
 

 

MINUTES 

 

WORKING GROUP 2 - CELTIC SEA 

 

The Main Conference Centre – Dublin Castle 

Thursday 05th September 2019 

13:00 – 14:00 

 

1. Welcome and introductions 

 
The Chair, Suso Lourido Garcia, opened the meeting and welcomed the members, observers and COM 

representative to the meeting.  

Apologies were received from Barrie Deas in advance of the meeting. The agenda was adopted as 

drafted. 

Action points from the minutes from the previous meeting in Ghent on 2nd July 2019 were discussed: 

1. Update of the Choke Identification Tool by the Secretariat. The update should consider both 

new information on stocks situation and a toolbox of measures that can be used to avoid the 

choke effect.  

This item is discussed under point 2 of the minutes. 

2. Advice Drafting Group to collect input/comments from members on the presented ICES advice 

to develop an advice on the fishing opportunities for 2020. (Members are invited to send their 

questions on the ICES advice to the Secretariat, who will forward to ICES) 

The ADG met on Wednesday 4th September and their proposal will be discussed in the Horizontal 

Working Group. 

3. The Secretariat to follow up on contacting ICES to recommend a working group to look at the 

effects of seismic activity on fish stocks and review the potential to harmonize exploitation 

patterns in protected areas about this. Most likely, such a working group already exists. 

The Secretariat got in contact with ICES and received a series of links in relation to the topic:  



- ICES underwater noise data portal 

- Publication “Experience and results of long-term ecosystem monitoring of seismic survey, 

drilling and oil production in Southeast Baltic Sea” 

- ICES Norwegian Sea ecoregion  -  Ecosystem overview 

The effects of other types of UW noise have been reviewed by WGMBRED (Working Group on Marine 

Benthal and Renewable Energy Developments). See latest report page 48-51 section 4.5.4 on UW 

sound. 

WGMBRED contributed towards this advice request from OSPAR, which has a section on sound and 

fish, page 46 onwards.  

ACTION: Pursue the request to ICES recommending an ICES working group to look at the effects of 

seismic activity on fish stocks and review the potential to harmonize exploitation patterns in protected 

areas. 

4. Recommend a joint meeting with the NWW MSG on proposed selectivity measures in the 

Celtic Sea and discuss further potential measures. To be proposed in the letter to be sent when 

the new presidency settles in. 

A letter of support was sent by the Secretariat to the Belgian authorities on the commencement of 

their presidency of the MSG. However, it is still not clear who will chair the MSG and who will be the 

AC contact person. 

5. The Secretariat to send members a list of selected ICES meetings (especially benchmarks on 

cod, haddock and whiting). In case a member is interested in participating on behalf of the AC, 

he/she should let the Secretariat know. 

The Secretariat will present regularly to the AC Chair and Vice-Chairs a list of upcoming meetings. 

Based on which are selected by the Chair and Vice-Chairs, the Secretariat will inform the members 

and send out requests for expression of interest to participate in these meetings. 

In response to a member’s request for clarification, the COM explained that the technical measures 

included in the Delegated Act for the Discard Plan apply unless the measures in the Technical Measures 

Regulation are more selective. 

2. Input on the draft advice ‘Addressing Choke Risk in NWW after exemptions’ for WG2 stocks  

The Secretariat presented the preliminary version of the Choke Identification Tool for 2020. The 

Secretariat had done an initial assessment of the choke risk and invited the members to provide their 

input to identify possible measures to implement to reduce the risk. 

- Haddock 7b-k: high risk choke species 

A member asked why this was marked as a high-risk choke species, since the ICES advice for 2020 is 

higher than the one for the previous year. 

It was remarked that indeed there is a huge gap between the advice for 2019 and for 2020. Such a 

situation should be avoided, as it is hard to understand and to put in place from a management point 

of view. The ICES analysis for 2020 is more realistic in terms of landings compared to the 

recommendations from 2019. However, this species is highly sensitive and the choke risk should be 

maintained high, as it is still possible that the advised TAC will not match with the reality of the stock. 

https://www.ices.dk/news-and-events/news-archive/news/Pages/ICES-launches-underwater-noise-data-portal.aspx
https://www.ices.dk/news-and-events/news-archive/news/Pages/ICES-launches-underwater-noise-data-portal.aspx
http://ices.dk/sites/pub/ASCExtendedAbstracts/Shared%20Documents/C-%20Ecosystem%20monitoring%20in%20practice%20(Co-sponsored%20by%20PICES)/C0915.pdf
http://ices.dk/sites/pub/ASCExtendedAbstracts/Shared%20Documents/C-%20Ecosystem%20monitoring%20in%20practice%20(Co-sponsored%20by%20PICES)/C0915.pdf
http://ices.dk/sites/pub/ASCExtendedAbstracts/Shared%20Documents/C-%20Ecosystem%20monitoring%20in%20practice%20(Co-sponsored%20by%20PICES)/C0915.pdf
http://ices.dk/sites/pub/ASCExtendedAbstracts/Shared%20Documents/C-%20Ecosystem%20monitoring%20in%20practice%20(Co-sponsored%20by%20PICES)/C0915.pdf
http://ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2017/2017/Ecosystem_overview-Norwegian_Sea.pdf
http://ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2017/2017/Ecosystem_overview-Norwegian_Sea.pdf
http://ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Expert%20Group%20Report/HAPISG/2019/Working%20Group%20on%20Marine%20Benthal%20and%20Renewable%20Energy%20Developments.pdf
http://ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Expert%20Group%20Report/HAPISG/2019/Working%20Group%20on%20Marine%20Benthal%20and%20Renewable%20Energy%20Developments.pdf
https://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2019/Special_Requests/ospar.2019.05.pdf
https://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2019/Special_Requests/ospar.2019.05.pdf


Moreover, if the good recruitment level in 2018 is confirmed, the situation could be difficult even if 

the TAC is doubled. This needs to be taken into account when assigning the choke risk level. 

The COM pointed out that the AC advice on this topic is very valuable and asked that the reasoning 

behind the species choke risk categorisation is explained in the document.  

A member noticed that in the Tool Spain is not listed as an impacted MS for some stocks in the Celtic 

Sea. Spain might not have a quota of these stocks, but this doesn’t mean that catches of this species 

do not impact Spanish fisheries. He also suggested to complete the table with a column indicating 

whether inter-species flexibility can be applied to the stock, as it could provide a solution for some 

choke issues. 

The Secretariat invited the members to forward in writing any suggestion to improve the Tool. 

The COM pointed out that obtaining the highest possible TAC for haddock will be quite difficult. The 

haddock stock is of importance in the cod fishery and the TAC needs to be underexploited to preserve 

the cod stock. However, there are other things that can be done, especially in the TR1 fleet, to mitigate 

discards. Maybe other technical measures can be considered. Since the mixed fisheries advice from 

ICES will be delayed this year, COM suggested the AC to work on the scenarios from the last two years. 

The Chair also invited member to stay focused on the measures available: are they adequate? Can 

they be improved?  

The COM reiterated that it is very useful to have an overview coming from the AC of the options 

available and an indication of those considered the least worst.  It’s members decision if they want to 

recommend technical measures, or temporal closures, or a change to target TAC. The COM would 

rather have this information from the AC than discussing this topic without stakeholders input. 

A member replied to COM that for this to be meaningful, industry needs to understand what the COM 

assessment of the existing measures is. This would allow for a more informed discussion to know how 

further to go to reduce bycatches. Moreover, the fleet needs to be given the necessary time to apply 

such measures: fishermen had already to deal with new measures in the Celtic Sea, it wasn’t possible 

evaluate the impact of the new measures implemented. It is very important that the COM quantifies 

the progress already made before asking for more effort from the sector.  

The COM replied that the ICES advice states that fishing mortality needs to be reduced. The AC needs 

to take this opportunity to inform the COM on which would be the least worst option to do so. 

Otherwise, the conversation will happen anyway without the AC involvement.  

The Chair invited the members to send their suggestion on possible measures to mitigate the choke 

effect to the Secretariat. He also It could be an idea to have a group to analyse the technical measures 

for mixed fisheries. 

A member intervened saying that many of the choke species in the Celtic Sea are a result of the mixed 

fisheries, particularly the 0 TAC stocks. It very difficult for the AC to identify chokes without an 

understanding of how the Council sets TACs in the mixed fisheries context: there is no information 

available on what the Council has done in the past, what it will do in the future, whether bycatch TACs 

will be used this year, whether the MSG is willing to implement the conditions to go along with that. 

Without the understanding of how TACs are set, it is very difficult to identify which chokes will occur.  

In response to this statement, it was pointed out that information on the Council work is available 

online on the Council webpage. 



3. Review of progress, summary of actions agreed and decisions adopted (Chair) 

1 Pursue the request to ICES recommending an ICES working group to look at the effects of 
seismic activity on fish stocks and review the potential to harmonize exploitation patterns 
in protected areas. 
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