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New Zealand Intervention 

4.4 Implementation 

New Zealand prefers Option I, but with modifications to reflect the important role of 

regional and sectoral bodies in implementation, and some aspects of Option II drawn 

in.   

Option I Paragraph 1: We suggest adding the concept that implementation by States 

parties could also occur through relevant regional or sectoral bodies.  

Option I paragraph 2: We suggest adding the concept of States parties ensuring 

FRPSOLDQFH�E\�WKHLU�³QDWLRQDOV´, as well as flagged vessels.  

Option I paragraph 5:  We suggest adding the concept that this adoption of 

measures by non-parties could occur through their membership in regional or 

sectoral bodies.  

Option II paragraph 2 Option A: We think this is quite useful because it provides such 

a strong statement on the content of the duty to cooperate. It would be good to retain 

that concept, in addition to option I. 

4.5 Monitoring and review 

New Zealand believes monitoring and review is integral to the ongoing effectiveness 

of the treaty. We have a general point on this section. As others have alluded to, we 

note that this section blends two very distinct types of monitoring and review with 

respect to ABMTs:  

1. Scientific monitoring and review to determine the extent to which the science-

related objectives of the ABMT or MPA, including any research and monitoring plan, 

are being met; and  

2. Monitoring and review of implementation and compliance by States parties, 

including though relevant regional and sectoral bodies, of decisions, including 

management measures associated with ABMTs or MPAs. 

We think it would be useful for the treaty to make a clear distinction between these 

two types of monitoring and review and make it very clear that the two types serve 

quite different purposes. 

On the options presented to us, New Zealand prefers a combination of Options I and 

II. Option I covers the scenario where the BBNJ treaty establishes ABMTs i.e. where 

there is no relevant regional or sectoral body, and no decision to establish one. 

Option II covers the scenario where there IS a relevant regional or sectoral body that 

has established measures.  
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Definitions 

Our preliminary comments are that we think the definitions of ABMTs and MPAs 

need to be sufficiently distinct, consistent with what the EU and US have said.  

ABMT definition: New Zealand does not have a firm view on the definition for 

ABMTs. Option 1, or a variation, may work best, as Option II may be too similar to 

what we envisage for the MPA definition. 

MPA definition: We note that the proposed definition is largely consistent with the 

,8&1�GHILQLWLRQ�ZLWK�WKH�H[FHSWLRQ�RI�WKH�³ORQJ�WHUP´�UHIHUHQFH��We are not going to 

get into specific drafting at this stage, but think it is important that the definition 

incorporates the concept of DFKLHYLQJ�³long-term biodiversity conservation 

objectives´.  

 

 

 

 

 


