Note from the Secretariat: these comments were received as two e mails and have been put together here 29.6.20 


The National Chamber of Fish Producers

Dear BSAC members,
We are surprised at the BSAC recommendations adopted without discussion, which is normally the case. We understand that due to COVID-19 we are in a special situation, but we could have ExCom discussions online, like for the WG meeting. Then we ask some people to explain their views about the situation and others will ask us for our explanation of our position. Instead, everything is done in a hurry, which is not acceptable, but quite common within EU administration practices. As an example, after the presentation of the ICES advice by Colm Lordan, we are in the process of gathering information about the efficiency of cod spawning by small cod females. The information given at the WG meeting gives time for reflection and conclusion. Now it looks like the NGO and some other members already have or had ready-made solutions on what to do.

Nevertheless, here are our remarks regarding the fishery:


Regarding cod:
Due to the fact that cod has become a political species a long time ago (we still can’t understand why) and from its status depends the fishery for another species, we would like to underline its weak population structure. We expressed that position last year when we informed that according to our knowledge, the stock consists of many small (not juvenile), but older individuals. In our opinion, these cod should be caught in order at the same time to reduce the pressure on large individuals (independently, if we speak about targeted fishery or bycatch) from the exploited year classes, which are very important for future generations. From a population perspective, a broader range of year classes should be exploited.
Our proposed TACs are:

Cod SD 22-24    5.950 t (commercial 4.635 t and 1.315 t for recreational);

Cod SD 24-32 - We will not state any concrete figures, because they have to be adjusted to such a level so that cod bycatches assisted to other species fishery will not disturb these kinds of fishery. Apart from serious reasons mentioned above about cod, taking into consideration species dependency, we believe that increasing the TAC for sprat up to upper FMSY level will improve the situation of eastern cod 
(predation on cod eggs problem). We strongly demand information from ICES or COM as a main client of ICES about cod biomass prediction with higher catches of sprat.

Herring SD 22-24;
Rollover of 2020 TAC 3.150 t. If a decision of a potential TAC for this species will be set as a bycatch option we, as in the similar situation for cod, state that this TAC cannot disturb other species fishery eg. sprat.




Herring central SD 25-29,32, ex GoR:
101.226 tons


Regarding Sprat SDs 22-32: 
As we stated before at the Working Group meeting, we would like to underline good catches of good quality sprat in SDs 25 and 26 which has been caught by all our fleet segments (approx. 85%). We would like also to underline the remarkable dependency on the cod stock which is in a worse state. The predation on cod eggs and larvae in the Baltic and further limitation of clupeid (sprat, herring) catches will increase the predation which may be an important factor hampering cod stock recovery. We are surprised that ICES cannot give the answer which we stated on the meeting means answer on question  “what would be the advice for eastern cod if we would rise the sprat catches up to upper FMSY level”. Due to the assumptions of the MAP the species dependency should be taken into calculations, so ICES should be able to calculate that and give the answer to such a question. 
Apart from that we cannot understand the NGO position which would like to move the pelagic fleet to the north; it doesn’t have any scientifical background except the story that “we don’t want to disturb the cod spawning”.  Even ICES cannot explain this.  Closing entire areas 25 and 26 shows lack of knowledge about where the spawning takes place. We would like to remind that the only active spawning place is at area 25 close to border to area 24 (Bornholm Deep).
Our proposed quota is for sprat is 316.833 tons – 10,08% for Russia.
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