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JR for discard plans - process

Member Joint European
states recommendation Commission
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JR for discard plans - process

Member Joint European
states recommendation Commission
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STECF Evaluation

® STECF Expert Working group
® TORs:
® Changes in fisheries under LO?

® Review documentation
® Exemptions high survivability
® Exemptions de minimis

e Sufficient info for mcrs change?

® Review documentation technical measures
for gear selectivity

® Provide input for discard plans if no JRs have
been put forward
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STECF Evaluation

Comments
STECF plenary

EWG Report >

Regional
groups
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STECF observations/recommendations/conclusions
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STECF observations/recommendations/conclusions

" EWG 16-06 report
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JRC SCIENTIFIC AND POLICY REPORTS

Reports of the Scientific, Technical and
Economic Committee for Fisheries
(STECF) -

Evaluation of the landing obligation
joint recommendations
(STECF-16-10)

Edited by D. Rihan, N Bailey & Hendrik Doemer

This report was reviewed by the STECF during its 52“"|3Ien-ar‘,r meeting
held from 4 to & July 2016 in Brussels
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Templates

Table 4.1a Template for the provision of information that defines the fisheries to which de minimis exemptions
should apply

Country Exemption applied for | Species as bycatch or | Number of Vessels | Landings (by LO | Estimated Estimated Discard Estimated de
[species, area, gear | target subject to LO subject Vessels) Discards® Catch Rate®* minimis
type)¥ volumas**

Table 4.1b Template for the provision of information that defines the fisheries to which high survivability
exemptions should apply

Country

Exemption

applied for

i
{species,
area,
type)®

gear

Species as
bycatch or
target

Mumber of vessels
subject to the LD

Landings (by LO
subject Vessels)

Estimated
Discards®

Estimated
Catch

Discard
Rate

Estimated discard survival
rate
from provided studies
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“disproportionate costs” “very difficult to
Improve selectivity” “high survival”

" No clear definitions = no objective scientific criteria to
“judge” proposed exemptions

WAGENINGEN

15
EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
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“disproportionate costs” “very difficult to
Improve selectivity” “high survival”

" No clear definitions = no objective scientific criteria to
“judge” proposed exemptions

B STECF focus:

® Good description of fisheries, umber of vessels,
discard rates, estimated volumes of de minimis?

® Robust scientific information?

" In the end: managers (EC) judge whether proposals are
merited
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Consequences not allowing exemption

® Multi-criteria Performance Matrix

® Comparative assessment of different consequences
of different scenarios

Table 5.4.1: Proposed Multi-criteria Performance Matrix for the Economic Analysis of De Minimis Proposals

Catch and Landings Fishing Costs Fishing Revenues Profit
. Catch 2, Landinas 3. Total 4. Landings 5. Total 6. Total 7. Toral 8. Income | 9. Income 10, Total 11.
per day at | perday at landinas per day at landinas fishing fishing per day at | per day at fishing Operating
sea of sea per annum sea [all per annum costs per costs per sea for sea (all income per
<stock> <stock> <stock> stocks, kg) | (all stocks, | day atsea annum <stock> stocks) annum
(ka) (k) (ka} kg} (fuel,
guota,
crew,
anshore
COSTS,
other)
REFERENCE
CASE
OPTION 1 -
DO
NOTHING
OPTION 2 -
MORE
SELECTIVE
GEAR
OPTION 3 -
DE MINIMIS
ADDITIONAL
OPTION{S)
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Conclusions

" National — regional exemptions, originating from one MS
<~ Regionalisation

" Fisheries under LO properly identified/defined in JRS?

" Fisheries in exemptions properly identified in supporting
documentation?
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Questions?

Ruben.verkempynck@wur.nl
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