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The North Sea Regional Advisory Council

Demersal Working Group

Record of Meeting

June 26th, 2008, Vigo, Spain
Rapporteur: Tony Hawkins 
Draft for Approval 

1. 
Welcome & Apologies
1.1
Barrie Deas began the meeting by thanking Nathalie Steins for the major contribution she had made to the work of the Demersal WG.  He wished her well in her new job and remarked that we would miss her a great deal.  

1.2
Barrie also thanked the Community Fisheries Control Agency and the Vigo Port Authority for arranging such an excellent venue for the meeting.  Apologies had been received from Neils Wichmann and Chris Darby.  Tony Hawkins gave a brief summary of the report of the Gothenburg Demersal Working Group meeting, and the report was formally approved.  
1.2
There were two principal items to be discussed at this meeting; the NSRAC’s response to the Commission’s proposals on cod recovery, and the NSRAC’s response to the Commission’s proposals on the reduction of discards.  Other action points from the Gothenburg WG meeting would be discussed at the next meeting at the end of July.
2.
The Commission’s proposals on cod recovery
2.1
At the last meeting, Kenneth Patterson of DG Mare had presented the Commission’s proposals on cod recovery and there had subsequently been a spirited discussion.  A small focus group had been formed to prepare a NSRAC response on cod recovery for consideration in Vigo.  The group had met on May 6th in London, and a draft position paper had subsequently been circulated by the rapporteur.  Comments had been received from members of the Demersal WG and had then been incorporated into a revised paper which was now open for discussion.

2.2
The main source of written dissent had been a paragraph which concerned the Commission’s proposal to adjust the fishing mortality by means of a factor determined by the perceived level of spawning stock biomass.  The paragraph had proposed that where fishing mortality was below the target of 0.4 but the biomass was below Blim it seemed unnecessarily harsh to aim to reduce fishing mortality still further.  However, it had been proposed that this comment should be omitted.  Its inclusion was strongly defended by Michael Andersen who suggested that it was overkill to reduce fishing mortality still further when it was already below the target, even if the spawning stock biomass was below blim.  
2.3
Others had asked for the paragraph to be removed not because they disagreed with its intent but because they were opposed to the use of biomass as an indicator.  They did not feel that biomass could be measured well enough to serve as a trigger.  It was agreed that the latter point had already been made elsewhere in the NSRAC response and that the paragraph under dispute could in fact remain as it was.  It was a separate and important point.

2.4
Christine Absil remarked that the eNGOs wished to make small adjustments to the wording of the draft paper.  Michael Andersen and Barrie Deas both pointed out that it would have been better if they had attended the Gothenburg WG and the subsequent drafting group.  If they failed to attend they could not expect to later change the conclusions reached at those meetings.  In any event, they had been given the opportunity already to comment in writing on the draft paper.  The rapporteur confirmed that comments had been received from Christine on the draft paper, and her comments had been incorporated into the new draft.  The eNGOs noted that they had already apologised for not attending the last working group meeting.  Nevertheless, because they had not been there they had not been given an opportunity to attend the drafting group.
2.5
The eNGOs main issue was with the strong wording of the paper’s comments on the latest scientific advice for cod.  They did not believe that the advice showed that spawning stock biomass was increasing ‘steeply’.  It was agreed that the word ‘steeply’ should be removed.

2.6
It was also agreed that the main flavour of the paper should be that we had entered a new phase of cod recovery.  We were, however, awaiting an update on the ICES advice, which would be published tomorrow.  In the absence of Chris Darby we should await confirmation of the advice before finalising the paragraph on the scientific advice.  It was accepted that the final wording might need to be adjusted when we received the ICES advice at the subsequent ExCom meeting.
2.7
Michael Andersen pointed out that the North Sea cod stock was not the largest in the eastern Atlantic.  The largest was the eastern Baltic cod stock.  The text of the paper was amended to reflect this.

2.8
Pim Visser noted that though the Commission had carried out an impact assessment of its proposals there had been little comment on their social and economic effects on the fishing industry and fishing communities.  It was agreed that this should be addressed by the insertion of an additional paragraph into the paper.  Barrie Deas remarked that although the assessment touched upon environmental and some social impacts the quality of those assessments was poor.

2.9
Michael Andersen asked that the final sentence of paragraph 4.1 be omitted, as F values should not be used to adjust themselves.  The change was agreed.

2.10
It was agreed that the Commission’s proposal to make weighing of all catches on-shore a requirement was not necessary at a time when rapid technological progress was being made in weighing catches at sea.  It was agreed that a statement would be inserted on this topic.
2.11
It was agreed that a new paragraph would be inserted into section 3 proposing that effort could be adjusted upwards in the event that fishing mortality was below the target value.

2.12
It was also agreed that the last sentence of paragraph 1.4 should be modified to say that the key to ensuring full cod recovery in the North Sea was to reduce discarding and promote mechanisms for avoiding the capture of cod over and above the legitimate quota.
2.13
The agreed text of the position paper on cod recovery would now be sent to the ExCom and then to the Commission.

3. 
Discards

3.1
A response was required to the Commission non-paper on the implementation of a policy to reduce unwanted by-catch and eliminate discards in European fisheries.  Papers had been prepared by the French and Dutch fishing industries and by the WWF.  Barrie Deas had produced a short synthesis of the views presented for further discussion.  It was agreed that the paper should be generally supportive of the Commission’s approach.  It should emphasise that by-catch and discards were amongst the most serious challenges in seeking sustainable fisheries.  Reducing them was part of ‘the ecosystem approach’ to fisheries management.  Nevertheless, the paper should also emphasise the need for solutions appropriate to specific fisheries.  Discards were inevitable in most fisheries and were often a consequence of existing rules. The reductions proposed by the Commission were unrealistic and might not be achievable as they stood.
3.2
The Commission had not defined what it meant by “discards” and in fact was soliciting views on whether targets should refer to all finfish and crustaceans in the by-catch or to commercial/quota species only. The NSRAC should emphasise that there was a lack of knowledge of discard rates and the factors which could affect discarding.  It would be necessary for each fishery to define what was to be included as discards.

3.3
The text was examined paragraph by paragraph and a number of further amendments agreed.  The rapporteur would produce a new draft by next Tuesday, and that would then be circulated to members of the Demersal WG and ExCom for agreement through written procedure.  It would need to be with the Commission by the end of next week.  Barrie Deas was congratulated on producing an excellent draft.

4.
North Sea Fisheries Stock Survey

4.1
Chevonne Laurensen of the NAFC Marine Centre in Shetland had asked whether she would be required to assemble the data from a repeat of the Stock Survey carried out in previous years.  The survey had been discussed at the MIRAC Meeting in Vigo and ICES scientists had emphasised its value and had hoped that it would continue/
4.2
It was agreed that the survey should continue.  National fishermen’s associations would send out the survey forms, to a template already assembled by Chevonne for 2008.  Chevonne would be asked to collate the results as in previous years for a deadline at the end of August.  The survey results would then be made available to the ICES advisory system in September.  Ann Bell agreed to seek funding for the survey.

4.3
ICES scientists had made a number of suggestions for improving the survey.  There was too little time to incorporate those changes in the current year, but we would try to make the changes next year. 

5.
Any other business
5.1
It was agreed that the Norwegians would be asked to attend the next meeting of the Demersal WG to describe the progress being made in developing reference fleets, and how the data being collected were being used to improve the science of stock assessment.

6.
Next Meeting
6.1
The next meeting of the Demersal WG would take place on the 30th July, preferably at a location close to Schiphol airport.

7. 
Action Points

	1. Before the July meeting the Secretariat will be asked to investigate the possibility of producing a sustainability initiative booklet, perhaps involving sponsors or third parties (3.25 of Gothenburg report).
	Secretariat 

	2. Before the July meeting the Secretariat will write to ICES expressing the wish of the NSRAC to participate in the new ICES advisory process, its willingness to take part in the Advice Drafting Groups and the great importance of participating in the Benchmark and Data Review Workshops (5.5 of Gothenburg report).  
	Secretariat 

	3. At the July meeting there will be a discussion on reducing discards in fisheries catching whiting.  The intention will be to produce a position paper for future talks on Annex III and the EU/Norway round, based on sound evidence from different gear trials.  (8.3 of Gothenburg report).
	Chair of DWG & Secretariat

	4. The Secretariats of the NSRAC and the NWWRAC will be asked to put together a proposal for a sponsored mini-conference with ICES to discuss the overall principles to be adopted in preparing long term management plans (9.6 of Gothenburg report).
	Secretariats of NSRAC & NWWRAC

	5. The Secretariat will write to the Commission for information on the current position with respect to a level playing field for conversion factors (12.1 of Gothenburg report).
	Secretariat

	6. The approved text of the NSRAC Position Paper on the Commission’s proposal for a Council Regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 423/2004 on the recovery of cod stocks will be sent to the ExCom and then to the Commission (2.13)
	Rapporteur and Secretariat

	7. A new draft position paper responding the Commission’s non-paper on discards would be circulated by Tuesday 31st June for agreement through written procedures.  It will need to be with the Commission by July 4th (3.3).
	Rapporteur. Members of DWG & Secretariat

	8. National fishermen’s associations will send out survey forms for the annual Fishers’ Survey to a template from Chevonne Laurensen.  The results will be collated for a deadline at the end of August.  The survey results will then be made available to the ICES advisory system in September.  The Secretariat will seek funding for the survey (4.2).
	Members & Secretariat & Chevonne Laurensen

	9. Representatives of Norway will be asked to attend the next meeting of the Demersal WG to describe the progress being made in developing reference fleets (5.1).
	Secretariat

	10. The next meeting of the Demersal WG will take place on July 30th 2008 at Schiphol (6.1).
	Chair & Secretariat
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