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l. Policy: Four years of implementation of the
EU landing Obligation (2015-2019)

Progresses on the regulatory side / regionalisation ....

Regional discard plans (DP) adopted annually laying down the calendar of implementation
(species*fisheries) and the exemptions (high survivability, de minimis)

Overall % of TACs at least partially under LO vs. not

yet under LO

Number of de minimis exemptions by Number of high survival exemptions by
area area
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|. Policy: Four years of implementation of the
EU landing Obligation (2015-2019)

[ ' : é Z=
. - e
Posltlv _ DiscardLess

Progresses on reaching common understanding on discard causes
and quantification of risks of choke species ....

Choke categories:

« Category 1: Sufficient quota at Member State level, but poorly distributed within a country

Issue at PO/individual level

« Category 2: Sufficient quota at EU level but insufficient at Member State level,

relative stability issue

« Category 3: Insufficient quota at EU level,

overfished stock

« Category 4: Economic choking
large quantities of low value fish.

Rihan 2018

NorthWestern Advisory Council 2017

Results - West of Scotland & Rockall

3 8

Anglerfish 6

Haddock 6.a Haddock 6.b

58 8 & 8 8
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l. Policy: Four years of implementation of the iéositivei o
EU landing Obligation (2015-2019)

Stakeholders’ perception: A slow evolution

DiscardLess conference Table Discussions 30/01/2019

[ Awareness and dlalogue ]""]NO‘} Ways Cooperaliveé I
Innovation =l Buill INCICASC Begiona
« Collaboration with scientists / authorities Slanding' Q- g R
. . . l)llll]lll;ttl ()hll..,nlmn l\unplums‘"‘ “]‘l‘d “'["de
» Mindset shift and new eyes on old issues +Gaich | () ‘7e(Se(|3
- Can improve the reputation of the sector luf.'(.'..'»’..lﬁ"'L'ﬁl..(‘llitl)‘{ﬂi"‘ms-ﬂﬁf.]f:I“\Hﬁ?ﬂ']
- Level playing field S V. ty\'i'i'i‘{i'i
. ng di FISTAWAFTICSS el
« Aiming at reducing discards make sense... D s ons VAP BAES o



=
—
—

i

l. Policy: Four years of implementation of the
EU landing Obligation (2015-2019)

Some progresses on compliance monitoring ....

European Fisheries Control Agency (EFCA) and Member States conduct Joint Deployment

Plans of patrol vessels (Last Haul analysis)

Ipositive;

>

- DiscardLess

EU Com SWD(2019) 205
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|. Policy: Four years of implementation of the g”%}e' e
EU landing Obligation (2015-2019) =

But in reality VERY small progresses so far ....

y 4 EU Com SWD(2019) 205:
10} 9; ;:» « the resultf of the {ast
Norin Sos P haul analysis point in the
= _‘"I 9 y direction of a very poor
: implementation of the
(0]Em landing obligation and of a
oo/l generally widespread non-
© o compliance”
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EU Iancmg Ob|lgatIOII (2015-2019) Ifremer
Member s " 3 MV b S
o (= | r I I l
1015 101? lﬂw Steps taken to comply with landing obligation Cor_itrol and c Safety = ‘: q ports and o e e r tates re po rt
stat,es compliance steps i le (| wessels | .
g : - lly to EU Com
BIEIEIIJITI ajj1 2 3 4 5 6 7 B 91011 12 13 14 15 16|17 18 19 20 21 22|23|24 25 26 27 28|29 30|31 32 33(34 annua yto O 7
& M5
Bulgaria .
Belgium Mo information I d by
— results summarise
oot Croatia H .
Cyprus Cyprus Significant information STEC F P LE N 19_0 1
L2 Denmark (1 H =
Estonia --
Finland
Estonia France s N "
Germany - . ) ) . Control and “ o ports and| "
FII'II-EI'Id Greece Steps taken to comply with landing obligation compliance steps cl Safety = ¢ f vessels :
ireland - . . ] :
France Italy 2017
Latvia a1 2 3 4 5 6 7 B 91011 12 13 14 15 16|17 18 19 20 21 22|23|24 25 26 27 28|29 30|31 32 33[34
Garmany Lithuania MS Mo change
Malta Belgium
Metherlands I |Bulgaria
Poland - Croatia significant change
Portugal Cyprus
Romania Denmark . L
Slovenia Estonia
Spain ] Finland [ |
Sweden [ ] Bl France
Lithuania UK B |Germany - _ _
Gr = Control and “ Yoo 7 ports and ’
M-ﬂltﬂ Ireland - - - Steps taken to comply with landing obligation compliance steps [ Safety = ;9 vessels o
Italy i le T b
Metherlands Lokt 2018 = = =
Lithuania al 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 B 91011 12 13 14 15 16|17 18 19 20 21 22|23(24 25 26 27 28|29 30(31 32 33|34
P'uland Malta MS Mo change
MNetherlands Belgium
Poland Bulgaria
Portugal Croatia Significant change
Romania Romania Cyprus
Slowenia Denmark -
Slovenia Spain [ Estonia
Sweden Finland
Spain UK France
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Italy
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Malta
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2016 2017-2018 Poland
Mo Report Mo Report Portugal * | | ] ]
Mo information Mo change Gl
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Spain -
Sweden H
Significant information Significant change UK - - - . .
*Reporting for the first time - see key adjacent to 2016 figure
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l. Policy: Four years of implementation of the

EU landing Obligation (2015-2019)

TACs are increased....

140

120

100

Number of TACs
N I (@)} (0,0]
o ©o o6 o

o

pmmmm TACs under LO

> TACs with discards
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Average tonnage increase (%)

If TACs are increased and
discarding continues there
is a risk that fishing
mortality increases!

Borges et al, 2019
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Il. Science: Building knowledge on discards fr

Steven J. Kennelly Editors

and on mitigation options The T
Obligation

Multi-Species and Multi-Jurisdictional
Fisheries

Discard Mitigation
Strategies

Policy Analyses

Avoiding

Unwanted Using Unwanted

Policy and Stakeholders

Catches Catches governance perception
Selectivity (Gear Technology) Market use (Value Chain) Experiences elsewhere Interviews and meetings

Avoidance (Fishing Strategies) Onboard handling (Ship design) Landing Obligation stories Monitoring of changes

IMPACT ASSESSMENTS
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Iceland and Norway: Learning from experiences
* Development of UUC markets and logistics
*  Evolution of Control and Monitoring

* Flexible regulation

Celtic Sea: Choke species

* Selectivity catalogue

* Challenge experiment

*  Maps and Apps

* Management-related choke
Information sharing

Eastern Channel: Spatial use

{ * Diversity of species

|+ Challenge experiment

* Maps and Apps

* Limited options for displacement

R
East Med: small harbours
* Increase mesh size

* Little scope for avoidance

Azores: DeepWate
* Species identifica

. J-shaped hook bet .circle hook West Med: Juvenile hake ——

) Ham?llme better tha‘m‘ Ongline BTelel IR OISRl «  |nvestigation of small treatment

* Spatial measures difficult but depth 5 Senetie el s it e (e, Slems)
stratification promising .

Maps and Apps e Main barrier is transport costs

Discard Mitigation Strategies analysed in DiscardLess

* Better handling for better survival

w7
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£ |l Looking ahead? The crucial importance of monitoring _osssies

ALL Catches

Well designed EM trigger positive
changes in selectivity and avoidance

BUT will not solve all the fundamental
causes of discarding in mixed fisheries,
incl. inequal access to quota, choke
species and technical interactions.

-> Mix of actions needed

ORIGINAL ARTICLE =~ 3 Open Access (@ (®

Technical guidelines and specifications for
the implementation of Remote Electronic
Monitoring (REM) in EU fisheries

European Fisheries Control Agency
Vigo, 2019

EURCPEAN
COMMISSION
Brussels, 30.5.2018
COM(2018) 368 final
2018/0193 (COD)
Proposal for a

REGULATION OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL

amending Council Regulation (EC) No 1224/2009, and amending Council Regulations
(EC) No 768/2005, (EC) No 1967/2006, (EC) No 1005/2008, and Regulation (EU) No
2016/1139 of the European Parliament and of the Council as regards fisheries control

| {SEC(2018) 267 final} - {SWD(2018) 279final} - { SWD(2018) 280 final}

Electronic monitoring in fisheries: Lessons from global

experiences and future opportunities

Aloysius T.M. van Helmond g, Lars ©. Mortensen, Kristian S. Plet-Hansen, Clara Ulrich, Coby L. Needle,
Daniel Oesterwind, Lotte Kindt-Larsen, Thomas Catchpole, Stephen Mangi ...

First published: 14 November 2019 | https://doi.org/10.1111/faf.12425

See all authors ~

Landing obligation | New: 23a

The amendments mandate the use of |remnte electronic
monitoring tools, in particular CCTVs, for the control of
the landing obligation. The new provisions will affect
individual vessels and fleet segments according to risk
assessment, and shall be implemented by Member States at
regional level
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Conclusions

A lot has happened in policy and science — The landing obligation has triggered an intense dynamic of dialogue and
awareness that wouldn’t have taken place otherwise

but 2019 objectives likely not reached and only little visible discards reductions yet...

The LO has remained very unpopular in the fishing industry, and not fully supported by national authorities. Incentives to
comply have remained weak.

There are many options for reducing discards. But no simple and one-size-fits-all ones... Multiple actions and proper
incentives needed.

TACs have been increased and exemptions have been given but discarding continue. This goes against the MSY objectives.
Also, uncertain catch data undermines the quality of stock assessment

Recognition that control and enforcement are absolutely unsufficient. The current procedures cannot control the LO
effectively.

There is a major push towards the use of REM but reluctance remains strong. Control regulation still in discussion.



