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This document invites ICG-MPA to comment on scientific aspects of the revised proposal for the nomination of an OSPAR MPA for a section of the Mid Atlantic Ridge/Charlie Gibbs Fracture Zone. The document also raises requests to ICG-MPA with a view to informing further discussions at HOD and OSPAR.

Background

1. Following the fast track procedure agreed by MASH 2007, WWF and the Netherlands had presented a revised proposal for the nomination of an OSPAR MPA in ABNJ to BDC 2008. That revised version sought to take into account and address the comments made in the scientific reviews by ICES and the group of deep sea scientists working with the ICG-MPA, which were commissioned at MASH 2007.

2. With regard to the outcome of the discussions at BDC, reference is made to §§ 4.28-4.45 of the (draft) summary record and the revised Terms of Reference for the ICG-MPA 2008 at its Annex 8. Accordingly, ICG-MPA 2008 is invited to comment on scientific aspects of WWF/NL’s revised proposal for the Section of the Mid Atlantic Ridge/Charlie Gibbs Fracture Zone.

3. In Annex 1 of this document, WWF and the Netherlands present the revised proposal for the nomination of an MPA for the Mid-Atlantic Ridge/Charlie Gibbs Fracture Zone. The proposal includes most recent publications, including information from the January 2008 volume of Deep Sea Research. Annex 2 presents in tabular form a synoptic overview of the comments made in the reviews and WWF’s revisions.

4. With regard to the proposal, WWF and the Netherlands raise specific requests to ICG-MPA.

Action requested

5. ICG-MPA is requested to

a. compare the proposal with published literature, to respond on any aspect of the proposal not being in agreement with published literature and to improve the proposal where adequate;

b. point out known data that are available but as yet unpublished which might be in disagreement with the data taken into account for the proposal (descriptions based on unpublished data may be added to the proposal with the remark that they are based on  information to be published soon);

c. make an inventory of all threats and potential threats to species, habitats and ecosystems within the area that are related directly or indirectly to human activities, with a particular focus on those species and habitats on the initial OSPAR list (IOL); and

d. compare the proposal with any other proposal presented to ICG-MPA that describes areas within the proposal’s area or in its proximity, with a view to adding any new information to the proposal.
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