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Landing Obligation — Advice for 2019




NWWAC Choke Mitigation Tool
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Estimated remaining tonnage of choke

afrer mitigation actions:

Removing a by-catch species like sole in this area from the TAC regime would resolve the

choke situation. Similar to dab and Hlounder in the North Sea area.




Overview of CMT analysis

e Two workshop

e 34 stocks

2015 and 2016 STECF data

e Otherissues

e Specific risk to pelagic fisheries
 Deep-sea species

* No quota

e Restricted TAC
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Classification of stocks

High risk

Catches currently exceed
the TAC with multiple
Member States impacted

Moderate risk

Catches are less than
TAC but for some
Member States catches
exceed quota

Low risk

Catches are below TAC
and no Member State
catches exceed quota



Celtic Sea

Pollack 7

Megrim 7

s Skates & Rays 6 & 7
Nephrops 7

Sole 7.fg & 7.hjk

PIaic.g & 7.hjk
Hake 6 & 7 Whiting 7.b-k



Celtic Sea — by stock
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Celtic Sea — by Member State
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Celtic Sea— 2015 vs 2016
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West of Scotland

Megrim 6 Anglerfish 6

Haddock 6.a & 6.b

Blue Ling 6 & 7

Whiting 6



West of Scotland — by stock

High Risk

Moderate Risk
Low Risk




a West of Scotland — by Member State
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West of Scotland — 2015 vs 2016

High Risk

Moderate Risk
Low Risk




Irish Sea

Sole 7.a

Plaice 7.a

Haddock 7.a Whiting 7.a



Irish Sea — by stock
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Irish Sea — by Member State
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Irish Sea — 2015 vs 2016
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Channel

Skates & Rays 7.

Sole 7.de

Plaice 7.de
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Channel — by Member State
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Summary — 2015 vs 2016

2015 2015 2015
e 12 stocks e 13 stocks e 10 stocks
06 problematic 06 partially/fully solvable e Additional 5 stocks
06 partially/fully solvable 05 heavily reliant on swaps not evaluated
2016 2016 2016

e 9stocks e 17 stocks e 9 stocks



Summary — 2015 vs 2016

e Overall picture more or less the same
* Quality of discard data §
e 3 High risk stocks = moderate
* Plaice 7.de: Benchmark 2015
e Cod7.a
. Saithe 6.4 1’ Reduction in catches
 Reduction in discards: Whiting 7.a but still remains high risk
e Significant differences between ICES and STECF
 Haddock 7.b-k
e Tusk, and anglerfish: ICES discard rate O

e Skates and rays 7.d: reported discards O




Conclusions

CMT is an extremely useful tool

Identification of residual problems per fisheries

BUT

Not a crystal ball
Fisheries are dynamic so predicting choke

situation is difficult

More detailed analysis of the likely impacts on

MS and fleets



Next Steps

e Conclusions COM seminar (15" November 2018)
* NWW MS Group

e STECF EWG 18-02 — selectivity in NWW fisheries
e NWWAC advice

e Other regions?
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