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1. Opening and introduction

The neeting of the WG was opened by the chairman Svend Eri k
Ander sen, who wel coned nmenbers and observers to the sane.

Hereafter the chairman of the WG Svend Eri k Andersen inforned the
nmeeting that Niels Wchnmann woul d chair the rest of the neeting.

2. Adoption of agenda

The WG adopted the agenda for the neeting as follows fromthese
m nut es.

3. Mnutes fromthe W5 neeting, May 8 2008

The minutes fromthe WG neeting, May 8 2008, in Frederikshavn,
Denmar k, was approved

4. Kattegat RTC

By way of introduction the WG decided to split the questions rel ated
to the Kattegat and cod protection into three: i) Comments on the
proposal fromthe Swedish Institute of Marine Research and the
Dani sh DTU Aqua: ‘Proposal for Marine Protected Areas in the

Kattegat to pronote the rebuilding of the cod stock’; ii) WG
proposal ‘Proposal for managenent of the fishery in the Kattegat,
Real Time Closures’; and iii) How to act and communicate the results

of the WG neeting in an optimal way.

i) Comments on the proposal fromthe Swedish Institute of Marine
Research and the Dani sh DTU Aqua: *‘ Proposal for Marine Protected
Areas in the Kattegat to pronote the rebuilding of the cod stock

The main outline of the proposal was presented for the WG

The WG concl uded, after a lengthy discussion on the several aspects
of the proposal, i.a. that it

- isinferior, inthat it focuses only on cod (even though other
fisheries are nentioned, but dealt with in a not serious
manner), something that does not fit an scientific institution

- is not broad enough to constitute the basis for a managenent
deci si on;

- lacks an inpact analysis;

- likely has to do nore with the Swedi sh environnental goals,
that the Swedish Parlianment is to review, than the CFP
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- has been hanmered out by only Swedi sh and Dani sh scienti st,
wi t hout any invol venent from German scientists and even without
any involvenment of, or even information to, the Gernan
gover nment ;

- is the result of a political agreenent between the Dani sh and
Swedi sh ministers to act in some way to protect the Kattegat
cod;

- uses the term Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) w t hout nenti oning,
even with a world, that if so is several procedurals rules has
to be foll owed; and

- does not take into account the existing nanagenent system

Bengt Kamark clarified that the proposal is only a scientific one,
i.e. not a proposal fromthe managenent bodies. He al so nentioned
the fact that there seens to be sone sort of agreenment (though not
witten) between the Dani sh and Swedi sh ministers as to the need of
sonme sort of action to protect the Kattegat cod. He al so nentioned
that the ministers will nmeet in the near future for further

di scussi ons on the topic.

Anne Mette Bak Jespersen nmentioned that the regulation in the
scientists’ proposal is intended to be national, i.e. not a
regul ation within the CFP

The opinion of the WG was that the regulation on the protection of
the Kattegat cod has to be placed within the framework of the CFP.
The reasons behind this position were in principle two: i) since it
is a coompbn area a conmon regulation is proper; and ii) due to
reasons of legal clarity.

ii) W5 proposal ‘Proposal for managenent of the fishery in the
Kattegat, Real Tinme C osures’

M chael Andersen presented ‘ Proposal for nmanagenent of the fishery
in the Kattegat’ (enclosed) for the W&

Niels Wchmann stated that it is of outnost inportance to have the
regine stating 1 day = 2,5 days for the Kattegat thrown out, and
that tine nowis ready for the governnments to give responsibility in
the hands of the fishernmen (to set up and run a committee as
outlined in the proposal).

Henri k Svenberg pointed out the fact that now three priorities are
the ones inportant: i) to reach consensus on a comon proposal from
the W5 ii) that the proposal should be a valid alternative to
‘Proposal for Marine Protected Areas in the Kattegat to pronote the
rebuil ding of the cod stock’; and iii) that that proposal has to be
such in nature that it is possible to have it in force from February
2009.
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Lot har Fi scher expressed his opinion that RTCis a good solution and
that he is strongly against permanently cl osed areas.

After a lengthy discussion the WG deci ded to adopt ‘ Proposal for
managenent of the fishery in the Kattegat, Real Tinme C osures’.

The WG al so decided to include in the proposal that fishing using a
sorting grid shall be excluded fromthe closures follow ng from
protection of juveniles, since that fishing does not catch any cod.

iii) How to comrunicate the results of the WG neeting in an optina
Way

The WG concl uded that the ‘Proposal for managenment of the fishery in
the Kattegat, Real Time Closures’ has to be dealt with at the ExCom
neeting in York, Cctober 29 and 30.

The WG furthernore di scussed how to spread infornation in an optina
way of the ‘Proposal for nmanagenent of the fishery in the Kattegat,
Real Time d osures’.

5. Cod recovery (kWdays)

Svend Eri k Andersen rai sed serious concern as to the conseqguences
for the fishing in the Kattegat if the runoured | egislation is put
in place.

Henri k Svenberg nentioned that discussions are going in Sweden as to
what to do as to kWdays.

Lot her Fischer stated that discussions are ongoing and that Gernmany
next year will introduce a kWday order

Bent Pallisgaard infornmed the W5 on the fact that discussion wll
conti nue next week in the Council WG

6. Technical rules

The WG di scussed, froman overall perspective, the technical rules
applicable for the Kattegat and Skagerrak area.

The opinion of the Wsis that the rules applicable in the North Sea
per se is not applicable in the Kattegat and Skagerrak area.

After a discussion on several aspects hereof the W5 decided to
constitute a focus group, consisting of two fishernmen from Dennark
and two fishernen from Sweden. The task of this focus group shall be
toreviewin detail the technical rules applicable for the Kattegat
and Skagerrak area and propose changes.
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7. | CES advi ce 2009

M chael Andersen informed the WG of the rel evant advices from | CES.

8. Swedegas/ Gassco gaspi pel i ne

A di scussion took place as to the Swedegas and Gassco gaspi peline.

It was concluded that no fishing bans in this perspective are
accept abl e, except for during the construction phase. The need for a
di al ogue with the conpanies in question during the whol e phase of

construction was underlined, i.a. so that correct information can be
received and spread during the construction phase of the project.

9. ACB

As to the nessage fromthe NSRAC Secretariat that funding for
today’ s neeting cannot be guaranteed, the W5 was of the opinion that
this is nost dissatisfying.

The WG concl uded the need for at |east two meeting in 2009.

10. dosing

Ni el s Wchmann t hanked the attendants for the constructive neeting
and declared it closed.

Got henburg, Cctober 21 2008

Svend Eri k Andersen Fredri k Li ndberg
Chai r man Rapport eur



