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CCB Minority statement at the BS RAC Executive Committee meeting, Stockholm 

1 March 2007, regarding the decision on Advice to EC on the management of salmon in the Baltic Sea 

CCB could not accept the compromises made in the proposed document between the conflicting interest to safeguard the wild Baltic salmon in relation to the commercial fisheries interest to maximise the harvest of Baltic salmon. Our main concerns relates to finding a management that also can safeguard the 26 weak wild salmon river populations in the Baltic Sea. The future management should use all possibilities to guarantee the survival of also all weak wild salmon populations, to implement the EC Habitat directive and guarantee a good favourable conservation status of the wild Baltic salmon. Our understanding is that the decision made will sacrifice the long-term survival of the genetic diversity of the naturally spawning Baltic salmon. This is a classical conflict between a nature conservation interest and a sector that exploits a natural resource. 

We have the following comments on important missing aspects and for us non-acceptable wordings in the non-consensus decided document “Proposal for RAC Recommendation on a Salmon Management Plan for the Baltic Sea” from the BS RAC Ex Com meeting 1 March 2007. Texts below, marked with yellow colour, are CCB-proposals for amendments or changes in the document “BS RAC Recommendation on Salmon Management Plan for the Baltic Sea, 1 March 2007”. 

Under the heading “General” in the document add:

· The EC process to develop a new Baltic management plan for salmon has to be a cross-sectorial plan and include both the fisheries sector (DG Fisheries) and the nature conservation sector (DG Environment).

Under heading “Main goals” , paragraph A and C, add the marked text:

A. Salmon stocks in different parts of the Baltic Sea and its rivers shall be managed and protected within safe biological limits, aiming at full reproductive possibilities for each wild stock, to the extent possible, and safeguarding the genetic variability.

C. Science and research shall be further developed on salmon and sea trout in cooperation with the stakeholders. A regular update of the actual and potential reproduction in each river shall be performed.
Under heading “Elements of the future management plan for salmon”

Paragraph I.

To clarify the classification of “lists” of different salmon river , the following must be noticed and added.

A. (List A corresponding to columns “Very likely” and “Likely”, table 8.4.14.3, ICES Advice 2006), 

B. (List B corresponding to column “Uncertain”), 

C. (List C, corresponding to column “Unlikely”)

Paragraph II. See added marked text.

II. The production of wild salmon should gradually increase to attain by 2020 in the salmon rivers (List A) a production of wild Baltic salmon of at least 80 % of the estimated potential and a production of at least 50% in salmon rivers of List B.

Comment: This means that we see the importance of also having clear goals for list B – containing 6 rivers called “Uncertain” . According to the IBSFC SAP all Baltic salmon rivers shall reach the 50 % potential production goal. We can only accept that such goal can be removed for rivers on list C –“Unlikely”

Fishing regulations

III. Large scale and general fishing regulations, like TAC, early summer ban and other closed periods shall be introduced and maintained in order to obtain objectives for rivers in List A and List B. 

Comment: We believe it is important to safeguard also List B –salmon populations by using a set of different fishing regulations, like TAC, early summer ban etc. 

IV. Comment: Delete the following text “After a close analysis of the obstacles for rivers not likely to reach 50% of the estimated potential”. The remaining text will be the following:
National and river specific measures and suitable fishing regulations, including local areas and periods, shall be introduced and maintained in order to obtain a positive trend in salmon production for salmon rivers (Lists B and C).

Comment: the text in para VII cannot be accepted by us. See new wording below.

VII. The commercial coastal fisheries, recreational angling and fishing tourism in the full length of the rivers shall be developed to the level corresponding to sustainable managed stocks and agreed catching quotas. Management plans for recreational fishing and fishing tourism in wild salmon rivers should be developed.
To add the following two paragraphs, to the heading on Fisheries regulations

V. Strengthen the obligation to distinguish between salmon and sea trout in the catch reports, pay attention to the different fishing regulations and develop a landing control that distinguishes between the two species.

VI. Develop a separate salmon management plan for the Gulf of Finland until 2009, in accordance with ICES advice. Comment: this has been a repeated demand by ICES the last 5-6 years.
Under the heading “Science”, but also add the word “Rearing technique” to the heading 

Add the following paragraph:

- To safeguard the genetic variability of naturally spawning populations an EC-permission procedure should be designed regarding artificial restocking and other restocking activities. 

Comment: such regulations is of crucial importance to control that there always will be used salmon for releases within small genetic variability from the native populations in corresponding area, in accordance with ICES Baltic salmon assessment units 

- Develop an annual reporting format for salmon monitoring to include all appropriate parameters, such as returning female spawners, number of smolts surviving the migration to the Baltic Sea, parr densities, smolt production in relation to spawning bottom areas.
Changes in the following paragraphs, see marked texts:

XI.   Establish at least two (instead of “a network”) Baltic Sea Index rivers, in every ICES salmon assessment unit, with reliable monitoring (in certain cases calculations) of returning spawners, parr densities and smolt migration back to the Baltic Sea by 2010. The rivers should be a representative of each respective unit.

XII. A fin clipping programme for all farmed and released salmon shall be introduced to gain knowledge of migration patterns, and eventually for future management measures. Community Funds, i.e. the Fisheries Fund and/or the Research Framework program should be made available for this purpose.

CCB proposal for a new text: The fin clipping programme shall be introduced and maintained not only in order to gain knowledge of the migration patterns but also as an important part for future management measures as in the IBSFC Salmon Action Plan. The proposal is that the programme generally should be introduced by 2010. Community Funds, i.e. the Fisheries Fund and/or the Research Framework program should be made available for this purpose.
Under the heading “Environment”

Add the following paragraph:

- Develop individual salmon management plans for each salmon river, by 2010, including measures for habitat improvement, effective fish-ways for returning spawners and downstream migration of smolts, minimum number of returning female spawners to safeguard the genetic variability and regulation of fishery activities.
- To manage Baltic salmon to safeguard as many returning female spawners to each salmon river, so the total potential spawning areas will be fully utilized.  Salmon eggs from a minimum of 200 returning female spawners (for very small salmon rivers a number of 50-100 returning female spawners can be more relevant) will be hatched at spawning bottoms of each salmon river, with focus on the weak wild populations, until 2010.
Changes in the following paragraphs, see marked texts:

XV. The interaction between seal populations and salmon stocks should be closely analysed. The conflict between protection of seal populations and salmon fisheries needs an extended management plan following the successful results of the Interreg project “The Grey Seal in Kvarken.”. Financial support is required for seal safe fishing gear!

CCB-comments: CCB cannot accept the wording “following the successful results of the Interreg project “The Grey Seal in Kvarken.” The reason is that the Baltic Sea RAC has not presented any reports or references to the Interreg project “ The Grey Seal in Kvarken”. We can not support a reference without knowing the outcome and conclusions from this project. 

Under the heading “Socio-economic aspects of a management plan for salmon”

XVII. An evaluation of the driftnet ban should be carried out. Socio-economic, stock management and conservation aspects such as effects on salmon stocks, coastal and river fisheries and by-catch of marine mammals and birds need to be included.

CCB-comment: Add the following sentence “The evaluation shall be made in cooperation with the DG Environment and nature conservation sector, especially for Harbour porpoises and sea-birds.
Other issues

CCB also see the need for time-tables for many proposed actions for salmon management.

The time-table “at latest by 2010” should be included in paragraphs V , IX , XII in the Recommendation on Baltic salmon management from the BS RAC. 

Under the heading “General comments on position paper on a salmon management plan”

Concerning the paragraph “Management of the fishing possibilities” CCB see this issue mainly as a matter for the national fisheries authorities to decide on the distribution of salmon fishing quotas within each country. 

