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1. INTRODUCTION
[Does not belong to the ToRs but is listed here to avoid confusion with the section
numbering when editing the plenary report.]

2. LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
[Does not belong to the ToRs but is listed here to avoid confusion with the section
numbering when editing the plenary report.]

3. INFORMATION TO THE PLENARY

4. STECF INITIATIVES



5. ASSESSMENT OF STECF EWG REPORTS

5.1. EWG 26-01 Annual Economic Report on the EU Fishing Fleet I and II

Request to the STECF

STECF is requested to evaluate the findings of the STECF Expert Working) and make
any appropriate comments and recommendations in view of its publication.

5.2. EWG 26-03 Methods - Stock assessments in the Western Mediterranean
Sea 2026

Request to the STECF

STECF is requested to evaluate the findings of the STECF Expert Working Group
meeting, and make any appropriate comments and recommendations in particular
on the following points:

TOR 1

On the basis of the work carried out, can STECF PLEN 26-02 advice on valid F
reference points for the stocks of MUT7 and DPS567 in EMU1?

TOR 2 (Methodologies for the evaluation and advice for the WMed MAP)

Evaluability

o EWG 23-06 gave a preliminary possible classification of the evaluability
of 2026 compensation measures and anticipates testing the effect of
compensation measures individually and in combination both in the
intermediate year and in the advice year (in TOR 2.3).

Intermediate year/2027 projection assumptions:

o STECF is requested to carefully evaluate the need to have two scenarios
for possible effort reductions (effort reductions homogeneous across
segments or according to pF/landings by GSA) and to advise if only one
option can be retained to reduce the number of scenarios and the range
of uncertainty

Modelling approaches

o EWG 26-03 proposed amongst the options for identifying the MVS by
EMU/GSA also to add one further level of granularity by possibly looking
at a different MVS in the coastal and in the deep fishery. While this could
be technically explorable, the WestMedMAP in principle would not have
more than one MVS per EMU and a multi MVS per EMU could have



unanticipated consequences for the compensation mechanism and other
aspects of the MAP implementation.

o EWG 26-03 put forward a possible dual approach for providing MSY days
for 2027, e.g. one based on the current Bioeconomic Economic models
(which should be able to account for intermediate year effects of
compensation mechanisms) and regression approach (F~E) to derive
individual stocks Fmsy fishing days by GSA. As an averaging approach
is envisioned, STECF should advise if for a 2027 projection the two
approaches are approaching consistently the 2026 compensation
measures assumptions.

e Forecasting MSY days 2027 considering compensation measures in 2027
MARE has requested a streamlined approach to move away for highly
dimensional strategic scenarios to evaluate trade-offs between different
compensation measures in the advice year. In the FO 2026 the Council has
maintained the compensation mechanism stemming from Art 8 and it contains
a capping of fishing days at the 2024 level to prevent excessive and unlimited
upwards compensations. For 2027 EWG 26-03 has identified SQ scenarios
providing advice in terms of fishing days at Fmsy by fleet segment. Considering
that likely a compensation mechanism will also be in place in 2027, STECF is
requested to advise on the possibility for the EWG Effort to also provide days
at Fmsy with some compensation measures and to advise on a capping
mechanism that would ensure Fmsy with and without compensation measures.

5.3. EWG 26-02 Social Data in EU fisheries 1: further development of the
social analysis toolbox (NFPs, indicators)

Request to the STECF

STECF is requested to evaluate the findings of the STECF Expert Working Group
meeting, and make any appropriate comments and recommendations.

5.4. EWG 26-06 Outermost Regions

Request to the STECF

STECF is requested to evaluate the findings of the STECF Expert Working Group
meeting, and make any appropriate comments and recommendations.



5.5. EWG 26-07 Evaluation of the Annual Reports for data collection and data
transmission issues

DG MARE focal person: STERCZEWSKA Monika (MARE C3)
Possible STECF rapporteur:

Request to the STECF

STECF is requested to evaluate the findings of the STECF Expert Working Group
meeting, and make any appropriate comments and recommendations.



6. ADDITIONAL REQUESTS SUBMITTED TO THE STECF PLENARY BY THE
COMMISSION

6.1. Ad hoc report in support of the 3" implementation report on the
Implementation of the Technical Measures Regulation

Background provided by the Commission: ad hoc report in support of the 3rd
Implementation Report on the Implementation of the Technical Measures Regulation

Request to the STECF

STECF is requested to evaluate the ad hoc report in support of the 3 Implementation
Report on the implementation of the Technical Measures Regulation. The aim of this
ad hoc contract is to provide text and visualisations (tables and plots) to describe the
impact and insights that the framework developed by the EWG on Technical Measures
can provide to the review of the Implementation of the Technical Measures
Regulation, the work that has been done so far, its value and where it is going.

6.3. Joint Recommendation of the Northwestern Waters Group concerning
technical measures for the conservation of fisheries resources of Celtic Sea,
Irish Sea and the Channel - for early advice by 17 July

Background provided by the Commission

Legal Background

The entry into force of the new Technical Measures Regulation (Regulation (EU)
2019/1241) introduces the possibility to develop joint recommendations that can be
used to amend certain regional baseline selectivity standards through a Commission
empowerment to implement delegated Acts on the basis of the joint
recommendations (Articles 15 and 16 of Regulation (EU) 2019/2141). This permits
the tailoring of detailed and technical rules so as to take into account regional
specificities. The alternative measures should as a minimum lead to such benefits for
the conservation of marine biological resources that are at least equivalent to the
ones provided by the baseline standards as existing on 14 August 20191 (Article 15.5

! This means that any evaluation should be based on the specifications set out in the original version of the regulation
and not on any subsequent amendments introduced following the date of entry into force: Regulation (EU)
2019/ of the European Parliament and of the Council of 20 June 2019 on the conservation of fisheries
resources and the protection of marine ecosystems through technical measures, amending Council
Regulations (EC) No 1967/2006, (EC) No 1224/2009 and Regulations (EU) No 1380/2013, (EU) 2016/1139,



Regulation (EU) 2019/1241), in particular in terms of exploitation patterns and the
level of protection provided for sensitive species and habitats.

Technical background

The Member States of the Northwestern Waters (NWW) Regional Group have
provided a Joint Recommendation on 19 June 2026 for continuation and addition of
technical measures in the Celtic Sea, Irish Sea, West of Scotland and the Channel to
commence in January 2027. The Joint Recommendation indicates that these
measures were agreed in the EU-UK Written Record for the 2026 fisheries
consultations and are currently included in Articles 19 and 20 of Council Regulation
(EU) 2026/249. The proposed changes to selectivity for various fleets need to be
considered and compared to existing legislation. The alternative measures should as
a minimum lead to such benefits for the conservation of marine biological resources
that are at least equivalent to the ones provided by the baseline standards as existing
on 14 August 2019 (Article 15.5 Regulation (EU) 2019/1241), in particular in terms
of exploitation patterns and the level of protection provided for sensitive species and
habitats. When developing Joint Recommendations in relation to size and species
selective characteristics of gear alternative to the baseline mesh sizes, regional
groups of Member States should ensure that such measures result in similar, as a
minimum, or improved selectivity characteristics as the baseline gear. As such, the
Joint Recommendation proposed changes to mesh size specifications and other
associated devices such as grids and escape panels shall not lead to a deterioration
of selectivity standards, in particular in terms of an increase in the catches of
juveniles and also aim at achieving the objectives and targets set out in Articles 3
and 4 of Regulation (EU) 2019/1241.

Request to the STECF

STECF is requested to assess, based on the findings of the ad hoc report prepared
under Contract STECF n. 2666 provided on 29 June 2026, whether the proposed
technical measures offer similar or better selectivity characteristics than the baseline
gears specified in Part B of Annex VI of Regulation (EC) 2019/1241 existing on 14
August 2019 (Article 15.5 of Regulation (EU) 2019/1241 .

6.4. Evaluation of the Joint Recommendation of the South Western Waters
High-Level Group aiming to reduce incidental catches of common dolphins
in the Bay of Biscay

Background provided by the Commission

(EU) 2018/973, (EU) 2019/472 and (EU) 2019/1022 of the European Parliament and of the Council, and
repealing Council Regulations (EC) No 894/97, (EC) No 850/98, (EC) No 2549/2000, (EC) No 254/2002, (EC)
No 812/2004 and (EC) No 2187/2005.



Request to the STECF

Legal background

According to Article 15 of Regulation (EU) 2019/1241 on technical measures (TMR),
the Commission is empowered to adopt delegated acts to amend, supplement, repeal
or derogate from the technical measures set out in certain annexes, including Annex
VII for South Western Waters. Such delegated acts shall be adopted on the basis of
a joint recommendation submitted by the Member States having a direct
management interest.

The technical measures adopted shall: (a) aim at achieving the objectives and targets
set in the TMR; (b) be guided by principles of good governance set out in Article 3 of
the Common Fisheries Policy; and (c) as a minimum, lead to a the level of protection
provided for sensitive species that is at least equivalent to existing regional technical
measures.

The joint recommendations shall provide scientific evidence to support the adoption
of those measures.

Technical background

In its plenary meeting on 12-16 July 20242, the STECF assessed the measures
proposed in the previous joint recommendation and concluded that while they remain
less stringent than the measures advised by ICES as likely to reduce incidental
catches of the common dolphin in fisheries in the Bay of Biscay below the PBR level,
they represent a step forward in attempting to reduce such catches. The STECF also
considered that while there is not yet enough data to evaluate the performance of
the closure in relation to Potential Biological Removal (PBR) limit, as a result of the
emergency measures adopted by France on 17 January 2024, the total number of
strandings of common dolphin has decreased compared to 2023.

The Commission considered that while the measures proposed in the joint
recommendation were less stringent than the measures advised by ICES in the six
mitigation scenarios that are likely to reduce incidental catches below the PBR limit,
they would contribute to reducing incidental catches of common dolphin in the Bay
of Biscay. The Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2024/30893 was adopted on
this basis and prolonged for 2026%.

2 STECF(2024). 76th Plenary report (STECF-PLEN-24-02), Publications Office of the European Union, 2025,
https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2760/1035959.

3 Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2024/3089 of 30 September 2024 amending Regulation (EU) 2019/1241 as
regards measures to reduce incidental catches of common dolphin (Delphinus delphis) and other small cetaceans in
the Bay of Biscay, http://data.europa.eu/eli/reg del/2024/3089/0j.

4 Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2025/2593 of 11 August 2025 amending Regulation (EU) 2019/1241 of the
European Parliament and of the Council as regards the prolongation of the measures to reduce incidental catches of
common dolphin (Delphinus delphis) and other small cetaceans in the Bay of Biscay,
http://data.europa.eu/eli/reg del/2025/2593/0j.
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In its plenary on 9-13 March 2026°, the STECF assessed the likely economic impact
of the spatio-temporal closure and concluded that seven segment-gear combinations
show lower real value of landings over the year and in all areas in 2024 than in the
reference period before the closure (2021-2023). It also concluded that all of them
showed lower economic indicators in 2024 compared to the reference period under
the four scenarios tested.

On 22 May 2026, the South Western Waters Advisory Council (SWWAC) provided an
opinion on the draft joint recommendation®. In its opinion, the SWWAC recommends
that, should the closure be maintained, adaptation strategies could be considered,
including the following options: (1) a flexible closure mechanism, whereby fishers
shall notify the four-weeks closure within a defined high-bycatch risk period; (2)
maintain the current closure, with exemptions granted to vessels participating to
experimental activities or to vessels equipped with technological devices; and (3) a
modification of the spatial scope of the closure.

On 12 June 2026, the South Western Waters High-Level Group submitted a joint
recommendation proposing mitigation measures for common dolphins in the Bay of
Biscay for 2027. This joint recommendation contains a new proposal which integrates
the SWWAC’s recommendation on the flexible closure mechanism. Under the new
proposed closure, masters of Union fishing vessels shall notify a one-month closure
period of their choice, to be taken consecutively between 15/01 and 27/02. In the
absence of such notification, the existing closure period will apply by default.

Request

1. The STECF is requested to assess whether the proposed mitigation measures
may lead to decreases in incidental bycatches, in the trend initiated by the
measures applied formerly.

2. The STECF is requested to evaluate and make any appropriate comments on
the measures contained in the joint recommendation.

6.6 West Med MAP Compensation Measures

Request to the STECF

The 2026 Fishing Opportunities Regulation (Council Regulation (EU) 2026/266)
introduced several modifications, compared to 2025, to the measures included in
its Article 8, the compensation mechanism. In particular, criteria establishing closure

5 STECF(2026). 81st Plenary report (STECF-PLEN-26-01), Publications Office of the European Union, 2026,
https://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/documents/d/stecf/stecf plen 26-01.

6 SWW Advisory Council(2026). “Avis 187 dans le cadre de I’élaboration de la recommandation conjointe relative aux
mesures de réduction des captures accidentelles de dauphin commun dans le golfe de Gascogne®. 22 May 2026,
https://cc-sud.eu/en/opinions/.
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periodstt! were modified by amending the timeframe for setting the closure periods
in the following manner:

e Criteria 8.1. c) from May-September to February-September.

e Criteria 8.1.d) from May-October to March-October.

e Criteria 8.1. €) from May-October to March-October.
Additionally, the regulation introduces a new criteria 8.1.n/8.2.n granting additional
days to the Member States implementing permanent cessation as follows:

"a Member State may increase the allocation of fishing days by 15 % [if the
permanent cessation concerns between 5 and 10% of the fleet concerned], unless a
permanent cessation applies to more than 10 % of the fleet concerned, in which case
the Member State may increase the allocation of fishing days by 30 %”

Finally, the first years of implementation of the compensation mechanism also
highlighted divergences in implementing the compensation mechanism. In particular,
some fishing vessels are being granted additional days for using 45mm and 50mm
while fishing only with one net at the same time and additional % from Article 8 are
being cumulated irrespective of where the fishing vessel operates.

Terms of reference (ToR)

1. Compensation Mechanism 2026
1.3 Modified closures
STECF is requested to evaluate, in line with the approach proposed in STECF PLEN
26-01, the impact of the temporal changes made to the closure periods included in
Article 8.1. and examine and confirm that the closure below 800m cannot be
evaluated in a quantitative (Q1) level (Art 8.1.j).

2.3 Permanent Cessation IT

STECF is requested to evaluate, in line with the approach proposed in STECF PLEN
26-01, the possible conservation impact of the new criteria related to permanent
cessation (Article 8.1.n) on fishing mortality.

3.3 Clarification on how 2 mesh sizes can be used simultaneously by a vessel, in
order to justify cumulative accumulation of additional days

1. STECF is requested to examine and comment on whether it is practically
possible to use 2 mesh sizes simultaneously on an otter trawl fishing vessel;
and if so, to evaluate the impact on fishing mortality where compensation days
stemming from criteria 8.1.a) and 8.1.b) are cumulated.

2. STECFis requested, in the context of compensation measures stemming from criteria 8.1.a) or b)
to assess the effect of granting compensation to a twin otter trawl fishing net and the difference
from the same measure to single otter trawlers considering the different catching power of these
gears (documented in STECF-21-01)
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6.7 Testing of Fmsy upper range for West Med MAP most vulnerable stock

Request to the STECF

On the basis of Articles 4 (1-3) of the Regulation (EU) 2019/1022, the West
Mediterranean MAP requires for setting targets of fishing mortality in line with ranges
of the Fmsy in order to manage the stocks “the Council fixes maximum allowable
fishing effort, it shall establish that fishing effort for each fishing effort group, within
the range of FMSY available at that time for the most vulnerable stock”. If certain
conditions are met (Article 5 of Regulation (EU) 2019/1022) fishing effort days can
be set above the Fmsy range levels.

The definition of range of FMSY in the MAP means that all levels of fishing mortality
within that range result in maximum sustainable yield (MSY) in the long term with a
given fishing pattern and under current average environmental conditions, without
significantly affecting the reproduction process for the stocks in question. It is derived
to deliver no more than a 5 % reduction in long-term yield compared to the MSY. It
is capped so that the probability of the stock falling below the limit reference point
(BLIM) is no more than 5 %;

Since 2023 STECF has been requested to provide Fmsy ranges for the stocks with
analytical assessments as part of the stock assessment advice. STECF 23-09
concluded that until further evaluations can be completed, FMSY should be considered
as Fupper. In 2024 STECF concluded that the EWG 24-10 should estimate the
reference points needed for the MAP implementation: Fmax for type 1 stocks and
FO.1 for all the others. Furthermore, STECF concluded that if the 2024 hake stocks
assessments performed by the EWG 24-10 show any of these stocks to be above
Bpa, in which case F ranges may be needed, the F ranges estimated by the EWG 24-
02 could be used preliminarily. STECF further concluded that if the use of F ranges is
required, as per previous paragraph, the revision will have to be brought forward,
however there was no Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE) framework available
for conducting the necessary testing.

STECF 25-09, in the summary sheets of the assessed stocks, for Fmsy upper
estimates has a foot note remarking that this value “is not tested and is assumed not
to be precautionary, hence STECF does not advise fishing at F> FMSY”. This has
prevented DG MARE from using the Fupper range of the most vulnerable stock.

Since EWG 24-10 and 25-09, there have been multiple developments. In 2025 there
was a shift in most vulnerable stock moving from Hake to Norway lobster both in
EMU 1 and 2. On this basis, it is clear that in absence of a revision/validation of the
Fmsy upper ranges estimated in EWG 24-02, one of the key flexibilities of the West
Mediterranean MAPs to deal explicitly with the mixed nature of the fisheries, cannot
be used. Thanks to the advancements with the new FLR MSE package and with MSE
work carried out in GFCM and in the EWG 26-03, there is now an MSE framework for
the West Med MAP stocks that is conductive to reference points testing, including
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I1.

potentially the Fupper ranges. On this basis and to try to overcome the current
limitation, STECF is asked to complete the testing of Fupper ranges so that they can
be used.

TOR

1 Testing Fupper for current most vulnerable stock

STECF is requested to further advance in the review of Fmsy upper range to ensure
that stocks with an analytical assessment are compatible with the Fmsy definition in
the West Med MAP.

Considering the Management Strategy Evaluation testing done in EWG 26-03
(EWG Methods) to test the stability of Bpa and Blim, STECF should advise if
also the values of the Fupper ranges (proposed in the 2024 EWG Methods) can
be tested in this MSE framework to ensure that they are precautionary and in
line with the current MAP Fmsy range definition.

On the basis of the conclusions the point above, advise if STECF EWG Stock
assessment (EWG 26-09) or EWG Effort (EWG 26-10) could be requested to
validate via the MSE script the Fupper for the emerging most vulnerable stocks
in the two EMUs or if this work is best suited for an ad hoc contract ahead of
EWG 26-09 or 26-10.

6.9 Evaluation of the Otter trawl to Otter Twin Trawl conversion factor under
the GFCM Adriatic MAP and on best practices for a future inclusion of OTT
gear in the effort regime beyond 2026

Background

The Adriatic demersal MAP was adopted by GFCM in 2019 and it regulates the fishing
mortality of the 5 keys stocks with a fishing effort regime covering bottom towed
gears?7. CPCs at the beginning of the MAP could declare different types of towed gears
and their levels of fishing effort starting from given baseline periods. While otter
(OTB) and beam (TBB) trawlers were declared by Member States, no country
declared the use of otter twin trawlers (OTT), de facto, not including OTT gear in the
plan. Before the MAP adoption there was some OTT activity in the Adriatic, but since
the MAP adoption this gear does not have in principle an allocation of fishing days.
Over time, different annual decisions8 established fishing opportunities in the period
2020-2026, including the possibility of developing conversion factors.

7 https://gfcm.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/CoC/EWrLEh2_wpdDibe57A4ZfssBDeGRu-ZnSM7tP3eBs3Xguw

8 https://gfcm.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/CoC/Ef9RxVoefwNApHhFQoASMAoBmMTIDTmryQVgfnJgHQdgfFA
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On this basis, Italy developed draft conversion factor for OTB- OTT on the basis of
2015-2018 logbook data and OTB-OTB on recent data and these were presented and
discussed in the GFCM SRC AS, where the Committee concluded the following:

The SRC took note of the proposal to establish conversion factors to transfer
effort between effort groups (OTB-OTB) and gear fleet segments (OTB-OTT)
based on LPUE, as applied by the STECF in the western Mediterranean. The
SRC-AS encouraged a comparison of results obtained using a combined LPUE
for all species versus an LPUE calculated only on MAP species, while also
underlining the importance of employing more recent data for the conversion
from OTB to OTT owing to the risk of an unaccounted increase of fishing power.
The SRC noted a discrepancy in the level of OTB LPUE reported in the two
analysis, noting that that from 2015-2018 is almost half of the most recent
one, which raises questions on the reliability of the estimated of the OTB-OTT
conversion factors. It also called for better understanding of the impact of the
application of the conversion factors between different vessel size segments,
given the heterogeneity in the spatial distribution of operations and catch
composition as well as the difference in exploitation patterns between smaller
vessels that operated coastally and larger ones that operated further offshore.
Finally, the SRC-AS noted that OTT appeared to be more efficient than OTB
and underlined the need to better understand net benefits in terms of
decarbonization as well as the potential for a wider use across the Adriatic Sea.

As the current GFCM MAP is coming to an end in 2026, ongoing discussions for the
future MAP, have identified the intention of Italy to include OTT gear in the effort
regime from 2027. While OTT vessels catch the same target stocks of the OTBs, in
the current GFCM advice there is no explicit accounting for their past or future impact
on the key stocks. Owing to much higher LPUEs, as demonstrated by the OTB-OTT
French conversion factors (see TOR above), it is key that the new MAP will be
equipped with the correct mechanism to manage OTB and OTT gears while correctly
accounting their relative impacts on the stocks and managing the different fishing
efficiencies. Advise from STECF is sought to facilitate the adoptioption of such
mechanism and for a way to quantify a sustainable initial level of OTT days.

Request to the STECF

https://gfcm.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/CoC/Een5 uD93vFLtYNNOZWZcVUBWHOyVbDCPSBX2soa5ca8zg

https://gfcm.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/CoC/Ef elH5PcHNKh6ao1ln3jyYMBjJzqEkjs7TYfNO4eciaF3A

https://gfcm.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/CoC/Efo14 nnOHNNhQbPr3akKNEsBSZBcGmExWco4XhITHFb5vg

https://gfcm.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/CoC/IQBRgcigjsAXQbxnQ02ZuWVXAbRFJ8UETjijZHm-jRjaCo8
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TOR

1) STECF is requested to evaluate the study on the OTB - OTT conversion factor
and to:

a. Assess if the logbook data used (from 2015-2018) is reliable and
consistent in terms of LPUE level with the data used to derive
contemporary OTB-OTB conversion factors.

b. Advice on the need of updating this information with recent LPUEs to
ensure a correct accounting of fishing power increase over time.

c. Advise, based on point a-b), if the study provides for a valid estimation
of this conversion factor for its future use

TOR 2

e STECF is requested to advise on the best practices for the addition, on top
of OTB gear, of OTT gear in the demersal Adriatic GFCM MAP and for
correctly accounting for the higher catching power of OTT gear. STECF
should consider that the impact of OTTs is not quantified in the stocks
assessments provided by SAC in recent years and that the.

e Advise on how to best establish an initial number of OTT fishing days that
will be in line with MSY, e.g. either starting converting a number of OTB
days in OTT days or based on a historical baseline of OTT days

e Advise on how to best manage the allocation of fishing days by gear
(OTB/OTT)

Background documents: OTT-OTB study, OTB-OTB study
Ol Article 8.1. c), d),e)

6.10 T90

Request to the STECF

The Commission requests the STECF, at its Plenary 25-01, to review the
Scheveningen Joint Recommendation and provide comments and recommendations,
in particular on the proposed technical measure to allow the use, in the Skagerrak,
the Kattegat and in ICES Subarea 4 north of the 55th parallel, of a T90 codend in
trawls with the mesh sizes required under Annex V, Part B of Regulation (EU) No
2019/1241.

The request applies to the following bottom trawls and seines: OTB, OTM, OTT, PTB,
PTM, SDN, SPR, SSC, TB, TBN and TBS.

In its Plenary 25-01, STECF concluded that the introduction of a T90 codend as an
amendment to the baseline gear specifications (Annex V, Part B of Regulation (EU)
No 2019/1241) could improve selectivity for roundfish (and, in some cases, small
flatfish), provided that the mandatory use of the currently prescribed escape panels
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in trawls and seines with mesh sizes below the North Sea baseline (120 mm) is
maintained.

The same provision has since been resubmitted to the Commission. However,
uncertainty remains regarding its scope, in particular as concerns the range of mesh
sizes covered. It is unclear whether the suggested provision can be applied to any
codend mesh size, as far as it is line with Annex V (including obligatory use of
selectivity devices), because scientific evidence has only been submitted for mesh
sizes above 105mm. The trial evidence submitted by the regional group supports
this, however, it is questioned whether the available scientific evidence would ensure
a level of selectivity equivalent to that of the current North Sea baseline gear.

The Commission therefore requests STECF to further elaborate on its advice provided
in early 2025, in particular to:

e specify the mesh sizes for which the use of a T90 codend ensures selectivity
equivalent to or better than the current baseline requirements, based on the
supporting study and the best available scientific evidence;

e clarify the conditions under which such equivalence is achieved.

6.11 Exemptions under the landing obligation

Background

Under the Common Fisheries Policy (CFP), discard plans adopted through Delegated
Acts provide for specific derogations from the landing obligation, including
exemptions based on high survivability and de minimis provisions.

Current Delegated Acts (discard plans) covering the North Sea (NS), Northwestern
Waters (NWW), and Southwestern Waters (SWW) were adopted based on scientific
advice and evaluations provided by the Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee
for Fisheries.

The current legal framework will expire by 2027, and therefore the framework
underpinning the implementation of the landing obligation beyond that date will need
to be addressed.

The Commission considers that the work carried out in 2021 and 2022, which led to
the present legal framework, represented a substantial scientific effort. In some
cases, further work may still be required to strengthen the underlying evidence base.
At the same time, scientific knowledge, technical developments, and stock
assessments may have evolved since then, which merits being identified and
analysed as a basis for a future exercise of a similar nature.

While the regional groups of Member States start laying the ground for the adaptation
of their future Joint Recommendations, including through a dedicated meeting with
STECF expert, the Commission needs to take stock of the latest scientific and
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technical developments, to support this process and ensure a robust and up-to-date
evidence base.

This request is supported by an ad hoc contract. The final report will be available on
5 June and will include the following deliverables: (i) a compilation of all exemptions
requests assessed in 2023, including STECF assessment and advice by that time; (ii)
a template for regional groups; and (iii) a summary of scientific and technical
developments since the adoption of the current management plans.

Request to the STECF

The STECF is requested to review the findings of the final report of the ad hoc contract
and make any appropriate comments and recommendations. The STECF should also
consider and where relevant, integrate any additional feedback provided by the
Member States’ Regional Groups. Finally, STECF should discuss and propose possible
modalities to present the key outcomes to the Member States’ Regional Groups.
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7. ITEMS/DISCUSSION POINTS FOR PREPARATION OF EWGS AND OTHER
STECF WORK

7.1. West MED: Scenarios and drafting ToRs for the modellers

Request to STECF

Background

7.2. EWG 26-12/13 Economic Report on the aquaculture I and 11
Request to the STECF

STECEF is requested to review and advise on the feasibility of the terms of reference

7.3. Integrating climate change considerations in the scientific advice of
RFMOs.

Request to the STECF

Discussion on current state of play and potential next steps.
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