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1. PRESENTATION OF THE ICES ADVICE FOR 2009

The ICES representative reported on the new adv@acess launched in 2008. He
said that the two key elements of this new processe transparency and
integration. He explained the main trends in thaadand detailed the status of the
stocks in the Northeast Atlantic Waters (Annexld)conclusion, he said the ICES
advice indicated that further reductions for thganty of stocks would be needed.

The Commission reminded the participants that tine @ this meeting was to
consult ACFA and RACS on the Commission’s appro@clestablish the fishing
possibilities for 2009, and said that this condidtahad been preceded by an earlier
consultation with both bodies on the Policy Stateim€&inally, it was pointed out
that the consultation was being held earlier thanpievious years in order to
improve stakeholders’ involvement throughout thecess.

The Commission added that the proposals for TAGsd®n the principles set out
in the Policy Statement, and recalled that thensifie advice and the long-term
recovery or management plans were integral partghat Policy Statement.
Moreover, the proposal was being prepared in pralith negotiations with
Norway and coastal States. It was expected to bptad on 7 November 2008.

In addition, the Commission highlighted some speaiieasures currently being
discussed with Member States that were intendetbetancluded in the 2009
proposal:

* An extension to the south of the current ban fangisleep sea gillnets. The
existing exemptions for hake and monkfish wouldttare to apply.

 The introduction of two protection areas for bluangl spawning
aggregations, applicable from March to May, durimgdnich specific
conditions would apply (such as entry-exit regidmajtation in total catch
per vessel, etc.).

» A closure of whitefish fishery west of Scotland waters shallower than
200 m as a result of the scientific advice for wigt cod and haddock. Some
exceptions would be included for fisheries catctangh species (pots, creels
and nephrops).

The Commission also gave an overview of the statplay concerning the Cod
Recovery Plan review which was being discussedhénQouncil and was intended
for political agreement at the November Counciexplained how this would affect
the allocation of effort in 2009: the main prin@pivould be to transfer from a
system of “days-at-sea” to a system of “kW-daystWinich more flexibility would
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be given to Member States to administer their efédiocations, thus allowing a
simpler system with a lesser amount of derogations.

The Commission distributed a non-paper to the gpents with a table indicating,
for the different resources covered by the Fishiygportunities regulation, the
category proposed for each stock according to thkcyP Statement and the
consequent % of change that this would requirew#s recalled that the
identification of the suitable category in which tace a stock was based on the
precautionary approach and that the limit of 15%aofation proposed by the sector
would apply in numerous cases. The Commission atéct that in a few cases
(stakes and rays, sharks) new TACs would be intreddior areas not yet regulated,
whereas in others (Cod) area changes would bedsresi. Finally, the Commission
underlined that this primary information was thesule of compiling the ICES
Advice, the Policy Statement principles and thstfininking of the Commission.

It was noted that the final Regulation on fishingportunities for 2009 would
depend on the outcome of the negotiations on thé Recovery Plan and on a
number of international negotiations. The Chairre&pressed high appreciation of
the transparency approach followed by the Commissiodistributing this non-
paper and therefore, asked the participants to thiesainformation with discretion.

In the debate that followed, participants posedumlver of questions to the ICES
representative regarding the 2009 advice. Thededad questions on Blue Whiting
stock status and management recommendations atiee ancorporation of marine
environment factors and risk evaluation in the tlgw@ent of management advice,
to which the ICES representative replied. Finalhe ICES representative recalled
that all the advices were accessible on the ICES bsiwe
(http://www.ices.dk/advice/icesadvice.asp

Following the presentation by the Commission ofntended approach to technical
measures, TAC settings and effort management, wamparticipants intervened to
present views or request clarifications.

The participants said they would like to see as@cionomic impact assessment of
the consequences for the fleet of closing whitefishery west of Scotland. They
were also concerned about the overall comprehditgibf the approach used in
advices, notably regarding the need to ensure tarbeterface between the sector
and those involved in the delivery of scientificvee@ and the need to ensure the
consistency of policies to protect the sustaingbibf both stocks and sector.
Specific concerns were expressed regarding thgramsnt of certain stocks to a
given Policy Statement categories and the correpgro TAC of change in the
non-paper, such as the sole in the English Channel.

Various interventions dealt with the rules of fistpieffort in Annex Il. In response,
the Commission representative said that the intrat@nges were essentially the
result of the review of the Cod Recovery Plan. Toenmission considered that the
Celtic sea also needed to be included in the mamageof fishing effort. He also
indicated that the reason for switching to a systéfk\W-days” was that the current
effort system was complicated, had numerous exaepi@nd had no real impact on
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reducing over-fishing. Although no impact assessmenas formally required
concerning the proposed measures to protect catfjols and whiting west of
Scotland, the Commission had made an internal atialu on this topic and
concluded that the impact on fisheries would bellsrhacause the value of the
whitefish is only a very small percentage of thkugaof the Nephrops fishery in this
area.

In reference to the consultation process, it wasedtthat the sector would have
expected some late changes in the Policy Statement result of the earlier
consultation with the stakeholders, and it was estgyl that in the future the
Commission should revise the Policy Statement aftesultation. The Commission
stated that the process was meant to allow thesvieimhe stakeholders on the
Policy Statement play a role in the way in whicle tiommission developed the
fishing opportunities proposal later in the yeandasubsequently on possible
revisions of the statement for the following yebappropriate.

Concerning the changes relating to management,ateaas proposed that TACs
for newly regulated areas would be determined enbidssis of the Member States’
involvement in each fishery. It was also suggesied the problems of transfer and
the consequences for smaller vessels be takeadetmunt.

The NGOs asked the Commission for more clarificatbo the management areas
for spurdog, on the advice concerning shark st@eid on the difference between
data and landings in the Cod Recovery Plan.

OTHER BUSINESS

None.

The Chair closed the meeting.
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