Joint Recommendatiomegardingthe protection of reef features within theHaig FrasSpecial Ara
of Conservatiorunder the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 198fler Article11 and
Article 18 of Regulation (EU) No 1380/2018 the European Parliametnand of the Council of 11

December 2013 on the Common Fisheries Policy (the Basic Regulation)
1. Introduction

This joint recommendationontains gproposalfor the regulation of fisherieactivity and isinitiated

by theUnited KingdomK) and submitted ¢ the European Commission jointly by td&[and the
following Member Stated;rance, IrelandSpain Portuga) Denmarkand The Netherlandseing

those Member States having a direct management interest affected by the joint recommendation

Denmark and Paugal do not currently fish in the vicinity bfaig Fras SAC

The overall aim of this joint recommendatiénto ensurehe protection of reef structureghabitat
type H1170within the Haig FraSpecial Area of Conservati@pecial Area of Conservati(cSAQ
from fisheries, thereby contributing tthe obligation of restoringhis habitat typeto favourable

conditionin accordance with Article &f the Habitats Directivie

It is the intention of the UK government (as the initiating Member State) to fiakeard measures
in respect to fisheries activities exercised by all vessels including fishing vessels carrying the flag of

other Member States of the EU.
2. The Recommendations to be Implemented
The following recommendations are proposed for adoption:

- the exclusion ofdemersal towed gears and dredges to protect all Annex | reef feature within

the siteand an increased reporting zone around #ite (see Section & Annex B.

Gear Types that are banned in Gear code Annex Xl in EU International Standard

the closed area RegulationNo 404/2011 Classification of Fishing Gears
Beam Trawl TBB TBB

Bottom Trawl/Otter Trawl OTB, OTT, BITBN,TBS,TB OTB,OTT,OT,PTB,TB

Seines SDN, SSC, SX, SV SB, SPR, SDN, SSC, SX, SV

I Council Directive 92/43/EEC, of 21 May 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and
flora: http://eur -lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CONSLEG:19921.0043:20070101:EN:PDF



http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CONSLEG:1992L0043:20070101:EN:PDF

Dredges

DRB

DRB, DRH




The coordinates of theite and management boundary are as follows:

0 50°21'59"N | 7° 36'44" W
1 50°22'36"N | 7°31'11"W
2 50°22'16"N | 7°30'11"W
3 50°17'55"N | 7°30'24"W
4 50°16'55"N | 7°33'14"W
5 50°15'21"N | 7°35'04"W
6 50°13'22"N | 7°40'25"W
7 50°14'21"N | 7°42'26" W
8 50°13'41"N | 744'26"W

9 50°12'12"N | 7°44'25"W
10 50°7' 34" N 7°48'03"W
11 50°6'01" N 7°59'16" W
12 50°5'56" N 8°2'09"W

13 50° 7'20" N 8°4'13"W

14 50°12'25"N | 7°59 23" W
15 50°14'04"N | 7°57'06" W
16 50°16'15"N | 7°47'04" W
17 50°15'14"N | 7°45'17"W
18 50°16'00"N | 7°43'47"W
19 50°19'02"N | 7°44'13"W
20 50°19'58"N | 7°42'42" W
21 50°21'59" N | 7° 36' 44"W

3. Control and efforcement of the proposed fisheries management measures

Control and enforcement of the proposed fisheries management measures will be based on-the risk
based systems in accordance with the model developed by tNeMa&ine Management
Organisatior(MMO).

Key provisions which should be included in an EC regulation to facilitate control enforcement and
compliance include:

1 A prohibition on any bottom towed gears being deployed within 8$#&C



9 Establishment of a 3nm (5.556kmgporting zonearoundHaig Fras SAAIl fishing vessels
within this area shall be required to record or report vessel positamainimum30minute
intervals.This area shall be defined by theporting zone and coordinates displayed in
Annex E.

1 A requirement for all fishing vessels entg the reporting zone to have a system for
recording and reporting vessel position which meets prescribed specificatiem$stion
8.2 of Annex Bor minimal requirements) and is installed and operative. Any fishing vessel
enteringHaig Fras SAGE the reportingzonewithout such a system will be committing an
offence.

1 A requirement for all fishing vessels transiting threhibited area carrying prohibited gears
to have alprohibitedgears on board lashed and stowed during transit.

1 Arequirement for  fishing vessels transiting the restricted area carrying prohibited gears
to ensure that the speed during transit is not less than 6 knots except in the case of force
majeure or adverse conditionB1 such cases the master shall inform the fisheries
monitoring centre of the flag member statghich shall then inform thélarine
Management Organisation Fisherionitoring Centre (MMOFMQ as soon as possible

The proposal on which gears types to prohibit is formulated in terms of Gear Codes in Annei XI in
Regulation 404/2014and is explained in more detail in Section 8 of Annex B.

The ongoing management needs of the site will be assessed on an annual basis. If changes to the
current management status are required thiKwill coordinate such a requiremé&in accordance

with Article 11 and Article 18 of the Basic Regulation and in collaboration with those Member States
with a direct management interest in the Haig Fras.site



Joint Recommendation regarding the protection of reef features within the HergsSpecial Area
of Conservatiorunder the Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 under Artideand
Article 18 of Regulation (EU) No 1380/20X8 the European Parliament and of the Council of 11

December 2013 on the Common Fisheries Policy (tasi@Regulation).

Supporting Documentation
1. Introduction
1.1 General Remarks

Haig Fras was submitted to the European Commission as a possible Special Area of Conservation
(SAC) in August 2008 and approved by the Commission as a Site of Community Img8atgimce
2009.0n 31July2015, amendments to the boundary of the SCI were submitted by the UK
Government tahe CommissionThese boundary changes arise friima Joint Nature Conservation
Committee JNC&and Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Aquac@t8cienceGEFASurveys
conducted diring 2011 and 2012.

Under Article 6 of the Habitats Directive, Member States have a duty to take appropriate steps to

avoid the deterioration of natural habitats for which SACs have been designated. Commercial fishing

KIFra 0SSy ARSYUATASR a Iy OGAGAGE G6KAOK O2dzZ R |
and as such required to be assessed and, if necessary, managed to reduce itshiajggEtas SAE

currently assessedsdeing inunfavourable conditio and has a conservation objectiverestore

this habitat to a favourable condition.

The overall aim of this joint recommendation is to ensure the protection of reef structures from
fishing activitieghat could damage théeature, thereby contributing d the obligation of restoring

this habitat type to favourable condition in accordance with Artictdf he Habitats Directive.

Of Member States who have access to the area for fighiadJK Francereland Spairand The
Netherlands are currently the dnMember States with an active fishing interest in the dites the
intention of the UK government (as the initiating Member State) to take forward measures in
respect to fisheries activities exercised by all vessels including fishing vessels therfiag of

other Member States of the EU.
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concerning development of proposals for fisheries management measures in marine Natura 2000

areas within the scope of the Conom Fisheries Policy
1.2 Overall aim of the present proposal

The overall aim of the present proposal is to ensure adequate protection of designated reef
structures from fishing activities and thereby to contribute to the obligation of achieving favourable
congervation status foithe habitat types H1170 in accordance with art. 6 (2) of the Habitats
Directive whichstatesthat Member States shall take appropriate steps to avoid the deterioration of
natural habitats and the habitats of species as well as dishabaf the species for which the areas

have been designated.

The Conservation Objective for thiaig Fras SAEto restore the Annekreef to Favourable

Condition.According ¢ advice provided bythe JINEC 1 KS | Y D2 @SNy YSydQa ail

advisorfor offshore habitats, where fishing using demersal towed gears overlaps with the feature it
is considered to poseldigh risk of damage It is generally agreed that fishing activity with mobile
bottom contacting gear has an impact on reef structureghbin terms of physical disturbance to

the reef structure itself as well as to the biodiversity found at the ¥dedwever, it is recognised

OKIFIG GKS yFGdaNBE 2F GKS aAadSQa FSIadNBa oYlFAyft e

currentlyrestrids theuse of mobile gears over the main reef features.

TheUKis proposing to restrict fishing activity with mobile bottom contacting gears within the site as
such activity could pose a risk to the restoration of the site to favourable conservatias.sthe
content of the proposed fisheries management measures is explained in more detail in Secfion
Annex B

The proposal has been reviewed GEFAGee sectiorB.5).

1.3 Recommendations to be implemented

The following recommendations are proposed &oloption:

- the exclusion of demersal towed gears and dredges to protect all Annex | reef feature within

the siteand an increased reporting zone around it (see Section & Annex B.

2 http://incc.defra.gov.uk/PDF/HaigFras_ConservationObjectives AdviceonOperations_4.0.pdf

3 Lokkeborg 2005, Freese et al. 1999; McConnaughey et al. 2000, Sewell and Hiscock 2005
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http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/PDF/HaigFras_ConservationObjectives_AdviceonOperations_4.0.pdf

Gear Types that would be

banned within the site

Gear code Annex XhiEU
Regulation No 404/2011

International Standard

Classification of Fishing Gears

Beam Trawl

TBB

TBB

Bottom Trawl/Otter Trawl

OTB, OTT, BITBN,TBS,TB

OTB,OTT,OT,PTB,TB

Seines

SDN, SSC, SX, SV

SB, SPR, SDN, SSC, SX, SV

Dredges

DRB

DRB, DRH




The coadinates of the site and management boundary are as follows:

0 50°21'59"N | 7° 36'44" W
1 50°22'36"N | 7°31'11"W
2 50°22'16"N | 7°30'11"W
3 50°17'55"N | 7°30'24"W
4 50°16'55"N | 7°33'14"W
5 50°15'21"N | 7°35'04"W
6 50°13'22"N | 7°40'25"W
7 50°14'21"N | 7°42'26" W
8 50°13'41"N | 744'26"W

9 50°12'12"N | 7°44'25"W
10 50°7' 34" N 7°48'03"W
11 50°6'01" N 7°59'16" W
12 50°5'56" N 8°2'09"W

13 50° 7'20" N 8°4'13"W

14 50°12'25"N | 7°59'23"W
15 50°14'04"N | 7°57'06" W
16 50°16'15"N | 7°47'04" W
17 50°15'14"N | 7°45'17"W
18 50°16'00"N | 7°43'47"W
19 50°19'02"N | 7°44'13"W
20 50°19'58"N | 7°42'42" W
21 50°21'59" N | 7° 36' 44"W

2. Legal framework

2.1 Common Fisheries Policy

The Common Fisheries Policy (Regulation No 1380/2013 (The Basic Regulation) Asiatesl that
Member States are empowered to adopt conservation measures not affecting fishing vessels of
other Member Stads that are applicable to waters under their sovereignty or jurisdiction and that

are necessary to comply with the obligations under Article 6 of Directive 92/43/EEC and Article 13(4)
of 2008/56/EC.
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the purpose of complying with the obligations referred to above, and other Member States have a
direct management interest in the fishery to be affected by such measures, the European
Commission shall be empoweredddopt such measures, upon request, by means of delegated
acts. For this purpose cooperation between Member States having a direct manageneeastis
foreseen with a view to formulating a joint recommendation in agreement on draft fisheries

management mrasures to be forwarded to the Commission.

The initiating Member State shall provide the Commission and the other Member States having a
direct management interest with relevant information on the measures required, including their
rationale, scientific @dence in support and details on their practical implementation and

enforcement. Member States shall consult the relevant Advisory Councils.

The initiating Member State and the other Member States having a direct management interest may
submit a joint reommendation within six months from the provision of sufficient information. The
Commission shall adopt the measures, taking into account any available scientific advice, within

three months from receipt of a complete request (Reg 1380/2013, Articlesd 1&n

The following chapters describe hdhe UK as the initiating Member State, has taken the
I 2YYA&ai 2 yrécisinddaking iNd dccodre® well as the requirements for regional

coordination in line with the new Basic Regulation.
2.2 Fisheies Access to thédaig Fras SAC

In accordance with th&astc Regulation the following Membert&tes operatedemersal towed gears

within the proposed management zongK France, IrelandSpain and The Netherlands

Of theseMember StatesUK, Ireland, Framg Spain and The Netherlandave undertaken demeal
trawling within the proposed management zone in the pagears from 2010 to 2013 inclusive
(detailsof activity and gear typean be found in table 2)1The most significant activitwas from
Frenchand UK vesselsith lower, but substantive, levels of activity from Spanisishand
occasionally DutcliesselsThere was one report from a Danish vessel over this effbioe year
period and Danish vessels are not present any other time. Due td thisat considered that Danish

vessels are active in the siteit do fish in the surrounding ICES rectangles

2.3 Designation of theHaig Fras SAC



TheOffshore Marine Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c.) Regulations 2007 (S| 2007/5842)
amended provide the legal basis for the designation of Natura 2000 sitéiaffshorewaters In
accordance with &ulation 7 of the above Regulations, Haig Fras was submitted to the European
Commissioras a Candidate Special AredCainservationdSACpn 31August2008 and adopted by
the Commission as a SCI on 22 December 208Gf&:cordance with Article 4(4) of the Habitats
Directive,Member States have a maximum of gears from the site being adopted as a SCI to

implement the necessary management measures amnchélly designate the site as a SAC.

In July2015, amendments to the boundary of the SCI were submitted by kh&btvernment to the
CommissionThese boundary changes arise from joint IXEE/ASurveys conducted during 2011

and 2012 of the area.

Figurel: Ste boundary andluly 201%oundary revision.

S5'UON i
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Legend
I Annex | reef
[~ iHaig Frss cSAC original boundsry 2009
scrwon L) Haig Fras cSAC revised boundary 2015
®  Haig Fras cSAC boundary coordinates

e UK Continental Shelf

World Vector Shoreline © US Defence Mapping Agency. The exact limits of the UK Continental Shelf are set out in orders made under section 1(7) of the Continental Shelf Act 1964
(© Crown Copyright). MAP NOT TO BE USED FOR NAVIGATION. © JNCC 2015. Projection WGS84 UTM 29N.

In December 2015 Haig Fras was confirmed as an SAC.

3. Process

4 http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2007/1842/contents/made
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This chapter describes the process from when the initiative to protect reef structures from fisheries

activities at Haig Fras was commenced fslaeries management workshop in Renmeslovember

2011jointly by the Department for Environment Food and Rural Affairs (Defra) and the Joint Nature
Conservation Committee (JNQRY G A f adzo YA&daAzy 2F FAAKSNASA YI yl:
Joint Rec¥ Y Sy R | (i the2UR §Francg, Ireland, Spaiand The Netherlandgo the Eurgean

Commission Portugal and Denmark have access to the site but have not actively fished the site

(using proposed prohibited gears) over the years analysed-2008.
3.1 Sakeholder workshop

A stakeholder workshop was heldRenneson 24November 2011This was undertaken as a pilot
study of engaging fisharen in the design of measureBhis pilot formed part of the Marine
Protected Areas in the Atlantic A{¢VAIA) EU irdrreg Vb projectThe workshop was attended by
French ad UK fisheries representativeBhe workshomperatedon the basis of emerging

information of the possible revision to the boundary.

The workshop considered that management measures would only héreghjfor benthic mobile
fishing gear. The group identified three areas within the site that are not part of the reef feature,
and recommended that these areas should remain open to towed gears as part of a zoned
management approagcisubject to further anlysis of the data by JINCC and the effectiveness of a
monitoring and enforcement regime. The preferred option would be a voluntary aggeem
negotiated through theNorth West Waters Advisoi@ounciNWWAC) but this would be subject to
confirmation that wluntary arrangements would be acceptable to the H full report of the

meetingis at AnneXA.
3.2 Involvement of theNWWAC

In 2011 Defra set up a MPA Pilot Project Steering Group to progress the identification of fishery
management measures for offste Natura 2000 sitesncludingHaig Fras SARepresentatives of
the then North West Water Adviso§ouncilNWWAC)oined this project group in July 2011 to

contribute to the preparation for the workshop outlined above.
3.3 Rationale

Haig Fras SA€ airrently assessed anoderately vulnerableto the pressuredisted below (i.e. it is
both sensitive to and exposed to the pressure). Therefore to fulfil the conservation objectives for the

Annex | Reefthe Competent Authorities for this area are advisednvestigate and, if necessary,

5 www.maianetwork.org
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manage human activities within their remit such that they do not result in deterioration or

disturbance of this feature through any of the following:

1 Physical damagey physical disturbancer abrasion (demersal fishing)

1 Biological disturbancdy selective extractioof species (demersal fishing).

The offshore activity below may result in damage to the interest feature and is not subjedoto pr
authorisation or licensingl herefore, where fishing using demersal toweaugeoverlaps with the

feature it is considered to posehigh risk of damage

3.4Demersal fishing

Whilst it is unlikely that demersal towed gears can affect the fmmn natural distribution of

granite bedrock reef features, there is some evidencmthicate that the use of bottom contacting
mobile gears can impact the structure and function of the habitat and the long term survival of its

associated species.

The use of towed fishing gears is likely to cause damage or death of fragile, erect spaties
sponges and coralsOther species such as hydroids, anemones, bryozoans, tunicates and
echihoderms may also be vulnerabld&rRecovery is likely to mow?. Where fragile, slow growing
species occur, even low levels of fishing have the poterttiahtinge the structure and function of

the habitats and may result in the loss of some characteristic species.
3.5Principle

The UK Government is responsible for ensuring favourable conservation status of designated marine
habitats and species in its resgive Natura 2000 network and to take appropriate steps to avoid
the deterioration of natural habitats and the habitats of species as well as the disturbance of the

species for which the Natura 2000 site has been designated.

Based on scientific advice frloJNCC, the UK has decided to protect reef structures (H1170) from

physical disturbances due to mobile bottom contacting fishing activities.

When formulating the present proposal, the following principles have been the focal points:

6 Lgkkeborg 2005, Freese et al. 1999
7“McConnaughey et al. 2000, Sewell and Hiscock 2005

8 Foden et al. 2010
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1. Sound scientificasis

This proposal for fisheries management measures is based on scientific evidence angaadvice
takes all retvant information into accountINCC has provided scientific advice in relation to the
principles and methodsyrsued in the present promal The proposal hsalso been reviewed by
CEFAS he advice fronCEFA®as thatexcluding mobile demersal fishing activity from all areas of
the Haig Fras SA@as likely to facilitate the most significant contribution towards recovery of the

Annex | reefeatures to favourable condition.

2. Stakeholder involvement

An important element of the process of formulating fisheries management measures has been the

involvementof stakeholdersThis is outlined in further detail in sectiofsl and 3.2.

3.6 Proposal scope

Haig Fras SA€located in thaNesternEnglish Channel and Celtic $sggional Sea, and represents
deep circalittoral reef with low topographic complexity in a fully saline environment. This reef is the
only substantial nottoastal area ofiard bedrock reef known to occur in this Regional Sea. Energy
levels are moderate at this sit@vailable evidence indicates thdémersal fishing activity, including
static gear types, such as gillnets and tangle nets, occurs within the site (CNPMEMVIEBQZ008;
NFFO, 2008). Evidence of static fishing was also further observed in a number of locations on the
northern regions of both main outcrop areas, as well as indication of mobile fishing activity through

the central regiof

The management boundg of Haig Fras SA€hcompasses the entirety of the site providing drea
necessary to ensure protection of the Annex | habi@dordinate points have been positioned as
close to the edge of the interest features as possible, rather than being locatbd nearest whole
degree or minute point. The boundary also includes a margin to allow for mobile gear on the seabed

being at some distance from the location of the vessel at the sea suifaeghabitat feature was

9 Barrio Frgan et al.,2015
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drawn from interpolated data from Biih Geological SurvEand the presence of the reef was

confirmed by survey conducted by Rees in 2000 over a portion of the feature.

Following further survey b EFASnd JNCC in March 2011 and February 2012, multibeam and
backscatter acoustic data werellrted along with video and still groundtruthing imagery. Based on

these data, an updated habitat map has been produced for thé'site

As a result of new surveys, JNCC proposed a revised site boundary that more closely corresponds to

the distribution ofthe features.
3.7 Restriction of fisheries within the site

The proposed management measure prohibits the use of demersal taaress the entiretpf the
Annex | reef featurevith anappropriate bufferzone(see Figure24 AnnexB). This will be enforced

by the control and monitoring measures describedeaation 8 of Annex.B

List of Annexes

Annex A¢ Meeting note from workshop

Annex B; Overview of the 11 information itemsinthe € A 8 aA 2y Qa8 3JIdzZA RSt Ay Sa TN
Annex Q; Map of UK marine Natura 200@twork

Annex D¢ Haig Fras SAftohibited area for bottom towed gears

Annex E; Map and coordinates fadaig Fras SA€porting zone with increased reporting

Annex Fg Topographical makdzL) 2 ¥ LINBP L2 AaSR aO2 NNAR2 NA ¢

Annex & References

10Grahamet al.,, 2001

11 Barrio Fragn et al., 2015
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AnnexA ¢ Meeting note from workshop

@INCC

Joint Mature Conservation Commitiee

Haig Fras Site of Community Importance (SCI)
MAIA" Fisheries Management Workshops Minutes

24 November 2011 — Conseil Regional, 283, avenue du Général Patton, 35 711 Rennes
Cedex, France

JNCC - 22 December 2011

Twenty people aftended the MAIA Haig Fras management workshop including five French fisheries
representatives, one Cornish fisherman and a UK fisheries representative.

A series of presentations were given by Defra and JNCC regarding the Haig Fras SCI, its relation to the
recommended Greater Haig Fras Marine Conservation Zone (rMCZ), and fishing activities® around the
site*. Following the explanation of the two different MPA processes, it was emphasized by fisheries
representatives that fishers will not want to re-discuss management measures for both the Haig Fras SCI
and the recommended Greater Haig Fras MCZ in a few years time when the MCZs have been
forwarded. There was concern that this would lead to present discussions being annulled.

JNCC and Defra highlighted that there is a legal requirement under the Habitats Directive to put in place
management for Natura 2000 sites within six years of notification to the Commission, hence the need to
begin discussions now. Defra noted the remarks about MCZ selection and management made by the
fishery representatives of the UK and France and relayed the fact that no decision has yet been taken on
whether to designate the rMCZs and further analysis and consultation will be required before any
decision is taken on the site.

JNCC presented new information showing initial maps of multibeam bathymetry and backscatter images
of Haig Fras (from a survey conducted January 2011). This has provided maore precise information on
the location of the reef features. The site boundary is likely to need to be amended to include all the reef
areas within the site and exclude as much ‘non-reef’ area as possible. When the full report from the
survey is complete, a slightly amended site boundary will be recommended by JNCC to Defra. The
fishermen and fisheries representatives present confirmed that the new information agreed with their
perception of the location of the reef features and with the paftern of fishing shown by Vessel Maonitoring
System (VMS) data.

It was noted that there are some complex problems involved in identifying MPAs with lack of extensive
ground truthed data; lack of detailed activity data; and projection estimates regarding static gear fishing.

' Marine Protected Areas in the Aflantic Arc (MAIA) EV Interreg IVD project — www.mala-network.org.

? Refer to JNCC Haig Fras SCI summary description of the site and conservation objectives and full site selection
document and Conservation objectives and advice on operations document provided before the meeting and the
complete version which can be found here - http:/fjncc.defra.gov.uk/page-4534.

* Refer to JNCC's Haig Fras SCI description of known fishing activity in the period 2006 to 2009 document provided
before the meeting.

* Presentations available upon request

Haig Fras SCI MAIA fisheries management measures minutes 1
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It was agreed that more sharing of information and methods (notably on activity data calculation and
use) between French and UK authorities would take place as a learning process.

ACTION: JNCC to share risk assessment methodologies with relevant French officials.

JNCC presented management advice for fisheries on the features occurring in Haig Fras. They advised
that the use of towed gears over the reef features is not compatible with the conservation objective to
restore the features to favourable condition. Towed gear use on sediment areas adjacent to the reef is
unlikely to have a significant effect on the reef features, and therefore may not need additional
management within the SCI. Static gears are not believed to be damaging at low or moderate levels of
effort, but may need to be managed if effort is at high levels_ It is not currently possible to define
precisely what constitutes a high level of fishing with static gears.

The Comité National des Péches Maritimes et des Elevages Marins (CNPMEM) [French fisheries
committee] presented French fishing activity relevant to the site (based on two Ifremer analysis on 2005-
2007 and 2008-2009 data sets), and their interaction with JNCC at the time of Haig Fras Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) consultation (2008).

Subsequently, UK and non-UK fishing information was provided:
« |t was confirmed that Potting activity does not happen within the site,
+ Netting activity (gilinetting, trammel and some longline) occurs on the reef features;

* Due to topography constraints trawling activity only occurs in between the reef features and
around the edge of the site. It was further noted that trawling activity does not take place where
netting activitiy occurs, helping to avoid conflict between the different industries;

« |t was clarified that netting activity on the site is effectively limited by restrictions of space, tide
and distance from fishing ports. A maximum of three vessels are able to fish on the site at any
one time and fishing is only possible on neap or weak tides (two weeks per month). Netting
activity on the site is therefore unlikely to be considered high and is not expected to increase
significantly above present levels.

It was agreed that more detailed information on the level of static fishing activity that can occur without
damage to the reef will be required in order to establish the level of static gear fishing that will be
acceptable on reef features. It was proposed that the approximate intensity of netting activity currently
occurring on the site could be quantified i.e. kilometres of net per days fishing per unit effort by the three
vessels able to fish on the site. This would help to quantify what levels of activity are considered
low/moderate and compatible with the conservation objectives.

The Marine Management Organisation (MMO) presented the possible options for management
measures® within the site. No further options were proposed by those present.

Management measure options discussed
1. A voluntary arrangement to restrict damaging fishing

This option was put forward as a possibility as the nature of the reef leads to a natural
segregation of activities occurring on the site: low level of static gear on the reef feature and
mobile gear on sedimentary substrates around the reef features. Additionally, since pelagic
activities do not damage the reef features, a wvoluntary agreement would satisfy the
conservation objectives.

The MMO emphasised that voluntary measures, if they are to be considered, must be robust
and able to demonstrate that they can protect the sensitive reef features in the site. Defra

® Refer fo Haig Fras SCI possible Common Fisheries Policy (CFP) management measures document provided
before the meeting.

Haig Fras SCI MAIA fisheries management measures minutes 2
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noted that the European Commission (EC) is unlikely to consider voluntary measures to be
sufficient to provide certainty of protection. The department of French Marine Fisheries and
Aguaculture noted that the EC does not have a definitive position on this matter: there is an
opportunity to propose voluntary measures. It was agreed to consider this subject with the
Commission. Furthermore, it was agreed that additional discussions would be needed given
the lack of presence at the workshop from Spanish and Irish fishing interests. The North West
Waters Regional Advisory Council (NWWRAC) was proposed as a forum through which a
voluntary agreement could be reached.

2. No fishing

This option was dismissed since the level of static gear fishing occurring on the site was
deemed to be at low levels and pelagic fishing activity would not damage the reef features
within the site. Prohibition of all fishing would put an unnecessary restriction on activities that
are not considered to be damaging.

3. No fishing except pelagic

This was dismissed since the level of static gear fishing occurring on the site was deemed to
be at a low level. Prohibition of static gears would put an unnecessary restriction on activities
that are not considered to be damaging the reef features at present.

4. No fishing except pelagic and static demersal

This option was not taken forward since it was agreed that management boundaries could,
providing there was effective monitoring and enforcement, be drawn to enable mobile fishing
to continue in the sediment areas of the site (based on new data on location of reefs within
the site).

5. No additional managment

It was suggested that the nature of the site, which precludes use of mobile gears on the reef
features and restricts static gear effort to low or moderate levels, may make further
management of fishing unnecessary. However, it is possible that the Commission would not
consider this sufficient to provide certainty of protection. This option was not discussed further
in the meeting but it has not been dismissed.

6. Zoned management

Given the abowve, this option was explored in more detail. There are three areas within the
current SCI boundary where mobile fishing gear is currently used on what is believed to be
sedimentary seabed (refer to figure 1 for more detail — the third area is in the very north-east
comer of the site where new data is not yet available) and it is likely that a zoned
management approach could be taken to allow such activity to continue. JNCC will examine
the newly available detailed VIMS and multibeam survey data to assess the potential impacts
of fishing in these areas and whether it is possible to identify permitted fishing areas with
sufficient margins to ensure protection of the reef. It was agreed that this option would need
to be discussed with the NWWRAC.

ACTION: Present conclusions from this meeting to the NWWRAC.

ACTION: MMO to provide JNCC with Point Data (unprocessed VMS data [filtered for speed] showing
actual vessel locations) so JNCC can re-examine detailed VMS data in relation to the new survey data.

Haig Fras SCI MAIA fisheries management measures minutes 3
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Figure 1: Map of Haig Fras with possible differential fisheries management boundaries discussed
and possible boundary adujustments following new multibeam bathymetry and backscatter data
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Summary

The workshop considered that management measures would only be required for benthic mobile fishing
gear. The group identified three areas within the site that that are not part of the reef feature, and
recommended that these areas should remain open to towed gears as part of a zoned management
approach (subject fo further analysis of the data by JNCC, see figure 1) and the effectiveness of a
manitoring and enfarcement regime. The preferred option would be a voluntary agreement (negotiated
through the NWWRAC) but this would be subject to confirmation that voluntary arrangements would be
acceptable to the EC. UK government hope to propose management measures for Haig Fras, Stanton
Banks and Dogger Bank SACs before the end of 2012.

All present agreed that discussions were useful and all were pleased with the outcome. The presence of
maore fishers would have been beneficial and this may have been achieved by locating the meeting in a
relevant fishing port such as Concarneau or Le Guilvenec. Furthermore, it was noted that simpler and
mare concise preparatory documents would have been beneficial with maps with legends that fishermen
can use.
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AnnexBch SNIDASG 2F GKS mMm AYF2NNIGA2Y AGSYa Ay GKS

The Commission has issued guidance on a consistent approach to requests for fisheries management
measures undethe Common FisherieoRcy!? Accordingly, this document provides the scientific

and technical information required to support a formal request to the Commission for fisheries
regulation under theCommon fisheries Policy

1 Comprehensive description of the natural features loding distribution within the
site

The granite exposure known as Haig Fras measures about 45 km by 15 km and protrudes above the
surrounding sediment as a rock platform. The main shoal pinnacle arises to within 38 m of the sea

surface and measures lessathl km across. Survey undertaken by Rees in 2000 andQ&fadi

2011/12 over the platform area as well as the shoal showed that distinct biotopes were associated

GAGK 020K 0KS NROl KIoAGEFG FyR GKS &aSkundtBey i WLIRC
base of the shoal, boulders and cobbles partially embedded in sediment provide a complex habitat.

Most of the rocky reef throughout the complex is observed to be made up of the A4.212 biotope,
being dominated by aryophyllia smithiind spongedn an apparently low to moderate energy
environment. The brachiopodovocrania anomalavas also present, sometimes in very high
densities (Barrio Frai et al., 2015). On the uppermost parts of the Haig Fras shoal, the exposed
bedrock in this higher energgnvironment is dominated by the jewel anemo@erynactis viridis

This region also supports encrusting sponges and bryozoans, as well as mobile fauna such as the sea
urchinEchinus esculentisd gastropod mollus€alliostomaspp. (see Plate 1). At thbalow

depths ~50 m, small patches of encrusting pink coralline algae were observed, indicating that the
peak of the shoal protrudes into the photic zone (Rees, 2000). There were also species observed
characteristic of biotope A4.132, such@arynactis vidisand a mixed turf of crisiidgugula
ScrupocellarigandCellariaon moderately tideswept exposed circalittoral rock (Barrio Frogt al.,
2015). At depths of between 60 m and 70 m, the shoal bedrock is slightly covered in silt and is not
widely mlonised except by cup cordBzaryophyllia smithiiwhich are abundant) and a few mobile
species such as the urcHithinus esculentu€alliostomaspp. and crinoidsAntedonspp.) (see

Plate 2). High numbers of cup corals were also seen on parts ai¢kelatform away from the

shoal (Rees, 2000). At the base of the shoal, the rock was covered with a thin layer of fine
calcareous sand and mud and supported cup sponges, erect branching spoagegphyllia smithii
(although in lower numbers than shaller parts of the shoal) and crinoids (Rees, 2000). The
boulders and cobbles around the base of the shoal supported encrusting spgoayephyllia
smithiiand crinoids in low numbers; brittlestars, squat lobstdufidaspp.) and the ross coral
Pentaporafoliacea(now Pentapora fascial)swere also present (see Plate 3) (Rees, 2000).

Analysis byCefassuggest that the rocky reef bedrock feature of the central and North West sections
of Haig Fras complex extends weakly into the ~ 3 km wide area betwesm tigere some minor
exposures of bedrock of low elevation (<30 cm) were seen. Most of the rock habitat here comprises
cobble and boulder reef which appears to be subject to a degree of scour and was dusted with a fine
layer of silt, surrounded by coursediment mosaic. Some sponges are found amongst the boulders,

12 hitp://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/marine/docs/fish_measures.pdf
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the central area appear to have a relatively high mud content and are considered to forma (<1 m

thick) veneer over underlying bedrock.

2 {OASYOGATFTAO NIOGA2YyFES F2N) 6KS araisqa &St
provided in the Natura 2000 data fon. Intrinsic value of its features. Smific
conservation objectives

2.1  Representativity

HaigFrassAca f 20F SR Ay (GKS WwW2SaidSNYy 9y3afAaK [/ KIyySt
deep circalittoral reef with low topographic complexity in a fglfine environment. Energy levels

are moderate at this site. The faunal communities are representative of species colonising aphotic,
hard marine substrata as well as a number of peaks showing communities representative of photic
environments. Four distimdaunal biotopes were observed by Rees (2000): i) a biotope dominated
by jewel anemonéCorynactis viridien rock, ii) a biotope dominated by Devonshire cup coral
Caryophyllia smithidbn rock, iii) a biotope characterised by cup sponges and erect branshiomges

on rock and iv) a complex community with red encrusting sponge, Devonshire cuganyaphyllia
smithiiand featherstars on boulders; the bryozoBantapora foliacegnow Pentapora fascial)s

squat lobsteMunidasp. and brittlestars are alsmmmon. Many of the species identified by Rees
(2000) are invertebrate specialists of hard marine substrates. This has since been confirmed by
Barrio Frogin et al. (2015, ascribing 4 distinct regions representing biotopes associated with: A4.1
(high energ circalittoral rock), A4.2 (moderate energy circalittoral rock), A5.15 or A5.45 (deep
circalittoral coarse or mixed sediment) and A5.27 (deep circalittoral sand).

The degree of representativity gives a measure of ‘how typical' a habitat type is.
A : excdent representativity

B : good representativity

C : significant representativity

The grade for thédaig Fras SA@hnex | reef feature is A.

2.2  Area of habitat

The Annex | reef feature within the site is approximately 175/kh7,520 hectares. This new value
is roughly half the 35,650 hectarésstimated ty Grahanet al., 2001)as the previous value was

derived from a generic flat mapped extent, and so the information we have siswgificantly more
detailed.An estimate of the entire Annex | reef resoufb@drock, cobble and biogenic reef) in UK
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waters is 11,522,700 hectarésThis total extent figure gives the following thresholds for the grades
of this criteriort*:

A ¢ extents between 5,723,600 and 858,540 ha-{T®% of total resource)

B ¢ extents betwea 858,540 and 114,472 ha-15% of total resource)

Cc extents less than 114,472 ha296 of total resource)

CKAZ aAiGSQa TSI OdNBHIEKSNBITANSG TF2 NJ&A! MBIGKAY IGIKSA &
2.3  Conservation of structure and functions

Degree dconservation of structure

Available evidence indicates that there is demersal fishing activity within the site, particularly static
gear types such as gillnets and tangle nets (CNPMEM, 2008; MFA, 2008; NFFO, 2008). Evidence of
static fishing was also filner observed in a number of locations on the northern regions of both

main outcrop areas, as well as indication of mobile fishing activity through theateagion(Barrio

Frojn et al., 2015. However, as the interest feature at Haig Fras is larg&gti (Rees, 2000), the

grading is Il: structure well conserved

Degree of conservation of functions

The prospects of this feature to maintain its structure in the future (taking into account

unfavourable influences and reasonable conservation effortgaxd, since the basic physical

structure is resilient to mechanical impacts and the reef is isolated froradial sources of
pollution.AYSOKF YA &Y Aa F@FAfFofS GKNRdAAK (GKS 9dzNBLISI y
regulations to modify fishing aigity in the area iftiis is deemed to be necessafhelaying of

submarine cables and pipelines in and adjacent to SACs also requires regulatory cohsent.

grading is I: excellent prospects.

Restoration possibilities

Restoration of the biological camunities at Haig Fras would be possiateepting that restoration
methods in the offshore area focus on the removal of impacts, which should allow recovery where
the habitat has not been removedt.is likely that a similar community to that present newsuld
develop if activitis causing damage were removddhe grade is Il: restoration possible with average
effort.

Overall grade

Due to the second sutriterion of this criterion being graded I: excellent prospects, the overall
grading is A: excellenboservation (regardless of the other two suabteria).

BINCC 1B

14CEC, 1995
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2.4 Global assessment

Given the above gradings, and that the feature is unique in the south west UK offshore area, the
Global Assessment grade is A (Bite is an outstanding example of Annex | resdfitat in a
European contexfsee Table 1)

Table 1:Summary of site assessment criteria scores.

Area of Habitat Representativity Relative surface| Structure and | Global
function assessment
Haig Fras A C A A
3 Basis for the spatial extent of the site bouary clearly justified in érms of

conservation objectives

The current boundary fodaig Fras SACIF & 6 SSy RSTAY SR dzukddrd Wb/ / Q&
definition guideline®'® and information provided during public consultation on this site in 2007

2008. The bundary is a simple polygon enclosing the minimum area necessary to ensure protection
of the Annex | habitat. Coordinate points have been positioned as close to the edge of the interest
features as possible, rather than being located at the nearest whexyeed or minute point. The
boundary includes a margin to allow for mobile gear on the seabed being at some distance from the
locationof a vessel at the sea surfadége maximum depth of water around the feature is 110 m;
therefore, assuming a ratio of 3fishing warp length to depth, the proposed boundary is defined to
include a buffer of 330 m from the reef. The habitat feature was drawn from interpolatedficata

British Geological SurvEyand the presence of reef was confirmed by survey conductecelg R

2000 over a portion of the feature.

Following further survey by @efas®JINCC in March 2011, multibeam and backscatter acoustic data
were collected along with video and still groundtruthing imagery. A further area in the centre of the
site (missed dring the March survey) was subsequently surveyed B¢f@asINCC cruise iRebruary
2012 collecting multibeam, backscatter and video data, creating a complete picture of the site.
tKSaS (g2 adNIBSe Qa Cefadd iHustiats Mdhs of Afex SHabigMS G SR 0 &

As a result of these new surveys, JNGitteda revised site boundargn 31 July 2015 to the
Commissiorthat more closely corresponds to the distribution of the features (see figure 1).
Management measures will be aligned to the proposedsed boundary.

13JNCC, 2012a

1 These were agreed by the Joint Nature Conservation Committee and modified subsequent to public
consultation in 2003

17 Grahamet al., 2001
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Figure 2 Site boundary anduly 201%oundary revision.

Legend

I Annex | reef
[ 1Haig Frss cSAC original boundsry 2009
~n  [JHsig Fras cSAC revised boundary 2015
®  Hsig Fras cSAC boundary coordinates

e UK Continental Shelf

World Vector Shoreline © US Defence Mapping Agency. The exact limits of the UK Continental Shelf are set out in orders made under section 1(7) of the Continental Shelf Act 1964
(© Crown Copyright). MAP NOT TO BE USED FOR NAVIGATION. © JNCC 2015. Projection WGS84 UTM 29N.

4 Threats to the longterm natural distribution, structure and functions of the
habitats and the longterm survival of associated species from different types of
fishing gear. Listof other human activities in the areahat could damage the
habitats

4.1  All demersal towed gears (including scallop dredges, beam trawls and otter trawl)

Whilst it is unlikely that demersal towed gears can affect the@mm natural distribution of
granitebedrock reef features, there is some evidence to indicate that the use of bottom contacting
mobile gears can impact the structure and function of the habitat and the long term survival of its
associated species.

The use of towed fishing gears is likady}cause damage or death of fragile, erect specsuch as
sponges and corafs Other species such as hydroids, anemones, bryozoans, tunicates and
echinoderms may also be vulnerableRecovery is likely to be sléWwWhere fragile, slow growing
species ocay even low levels of fishing have the potential to change the structure and function of
the habitats and may result in the loss of some characteristic species.

18 |_gkkeborg 2005, Freese et al. 1999
19 McConnaughey et al. 2000, Sewell and Hiscock 200

20 Foden et al. 2010
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4.2  All demersal static gears (including gillnets, trammel nets, longlines, pots and traps)

The rature of the site (distance from ports and strong tides) restricts static gear effort to low or
moderate levelslt is unlikely that this intensity of demersal static gear activity will affect the-long
term natural distribution of granite bedrock reef femes or the structure and function of the
habitat and long term survival of its associated species.

Mechanical impacts of static gear (e.g. weights and anchors hitting the seabed, hauling gear over
seabed, rubbing / entangling effect mfpes) can damagsome specie’d. Other species appear to be
resilient to individual fishing operations but the effects of hiighing intensity are unknow The
individual impact of a single fishing operation may be slight but cumulative damage may be
significant and@covery is expected to be sléW When fishing intensity is low or moderate, the
degree of modification is expected to be low. There is risk that cumulative effects from ongoing
fishing may result in increasing levels of modification.

4.3 Other Human activities

There is a lack of detailed information on levels of exposure to human activities and their ecological
impact on the feature at this sitdzurther information will be required to assess and monitor
favourable condition of Annex 1 reef of this offsh&@aC

The United Kingdom Cable Protection Committee (UKCPC) notes that the transatlantic cable known

as TAT 14 passes through less than 2km of the SAC at the northern boundary at two points. As the
cable covers such a small area of the feature, itisunlikey A YLJI ANJ G KS FSI Gdz2NBQa
and function. Therefore, it is not considered to expose the feature taighlloss through

obstructiorr“.

The reef features found withinlaig Fras SAdte sensitive to further pressures outlined within table
1 ofHaig Fras SAC SAD (2012).

5 Fleet activity in the area and in the region, distribution of fleets (by nation, gear,
and species), and information on target and bycatch specesr 4 yearsfrom
2010 to2013inclusive

5.1  Validity of data

In the section belowelevant fleet statistics for the years 2012013 are provided as requested by

the European Commission guidance. The UK, as the initiating Member State, analysed fishing from
Member States active in the arealdhig Fras SAdver afour year period. Thiapproach is

consistent with other management proposals methodology across Member Stafiest year

21Eno et al. 1996
22Eno et al. 2001
23Eno et al. 2001, Foden et al., 2010

24JNCC, 2012b
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dataset is considered to be representative of the contemporary fisheries carried out in the area and
thus valid for the purposed of underpinning the curr@moposal.

Overall, the fisheries have been changing since early 2000s as a result of changes in fishing
conditions, e.g. fuel process and the introduction of ITQ systems in various forms. Fishing fleets have
been reduced in number of vessels and fisteffgrt has decreased. Fishing opportunities are

dictate by stock status, market conditions, fuel process and technological opportunities. In addition
policy decisions on alternative use of the marine habitat, sustainable exploitation and environmental
policies will influence fishing opportunities.

The fisheries system is dynamic and sound judgement is required when using the data. However,
more recent datasets are expected to improve our understanding of the structure of the fisheries.

From the rawMSrS LJ2 NIi & , ib isievddeyit That Soime French vessels péngry hour and not
every twohours like all other vessels. The data concerning the amount of French vessels will be
accurate but their effort through pings may destorted. To maintain consistey across all vessels
and Member States of use of data, the information on Freregdsels has been displayed how it was
receivedinto the MMO FMQherefore has not been exapolated to reflect possible onleour vessel
pings as this could alter the valigiof the data further. To establish which vessels specifically are
over reporting would requir@dditional information Therefore please consider that the information
regarding French vessels will inclualeroportion ofvessels that have over reported tmeir
locationi.e. provided avMSping every hourather thanevery 2 hours.

5.1.1 Data analysis

Data presentedhas beeranalysed by applying the standard methodology used to identify whether

or not vessels have been active in a specified spatial area tofivenation.+ a { NB L2 NI & 0 & LIA
were used to indicate vessel fishing activity based on the speed of the vessel as reported within the

VMS message. Each ping was classified as indicative of fishing activity taking place if the speed is

greater than or eqgal to O knot and less than or equal to 6 knots

Each VMS ping received frawessel inCES statisticabctangles 29E1 and 29@Be ICES

rectangles that sit across the siteas been extracteddm the UK VMS systerfeach ping will hold

the followinginformation, the vessel identity (CFR) number, position and speed and the date and
time of that ping). These fishing pings from the rectangle(s) concerned are then processed in GIS
software to identifywhetherthe position was inside or outside th¢aig Fas SA©r the proposed
management areas. This provides a proportion of pings falling within the area for the vessels of each
Member State.

This proportion was then applied to landings data to allow estimates of landings value and quantity
derived from wihin the Haig Fras SA® proposed management areas by ROK vesseld.andings
values and quantities for UK vessels were derived from UK statistical data held by the Marine
Management Organisation. Landings values and quantities fotutOmessels were deged from the
Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries (3TECF)

25 hitp://stect.jrc.ec.europa.eu/index.html
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5.1.2 Data limitations

The data provided in this section is subject to several limitations:

1. Data are only available from vessels that are required to carry VMS sysemassels 15netres
and abovan length). As such their pattern of activity may differ from other parts of the fleet.

2. The speed threshold6-6knots)used to make assumptions as to whether a vessel is fishing or not
only provide indications, not definite proof of fishing and have been applied across all gear types.

3. The proportion of activity inside an area is based on the number of pings as opposed to actual
fishing time.

4. The analysis of VMS data indicates that there is some low level awfitvity the Haig Fras SAfy
vessels from the Netherlands, however, as there are no corresponding landings reported in the ICES
rectangles 29E1 or 29E2 in the STHBEY have not been included in the analysis.

5.2  Fleet activity by state

From 2010 to 203 ves®ls from 4 Member States were active witl@ind aroundthe Haig Fras SAC
(see table 1). Of these, the most significant activity was from French and UK vessels, with lower, but
substantive, levels of activity from Spanish drish vessels (see table 1).

Table 2 Number of vessels and pin@&6knots)associated wittHaig Fras SAfy year and Member
State.

2010 2011 2012 2013
Nationality
Total Total Total Total
Spain SO 1 1 2 0
vessels
Number of 55 26 70 0
pings
France* | Number of 27 25 27 38
vessels
Number,of 448 399 381 706
pings
Ireland Number O 8 13 12 8
vessels
Number of 10 29 26 13
pings
UK Number of 7 5 7 4
vessels
Number of 826 293 582 770
pings

* A proportion of the French VMS data showed vessels reporting at a higieethan the usual 2 hourly reporting period.
This was not consistent across all vessels or all reports.
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5.3  Fleet activity by gear (fishing days, effort)
5.4  Landings values

As shown in Tables 2.1 and 2.2 the gear groups of major importance in terms of effmadge) and
economic importance (value) include (1) Beam Trawls directed at demersal fish (flatfish), (2) Otter
board bottom trawls for demersal fish, (3) otter board bottom trawlsdemersal and semi pelagic
fish. Fishing for these species occurs in 8muthern Irish Sea, Celtic Sea and North East Atlantic.

The fisherieslata for2010¢ 2013 inclusivan Haig Fras SA@volve similar gear types but only two
groups are of major importance regarding effort and four regarding value as can be seerein Tabl
2.2. Bottom trawls and demersal trawls of 120mm mesh size or over produce the highest effort and
values of all the gear types of use. Demersal trawls @f 99mm mesh size, Otter trawls, dredge

and beam trawls also take place within tHaig Fras SAgit with much lower levels of effort and
landings value.
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Table 2.1 Vessel size and gear type for vessels operatittpig Fras SAfy year and Member State showing effort (tonnage caught)

Activity (Tonnes) estimated as from within th6AC

Mgg[oeer V;iszseel Gear Code Activity (Tonnes) in ICES Rangles 29E1 & 29E2 based on maximum VMS activity in 2022013
2010.00 2011.00 2012.00 2013 2010.00 2011.00 2012.00 2013.00
TR1* 0.00 0.00 305.15 0.00 0.00 86.91 TBC
SPAIN Over 15m | TR2** 0.00 0.00 11.99 Not 0.00 0.00 3.41 TBC
in length | Otter Trawl 0.00 0.00 2.56| supplied 0.00 0.00 0.73 TBC
29E1&2 Total 0.00 0.00 319.70 0.00 0.00 91.05 TBC
G T Beam Trawls 0.00 6.63 0.35 0.00 0.45 0.02 0.00
. to 15m Bottom Trawls 0.00 13.83 2.83 Not 0.00 0.93 0.19 0.00
in length lied
Dredge 0.00 1.98 12.30| Suppliea- 0.00 0.13 0.83 0.00
e ANGE Anchored Seines NS NS NS P';a;g {gfe 0.00 2.45 35.04 32.35
S i1 Beam Trawls NS NS NS figures 0.00 0.79 0.00 0.00
SVET SSM TR ottom Trawls 0.00| 2153.19|  2193.56| \ithin SAC 34.73| 1453.68] 1665.49|  2158.10
in length within
Dredge 0.00 4.20 3.92| section 0.00 4.40 0.74 0.00
29E1&2 Total 0.00 2179.83 2212.96 34.73 1462.83 1702.31 2190.45
Oto15m | TR1 2.07 10.20 0.00 Not 0.06 0.28 0.00 0.00
inlength | TR2 1.72 0.00 0.00| supplied- 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00
RELAND Beam Trawls 19.27 17.86 10.23 P'teazeorle;er 20.76 19.16 11.27 94.50
Over 15m | TR1 708.66 588.07 41379 ©
i lenath figures 17.07 4.15 8.58 32.92
in lengt TR2 13.84 30.30 4955 within SAC
29E1&2 Total: 745.56 646.43 473.57 section 37.94 23.59 19.85 127.42
Gill nets and entangling
11.00 30.00 29.00 22.00 :
i?ltlz ism nets 1.8 tonnes (based on an estimated annual avera
9 Trawls 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
UK Gill nets and entangling
169.00 233.00 263.00 329.00
g\igglﬁ]m nets 51.4 tonnes (based on an estimated annual avers
9 Trawls 315.00 279.00 478.00 307.00
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29E1&2 Total

‘ 495.00‘ 542.00‘ 770.00‘ 658.00

53.2 tonnes (based on an estimated annual avers

TR1* =Demersal Trawls 120mm mesh size or above
TR2** = Demersal Trawls 709mm mesh size
NS = Not supplied
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Table 2.2Vessel size and gear type for vessels operatititpig Fras SAfy year and Member State showing landing values

Activity (£) estimated as from within th&sAChased

Mgtr;:)eer V(Seis;séel Gear Code Activity (£) in ICES Rectangles 29E1 & 29E2 on maximum VMS activity in 2022013
2010 2011 2012 2013 2010 2011 2012 2013
TR1* £0 £0| £815,457 £0 £0| £232,251 TBC
spajN | Over 15m TR2** £0 £0 £31,810 Not £0 £0 £9,060 TBC
in length | Otter Trawl £0 £0 £5,535| supplied £0 £0 £1,576 TBC
29E1&2 Total £0 £0| £852,802 £0 £0| £242,887 TBC
01015 Beam Trawls £0 £24,412 £4,117 £0 £106 £18 £0
Oto 15m B s om Trawls Not £0 £0 £0 £0
in length lied
Dredge £0 £5,877 £1,002| sSupplied- £0 £26 £8 £0
CRANGE Anchored Seines NS NS NS P'teoagg {gfe £0| £12,900] £42,748] £49.471
5 e Beam Trawls NS NS NS figures £0 £3,687 £0 £0
Ve oM e itom Traw £0| £1,482,281 £1351,906| \ithinSAC| £106,286| £3,045,880| £3,061,921 £4,475,175
in length within
Dredge £0 £14,055 £3,995| section £0| £13,904 £2,110 £0
29E1&2 Total £0| £1,526,625 £1,361,920 £106,286| £3,076,503| £3,106,805| £4,524,646
0to15m | TR1 £4,391 £31,220 £0 Not £121 £863 £0 £0
inlength | TR2 £3,583 £0 £0| supplied- £99 £0 £0 £0
Beam Trawls £54,646 £49,854 £25 11g| Pleaseefer £39,542| £38,368] £19,087| £172,960
1RSI TR1 £1539931 £1.950983 £1.049076 2013
ey Lol o= 2o e figures £19,733 £4,293 £0,847|  £37.248
inlength | TR2 £30,036| £127,261] £133,319] \ithin SAC
29E1&2 Total: £1,632,587| £2,159,318 £1,207,513 section £59,495| £43524| £28,934| £210,208
Oto15m | Clnetsandentangling | oy 5971 £133774|  £82535  £50,532 .
i nets £0.1mn (based on an estimated annual average
UK Trawls £0 £0 £0 £0
Over 15m | Gl netsandentangling | 025 2571 g6o0128|  £523.767| £741.671 ,
in lenath nets £0.12mn (based on an estimated annual averag
9 Trawls £921,803 £902,727| £1,516,549] £808,553
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| 29E1&2 Total

£1,436,927

£1,656,629

£2,122,851

£1,6(,755

TR1* = Demersal Trawls 120mm mesh size or above
TR2** = Demersal Trawls 709mm mesh size
NS= Not supplied
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5.5  Annual variation in fishing activity

Over the years analys¢80102013) the totalvolumeof vessels fishing in theACare 162 from
other Member States an#l3 from the UK, making a total 4B5. Vessels have been counted more
than once if they enter th&AQGn separateyears. See Table 1.

Numbers ofFrench (25 to 27) vessels fishing within 8®&Gemained stable through 2012012, and
then increased to 38 in 2013, while the Spanish numbers dropped to 0 in 2013 from 2 the previous
year. The number of Irish vessels increased from 8 in 2010 to 13 and 12 in 2011 and 2012 before
declining back to 8 in 2013.

The UK fishing fleet within thi8AChas been steadily declining, from 7 in 2010 to 4 in 2013.
Although the volume pings have increased in the last three years.

Fishing effort is indicated by the number of VMS reports at speeds indicative of fishing)(foatn
knots) received by the KJFisheries Monitoring Centre. Reports are sent by every fishing vessel at 2
hourly intervals with the exception of the French VMS activifhis was witnessed at an hourly rate.

Fishing effort within theSAGvas more variable than number of vesselsifighin the same area. The
volume of pings from the UK and French increased in 2013 from the previous year, whereas the Irish
and Spanish volumdecreased (e Table 1 Danish pelagic activity occurs through ICES area Vlig

and this predominately pair ses but there is no activity recorded litaig Fras SA® in its

proposed reporting zone.

As we are still unable to extrapolate a clear figure of pings by the French we have to assume that
their activity is still high as they have the highest numberesfels operating in the area (see
validity of data section 5.1)

The values (£) and landings (tonnelpe takenwithin the SAGrary between each member state.

UK estimatean annual average &f3.2 tonnes taken from their fleet, whereas in 2012 the tonnes
taken from each Member State was 91.05 from Spain, 149.12 from France and 13.09 from Ireland.
UK estimate an annual average of £120,000 taken from their fleet, whereas in 2012 the value (£)
taken from each member state was £242,887 from Spain, £5,989 France and £33,387 from
Ireland.

Static gear activity (from landings data) in the area of Haig$A&ls considered to be low to
moderate (mainly from netting). However, the static gear data is at ICES rectangle level and is not
attributed to landinggaken directly from the site. VMS analysis shows very few static gear
registered vessels operating in the site.
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Figure 3VMS reports indicating all fishing activityHaig Fras SAZD10 by Nationality
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Marine VMS Activity 2010

Management

O isation Not to be used for navigation. © Crown Copyright and database right 2015. All rights reserved.
rgan Permission number Defra 012012.003. Ordnance Survey Licence No.100049981. Reproduced with permission of JNCC. Contains UKHO Law of the Sea data.
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Figure4: VMS reports indicating all fishimgtivity in Haig FraSAC011 by Nationality
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Figure 5VMS reports indicating all fishingtatty in Haig Fras SAC 2012Ngtionality
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Figure 6 VMS reports indicating all fishing activity in Haig FRG2813 by Nationality
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5.6  Fleet activity by geagroup ¢ Geographical distribution

In the charts depicted in Section 5.@&mdersal gears have been classed as all gear types which are to
be excluded from the closed an@pas stipulated irthe geartable on page 7. The charts show all
demersal and nowlemersal gear types for each year and each Member State and where possible,
the specific gear type recorded has been included.

Figure 7 VMS reports indicatingrenchdemersalnon demersatowed fishing activity irHaig Fras
SAC010

0 Haig Fras SAC
mg;gem French Demersal/Non Demersal activity (2010)

O isation Not to be used for navigation. © Crown Copyright and database right 2015. All rights reserved.
rgan Permission number Defra 012012.003. Ordnance Survey Licence No.100049981. Reproduced with permission of JNCC. Contains UKHO Law of the Sea data.
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Figure8: VMS reports indicatingishdemersal /non demersal towed fistgractivity in Haig Fras SAC
2010

88 Haig Fras SAC
e Irish Demersal/Non Demersal activity (2010)
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Figurel0: VMS reports indicatingKdemersalnon demersal towed fishing activity in Haig Fra€CS
2010
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Figure 11VMS reports indicatinutchdemersal/non demersal towed fishing activity in Haig Fras
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Figurel2: VMS reports indicatingrenchdemersal /non demersal towed fishing activityHaig Fras
SAC2011
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Figurel3: VMS reports indicatingfishdemersal /non demersal towed fistgractivity in Haig Fras
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Figurel4: VMS reports indicating§panisidemersal /non demersal towed fishgractivity in Haig Fras
SAC 2011
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FooW 7500W 7400W 7300W

200N
D200°N

DIO0N
DIO0N

Nationality, Gear group Haig Fras SAC
(including
ESP,Non D | area)

Gi LLS|
care(tLs) [ ] Annex|Reef

T T
FooW 7500W T400W 7300W

Figure B: VMS reports indicatinggKdemersal /non demersal towed fishgractivity in Haig Fras SAC
2011

8 Haig Fras SAC
it UK Demersal/Non Demersal activity (2011)

Organisation Not to be used for navigation. © Crown Copyright and database right 2015 All rights reserved.
g Permission number Defra 012012.003. Ordnance Survey Licence No. 100049981. Reproduced with permission of JNCC. Contains UKHO Law of the Sea data|

F0OW 7500W 7400W 7300W

UK VMS 2011 Haig Fras SAC
(\[Dmme) (including

management area)
UK Gear group D Annex | Reef
UK, Non Demersal
@ gears (GEN, GN,
GNS, GTR)
# UK Unknown gears
omw 7aovw

40



Figurel6: VMS reports indicatin@utchdemersal/non demersal towed fishing activity in Haig Fras
SAC2012
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Figurel7: VMS reports indicatingrenchdemersa/non demersal towed fishing activity in Haig Fras
SAC2012
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Figure B: VMS reports indicatingishdemersal /non demersal towed fishing activity in Haig Fras
SAC2012
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o Irish Demersal/Non Demersal activity (2012)
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Figure B: VMS reports indicatin§panisidemersal /non demersal towed fishing adty in Haig Fras
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Figure 20VMS reports indicatingKdemersal /non demersal towed fishing activity in Haig A€
2012

M Haig Fras SAC
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Figure21: VMS reports indicating French demersal/non demersal towed fishing activity in Haig Fras
SAC2013
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Figure22: VMSreports indicatingrishdemersal/non demersal towed fishing activity in Haig Fras
SAQO013
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oo Irish Demersal/Non Demersal activity (2013)
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Figure23: VMS reports indicatinggKdemersal/non demersal towed fishing activity in Haig FRS S
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5.7  By-catch

The flatfish fisheries (beam and bottom otter lwdd@rawl) include a number of other species as by
catches (e.g. cod, lemon sole). Where these species are landed these are included in the total gross
landing value statistics. There are bycatches that are not landed and there are no current systematic
statistics available for these components of the catches. With the introduction of Common Fisheries
Policy (CFP) reform, which includes a discards ban (on certain vessels/within certain circumstances),
it could become possible in the future to collate inforiea on bycatch that could contribute to the
overall catch and landings statistics in certain arédalsan on demersal fish discards will be

introduced by the end of 2015, following a discard ban on pelagic fish introduced at the end of 2014,
with a ban ordiscarding all other species by 20%6.

26 hitp://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/reform/docs/discards_en.pdf

45


http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/reform/docs/discards_en.pdf

6 Seasonal trends in fisheriesver 4 years 2010 to 2013 inclusive

Chart 6.1 Seasonal fishing activity (all gearsHimig Fras SAC

Haig Fras SAUmeline 20162013
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Chart6.2: Seasonal fishing activity (demafsowed gar) inHaig Fras SAC

Haig Fras SAMemersal Activity Timeline (201R2013)
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7 Proposed fisheries management measures to maintain the habitat feature in
favourable condition. Are they proportionate and enforceable? Other conservation
measures that apply to the area

7.1  Options for fisheriess management
A range of management options may be considered, including:

- no additional management required
- full site prohibition

Activity Management options
Bottom Option 1. No additional managementt KS y | i dzZNB atirés (manly 2
contacting bedrock reef rising above the surrounding seabed) currently precludes use of

mobile gear mobile gears over the main reef features. There are a few small patches of sto
reef between and adjacent to the main reef features which may be accessible
trawling and there is therefore a risk of localised damage to the structure and
function of reef communities in these areas. However, the affected patches
represents only a very small proportion of the feature area (<1%) so it is unlike
that any potential inpact would constitute a significant effect on the reef feature
a whole.

Although current fishing activity would not be considered to have a significant
AYLI OG 2y GKS aradasSQa AyaSaNadGes GKS
sufficient certaintyof long term protection to satisfy the requirements of the
Habitats Directive.

Option 2 Full site prohibition: Exclusion of demersal towed gears across the en
area of the draft revised boundary (see section 3) would minimise the risk of
damage to tle feature. This option would represent the lowest possible risk to
achieving favourable conditicas all Annex | reef feature within the site will be
subject to protection

The area proposed for closure under this option is illustrated in figyreafl
coordinates listed in Annex.D

Bottom No additional management The best available evidence indicates that static ge
contacting TAAKAY3I G GKAaa tS@St 62dAd R y23 0S5
static gear and therefore would notequire further management. If further

research/monitoring indicates that these gears are having an adverse impact ¢
FSIHGdINBE QA O2YyRAGAZ2YI FRRAGAZ2YIEE Yy
in the future.

To distinguish between reduce and rewe management options for bottom contacting mobile gear,
YL A4 LINPOARSR KSNB F2NJ AffdzZAGNI GADS LIzN1I2 4S3
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current draft boundary (April 2013) and identify potential differences between site and féature
management boundary options.

Figure24: Area to be closed to bottom contacting towedage under management option 2
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Legend

- Annex | reef
+  CIHaig Fras cSAC original boundary 2009

[ #eig Fras cSAC revised boundary 2015
Haig Fras Mgmt option 3

® Haig Fras cSAC boundary coordinates
w—— JK_Continental Shelf

World Vector Shoreline © US Defence Mapping Agency. The exact limits of the UK Continental Shelf are set out in orders made under section 1(7) of the Continental Shelf Act 1964
(© Crown Copyright). MAP NOT TO BE USED FOR NAVIGATION. ® JNCC 2015. Projection WGS84 UTM 29N.

7.2  Proposed management option

Exclusion of demersal towed gears across the el@#k€(see section 3 the proposed
management optior{option 2described in section 7.1} his option will prohibit the usef demersal
towed gear over the entirety of thEAGand therefore also the entirdnnex | reef featureThis
optionreduces the risk of damage to the feature to the lowest possible levkiepresensthe
lowest possible risk to achieving favourable condititransit over theSAQs still permittedwith
gear stowed as per the proposed regulatipefer to section 8.3 Annex B)

The area proposed for closure under this option is illustratefigure 21 and coordinates listed in
Annex D

The UK had initially considered implementing a zoned management approach, exdeuxtiagsal
towed gears over the three main areas of bedrock mekilst allowing fishing to continue in

G O2 NNAR R 2 Nbedeatdred WIS iy optionwould havereduced the risk to achieving
favourable conditiont would not have entirely eliminated it. This option had bekscussedt the
workshop held ilfNovember2011 when only limited data existed for the site. 8itigat time further

27 Areas of norreef habitat identified at Haig Fras MAIA management workshop 2011
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understanding of the reef extentas improved confidence ¢#1170 distributionwithin the site This
is demonstrated in Figure A and Figure B in Arihex

Allowing thepreviously discussel O2 NNA R2 NE ¢ (2 NBYIl A Mowedgéays (12 TFA &K
may impact the small patches of H1170 contained within tlaem the UK is of the view that all

Annex 1 reef must be protected within the site. Furthermomefingeven a part othe previously

discussedi O 2 N&ldpéh® Ndmersal towed fising was not deemed practicakynforceable and

as such would pose a risk of restricted gears making contact with the H1170 fektora.the

current information available on the site there does maistan area of at least 1nm wide to allow

fishing to ontinue without prohibited gears making contact with identified reef features. For

enforcement and surveillance purposes a channel at least 1nm wide with increased reporting at 10

minutes would be required

In order to minimise the risk of damage to afinex | reef feature within the site and ensure the best
possible circumstances for achieving favourable condition, full site prohibition was chosen as the
preferred management optian

7.3  Other fisheries measures which apply to the site

TheHaig Fras SAtéswithin an area where Commission Regulation (EC) 494/2002 of 19 March 2002
establishing additional technical measures for the recovery of the stock of hake in IC&Bazibl,
IV, V, VI and VIl and ICES divisions VIII & bpplies.

Regulation 4942002 contains the following measures:

9 Catch composition rules requiring the maximum allowed proportion of hake in a total catch
for gear types.

1 Gear specification requirements, including twine thickness and mesh sizes for various gear
types.

1 Within a speified are&® (which encompassiaig Fras SAQt is prohibited to use any fixed
gear of mesh size less than 120mm.

1 Within a specified area (which encompassig Fras SAQt is prohibited to use any towed
net of mesh range 55 to 99mm, except foreast®d71 Q2 GKSNB o6SFY (NI 6f &
55 to 99mm may be deployed from April to October.

28 As defined by article 5, paragraph 1(a) of Commission Regulation (EC) 494/2002aich 2002
establishing additional technical measures for the recovery of the stock of hake in IC&®aubl, 1V, V, VI
and VIl and ICES divisions VIl a, b d,e
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8 Control measures envisaged by the Member State, possible ecological and control
buffer zones to ensure site protection and/or effectiveontrol and monitoring
measures

8.1 Measures envisaged by Member states for Control, Enforcement and Compliance

The proposed control, enforcement and compliance regimeHfaig Fras SASOnsists of a
combination of at sea sueillance (surface and aeriahd remote monitoring of vessel piion
throughthe establishment of an alézone outside oHaig Fras SA&uch a regime would be in line
with future control and enforcement challenges of the CFP.

8.1.1 Surface and aerial surveillance

Surface and aerial surveillancetdig Fras SAGIl be ontinued under the existing surveillance
planfor the Celtic Sea and South West Approaches. This surveillance plan will coordinate the surface
(fisheries protection vessels) and aerial surveillance capacity of the UK.

8.1.2 ReportingZone

Remote monitoring angurface surveillance will also be put in place, targetilagy Fras SAG
accordance with the MMQ fisk-based MPA management pkan

EU fishing vessels over 12m in length are only required to report, through satellite, every two hours.
Reports can be &ived in real timgby the flag Member State and Coadiéémber States=MC)out

this reporting frequency would allow vessels to cross the prohibited area @A@vithout being
identified between the two hourlyeportingtimes. The creation of mincreasd reporting zone

located around theéHaig Fras SA@uld ensure that vessels in the vicinity could be identifiEkdese
vessels would still be allowed to fish in the reporting zone and increased reporting would provide
detailed information on the vesselsdation in proximity to the prohibited fishing zone within the

Haig Fras SAfbundaries Vessels would also be allowed to transit the area and the increased
reporting would allow theMMO FMQo distinguish between those fishing and those not.

Geofence® can be set up on ¥MS device which would be triggered if a vessel enters the reporting
zone.The geofencevhich will beestablishedor Haig Fras SA@ould activate on entry of a vessel. It
may be possible to increase the frequency of satellite reportitigpagh thiscould beconsidered to

be expensive and the cost would be borne by the fishing vessels.

Fishing will not be prohibited in the reporting zoaed increased reporting would apply to all
vessels entering the site and reporting zone (all vesselsall gears)

8.2  Vessel position and gear deployment monitoring

Monitoring of vessel position is integral to the preferred control, enforcement and compliance plan.
In order to improve monitoring and compliance, fishing vessels witliig Fras SAdhd the
reporting zone should be required to carry a system capable of:

1 Recording high frequency position reports (one regra minimum 30ninute interval)
when within the prohibited area or reporting zone arouHdig Fras SAC

29 A Geofence is a spatial virtual barriBrograms that incorporate gefencing allow a administrator to set
up triggers such as increased reporting so when a device enters (or exits) the boundaries defined by the
administrator it performs the trigger aniflrequireda text message or email alert.
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Transmitting position reports &iGPR&SM3*(when available)
When GPR&SMsignal is not available: storing positions and forwarding when the signal is
available
1 Transmitting an email and/or text message alert via GBBB(when signal available) to
the flag state andMMO FMGwvhen the \essel entesthe reporting zondor Haig Fras SAC
1 High frequency reporting would end when a vessel leaves the reporting area araiad
Fras SAC

= =

Mobile network signal is not currently available in the Haig Fras area; enforcement action using this
systemwill therefore be retrospective. An enforcement protocol, based on compliance risk, will be
developed to prioritise deployment of @ea enforcement capabilities.

In the UK, vessels which are fitted with a VMS+ device can meet all the above systeemnmeqtsr
The VMS+ device is also capablérafismittingincreased reporting either through satellite or
GPRS/GSM. There is also development work on another device knowiM&ihshore vessel
monitoring system)which although designed primarily for tRaglish inshore fleet (those vessels
under 12m in length), can also meet the above requiremente requirements proposed will allow
other Member States to report depending on tR®1Stechnology that they currently have available
to them either through GRS/GSM or satellit&Gome upgrades to vessels systems may be required.

8.3  Key provisions to include in EC regulation to manadgg Fras SAC

Key provisions which should be included in an EC regulation to facilitate control enforcement and
compliance include:

1 A prohibition on any bottom towed gears being deployed within 8#C

1 Establishment of a 3nm (5.556kmgporting zonearoundHaig Fras SAQ fishing vessels
within this area shall be required to record or report vessel positions at miniB@minute
intervals. This area shall be defined by thporting zone and coordinates displayed in
Annex E.

1 Arequirement for all fishing vessels entering the reporting zone to have a system for
recording and reporting vessel position which meets prescribed spaiiiins (se fction
8.2 for minimal requirements) and is installed and operative. Any fishing vessel ertaiig
Fras SAGr the reportingzonewithout such a system will be committing an offence.

1 Arequirement for all fishing vessels transiting thetrieted area carrying prohibited gears
to have alprohibitedgears on board lashed and stowed during transit.

1 Arequirement for all fishing vessels transiting the restricted area carrying prohibited gears
to ensure that the speed during transit is notddhan 6 knots except in the case of force
majeure or adverse conditions. In such cases the master shall immediately inform the
fisheries monitoring centre of the flag member stathich shall then inform th&AMO FMC

The proposal on which gears typesprohibit is formulated in terms of Gear Codes in Annex Xl in EU
Regulation 404/2011. In general prohibited gears types are towed gears with bottom contact.
Formulation of the regulation requires clear and precise definitions which distinguish allowed gea
types from prohibited gear types. This includes, for trawls which can be operated both with and

30 General Packet Radio System (GPRS) anichiGBystem for Mobile communications (GSM): These are types
of mobile phone technology which meet European telecommunications standards.
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without bottom contact, distinguishing between these different gear riggings (if such a distinction is
not feasible these gear types should be prohibited).

Management measures for the site will be periodically reviewed in line with advancements in
technology, specifically the development of improved remote vessel monitoring and gear in/out
technologies.

9 Measures to monitor and assess the maintenance and/ecoveryof the features
within the site
The Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNE&)rrently leading a research and development
programme to develop an integrated system of monitoring for marine biodiversity across all UK
waters.The programme aim® provide a coherent framework for biodiversity monitoring to meet
the requirements of existing and future monitoring and assessment obligations including those
under theMarine Strategy Framework Directive, Habitats and Birds Directives and the OSPAR
Corvention. Monitoring and assessment of protected sites constituting the UK network of Marine
Protected Areas, including Natura 2000 sites, will be an integral part of this programme.

Monitoring within Natura sites in UK offshore waters will be based orptheeiples outlined in the
Wb/ / Q& [/ 2YY2y { G yRI NIRCC 2@02iidhditmeRh y 3 DdzA RIF yOS

1 enable assessment of the degree to which current conservation measures are proving
effective in achieving the conservation objectives;

1 support the assessmertf Favourable Conservation Status for relevant features and identify
priorities for future action, and

1 enable Government to undertake its national and international assessment and reporting
commitments in relation to designated sites and help identify angas of shortfall in
implementation.

Ongoing work to develop monitoring options advice for Governments to meet these requirements
for Natura 2000 sites will include:

9 identification of a set of measurable characteristics, attributes or indicators tbsdribe the
condition of the feature either directly or indirectly, including elements which relate to
habitat extent, structure, function, and typical species;

9 setting of broad targets or target ranges for each of these attributes corresponding to
favourable feature condition;

9 identification of appropriate sampling methods and levels of sampling required to provide
the statistical power necessary to detect change, and

1 development of a programme of surveys which can support assessment and reporting
obligatons under the Habitats Directive but also take into account the expected rate of
response of features to management and that changes in condition may in some cases be
inferred from the assessment of sites with similar characteristics and knowledge of the
presence/absence of pressures to which the features are considered sensitive.
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10 Coordination with neighboumg Member States as appropriate

[To be completedollowing consultatioh

11 Evaluation of possible displacement of fishing effort amdpact on newareas

Becausehe SAGwill be closed for certain gear types, some displacement is likely to happen, both
within the SAGand outside theSAC

Displacement is difficult to quantify, and it is impossible to predict where exactly activities will be
displacedo.

The closed arewill benefit from the prohibition of certain geaes it is considered that thest and

2nd trawl pass (Schroedet al., 2008) are the most damaging. In any case, such developments are
dependent on the fishing intensity and distriliar before the closure, the added fishing activity
causedoy displacement and external factors (such as fish distribution, TAC/quota, fuel prices, other
spatial claims).

Therefore, as a part of the overall monitoring programme (see Section 9), the chiarefémt
distribution within theSAGand any possible effects should be monitored.
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Annex G; Map of UK marine Natura 2000 network
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