and invasive species; and  
 4.2.7 Other impacts (from emerging industries). 

 
(d) Alternatively, Part 4.2 should cover “impacts”, cutting across Parts 3, 4 and 5; 

(e) A new Part 4.3 on “Response Management” should be introduced which could 
cover issues such as area-based management tools (marine protected areas, 
marine spatial planning, particularly sensitive sea areas and integrated coastal 
zone management); ecosystem-based management; co-management of habitats 
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and alternative livelihoods; solid waste management, waste water management, 
toxic and hazardous waste; capacity-building; financing and incentives and the 
science-policy interface. 

(f) A new Part 5 on socioeconomic aspects (dealing with impacts and responses – 
human activities) should be introduced, but not limited to, the following 
subsections: 

 5.1 The trade in fish products and other food from the sea; 
 5.2 Aquaculture installations; 
 5.3 Tourism and recreation; and 
 5.4 Area-based management. 

 
C. Consideration of additional topics for inclusion in the second world ocean 

assessment 

 
Various global topics to consider for possible inclusion in the second world ocean assessment were 
identified throughout the Workshop proceedings. These topics included the following:  
 

 Water quality; 
 Pollution; 
 Impact on fish stocks; 
 Biodiversity and ecosystem health; 
 Glaciers and ice sheets; storms and storm surges together with sea-level 

rise; acidification and deoxygenation; 
 Particularly Sensitive Sea Areas (to replace domestic maritime transport 

measures); 
 Marine debris and sediment inputs;  
 Megacities as well as submarine cables; and  
 Distinguish the usage of shipping from maritime transport. 

 

D. Consideration of priorities in the Workshop region 

It was generally noted that regional priorities should be considered in a global 
context and it was highlighted that in considering priorities for the region, the 
relevance to Sustainable Development Goal 14 (SDG 14) (regional and global) 
should be factored in. Participants provided the following topics as current regional 
priorities for the Workshop region which might warrant consideration in the context 
of the preparation of the second world assessment.  

 Food security; 
 Climate change and ocean acidification; 
 Biodiversity and ecosystem health; 
 Environmental integrity – water quality, eutrophication, sedimentation, 

contaminants, marine debris, heavy metals; 
 Use conflicts leading to habitat replacement and/or degradation e.g., land 

reclamation versus intact coastal habitats; the establishment of marine 
protected areas versus local livelihoods; and 

 Illegal, unregulated and unreported (IUU) fishing. 
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E. Consideration of how to make the second world ocean assessment most 
helpful to policy-makers in the region 

In addition to the points summarized above in the context of the proposed structure 
of the second world ocean assessment (section B), the present section summarizes 
additional relevant points raised during the course of the Workshop relating to how 
to make the second world ocean assessment relevant to policy-makers in the region. 

 

Linkages with other processes 

It was noted that one of the advantages of the assessments prepared under the 
Regular Process was the integrated aspect, notwithstanding the weak engagement 
with policy-makers during the preparation of WOA I. The issue of how to improve 
the uptake of WOA was considered to be instrumental in providing a clear direction 
for the second, and even future world ocean assessments. 

In order to make the second world ocean assessment most helpful to policy-makers, 
it was suggested that it would be necessary to clarify the linkages between the 
respective parts and sub-sections and the respective SDGs under the 2030 Agenda 
(particularly its Goal 14) which has successfully engaged countries to get motivated 
and engaged; the work pursuant to Assembly resolution 69/292 on the development 
of an international legally binding instrument under the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea on the conservation and sustainable use of marine biological 
diversity of areas beyond national jurisdiction; and other United Nations oceans-
related processes (e.g., by adding an icon or using infographics to show the general 
landscape). An observation was made that the convening power of the United 
Nations General Assembly as the main deliberative body of the United Nations 
presented an opportunity to foster linkages and science-policy interface. 

It was also suggested that the relevance of sub-sections of the next assessment to 
national challenges be made clear in order to motivate a bottom up approach and get 
policy-makers buy-in to the process. 

One of the possible obstacles to making the second world ocean assessment helpful 
to policy-makers that was noted are the disparities in the regions with regard to 
standardization, collection and dissemination of information. It was noted, for 
example, that in June 2017, the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations (FAO) organized a Coordinating Working Party on Fishery Statistics in 
Copenhagen in order to standardize information collected, and to ensure that some 
gaps in time series observations are addressed and that standards of data and 
information mapping are consistent. It was noted that the next FAO’s Fishery 
Statistics meeting (2018) will continue to review this issue.  

 

Outputs/Format 

A number of suggestions were made with regard to tools that could be employed to 
effectively communicate and disseminate the second world ocean assessment to 
policy-makers and other stakeholders. In that regard, participants noted that 
infographics, policy briefs, case studies and on-the-ground examples with practical, 
doable, workable options could be useful. It was also noted that it was important for 
the output(s) to demonstrate to policy-makers the benefits, in monetary terms, to 
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their constituents of action and the value of the oceans, and the coastal and marine 
ecosystems. Further to this, the importance of highlighting to policy-makers the 
economic benefits of action e.g., contribution to the economy, income, jobs, 
recreation and welfare, contribution to shoreline protection, carbon sequestration, 
climate regulation, waste assimilation and demonstrating the trade-offs and costs 
was noted. Overall, there was a support for a very concise document.  

 

 

 

F. Consideration of supporting contributions to the preparation of the second 
world ocean assessment 

The present section summarizes relevant points raised during the course of the 
Workshop relating to cooperation and coordination in supporting contributions to 
the preparation of the second world ocean assessment as well as to the Regular 
Process. 

 

Supporting processes and data sources 

Participants discussed what kind of data and data sources from assessments could be 
used to support the drafting of the second world ocean assessment. It was noted that 
in the region, each programme has its own objectives and data sources, thus the 
question was how to connect such programmes to the preparation of the second 
world ocean assessment, particularly to facilitate access by the writing teams to such 
data.  

Participants noted that a climate change vulnerability assessment being prepared by 
Bangladesh could be relevant. It was observed that the IPCC also has regular 
reporting (Assessment reports) which is based only on published documents, and the 
question was raised whether a database of all available published documents could 
be compiled to support preparation of the second world ocean assessment, bearing 
in mind that peer review material is more reliable and that an inventory of data was 
needed that writing team members could have recourse to. The question was raised 
as to the extent to which national reports could be included, subject to data 
verification.  

It was agreed that relevant regional IGOs could provide support through sponsoring 
meetings of writing teams (including by holding them back-to-back with existing 
calendar meetings) as well as by providing support for the development of 
infographics.  

 

Nomination of experts and communications 

The importance of an adequate and effective mechanism for communication to 
members of the Pool of Experts and of the writing teams in order to facilitate their 
involvement in the process was emphasized. It was noted that a dedicated website 
that would provide a platform for such communication was under development by 
the secretariat. There was very clear interest in contributing to the identification of 
dedicated experts for nomination to the Pool of Experts. In this regard, it was noted 
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that since the work of the experts is non-remunerable, there may be a need to 
consider targeting those that are retired or no longer engaged in other for-profit 
enterprises. Participants expressed an interest in continued networking as well as 
engagement with the secretariat, including through the provision of clear guidance 
for the process of constituting the full complement of the Pool of Experts. The 
importance of having a full complement of the Group of Experts was highlighted as 
well as of designated national focal points for the Regular Process. 

 

Key milestones for the second cycle 

With regard to next steps, Mr. Alan Simcock provided an indicative outline of key 
milestones for the second cycle, noting that the Group of Experts would, based on 
the feedback form the five regional Workshops, prepare a proposed outline for the 
second world ocean assessment in January 2018 for consideration by the Ad Hoc 
Working Group of the Whole at its tenth meeting in February/March 2018. He noted 
that the writing teams will start to draft in mid-2018 and that the draft of the second 
world ocean assessment was expected to be completed by mid-2019 and the peer 
review process would be completed by the end of 2019. This would be followed by 
a review by Member States which was foreseen to end by early 2020. He noted that 
a translated version would need to be ready by June 2020, in order for the 
complete/finalized draft to be ready by the fall of 2020 for consideration by the Ad 
Hoc Working Group of the Whole on the Regular Process, and afterwards for 
consideration by the General Assembly later in the fall of 2020. Participants noted 
that the indicative timeframe for the actual drafting would be about 15 months, and 
that consequently, there would need to be a timetable for the finalization of the 
preparation of the second world ocean assessment to facilitate continued 
engagement of experts from the region. 

 

G. Consideration of capacity-building needs and opportunities, including for 
the conduct of integrated assessments 

The present section summarizes relevant points relating to capacity-building that 
were raised during the course of the Workshop.  

Participants took note of the efforts in WOA I as well, as in the lessons-learned 
process to recognize the importance of capacity-building. It was noted that a number 
of capacity-building activities were underway in the region, such as the continued 
efforts of UNESCO/IOC, through WESTPAC, in developing regional and national 
capacities for marine research via its Regional Training and Research Centers 
(RTRCs) and tailored training programmes held on a rotational basis in Member 
States, a two-year graduate school programme for a professional certificate being 
offered at the Graduate School of London Protocol Engineering Master of Project 
Administration, and from March 2018 at the Korea Institute of Ocean Science and 
Technology. Other programmes mentioned were the establishment of a research and 
education network on coastal marine science in Southeast Asia under the Japan 
Society for the Promotion of Science; and a recently established World Fisheries 
University Programme at the Pukyong National University, Korea (a two-year pilot 
project started in September 2017 for a master and doctorate in Fisheries and 
Oceanography).  
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It was noted that capacity-building should be needs-driven and should promote the 
participation of young scientists. It was also noted that WESTPAC could play a role 
in linking relevant capacity-building activities to the Regular Process, which could 
feed into the development of a comprehensive plan to ensure that relevant capacities 
are being developed. Information was provided on WESTPAC’s Regional Training 
and Research Centers, “training through research” programmes and how it involves 
early career scientists e.g., through the technical and financial support provided for 
their participation in various WESTPAC research programmes and activities. Other 
examples were the North Pacific Marine Science Organization (PICES) young 
scientists’ conference co-sponsored by the International Council for the Exploration 
of the Sea, and its summer schools with beneficiaries open to all (not only member 
States). It was noted that regional organizations such as PICES could provide ocean 
observations workshops to ensure the harmonization of approaches and standards 
which could contribute to the development of more relevant data sets.  

The importance of considering the needs of landlocked least developed countries 
(some of which have a large number of seafarers as well as fleets), as well as those 
of other developing countries, in order to achieve a more integrated product, in 
particular from the socioeconomic perspective, was emphasized.    

Following the provision of information by the secretariat on the proposed 
multistakeholder dialogue and capacity-building event, it was suggested that, since 
the Regular Process is cyclical in nature, the second world ocean assessment should 
be supported by a monitoring programme to evaluate progress which could include 
face-to-face dialogues, knowledge mapping systems – who is doing what – to create 
a knowledge community of producers of knowledge; users (policy-
makers/managers) and intermediaries (between knowledge source and user). 

Different types of capacity needs were identified such as, capacity to undertake 
assessments, particularly, integrated assessments and to use the products of the 
assessments. To achieve integration in the preparation of the second world ocean 
assessment, it was suggested that social science experts review natural science 
sections and vice versa. It was also suggested that the Group of Experts could 
consider preparing guidelines on what an integrated assessment should look like in 
order to assist experts at the national level, with a possible recourse to fisheries risk 
assessments which tend to be more integrated. The need for capacity to develop 
software to access assessments was also suggested, as well as developing tools for 
the effective valuation of services. 

Participants agreed to provide more input to the secretariat on the development of 
the programme for the capacity-building event following the Workshop.  

 

H. Operational considerations with respect to the second cycle of the Regular 
Process  

The present section summarizes relevant points raised during the Workshop relating 
to operational considerations with respect to the implementation of the second cycle 
of the Regular Process, in particular, the preparation of the next assessment.  

It was well noted that WESTPAC had provided technical support to the regional 
workshop held in Sanya, China, and organized in partnership with the United 
Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) Regional Seas Programme a regional 
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capacity-building workshop on integrated ocean assessment during the first cycle of 
the Regular Process, and observed that in its role to advance marine science 
development and cooperation, it remained ready to provide support to the second 
cycle and its outputs. 

Discussions on this point involved the consideration of what steps could be taken, as 
a way forward, either within the region, or at a global level, to improve the 
information available for the second world ocean assessment. It was generally 
agreed that there was a need for a clear understanding of the structure first in order 
to provide relevant information. 

The need to develop relevant indicators to identify trends was reiterated. An 
observation was made that due to the time constraints for the actual drafting of the 
second world ocean assessment, it may be more suitable to compare lower-level 
trends. It was noted that priority areas need to be identified and that a data quality 
standard should be established and a database compiled, including with the 
assistance of relevant regional bodies. It was also noted that the valuation of 
ecosystem services is crucial (including the cultural dimension, e.g., spiritual 
benefits) and that the provision of policy-relevant scenarios should be at the 
forefront in order for conclusions to be widely accepted.  

As a way forward, it was noted that the Group of Experts could, at their next 
meeting, consider the establishment of a dedicated task force on the development of 
relevant indicators, with a mandate to conduct a feasibility study on indicators as 
well as their associated time scales/time frames. It was suggested that focal points 
could be appointed from among the Workshop participants to determine what 
information could be relevant to the preparation of the second world ocean 
assessment.  
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ANNEX 1: Draft agenda  

REGULAR PROCESS FOR THE GLOBAL REPORTING AND ASSESSMENT OF THE MARINE 

ENVIRONMENT, INCLUDING SOCIOECONOMIC ASPECTS 
Workshop to support the Regular Process: Bangkok, 29 – 30 November 2017 

(North Pacific) 

First day – Wednesday 29 November 2017 

1. Welcome addresses.  

2. Adoption of agenda for the Workshop.  

3. Presentation by a representative of the secretariat of the Regular Process on 
current developments in global ocean policies.  

4. Presentation by Renison Ruwa (Joint Coordinator of the Group of Experts of the 
Regular Process) or a member of the Group of Experts of the Regular Process on the 
First Global Integrated Marine Assessment – World Ocean Assessment I, and 
discussion of the strengths and weaknesses of the Assessment.  

5. Presentation by Alan Simcock (Joint Coordinator of the Group of Experts of the 
Regular Process) or a member of the Group of Experts of the Regular Process of a 
document on the possible structure of the assessment or assessments to be prepared 
under the Regular Process in the second cycle, running until the end of 2020.  

6. Review of assessments that have been carried out in the North Pacific since 2012 
and that are proposed to be carried out within the region in the period 2017 – 2020, 
in order to identify how the assessment(s) under the Regular Process can best build 
on them.  

Participants in the workshop are requested to be prepared to make short 
presentations on the assessments with which they have been concerned.  

7. Establishment of break-out groups.  
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The purpose of the break-out groups is to enable as many people as possible to 
contribute to the discussion. The membership of the break-out groups could be by 
area or by discipline.  

Lunch-break 

8. Break-out groups meet to discuss:  

(a) Possible structures of the assessment(s) of the second cycle;  

(b) Regional priorities for the assessment(s) of the second cycle;  

(c) How to make the assessment(s) of the second cycle most helpful to policy-
makers in the region with their tasks, including implementing the 2030 Agenda.  

Second day – Thursday 30 November 2017 

9. Report-back session for the break-out groups and discussion of their conclusions.  

10. Consideration of what steps might be taken within the region in the period 2017 
– 2020 to support contributions to the assessment(s) under the Regular Process in 
the second cycle. This consideration will be broken down into separate discussions 
of:  

(a) What increased cooperation or coordination between processes already under 
way in the region could assist in providing the information required for such 
assessment(s);  

(b) What can be done in relation to issues on which relevant data and/or information 
is known to be available for the region or parts of it, but where it has not been fed 
into any assessment;  

(c) What can be done to provide data and/or information by 2020 on issues relevant 
to the region where data and/or information are currently lacking;  

(d) How to improve arrangements for networking between experts and organizations 
taking part in each workshop, the Group of Experts and the secretariat of the 
Regular Process.  

Lunch-break 

11. The secretariat of the Regular Process will present information and material 
relevant to the database on capacity-building needs and opportunities and to the 
Capacity-Building Partnership Event and Multi-Stakeholder Dialogue (to be held 
later in 2017), as well as the identification of best practices and the role of the 
workshops and participants therein in awareness-raising and outreach.  

12. Consideration of how capacities to achieve integrated assessments of the marine 
environment can be improved.  

Participants in the workshop are requested to be prepared to make short 
presentations on their ideas.  

13. Consideration of what steps could be taken, either within the region or at a 
global level:  

(a) To improve the information available for the assessment(s) of the second cycle;  

(b) To improve the information available for future assessments.  
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Participants in the workshop are requested to take account of the information gaps 
identified in World Ocean Assessment I in formulating ideas on these questions.  

14. Oral presentation by the Chair and the Joint Coordinator(s) of the main elements 
that have emerged from the workshop.  

15. Closure of the Workshop. 
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FIRST 
NAME 

LAST NAME COUNTRY / ORGANIZATION 
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3 Mr. Chang Ik Zhang Republic of Korea / Pukyong National University 

4 Mr. Cherdsak  Virapat 
Thailand / Network of Aquaculture Centers in Asia-
Pacific (NACA) 

5 Ms. Chirarat Riamcharoen 
Thailand / Marine and Coastal Resources Research and 
Development Center, Lower Gulf of Thailand 
/Department of marine and Coastal Resources

6 Mr. Chul Park 
Republic of Korea / Dept. of Oceanography, Chungnam 
National University 

7 Ms. Ejria Binti Saleh 
Malaysia / Borneo Marine Research Institute, Universiti  
Malaysia  Sabah 

8 Mr. Gil Jacinto 
Philippines / Marine Science Institute, University of the 
Philippines Dili 
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9 Mr. Hilconida Calumpong Philippines / Silliman University 

10 Mr. Hiroaki Saito PICES, The University of Tokyo 

11 Mr. Hong Son Duong 
Vietnam / Institute of Meteorology, Hydrology and 
Climate Change 

12 Mr. Indra Jaya 
Indonesia / Faculty of Fisheries and Marine Sciences, 
IPB 

13 Mr. Jae Ryoung Oh 
Republic of Korea / Korea Institute of Ocean Science 
and Technology 

14 Ms. Jillian Ooi Lean Sim Malaysia / University of Malaya 

15 Ms. Jingfeng Fan 
China / Marine Ecology Department, National Marine 
Environmental Monitoring Center, SOA                            

16 Ms. Juying Wang 
China / National Marine Environmental Monitoring 
Center, SOA                        

17 Mr. Kedong       Yin China / Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou, China          

18 Ms. 
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Ebarvia PEMSEA Resource Facility 

19 Mr. Md. Yousuf Ali 
Bangladesh / Department of Environment (DoE, Dhaka 
Division), Ministry of Environment & Forests (MoEF) 

20 Mr. Meas Rithy 

Cambodia / Department of Marine and Coastal Zone 
Conservation, General Directorate of Administration for 
Nature Conservation and Protection, Ministry of 
Environment
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Conservation, General Directorate of Administration for 
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Nepal / Permanent Mission of Nepal to the United 
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Development Center, Central Gulf of 
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Research Institute 
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Japan / Japan Agency for Marine-Earth Science and 
Technology (*Currently working at the UN 
Environment World Conservation Monitoring Centre as 
a visiting researcher)

27 Ms. Sheryl  Uy  
Philippines / Department of Foreign Affairs  
Maritime and Ocean Affairs Office 

28 Mr. Si Tuan Vo Vietnam / Institute of Oceanography, VAST 

29 Mr. Sinjae Yoo 
Republic of Korea /Korea Institute of Ocean Science 
and Technology 

30 Mr. Somkiat Khokiattiwong 
Thailand / Department of Marine and Coastal 
Resources 

31 Ms. Suchana Chavanich 
Thailand / Department of Marine Science 
Faculty of Science, Chulalongkorn University 

32 Mr. Suk Hyun Kim 
Republic of Korea / Korea Institute of Ocean Science 
and Technology 
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Southeast Asian Fisheries Development Center 
(SEAFDEC) 

34 Mr. Teruhisa Komatsu 
Japan / Faculty of Commerce, Yokohama College of 
Commerce 

35 Mr. Thanh Ca Vu 

Vietnam / Department of 
International Cooperation and Science - Technology, 
Vietnam Administration of Seas and Islands, Ministry 
of Natural Resources and Environment of Vietnam

36 Mr. Thay Chantha 
Cambodia / Ministry of Environment, Department of 
Marine and Coastal Zone Conservation 
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40 Ms. Orathai Pongruktham WESTPAC 

41 Ms. Sriswad Pannakijgarn WESTPAC 

42 Mr. Wenxi Zhu WESTPAC 

 

 



 

 

  
 

20

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


