Minutes
North Western Water s Regional Advisory Council
Executive Committee
Galway
27" of June 2006

1. Welcome

The Chairman of the NWWRAC welcomed all membersgobers and the EU Commission. He
informed the meeting that Hans Lassen of ICES and Pegnbol of the EU Commission would be
joining the meeting later in the day.

- Apologies
Apologies were noted from Kara Brydson, Jesus Airidw Garcia, John Coleman and Alan Mc Culla.

- Adoption of Agenda
The Chairman asked that Barrie Deas brief the mgetn the outcome of the STECF meeting in Ispra,
Italy at the end of Agenda item 2. He also explditiet Helen McLachlan wished to make an
intervention under AOB. The Agenda was adopteti triese changes.

« Adoption of Minutes of the last meeting
The minutes of the last meeting were adopted.

2. Reportsof Meetings.

.« Meeting with the Commission on the 7" of March and the 7" of April.
The Chairman asked Barrie Deas to brief the me@tnthe outcome of these two meetings. Mr Deas
informed the meeting that discussions in thesemgetings had centred on the deepwater gillnet
fishery , the ‘pinger’, and the ‘marker buoy’ regtibns.

Mr Deas informed the meeting in case of the pirzget marker buoy issues, the Commission
acknowledged the problems with the regulationsa®re reluctant to refer the issues back to the
Council of Ministers. Mr Deas stated that there @sn an expert meeting on the pinger issue but not
yet on the marking buoy issue. The Secretariatinéal the meeting that a letter was sent to the
Commission requesting access to these meetingsydratinformed that as they were horizontal
issues, the RACs would not be invited directlyt, fmembers should seek admittance via their ACFA
representation.

Regarding the deepwater gillnet ban, Mr Deas in&mithe members that the Commission had
welcomed the NWWRAC proposals for a two-step apginda the lifting of the ban. The NWWRAC
proposal was to lift the ban immediately for vesgalgeting hake and to implement a short intensive
observer scheme to collect data on these fishévieBeas stated that the ban on the deepwater Hake
gillnet fishery was lifted at the last Council Mieg and would take effect imminently. He also
informed the meeting that data on the activitiethefmonkfish and deepwater red-crab fisheries was
currently being collected by UK and French scigsti$his data would be analysed at the next STECF
meeting in July (11-14 July 2006) and it is progbd®t this data be used to develop appropriate
management measures for these deepwater statifigieares.

Comment:
Re: Deep Water Gillnet fishery
Victor Badiola stated that he was disappointed Wity the meeting on thé"df April was conducted

and that the NWWRAC views were not supported byoteervers present. He stated that the
NWWRAC should ensure that this does not happemagai



The Chairman agreed with Mr Badiola and informeglriteeting that the issue of protocol for meetings
with the Commission would be discussed under itesn éhe agenda.

Re: Pinger and Marker Buoy regulations

Hugo Crisanto suggested that a letter be senet@tdmmission to insist that these matters be tedsi
He informed the meeting that a young fisherman déeéntly on a Spanish vessel as a direct result of
the extra gear that was now required under the endmkoy regulation. .

Dominic Rihan informed the members that BIM haveied out extensive trials on gear marking and
are also studying the various cetacean deterreittetecurrently available. The results of the riah
gear marking will be made available to the NWWRAQGHe coming weeks.

Action
It was agreed that on the basis of the BIM repodt the tragedy in Spain, a letter would be setttéo
Commission, once again urging action on these Rgguos.

- RAC Co-ordination meeting on the 22" of March and 24" of May.

The Secretariat briefed members on the outcometbfthese meetings, which were attended by
administrators of the RACs. In the meeting on t¥ &f March a number of budgetary issues arose, as
a result the Commission agreed to have a meetitigthe RACs, DG Budget and DG Fish to iron out
difficulties. At the meeting on the 94 number of options were explored. The Commispioposed

that the RACs be established as ‘Bodies Pursuirgjrarof general European interest’. This would
entitle the RACs to a constant budget and wouldmtleat the budgets would be more flexible. It

would also mean that excess budget at a year and not be clawed back.

Comment:

Miriam Garcia Ferrer of the EU Commission stateat the Commission would welcome the Executive
Committees support on this matter as the Commissimrid like to get the RACs implemented as one
of these bodies by the end of this year. Mirianoinfed members that this would mean changing the
Regulation which established the RACs but in otdeto this quickly the Commission would need
support from the RACs and Member States.

Sean O’'Donoghue recommended that the NWWRAC supipisrthange to the Regulation.

Hugo Crisanto requested further information .

Action

It was agreed that the Secretariat prepare a sgfott and would request comment from members
within two weeks of circulation. On the basis ofriments , the RACs would write to Member States
to request support for this change.

+  Report from the Chairman on the visit to Canada.
The Chairman stated that the visit to Canada wés tmeful and informative and that a report from th
Commission would be issued in due course whichbeareferred to in detail. He felt that one of the
most important aspects of the trip was that therSlud the RACs spent time with the senior offisial
of the Commission and recommended that each tfeabirector General and Senior officials spend
one day with designated members of the NWWRAC keivig progress /problems etc.

+  Report from STECF Meeting

Barrie Deas and Lorcan O’Cinnede reported on a ingpéb-9 June 2006 ) they attended on mixed
fisheries and fishing effort regimes in recoveryd amanagement plans (formerly primarily cod

recovery). Both were disappointed by the contindaxk of data available to scientists for certain

fisheries especially those involved in the recovprggrammes, but felt the meeting had been very
worthwhile and encouraged the NWWRAC to attend sueletings in future.



The outlook for the Cod stocks in the North Seastwf Scotland and Irish Sea is pessimistic and
although there had been significant reduction fareby vessels targeting Cod, this reduction stk
not considered sufficient and it was suggestedethey be further reductions in effort proposethat
December Council. Also a more rapid reductionfforefor vessels targeting Sole in Vlle, (thanttha
being considered by NWWRAC Working Group 3), isngeiecommended as a result of analysis
carried out at this meeting.

«  Consultation on TACsfor Deep-Sea stocks for 2007 and 2008
The Secretariat informed the meeting that the C@sion had invited 8 members of the NWWRAC
to attend a consultation on the TAC and quotasiéapwater stocks for 2007-2008 on th& 17uly
2006.

Action

It was agreed that a maximum of 2 per Member Stadelld be permitted to attend the meeting and
that the Secretariat would work with the NS RAGsure that the other interest groups were also
represented.

3. Reportsfrom Working Groups

Working Group 1

Bertie Armstrong chairman of Working Group 1 sumised the proceedings of the meeting on the
15" of May. Action points were agreed for the followif issues:

«  ThePresentation from the University of Plymouth on the activity at Rockall.
Action
It was agreed that the Working Group Chair and &adat would write to the University of Plymouth
seeking details on how they obtained the datathiegt presented.

+  Cod Recovery Programme.
It was agreed that in light of the STECF meetihg, Cod Recovery Programme should be discussed in
more detail at this meeting.

Comment:

On behalf of the NSRAC Barrie Deas tabled the foifay proposal: that both the NSRAC, the
NWWRAC, and the Commission jointly host a sympasian Spring of 2007 to bring together world-
class experts and all relevant stakeholders inrdodmove this issue forward.

Sean O’Donoghue stated that he could see the irahgving a symposium but that next spring was
too late and that he could only support such age®d it did not delay other initiatives that wer
being developed on a more regional scale.

Lorcan O’Cinnede stated that there is a lot o$tfiation on the ground as a result of the ongogigyd

in reviewing this recovery programme. He informied imeeting that the initiative being proposed by
the Irish Sea Working Group was still subject ofigiderable discussion between scientists,
administrations, and industry of the relevant Menf&ates, but it was work in progress that had good
momentum and it should not be delayed becausesafytimposium proposal.

The Chairman stated that the NWWRAC firmly suppattee continuing work on the cod recovery
programme in Working Groups 1 and 4 and congradl#ttose involved on the progress so far.

Barrie Deas reassured members that the NSRAC dievarat to overshadow the work going on at a
more regional level and that it should not stopuitagthe reverse - because it demonstrated to the
Commission that the RACS and the industry wereeddeery serious about Cod Recovery; however
these regionally based initiatives should be stiatithin the framework of an overall strategy that
could be developed at the proposed symposium.. tAlemcourage these two approaches it would be
enormously helpful for the Commission to proposethover’ of the current cod recovery measures
for 2007 at the December Council, rather than stuifffe ‘all too familiar’ distractions and economic
consequences of another round of cuts and reeti&ti



Jacques Bigot supported Barrie Deas in this twaged approach and agreed it was important that all
relevant stakeholders come together to considerett@very programme.

Helen McLachlan stated that whilst WWF is also firated by the delay of the review process the
NWWRAC should not be seeking to do nothing - thaa irequest for ‘a steady as she goes’ approach
for one year is made, then it must be acceptedstirae short term measures may still be necessary.

Lorcan O’Cinnede stated that while he understoedVfWF position, the difficulty with this process is
that we have gone for 5 years down this road ot cuts and it still has achieved nothingslti
time to stop and consider our bearings and to assetves is a single year or multi-year or another
management approach the correct one to take?

The Chairman agreed that it is important to stteasin proposing the NWWRAC is not trying to
avoid the issues - quite the contrary . The iddh@symposium is to try to produce a long term
management plan for cod recovery that is achieyalpié which holds the hope of moving away from
the cycle of cuts in effort and other restrictigear-on-year that have so far done little to recoosl.

Action

It was agreed that Barrie Deas, Lorcan O’CinnedkBertie Armstrong would draft a letter to the EU
Commission together with the relevant personn#téNSRAC, to propose the Symposium. It was
also agreed that this symposium should not affecptogress of the regional based programs that are
being developed by Working Groups 1 and 4 of theWRAC. These will be developed in tandem
with the preparations for the symposium.

Working Group 2

Hugo Crisanto Gonzalez Garcia gave a summary abtiteomes of the meeting of Working Group 2.
Action points were agreed for the following issues:

«  Electronic Log-books
Action
It was agreed that the Secretariat will write t8 @ommission seeking clarification on the progiss
these regulations including the implications fostfihand sales.

- TwineThickness
Action
It was agreed that the NWWRAC should write to thentnission to suggest that a more practical
approach be taken, in the form of guarantees franufacturers, to monitor mesh thickness.

«  TunaDrift Netting
It was agreed that, as this item was not resolwedea working group, it should be tabled at thewzs
Executive Committee meeting..

Michael Fitzpatrick re-presented the proposal toycaut trials on Tuna driftnet fisheries on behaflf
the Irish South and West Fishermens Producer Gsgton ( ISWFO). He stated that there is a major
anomaly in the EU Regulations on one hand theynapesing cetacean deterrent devices for all static
gear to prevent cetacean bycatch while on the ditliegrhave banned a fishing gear because of the
cetacean bycatch. Therefore the ISWFO are propasalg be carried out to assess the by catch of
cetaceans in driftnets with pingers attached.

Victor Badiola stated that he was completely oppa® this proposal and that that the credibdity
the NWWRAC would be called into question if a renjmg or even a trial of this fishery was
recommended.

Barrie Deas stated that although his organisationldvsupport the reopening of this fishery, the
credibility of the NWWRAC will be called into quésht if this is pursued now because, on one hand
the RAC has agreed that the pingers developed sodanot practical, while on the other it is
suggested that this fishery be reopened with sleeofithese pingers. He suggested that the NWWRAC
defer this issue until the technical problems tie¢ato pingers are resolved.



Jacques Pichon agreed with Barrie Deas and statiedatban on types of gear is not the way to
manage stocks and there is a need for researenCa@immission really need to work with the industry
to ensure that regulations governing the use titgaars are effective and practical because thih
rising cost of fuel these are the types of geasntany fishermen will be opting to use.

Helen McLachlan stated that the issue here is nigttbe use of pingers; the STECF report which
closed the fishery also cited birds and turtles stratks as bycatch species in these nets. Thasalani
would not be deterred by pingers. In addition tix Ran restricted nets beyond 2.5Km, and in an
economic study it was found that one Km of net weaded to sustain one crew member. It is not
economically viable to reintroduce this fishery.

Sean O’Donoghue stated that there is no mentitimeiproposal of a reopening of the fishery but that
given the new technologies developed since theazenintroduced, a trial should be done. However if
the NWWRAC feels that there is a credibility issben the trials should be deferred until such tase

a more reliable pinger is developed.

Action

It was agreed that the issue should be parkedsunth time as an effective pinger is producedhén t
meantime the Chairman has requested that all séflest on this issue. The proposal that is being
made is perfectly legitimate and it will be recalesed when the technologies have been adequately
developed.

It was also agreed that Helen McLachlan would sy STECF report to the Secretariat for
circulation.

Working Group 3

Daniel LeFevre and Jim Portus gave a summary obtheomes of Working Group Action points were
agreed for the following issue:

- Scallop Management
Action
It was agreed that a meeting on scallops shoulielzkin September. The Secretariat will work with
Working Group 3 to organise this and will requéstttMember States provide data for this meeting.

- Sole Recovery
In light of the recent STECF meeting it was agréed the Sole recovery programme should be
discussed in more detail here.

Jim Potus presented the proposal from Working G®apd asked that the Executive Committee
endorse this paper and send it to the Commissigo@s as possible. In summary the paper proposes a
multi-annual plan for the management of Sole witlteeged reduction in effort to achieve a fishing
mortality of 0.31. In light of the recent effedstrictions the next effort cut should not be mad#g!

2009.

Barrie Deas acknowledged that a lot of work hasifkme by this group to develop these proposals
but warned that when considering the STECF adWieetommission would simply ignore the
proposed NWWRAC recommendations and hence thisafiagt the NWWRAC credibility. Barrie
suggested that rather than submitting a proposaattie NWWRAC should engage the Commission to
develop this issue with them.

Jim Portus agreed that this was a draft propodastated that it had been arrived at after conalaler
consultation with DEFRA and CEFAS. In addition STEERas already agreed that a target of 0.31 is
justifiable. He further stated that he would behafo work with the Commission on this but thatréhe
may be some delay in the process because of tiissiegggested that the paper be forwarded and the
Commission be invited to suggest amendments if thieyt was necessary to do so.



Action
It was agreed that the paper would be submittedtzatdthe Commission would be invited to work
with the NWWRAC to progress this issue over the icgmmonths if need be.

Working Group 4

Lorcan O’Cinnede informed the meeting of the pregref Working Group 4. As the Cod recovery
programme had been dealt with in detail earlighexmeeting he did not dwell on this issue but $ymp
stated that work was progressing. He also inéartne Executive Committee that the initial
discussions had commenced on the implementati®Aafs in the NWWRAC waters. It was agreed
that, although this was a horizontal issue, disonsswvould continue in this working group.

4, Reportsfrom Focus Groups

The Chairman informed the meeting that the onlyusd@roup that has met to date is the Simplificefocus
Group. TheTCM Focus Group has not met as theywaéiag the release of a second Paper from the Gssiom
on this issue. Alan Mc Culla from the MSY Focus @yanet with a NSRAC group on this issue and a tepas
circulated (discussed under Agenda item 5 ).

Barrie Deas informed the members that a meeting@simplification issue was held on thé"f March 2006.
The meeting was very successful and the paper peddwas well received by the EU Commission. Mr Deas
stated that the NSRAC has agreed to support the IRA@/position.

5. Discussion Items

. Scientificinput
Hans Lassen of ICES and Poul Degnbol of the EU i@imsion joined the meeting at this stage.

The Secretariat briefed the members on the meeilithgl CES in February and the progress made on
the input of the NWWRAC to the ICES MoU with the@mission. The NWWRAC submitted a short
comment to the Commission on the initial MoU. Tkeand draft of the agreement is now available
for comment. The Secretariat also informed the imgéhat the Chairs of all the RACs wrote to the
Directors of the National Institutes (EFAR®gt{er attached) and that although the RACs are still
waiting for a formal response, the initial feedbacs positive from the meeting at which the letter
was discussed.The Institutes agreed to providee $orm of scientific input into the RAC meetings.

Hans Lassen of ICES informed the meeting that th€ Rhad been given a prominent position in the
new ICES MoU and the Commission will be the foaaihp and conduit for the RACs to seek advice
from ICES. The new MoU also encourages stakehahd®ivement in the assessment process from
January 2007 onwards. Discussion is also continb@tgyeen ICES and the Commission to encourage
further measures which will increase the transpayef ICES processes and meetings.

Poul Degnbol of the EU Commission added that th&JMtso provides for funding for the RACs for
ICES participation in RAC meetings. The logisti¢gtos will be discussed with the RACs at the
beginning of 2007.

The Chairman thanked Hans Lassen, Poul Dengbadhen8ecretariat and stated that the NWWRAC
welcomed these developments as scientific involvemeas one of the most vital aspects of the
process.

Comment:

Sean O’Donoghue asked Hans Lassen if it was pesfsibthe RACs to request advice directly from
ICES without having to go through the Commissiorhil/acknowledging that this would not be
encouraged as common practice, he stated thatrtfeyrde times when the RACs wish to ask
questions that the Commission does not like

Hans Lassen responded that the Commission and d#€E&8ed that access to ICES for the RACs
should be via Commission, because the RACs and W@&f8d need a focal point through which to
communicate. He reminded the meeting that ICESe®@atat was a small body and that the scientists



involved in ICES came from a large network of ituges. If the RACs chose not to go down the
Commission route of requests to ICES, they (th€RBA would be welcome to make individual
special requests but these would have financiaifiaations for the RACs.

Poul Degnbol of the EU Commission stated that vidat the present MoU is not meant to cut off this
process- there is an offer from the Commission gidake onboard any requests that the RACs may
have — this does not pre-empt the RACs in havisgparate connection with ICES.

The Chairman acknowledged that the Commission baé g long way to accommodate the RACs
wishes but felt that as the RACs are independetities a clause should be added to the MoU which
would facilitate the RACs with direct access to ECia certain well-defined situations.

Poul Degnbol stated that if the NWWRAC would likesubmit a proposed clause for the Commission
to consider that would cover such a situation, thege welcome to do so before thé" 16 August.

Action
It was agreed that the NWWRAC would work in conjtimc with the other established RACs to
submit a proposed clause.

« Maximum SustainableYield

Barrie Deas updated the meeting on the work oNBRAC on the MSY issue. Members of the North
Sea RAC invited experts to a meeting in EdinbuyB.March 2006) The report of the meeting was
circulated but one of the most important outcomas & checklist of what needs to be done to achieve
MSY for fisheries by 2015. The NSRAC had nowidlged certain fisheries to apply this checkilist.

He stated that by adopting this process the RAQKIcdefine the objectives for a fishery; the
economic performances of the fleet; whether toay@fTAC and quota system or something different
like technical measures. The idea is to examingheffy under the various headings and to consiaer t
options and the timeframes for achieving the objest The NSRAC have allocated co-ordinators to
progress work on individual fisheries and wouldseshe participation from members of the
NWWRAC in this process. So far Jacques Pichorelgased to be a co-ordinator for the Saithe
fishery. The co-ordinators will meet to discuss finocess in late July or early September.

Comment:

Sean O’Donoghue agreed this was a very useful seygbut that the Commission must be involved in
this process .

Bertie Armstrong stated that he too supported #pproach. To date MSY has meant many things to
many people but this was a very practical appréacithieving it.

Barrie Deas assured the meeting that the Commissoa aware of this suggested approach but
warned that the task of defining the fisheriaigcating co-ordinators and doing the work woudd n
be easy..

Action
It was agreed that the NWWRAC would continue tokweith the NSRAC and suggest members to
participate in the forthcoming meeting of co-ordora.

. Statusof Technical Conservation Measures

Francois Theret of the EU Commission briefed memberthe forthcoming paper on TCMs which is
due to be produced by the Commission towards tdeoéduly 2006.

The following are some of the proposals for the megulation:
- Toregroup all the TCMs and amendments to 850/3haregulation
- To take into account the existence of the RACsthadegions they represent
- Individual changes to mesh sizes or diameter weiltilbne gradually and in consultation with
stakeholders



«  The Codend will be defined as the last 8m of thevkr
- There will be 2 main considerations for the conaton of species: marine environment and
reducing discards.

The Chairman thanked Francois Theret for the infdiom and suggested that due to the amount of
information provided, that the NWWRAC should waittilithe paper is issued by the Commission
before making comment.

«  Proposed Secondeetothe NWWRAC
The Secretariat informed the meeting that sincéetterutive Committee met in January, a meeting
was convened by the Commission for the Secretan@tMember States of the NWWRAC to discuss
the proposal from the UK. At this meeting only Sphad a difficulty with the UK putting forward a
secondee. It was agreed at this meeting that thadkSpanish administrations should try and find a
solution to this problem and present it to the Exiwe Committee.

Ben Cattermole from DEFRA informed the meeting that UK had approached Spain with a possible
solution which was to arrange co-funding with Spainan equal basis for someone to work with the
RAC rather than appoint someone from within DEFFERFe co-funding would mean that the RAC
could openly select a relevant member of staffaadld not be limited to a Member State official.

Hugo Crisanto Gonzalez Garcia responded on beh&pain and informed the meeting that Spain
would not accept the UK offer, but would be prepaiefund a 2 year placement of a MAPA secondee
to the NWWRAC after which time the UK or anotheritger state could fund the position.The
Chairman thanked MAPA for their very generous offer

Action
It was agreed that as DEFRA could only provide parting and no other Member State would
facilitate co-funding, the offer from Spain would hccepted on the following conditions:
«  Candidates will report only to the NWWRAC or anj@t person as directed by the
NWWRAC
- Officials in MAPA will select a panel of at leasiree candidates from which the RAC will
choose the final candidate.
«  The Vice Chairs and the Secretariat of the RAC failin the selection committee.
- Candidates will be fluent in English, French ané@gh and that they would have a good
knowledge of European fishing matters
«  Candidates will be based in Dublin.

«  Fue/Oil
The Chairman suggested that due to time constrdiistitem be put on the agenda for discussion at
the next Executive Committee meeting.

«  Salmon Management
The Chairman suggested that due to time constrdiistpaper be circulated by the Secretariat with a
request for comments from the NWWRAC members. Tém is also be put on the agenda for
discussion at the next Executive Committee meeting.

6. Protocol |ssues

Again because of time constraints it was agreedathly the protocol on ‘the overlap of issues ia th
Working Groups’ would be discussed. The other grof®would be circulated to Members for
comment .

. Overlap of issuesin the Working Groups

The Secretariat presented the short paper oisthis and suggested that one of the following three
options be taken to prevent repetition of issuesarking groups.

- Working Groups allocate a time for common issudsetaliscussed

«  Focus Groups be developed on Common issues

«  Working Groups offer to champion various issues.



Action
It was agreed that the third option would be thestappropriate and would be put into practice lier t
next round of Working Groups.

7. Review of Budget

Due to shortage of time, the budget was not restkin detail, but the Secretariat informed the
meeting that the NWWRAC mid-term review had beeonsitted to the Commission and the second
part of the grant aid had been applied for. In gartbe Commission is satisfied with the progressio
of the NWWRAC's budget. However there is a sharifathe number of claims for reimbursement
fom Members attending meetings and the Secretslad that a deadline be permitted for receipt of
claims

Action

It was agreed that a cut off point at the end of August would@lemented for all claims for
reimbursements for year 1. Claims sent after tate @ill not be honoured. The Secretariat will infio
members of this action as soon as possible.

8. Work Timetable

The Chairman suggested that Members be inform#éitisftem via email.

Before completing this agenda item, Victor Badioféiered on behalf of the Spanish membership to
host the NWWRAC Working Groups meeting in Janud§22in Bilbao, Spain. This offer was
accepted with thanks.

9. AOB Helen McLachlan of WWF presented a paper on Ma8tewardship Council (MSC) |
Certification of fisheries and felt that this wasexy positive approach and that it would be awlsef
issue to allocate to a focus group .

Barrie Deas agreed that traceability is becomingenmaportant, however to concentrate on one model
such as the MSC approach be short-sighted- as 8@ Ivas yet to grapple with mixed fisheries ,and so
would recommend the RAC consider a number of difiemodels.

Lorcan O’Cinnede agreed that the NWWRAC shouldoooifine itself to one model only.

The Chairman concluded that the NWWRAC needed riiore to discuss this and will allocate a slot
on the next agenda.

The Chairman closed the meeting at 5.30pm.
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