[image: image1.png]_SCoa (ition Clean Baltic




2007-05-15

CCB comments to the BS RAC recommendation on a Salmon Management Plan for the Baltic Sea

and the decision of the at the BS RAC Executive Committee meeting on 1 March 2007 

CCB minority statement not forwarded to the receivers of the BS RAC recommendation on Baltic Sea salmon management

According to the minutes from the Ex Com meeting 1 March 2007 “The meeting adopted a recommendation on a salmon management plan for the Baltic Sea. Only Coalition Clean Baltic was unable to support this recommendation”.

CCB asked for inclusion of a text into the minutes from the meeting that would briefly explain the CCB-position. 

The full text from CCB was included into the minutes under item 2 . b.

In the cover letter from the BS RAC sent to EC, Fisheries Council etc , signed by BS RAC chairman, attached to the BS RAC recommendations on salmon management plan for the Baltic Sea, the following text from the meeting minutes had been deleted:

A CCB minority position with comments to the 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, is annexed to these minutes.

The resulting effect of deleting the text above, is that the receivers of the cover letter and recommendation from BS RAC, did not get the information that CCB had presented a minority position statement with detailed comments on the BS RAC recommendation. 

BS RAC Chairman have by applying this procedure, avoided to carry through the CCB message to EC, Fisheries Council etc. It was not mentioned to EC, Fisheries Council etc that CCB had made a 4-page Minority statement with detailed comments and proposals, as an important contribution and explanation to the non-consensus decision by BS RAC Ex Com. 

BS RAC Chairman has hereby intentionally withheld the EC, Fisheries Council etc from all information on the non-consensus reasons that was presented by CCB. 

Procedures to verify the minutes not followed for the Minutes of the BS RAC meeting 1 March 2007 

The minutes has not been verified by the persons appointed by the Ex Com meeting, and the procedures decided on has not been fulfiled. 

The reason for the non-agreement of the two persons appointed to verify the minutes, was that there were different understanding of the decisions made. To our understanding, as well for one of the person appointed to verify, the BS RAC Meeting decided to accept the CCB statement and to attach the CCB minority statement to the BS RAC recommendation on Baltic salmon management, as this was not a consensus decision. This would also be the logical way to always attach deviating opinions directly to the recommendations made, so anyone reading the document will get a clear understanding of all views. 

Such behavior by the BS RAC Chairman, to overrule a decision by the Ex Com meeting, gives concerns on the decision-making process within the BS RAC.   

The experience from this event calls for a need to strengthen the formal procedures of the BS RAC and e g finish each meeting with a written “List of decisions”, that all participants can read and agree upon at the end of the meeting.  

