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Advisory Councils




The Advisory Councils (ACs) are stakeholder-led
organisations that provide the Commission and EU
countries (MS) with recommendations on fisheries
management matters.

This may include advice on conservation and socio-
economic aspects of management, and on simplification
of rules.

B

Advisory Councils
[T Fishing zones limit

D North-western waters Advisory
Council

. South-western waters Advisory
Council

[] North Sea Advisory Council

Mediterranean Sea Advisory
Council

[[] Baltic Sea Advisory Council

[:] Long Distance Advisory Council

Pelagic Advisory Council (blue
whiting, mackerel, horse
mackerel, herring)



Building blocks of the EU advisory landscape
Advisory

Councils

Ramirez-Monsalve et al forthcoming
Carrots or sticks: How to improve EAFM
advice within CFP — A policy brief
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EAFM in the EU

what



Why Not Ecosystem-Based Fisheries
Management?

What's in an Acronym?
s

* Evolutionary approach that
systematically incorporates
ecosystem considerations into
the current management
paradigm

* Revolutionary top down
approach seeking to achieve
certain ecosystem level
outcomes or states

= MOATANTC

e DG

Implementing an
Ecosystem Approach
to Fisheries
Management

Dr. Christopher Moore
Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council

July 12,2016




(13]

An ecosystem-based approach to fisheries management
needs to be implemented, environmental impacts of
fishing activities should be limited and unwanted
catches should be avoided and reduced as far as possible.

Common Fisheries Policy (CFP)
(Regulation 1380/2013)

(8)

By applying an ecosystem-based approach to the
management of human activities while enabling a
sustainable use of marine goods and services, priority
should be given to achieving or maintaining good envi-
ronmental status in the Community’s marine environ-
ment, to continuing its protection and preservation,
and to preventing subsequent deterioration.

Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD)
(Directive 2008/56/EC)

'EAFM in the EU

Ecosystem-Based Approach to Fisheries Management



Set of rules for managing a common resources (fish as
jurisdiction of the EC) (and managing European fishing
fleet; conserving (commercial) fish stocks, minimize
impacts of fishing activities on marine ecosystems)

First introduced in the 70s, went through successive
updates (latest in force since Jan 2014)

Common Fisheries Policy (CFP)
(Regulation 1380/2013)

Framework for protecting the European marine environment
(sustainable use of marine goods + environmental protection)

Achieve Good Environmental Status (GES) of EU waters by
2020 ; GES is reached when 11 descriptors do not significantly
deviate from the undisturbed state (descriptors describe
natural environment and pressures related to it)

Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD)
(Directive 2008/56/EC)



g@ﬁ’% D1. Biodiversity is maintained
D11. Introduction of energy (including underwater ~= —

noise) does not adversely affect the ecosystem D2. Non-indigenous species do not adversely alter the
/ ecosystem
D10. Marine litter does not cause harm \
/ This is how the marine ® . D3. The population of commercial fish species
: : ) . . g éj’%j is health
D9. Con;e;r;n g‘;g\s\f ;r; fséeg\?ég environment will look like y
when GES* has been \
\ achieved S , D4. Elements of food webs ensure long-term
DS. Concentrations of s 4 abundance and reproduction
contaminants give no effects /
AN o
D7. Permanent alteration of hydrographical D5. Eutrophication is minimised
conditions does not adversely affect the /
ecosystem ® % D6. The sea floor integrity ensures
< . functioning of the ecosystem

*Good ECO|OgiC3| Status Environmental st.atus of ma-r/ne thers .
where these provides ecologically diverse and dynamic oceans and seas

which are clean, healthy and productive (MSFD, 2008/56/EC art 3)”

GES is reached when 11 descriptors do not significantly deviate from the undisturbed state



EAFM in the EU

what



An integrated approach to managing fisheries
/— . - . . .
within ecologically meaningful boundaries
Manage the use of natural resources, glcally g
taking account of fishing and other human activities

Consideration of Achievement of good
M . collective pressures ___environmental status (Marine
anagement o e
Preserving both the biological h sement Strategy Framework Directive)
i ) uman activities

wealth and the biological \
processes necessary to safeguard Regionalization
the composition, structure and E t A h \
functioning of the habitats of the cosystem Approac Stewardship for

Sustainable use fut;re generations

\ \ Trade-offs

Taking into account the knowledge and Optimization of —
uncertainties regarding biotic, abiotic and benefits among

human components of ecosystems diverse societal goals

ecosystem affected

Common Fisheries Policy

“ ICES ICES AND
@& CIEM  ECOSYSTEM-BASED MANAGEMENT Reg. 1380/2013 art 4(9))



Ecosystem-based approach to fisheries management means:

An integrated approach to managing fisheries

within ecologically meaningful boundaries

which seeks to manage the use of natural resources,

taking account of fishing and other human activities

while preserving both the biological wealth and the biological processes

necessary to safeguard the composition, structure and functioning of the habitats
of the ecosystem affected,

by taking into account the knowledge and uncertainties

What is EAFM?

MAFMC Definition:

* An Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries
Management recognizes the biological,
economic, social, and physical interactions
among the components of ecosystems and
attempts to achieve optimum yield taking
those interactions into account.

regarding biotic, abiotic and human components of ecosystems

Common Fisheries Policy Reg. 1380/2013 art 4(9))

e T AN



how

Advisory Councils

Marerrame

This project has received funding from
the European Union’s Seventh Framework
Programme for research, technological
development and demonstration under
grant agreement no. 613571

http://mareframe-fp7.org




- First plan adopted (2016): Baltic sea (cod, herring, sprat); “role model”
- Commission proposals for: demersal fish stocks in the North Sea (2016); small pelagic stocks in the
Adriatic (2017); demersal stocks in the Western Mediterranean (2018); fish stocks in western waters

(2018)
Common Fisheries Policy (CFP) Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD)
(Regulation 1380/2013) (Directive 2008/56/EC)
Instruments within the CFP interpreted as Four of the 11 descriptors are important in relation
“operationalizing EAFM”: to EAFM:
D1 (Biodiversity); D3 (Commercial species); D4
- Multi Annual Multi Species Management Plans* (Food webs) and D6 (Sea-floor processes)

- Landing Obligation
- Technical Measures



how

Advisory Councils on
their route towards
EAFM in the EU



Advisory Council’s role/capacity in providing advice in terms of an EAFM

2014

What type of advice could

ide? i ?
we provide? What is EAFM" & GrEmiheliing e

We don’t have resources; ® Additional to the day-to-day

how could we do this; who

is going to do it?? © Improved and sustained
communication with scientific

There are other priorities;
it will not come to the top
of the list

community

© Potential for regionalization in

No awareness among the cooperation with MSRGs*
members; scepticism

*Member States Regional Groups



Advisory Council’s role/capacity in providing advice in terms of an EAFM

2014 2017

Still the case...

——————————————————————————————

What type of advice could i/ What is this? is it to close
we provide? What is EAFM? l fishing grounds?

——————————————————————————————

Lack of resources (time
wise: no time to reflect)

We don’t have resources;
how could we do this; who
is going to do it??

rTTTTEEN

______________________________

There are other priorities;
it will not come to the top
of the list

-

_____________________________

——————————————————————————————

No awareness among the

o Yet another thing to find
members; scepticism

consensus about...

______________________________

,______\
S ———



Advisory Council’s role/capacity in providing advice in terms of an EAFM

2014 2017

but slowly getting into EA

——————————————————————————————

What type of advice could 1
we provide? What is EAFM? |
| 1
We don’t have resources; AN ‘. :'"S_L]I'o_-'g_r'ddb_sf\_/\?i'th'ih'iﬁ'e_ ACs looking into EA-related
how could we do this; who : . | topics; Seminars with external participants; Learning !
is going to do it?? | e T R oo\ ... _fromothercases "
There are other priorities; . Landing obligation; b |
it will not come to the top l There will always be other priorities...
of the list \__ MAMSP; BREXIT... ;o T n e
No awareness among the AV . (" Members are (not consciously) thinking about it;
members; scepticism “Penny has dropped”; understand the need of
L AN having a holisticapproach ._____________. /



Sub-groups within the ACs looking into EA-related topics (as published in their web pages — May 2018)

A A S L A SRR S AR |
/ / Pelagic Advisory Council (blue whiting, %fw"

D Long Distance Advisory Council / mackerel, horzse mackerel, herring)
o

|:| Baltic Sea Advisory Council
— Working Group for Ecosystem Based Management

Ecosystem Focus Group

Marth Sea Advisofy Council
//// Ecosystem Group
s th

|:| MNorih-western waters Advisory Council //

. South-western waters Advisory Council



Home

About Us

Correspondence

PELAC meetings

TAC and Quota regulations
Coastal States Agreements
Science projects
Newsletter

Links & Downloads
Contact

Login

Ecosystem Focus Group

I Working Group Il is dealing w|

About the Pelagic

It covers the pelagic stocks o
under Dutch law) was inaugur
The work is furthermore done
regions covered by the Pelagid

The Pelagic AC prepares andi

General Assembly (GA)

The members of the GA are re
catching sub sector (ship owndg
Other stakeholders represente

Executive Committee (ExCom)

The ExCom is tasked with form
University of Aalborg. 60% of t

Working Groups (WGs)

Most practical work is done by

Working Group | is dealing wij
= Atlanto-Scandian Herring
* North Sea Autumn Spawnj
s Western Baltic Spring Spg

* North Sea Horse Mackeref

s Blue Whiting

Meetings
BSAC meetings

External events

BSAC Members

General Assembly 2018-2019

Executive Committee 2018-2021

BSAC Working groups
Demersal fisheries

Pelagic fisheries

Fisheries for salmon and sea trout

Working group for ecosystem
based management

BSAC Resources

BSAC Statements and
recommendations

Documents section

North Sea Advisory Council

HOME ABOUT

1 Demersal

Barrie Deas

LANDING OBLIGATION

Ecosystem
Skagerrak
& Kattegat Euan Dunn
Kenn Skau
Fischer

The Baltic Sea Ad

Welcome to the homepage of th

The BSAC was created in 2006.
Commission and Member Stateq

FORTHCOMING MEETINGS




Advisory Council’s role/capacity in providing advice in terms of an EAFM

2014 2017

but slowly getting into EA

————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————

What type of advice could ] Lo Realising: we have been working on it: ‘,
we provide? What is EAFM? (i) Following CFP/MSFD “recipes”;

e | (ii) Additional initiatives ________________ /
We don’t have resources; AN ‘. :'_'S'L]I'o_-_g_r_ddb—sf\_/\?i'th'ih';che_ ACs looking into EA-related
how could we do this; who : . | topics; Seminars with external participants; Learning !
is going to do it?? L T T e e R - from other cases; [“Master plan” or ad-hoc?] -
There are other priorities; . Landing obligation; b |
it will not come to the top l There will always be other priorities...
of the list \__ MAMSP; BREXIT... A
No awareness among the AV . (" Members are (not consciously) thinking about it;
members; scepticism “Penny has dropped”; understand the need of

L AN having a_holistic approach _______________ /



Common Fisheries Policy (CFP) Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD)

(Regulation 1380/2013) (Directive 2008/56/EC)
Instruments within the CFP interpreted as Four of the 11 descriptors are important in relation
“operationalizing EAFM”: to EAFM:
D1 (Biodiversity); D3 (Commercial species); D4
Multi Annual Multi Species Management Plans (Food webs) and D6 (Sea-floor processes)

/ Landing Obligation
JTechnicaI Measures



(ii) Additional initiatives

“Implement an EAFM to ensure “it [CFP] has as a main objective ensuring that
negative impacts of fishing activities on fishing activities are environmentally sustainable in
the marine ecosystem are minimized” the long-term by means of the implementation of
(CFP art 2(3)) the EAFM”

Quetglas, A et al (2017)

- Participating in projects (f.e ghost net retrieval)

- Mapping spawning grounds together with gravel extraction
industry

- Assessment of wind farm zones

- Studies on effects of climate change on migration routes




Ecosystem / environment issues
Ecosystem based work

Environmental effects and aspects
Ecosystem / N2000 issues Focus group of fisheries
BSAC

Battle Sew dtwhiory Cowncl

“Ecosystem based management”

Aim Priority issues
a4 I

- Management of fisheries in MPA

- Implementation of MSFD in the Baltic
- Marine Spatial Planning

Goal - Marine litter

Deal with interactions between fisheries management
and environmental conservation objectives

Broaden the scope of discussion in the BSAC
by bringing topics for EBM to the table

- Advantages in establishing a Focus Group rather than integrating this work into the existing framework
- Space (“enough time”) for discussing issues —meetings as an additional % day to ExCom
- “Keeping the workload to the minimum”



Ecosystem based
management Focus Group

BSAC

Battle Sew dtwhiory Cowncl

- BSAC should have a clear position in order to advise MS
on how best to establish, manage, evaluate MPA in the
Baltic

- Draft a text to develop BSAC views and advice to MS

- Proactive application (extend invitation to address
individual proposals for MPAs)

ToR: adopted by ExCom on January 2017

15t meeting: March 2017

- Marine Protected Areas (MPA)
- Impact of seals on small scale fisheries (damage
caused by seals to gear/catch)

Forum
- Report to the Demersal/Pelagic WG (but it is the ExCom Fo.r gxchange of informatiorm on cgrrfent impact and
competence to agree on any advice from the subgroups) existing management practices within the MS
For open discussion and study of alternatives to solve the
- Advice to be sent to the EC / MSs problem

- For invited guests to share their knowledge

“EBM is a process
A balancing act between human activities and environmental impacts
requiring a step-by-step approach”



Ecosystem Focus Group

- Established in March 2015
- ToR drafted (fall 2016); updated (spring 2017)

Set to become more involved in EAFM

Working with issues identified by the members as important when moving towards ecosystem advice
(f.e moving from single to multi-species management)

- Interactions in the pelagic complex (food web interactions)
- Setting of reference point in multispecies management plans
- Effects of density dependency

Other identified priorities:
- Adaptation to climate change

Provide a general overview of what EAFM means; how it could be implemented in a step-wise approach;

challenges to implement EAFM;

“EA is not a one-size-fits all
Break it down into smaller units than can be dealt with more easily”



Actions taken so far by the PelAC to operationalize the
EAFM (September 2015
(Sep ) CcEP/MSF

Memorandum of understanding developed and

) EU system submitted to all MS involved with the PelAC
\PC rat“ona‘.\led b\’ e PelAC rep:
5"\(\ ‘g’a( Needed to Operatuona\‘ \ Management at ll MSFD: Regional seas Participating in ICES workshops
,ﬂ‘\(\6 <_:.0 appropriate [ | CFP: RegiFma[isation for Food Webs (D4) and
N\(\Q 60(\e Slamans: Ecosystem is - (MSs' regional groups) Commercial Species (D3);
integral part of .
the starting

the ecosystem s Participating in DG ENV/MARE
Integration of workshop on GES and interaction

Resources: Resource users: all stakeholders CFP: AC’s with fisheries

interrelating L. more sense of involved in
parts of a system Pri nC|ples of an EAFM ownership fisheries

Adaf;i;;T:,?tahg::;em: PelAC supported following MSY
in cases where no management

complexity of the
ecosystems Reduce negative plan was available

human impacts on MSFD: Fishing kept
ecosystems within GES levels PelAC produced document on

Reduce impacts of ) - N 5
: fisheries activities CFP: MSY, landing Guidelines for Implementing the
Balance ecological, obligation , multi-annual Lermehineg Clbifeaiisn
econom_ic a_nd social Best available multi-species plans g g
Institutional support objectives

Addressing long-term
consequences of
today’s decisions

knowledge to manage . . . .
human activities PelAC involved in the revision of

Reduce impact of management plans in order to
non-fisheries related make them tainabl
Framework /tool to evaluate the pressures EU aiming for a cross- ake them sustainable

multiple objectives sectoral management

. of the seas

CFP: conservation measures should take
into account available scientific,
technical, and economic advice

PelAC initiative to map herring spawning grounds in

PElAE prTTEEE T W e e e of © otk the NS (fisheries, gravel extraction, scientists)

under the MareFrame Project, which aim to explore

possible trade-offs and outcomes -both in the short and in g
the long term, and help the PelAC members make

informed decisions regarding fisheries management

PelAC responding to COM'’s proposals

PelAC exploring other opportunities to continue with
PelAC exploring how to handle the information from 6 the workshops with other sectors which might have
eco-regions, as it will be the format for the new type of an impact on fisheries (wind mills, bottom trawling)
Ecosystem advice requested by ICES




ECOSYSTEM OVERVIEWS

Ecosystem overviews

These overviews provide a description of the ecosystems,
identify the main human pressures, and explain how
these affect key ecosystem components.

Choose your ecoregion to see the overview:

Barents Sea

Bay of Biscay and the Iberian coast
Celtic Seas

Greater North Sea

Icelandic Waters

Norwegian Sea

ICES
CIEM




GREATER NORTH SEA

ECOSYSTEM OVERVIEW

ECOREGION DESCRIPTION KEY SIGNALS NON-INDIGENOQOUS SPECIES GLOSSARY OF PRINCIPAL PRESSURES
DOWNLOAD ECOSYSTEM OVERVIEW

Human activities

Pressures

Fishing

&

Coastal development “

States

!

Offshore structures

i

Maritime transport .

Mavigation dredging ‘

Tourism and recreation ‘

Telecommunications :

Aggregate extraction |

—

Renewable energy .

Military

Activities and pressures on the ecosystem susceptible to regional management

|

Always vary [influenced by environments! drivers)

das1anpog



Advisory Council’s role/capacity in providing advice in terms of an EAFM

2014 2017

but slowly getting into EA

What type of advice could

we provide? What is EAFM? . . . .
@® CFP/MSFD “recipes”: Boxed(?) (i) type of advice, (ii)

where advice is provided
We don’t have resources;
how could we do this; who © Additional initiatives: small concrete steps on topics
is going to do it?? where members know —and agree it matters; practical

There are other priorities; S o)

it will not come to the top

of the list ©/® finding motivators for exploring “carrots” (and not

concentrating only on “sticks”)
No awareness among the
members; scepticism

&
Pl -
“it [CFP] has as a main objective ensuring that fishing o
activities are environmentally sustainable in the long-
term by means of the implementation of the EAFM”

Quetglas, A et al (2017)
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