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The North Sea Regional Advisory Council (NSRAC)

WG Skagerrak and Kattegat (9th meeting)

Minutes

Date: March 22 2010 

Location: H.C Andersens Boulevard 37.1, Copenhagen, Denmark

Attendants list:
Chairman Carl Jesper Hermansen, Danish Fishermen’s Association

Svend-Erik Andersen, Danish Fishermen’s Association
Kim Kær Hansen, Danish Fishermen’s Association

Jan Hansen, Danish Fishermen’s Association

Michael Andersen, Danish Fishermen’s Association

Henrik Svenberg, Swedish Fishermen’s Federation

Sonny Front, Swedish Fishermen’s Federation

Trygve Bjørnerem, Fiskerlaget Sør, Norway

Bent Pallisgaard, Danish Directorate of Fisheries

Jacob Løvenstjerna, Danish Directorate of Fisheries

Bengt Kåmark, Swedish National Board of Fisheries

Steen Christensen, DTU Aqua

Morten Vinther, DTU Aqua

Mattias Sköld, Swedish Institute of Marine Research

Johan Lövgren, Swedish Institute of Marine Research
Rapporteur Fredrik Lindberg, Swedish Fishermen’s Federation

§ 1
Opening
The chairman of the Skagerrak and Kattegat working group of the North Sea Regional Advisory Council (NSRAC) Carl Jesper Hermansen opened the meeting and welcomed the participants. 
§ 2
Adoption of agenda
The Skagerrak and Kattegat working group adopted the agenda for the meeting as follows from these minutes. 

In conjunction herewith the working group was informed of the fact that information of the meeting was sent to the secretariat in Aberdeen March 10 along with instructions to place that information and the proposal for agenda for the meeting on the NSRAC website. A reminder, with the same content, was sent to the secretariat March 17, since the information was nowhere to be found on the website at that date. The reason for stating this here is previous criticism for non-information as to the announcing of working group meetings. 
§ 3
Minutes from last meeting and adoption of minutes ahead
The Skagerrak and Kattegat working group approved the minutes from the meeting in Gothenburg, September 25 2009, without amendments. 
The Skagerrak and Kattegat working group decided that minutes from meetings in the future should be adopted in a written procedure. The minutes will be circulated and if there are no objections they will be adopted after a period of 14 days and thus approved. 

§ 4
Ongoing and relevant selectivity projects
Michael Andersen presented the ongoing and relevant selectivity projects that are taking place in Denmark (trials with a topless trawl and with a Seltra trawl). 

Svend-Erik Andersen informed the working group of trials in modelling a sorting grid. 
Henrik Svenberg informed the working group of the selectivity work in Sweden; at present the status is a phase of discussions between fishermen and the Institute of Marine Research. 

Pros and cons as to all relevant aspects of this ongoing selectivity work were discussed. 

§ 5
Technical regulation
The chairman Carl Jesper Hermansen informed the working group of the status of the present regulation. In theory it can be prolonged to even after July 1 2011. The effects and implications of the co-decision procedure in this aspect are not totally clear. 
The connection between the technical regulation and the trilateral agreement of 1966 on mutual right to fisheries was in detail discussed as well as the previous proposal on technical measures from the working group. The proposal was unanimously adopted by the Executive Committee (i.a. 100 mm in the Skagerrak) at its meeting in Ijmuiden. 
The discussion that took place was based on the Norwegian strive for 120 mm in the Skagerrak. Trygve Bjørnerem expressed the need for the same set of technical rules for the three fleets. 
Henrik Svenberg pointed to the possibility of adding a protocol on technical measures to the trilateral agreement of 1966. New negotiations and a new agreement will probably include now unregulated species and will possibly open up for other member states to conduct fisheries in the area in question. For this reasons the optimal solution probably is to start negotiate on a new technical protocol that will be included in the existing agreement, i.e. thereby striving for prolonging the agreement now in force. 
§ 6
Closed areas in the Kattegat, evaluation and analysis
Mattias Sköld, together with Johan Lövgren and Morten Winther, held presentations on the closed areas in the Kattegat. The presentations are enclosed these minutes. 

A discussion followed based on in principal unity as to the status of the Kattegat cod stock, but where the main point was whether the used method, i.e. closing areas for fishing, is the appropriate one. The working group’s conclusion was that the used method is not acceptable at all since it has by far too negative consequences for especially the fishery for nephrops. This means that the adopted measures are in conflict with i.a. the principle of proportionality. The areas in question ought to be closed for fishing only when the cod is spawning while during the rest of the year fishing with selective gears ought to be possible; this conclusion shall be forwarded to the Executive Committee as a recommendation. 
§ 7
Plaice management plan
It was expressed by Michael Andersen to be a problem that the assessments of plaice are of such poor quality that they cannot be used for MSC certification. This leads to the conclusion that a management plan for plaice must be created that enables such certification. 

Steen Christensen expressed that the reasons for this is changes in fishing patterns in the Kattegat, the Skagerrak and the North Sea. These scarcities must be corrected before assessments can be of such quality that they can be used for the said purpose. 

Different ways of reaching such certification was discussed. It was concluded that Michael Andersen, with the good help of Steen Kristensen and Morten Winther, will draft a proposal for a management plan for plaice in the Skaggerak and the Kattegat. 

§ 8
Nephrops, MLS
Henrik Svenberg expressed fear of the consequences of adopting the same MLS for nephrops in the Skagerrak and the Kattegat as for the North Sea. The market consequences would be devastating as well as the fishermen’s profitability. An adoption of the same MLS as in the North Sea would also have severe negative consequences on the nephrop stock in the Skagerrak and the Kattegat.
In the light of the said the working group discussed the ongoing work with producing a management plan for North Sea nephrops. The conclusion was that there exists a serious risk for negative spill-over effects and that this has to be followed closely. 

The working group’s conclusion was that no changes as to MLS for nephrops in the Skagerrak and the Kattegat should be adopted. The matter will be followed up at the coming demersal working group meetings. 
§ 9
Prawn fisheries

The working group discussed the existing set of technical rules for the prawn fisheries. The starting point of the discussion was how to maintain the by-catches of fish caught in the fishery. A solution of 120 mm tunnel was discussed to secure this necessary catch component in the prawn fishery. 

The Norwegian position as to obligatory sorting grid in the fishery for prawns was thoroughly discussed. The conclusion was that is absolutely necessary for the prawn fisheries to be able to maintain the by-catches of fish, otherwise the profitability will be seriously damaged with severe negative consequences. 

§ 10
The trilateral agreement of 1966
The chairman of the working group shred light on the status of the trilateral agreement. The European Commission is to meet Norway in mid April thereafter a meeting with Denmark and Sweden will take place. 
The working expressed the importance of the trilateral agreement’s existence and concluded that the cancellation of the same is a tragedy. The Norwegian analysis of the consequences of the cancellation appears to be not complete as to e.g. new member states and fishery in the area. 

One appropriate way of tackling the situation is to continue to discuss technical regulations among fishermen from the three states (cf. § 5). 

Trygve Bjørnerem expressed the importance of the trilateral agreement for the Norwegian fishermen and informed the working group of the fact that it was the Norwegian Foreign Ministry that cancelled the agreement. 
§ 11
AORB
The working group discussed the proposed establishment of windmill farms at Anholt and the need to enforce present exchange of information according to the ESBO Convention at least. 

§ 12
Closing
The chair Carl Jesper Hermansen thanked the participants for the constructive meeting and declared it closed. 

Carl Jesper Hermansen

Fredrik Lindberg

Chair



Rapporteur
