PAPERS FOR THE

STATUTORY MEETING
To be held on

WEDNESDAY 30" JANUARY 2008
At 10:30 HOURS
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OFFICE OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE



STATUTORY MEETING

Minutes of the STATUTORY MEETING of the Joint Committeeld onWednesday 24 October
2007, at the offices of the Joint Committee, 6 North Lynn Businé$iage, Bergen Way, King'’s
Lynn, Norfolk, PE30 2JG at 1030 hours.

PRESENT

Clir D A Baxter
Clir AH Turner JP
ClIr S F Williams
ClIr G Nobbs

Clir B Hannah

Clir D Rye

Clir R Bellham
Clir R A Ward

Clir D Wood

R Brewster

N Lake

| Large

T Pinborough

C A R Southerland
M Yates

N Tomlinson

M R Mander
C M Hurley

D Vaughan
J Stoutt

APOLOGIES

Norfolk County Council - Chairman
Lincolnshire County Council
Lincolnshire County Council
Norfolk County Council
Norfolk County Council
Norfolk County Council
Suffolk County Council
Suffolk County Council
Suffolk County Council

)
)
)Defra Appointees

)

)
)

Environment Agency
Clerk and Chief Fishery Officer
Finance Officer

Deputy Clerk & Fishery Officer
Marine Environment Officer

) Present by
) Invitation

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Bake(i€C), and Messrs Garnett and

Williamson (Defra Appointees).

CHAIRMAN'S ANNOUNCEMENTS

The Chairman began by advising members that itenis @-the agenda were explained in detail by
the report enclosed with the papers therefore each s itesns would not be discussed further,
although questions may be asked relating to them.

A resignation letter from Mr Coppolo (Defra appointee) wesesl to members. It explained that due to
a combination of personal circumstances and his beliehéhatas not convinced the Committee
supported the RSA organisations he could no longer take avpasie on the Committee. The letter
went on further to explain that he also felt that ae§rwhen he had spoken on matters relating to sea
anglers the response had been a veiled threat towargslhirtviembers felt this had not been the case
and_Councillor Bellhanfielt the Code of Conduct for members had been put in pleaieviate any

such accusations. It was agreed that Mr Coppolo wouldarded for his participation on the
Committee since 2005, but the letter would also refutedbasations which he had put forward.

DECLARATION OF MEMBERS PERSONAL INTERESTS

Councillor Ward declared an interest as his son raanghing shop in Saxmundham
Messrs Brewster, and Lake declared an interest asreylay and entitlement holders.
Mr Southerland declared an interest in item 13 on the agenda.
Councillor Rye declared an interest in that he was m@mlmee of the KLCB



Councillor Williams declared an interest as a memideDeeping St Nicholas group against wind
turbines.

ST07/57 MINUTES OF THE STATUTORY MEETING OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE
HELD ON 25" JULY 2007

ST07/49 PROPOSALS TO CHANGE THE ADMINISTRATION AND QUAEYING
CRITERIA RELATING TO WFO ENTITLEMENTS: Dedicated vessels Mr Lake
advised that the resolution should include a phrase allofeing variation in exceptional
circumstances. It was agreed this should be added.

Members agreed the minutes were a true record of hoggse

ST07/58 _MATTERS ARISING

There were no matters arising.

ST07/59 REPORT ON THE MEETING OF THE FINANCE AND GENE RAL PURPOSES
SUB-COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 10 ™ OCTOBER 2007

Members agreed to receive the report.

ST07/60 FINANCE OFFICER'S REPORT ON PAYMENTS MADE AND MONIES
RECEIVED DURING THE PERIOD 14 ™ JULY to 12" OCTOBER 2007

Councillor Wardquestioned why the operating costs for Three Countiegtae up. This
was due to the annual refit costs having been paid durenguarter. The Clerk advised
members that although it was not definite he was hoping t& with the Environment
Agency to arrange some of their work to be carried outcanjunction with the
Committee’s work, using Three Counties, for which paynsentd be made to offset some
of the cost of the vessel.

It was Resolvedo accept the Finance Officer's report on payments made amiesn
received during the period 14July to 13' October 2007 and approve payments of
£305,831.25 and receipts of £62,283.86.

Proposed: Cllr Ward Seconded: ClIr Williams
All Agreed

ST07/61 CLERK'S REPORT ON THE WASH MANAGEMENT SUB-COMM ITTEE
MEETING HELD ON 15 ™ AUGUST 2007

Members agreed to receive the report.

ST07/62 CLERK'S REPORT ON A MEETING OF THE BYELAW SUB- COMMITTEE
HELD ON 15™ AUGUST 2007

Councillor Williamsquestioned when the byelaw relating to Sabellaria was likdhe put
before the Committee. The Cleaklvised that he was unable to provide a timetable for this
particular byelaw but the one relating to dredging was witlreDahd he hoped to hear
from them in the near future.

ST07/63 CLERK'S REPORT ON THE MEETING OF THE PERSONNEL SUB-
COMMITTEE HELD ON 25 ™ JULY 2007




STO07/64

Having read the report, Councillor Turneongratulated the sub-committee on the way
they had handled the situation.

CLERK'S REPORT ON THE APPLICATION FOR THE USE OF A VESSEL
EXCEEDING 14m OVERALL LENGTH IN THE WASH

The Clerkgave a brief outline on how a vessel owner had been advistdpasing a
vessel over 14m in length to relay mussels on to privgte ISubsequently the owner had
responded that the regulation applicable to the lays stas=klgeover 14m “"shall not
dredge, fish for or take". He did not believe relayelginto any of these categories. As a
result of this the Clerk had contacted the solicitors Wwad advised that they felt there
were sufficient grounds for the vessel owner to challehgeattions of the Clerk. They
did not believe relaying was covered by the fishing elemetiteofegulations. Despite this
advice the Clerkemained concerned that if this activity were alloweddntinue it could
leave the Committee open to other anomalies in the future. sddgestion was that the
lease between the Crown Estate Commissioners and ESEICbepaltered to prevent
vessels over 14m carrying out any form of activity ongegund. However there was still
the potential of legal action being taken by the vessel owhe had been asked to cease
fishing when legally he could continue and by having alrezalyied out the action of
fishing had a track record of carrying out the actiomrptd changes to the lease being
made. The Clerk therefore felt it was appropriate tmgédhe lease with the proviso that
a vessel over 14m with a track record of relaying ontcapeilays prior to the $0October
2007 could continue to do so until such time as the vesselrsiipehanged or it ceased
fishing.

Councillor Williamsexpressed the view that the 14m rule should remain i @lad that
the lease should be changed, however, he felt that thiopmgs short term measure, he
felt to prevent any ambiguity in the future it would beessary to amend the regulation.
Councillor Ryefelt the 14m rule should be stuck to without exception, gglhéopholes
were being left open. In his opinion he felt that somesi it was necessary to face up to
the legal challenge. This feeling was shared by Mr lwilke felt the Clerk was retracting
the advice he had given to Defra in correspondence entécerbgarding a potential new
dredging byelaw. Mr Lake also felt the vessel owner only hadck record because he
had broken the rules and the Clerk was trying to bend oekmaads to placate the owner.

The Clerk reiterated the legal advice that had beesived. He did however feel that by
adding a maximum holding capacity to the lease it would bapetfort of these larger
vessels. The Chairman felt it was not appropriate to tekenawhich would leave the
Committee open to potential legal action. CouncillornBualso felt it was necessary to
take notice of the legal advice.

The Clerkfelt there were two options available to the Commitégider to have no vessel
over 14m working on the lays at all, which he thought couldHa#lenged in courts, or to
make changes to the lease as set out in the report, accdpirmyrrent situation and
preventing any further vessels over 14m from relaying on the [ajie. Committee were
asked to reach a decision on what course of action sheukken.

Councillor Nobbsquestioned whether the dispensation for these vessels wecdink
retracted at such time as the regulation was rewotdeudhich the Clerk responded that he
did not believe that this would not be the case, the diggenswould remain. Members
discussed the situation and queried whether changes to tlle térige vessel etc should
also be triggers for the dispensation to become exempéreTwas generally agreement
that any change to the certificate of registry should p®int at which the dispensation
would become invalid.

Having discussed the matter members resolved that:



STO07/65

The Officers submit to the Crown Estate Commissionershe following changes to the
conditions of the Wash Several Fishery lease:

That the execution of the lease by the layholder (“tsee”) shall constitute his consent
to the following conditions;

1) Vessel Length Restriction

No layholder shall use a vessel exceeding 14 metres in @lelength unless;

a) the vessel was owned by the layholder on"2©ctober 2007

or

b) the vessel was used by the layholder in the SeverakRery on or before the 2%
October 2007.

Vessels exceeding 14 metres LOA will only be able to opegatvithin the Several
Fishery until there is a change of ownership or there iany modification to the vessel
in respect of requiring changes in the transcript of regitry or ceases operation.

(Ownership shall be determined by the Transcript of Regidtetd by the Registry of
Seaman and Shipping)

In addition, a maximum size limit would be applied tothe holding capacity of the
vessels, this was to be determined through consultatievith the industry.

2) Number of Dredges

No vessel shall use more than two dredges.

3) Dredge Design

No vessel shall use a dredge that has an inside opening gezdhan one metre.

The design of the dredges must be approved by the Jointo@mittee. The use of
suction dredges is not permitted.

The Joint Committee (“the lessors”) reserve the right to rake future changes to the
lease conditions.

In addition to the amendment to the lease Regulation ™7 would also be amended at
a later date. A Wash Management Sub-Committee wouldebheld as soon as possible
to ascertain the maximum holding capacity.

Proposed: Councillor Ward Seconded: Councillor Nobbs
1 vote against
No abstentions

DEPUTY CLERK'S REPORT ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF A CHEMICAL TEST
TO IDENTIFY LOBSTERS THAT HAVE HAD THEIR EGGS REMOV ED

The Deputy Clerlgave a brief resume on the reasoning why the Committee lh#d fe
necessary to introduce a test to detect the removal effewg a berried lobster. Having
begun the work 4 years previously the first case using sh@sesvidence had been heard
in court in September. The outcome of which had besrbstantial fine of £2,700 and
costs of £2,500 awarded to the Committee. As a resultofhiOfficers were in the



STO07/66

STO07/67

process of refining the chemical test to a portable fohmehwvould allow all Fishery
Officers to easily carry out the test at any porthm District.

As a result of the successful court action the Deputy Gledkoeen asked to give a
presentation to the SAGB. This had resulted in oth€@sS#pressing an interest in being
given training in the use of the test. The Committee wexeefore asked whether they felt
the Officers should spend some time in trying to sourceiigfor the development of the
portable test.

The majority of members were in favour of developingtésé and possibly acquiring the
patent for it. However Mr Lakgelt that without national legislation the test was litvas

it was not possible to prove whether or not the lobstere deom within the 6 mile limit.
Both the Clerk & Deputy Clerk agreed that proving wheeelbbsters had been caught was
difficult and required considerable resource but were ogtiicrthat it may be possible to
introduce a Statutory Instrument which would preventaheing and carriage of scrubbed
lobsters throughout England and reduce the resources nedessafgrce this important
conservation measure.

It was Resolved that:

1. Officers of the Joint Committee should write to Dfga detailing their work
regarding the test and to ask Defra to reconsider itsetision not to introduce a
Statutory Instrument banning the landing and carriage of beried lobsters.

2. Officers of the Joint Committee should approach S&ah and other bodies for
financial assistance to enable training of Fishery Officerrom other SFCs in the use
of the test and to provide them with a the necessary egument and materials that
they will require.

Proposed: Councillor Turner Seconded: Councillor Béham
All'in favour

DEPUTY CLERK'S REPORT ON LONE WORKING AND CONFLICT
SITUATION POLICIES FOR THE JOINT COMMITTEE

Members were advised that these policies had previoesly bgreed to by all Staff. The
Conflict Situation policy had been instigated as a prezer to working in conjunction
with the Environment Agency. Once the policy was in plaogould be possible for
Officer to carry out training.

There was some concern that all anglers were beingdtavith the same brush and
represented a threat to Officers inspecting theihcaktowever, Mr Tomlinsomvas able to
advise that the EA had introduced such measures asvesi to cover areas where
organised salmon poaching took place and previously offieet$&en attacked.

Mr Pinboroughquestioned whether the Committee had in place a procémuneembers
of the public to follow in the event that the accusation tack' was against one of the
Committee's Officers. It was noted that there igiavgnce procedure in place for any
member of the public to follow.

It was Resolved to accept the policies as set out in thapers.

Proposed: Councillor Williams Seconded: Councillor Bllham
All in favour

MARINE ENVIRONMENT OFFICERS REPORT ON WIND FARM
DEVELOPMENTS THAT POTENTIALLY AFFECT THE FISHERIES AND
ENVIRONMENT IN THE JOINT COMMITTEE'S DISTRICT.

Members were advised that there were a number of prpesefarm sites within the
District and the Officers felt that it would be prudémiconsider each site on its own merit
and as such requested that the Members agree tondataholding objection being
submitted to any future proposed offshore sites until silvle as there had been
consultation with industry members, energy developers|atgs and scientific advisors.
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STO7/79

STO07/80

STO07/81

There was a feeling amongst the members that insuffisiemey data on the fishing
grounds was being gathered by the energy companies, andd bebbrd to know what
effect the sites had on fishing grounds if they did roetehthe knowledge of what was there
beforehand._Councillor Williamalso felt it would be prudent to maintain any objettio
until the outcome of the Collaborative Offshore Wind Redelnio the Environment
(COWRIE) report which was supposed to address the impdetiong grounds.

Members Resolved to accept the proposal to submit holdinobjection to future

offshore wind farm proposals, until the time that Membes make a decision to remove
the holding objections, based on information obtained Y Joint Committee officers

during discussions with members of the fishing indusy, energy developers,
regulators and scientific advisors, and the outcome ofhe COWRIE report was

known.

Proposed: Councillor Williams Seconded : Councillor Bllham
1 against
All others in favour

DATES FOR COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING 2008

Members agreed to accept the proposed dates for nmsedtingg 2008.

VALUE OF THE 'GOLDEN MILE' TO RECREATIONAL SE A ANGLERS

Having read the report Mr Southerlapgipressed concern that this was not going to be
accepted well by commercial fishermen who for generati@d worked harmoniously
with anglers and who the report suggested would not be afigd tvithin one mile of the
shore because they have got to leave it for recreatiogédra. He did not feel this was the
way forward. He also felt that members of the Coneaitvere supposed to be in place to
represent all aspects of fishing not to promote one sectmsagaother.

Mr Pinboroughresponded that the Golden Mile would not prohibit all typlesommercial
fishing within one mile. He also felt members should rebmmbhere were the livelihoods
of other sections such as bait diggers and tackle shopsh wigdre at stake not just the
commercial fishermen.

Members were reminded that the item had been includadfésmation only, however it
would be an item for discussion on a future agenda.

Members agreed to accept the report.

REPORT ON THE ECONOMIC VALUE OF RECREATIONAL SEA ANGLING IN
THE EAST ANGLIAN REGION

Members agreed to accept this as a matter fornton.

DEPUTY CLERK'S QUARTERLY REPORT

Despite this being a matter for information, conosas expressed that Three Counties had
only achieved 7 days at sea during the previous quarter. BouRye felt this vessel was

a "White Elephant" which the Committee didn't need. TleekCeminded members that
previous Committees had fully supported the commissioning bf thet Research vessels.
He also reiterated what had been explained previouslyeimieeting that means of using
the vessel in conjunction with other bodies to reduce the runtists were being
investigated. He also advised that during that quarter $selvbad undergone its annual
refit and enforcement of the major cockle season hadtiieere were insufficient officers
available to take the vessel to sea. Mr Lglestioned why local vessels and crews could



not be used to carry out the survey work currently camigdby Three Counties. The
Clerk responded that Three Counties provided a recognised platform which the
survey work was carried out. Councillor Tursgifl believed the vessel was a useful tool
to the Committee and members should refrain from madisaraging remarks about it.

Members accepted this as a matter for information

ST07/82 _SENIOR RESEARCH OFFICERS QUARTERLY REPORT

Members accepted this as a matter for information

ST07/83 _MARINE ENVIRONMENT OFFICERS QUARTERLY REPORT

Members accepted this as a matter for information

ST07/84 _ANY OTHER BUSINESS

Having attended an emergency planning meeting Councillorf@i¢éhat the Committee
should be taking action to prevent uninsured vessels fishitigeiWash. In the event on
pollution the clean up costs would have to be met by Cabatyncils who did not have the
funds. He believed the Committee should not issue licettcesessels without valid
insurance certificates. The Clemkknowledged that this was an issue that members of the
Wash Management Sub-Committee had agreed to look into andulte: @emsider whether

or not it was in the Committee's remit to do this.

There being no other business the meeting closed at 1210 hours.



AGENDA ITEM

STATUTORY MEETING NoO 3

30" January 2008

Clerk's Report of the meeting of the Finance and GenerdPurposes Sub-Committee held on i
January 2008

A draft Business Plan for 2008/2009, prepared by Senior Offieers, presented for approval by
members. On this occasion, following comments made siopiemeetings regarding the use where
possible of electronic copies of large documents, the deafiment was made available on line at the
ESFJC websitéttp://www.esfjc.co.uk/paperwork.htmith the offer of a hard copy which would be
sent to members on request. This reduced the cpsipef, photocopying and postage.

The aim of the Business Plan was to highlight the key obgrand to ensure that they were in line
with the desired achievements of the Joint Committee.

The draft document was approved and a ‘hard copy' of ukan&s Plan will be available for each
member at the Statutory Meeting ori"3@nuary 2008.

The Finance Officer presented the provisional estimatespnditure for the period'#pril 2008 to
31% March 2009, members' attention being drawn to the difteebetween these estimates and the
preliminary estimates which had been presented to reenit October 2007 .

A thorough review of expenditure based on eight months actuahdpe in the current year
(2007/2008) had been carried out and further savings had beeifigdentt was proposed to utilise
£7,500 from these savings to purchase and install a bundedrfkelttthe Sutton Bridge moorings to
replace the existing tank which does not meet the standegdsed under the Control of Pollution
(Oil Storage)(England) Regulations 2001. This would alstlenthe Committee to purchase fuel for
the vessels in larger quantities and at more economicaispriburing the discussion members made
suggestions for possible further fuel cost savings whichb&ilhvestigated.

It was proposed that the anticipated savings in the cuyeamtbe transferred to reserves in accordance
with the Joint Committee's Financial Regulations. THacoke renewals fund should be increased to
£30,000 and the remainder of the savings transferred to thel\@sstingency Fund reserve which
would be used to partially fund the cost of ESF Proteltk's refit in 2008. This would mean that a
Levy increase of 2.43% for 2008/2009 would be achievable.

One member expressed concern at the proposal to utifisie from the Vessel Contingency Fund as
he considered that the remaining funds may be insuffitceecbver the cost of a major repair, e.g.
following a main engine breakdown.

The Levy for 2008/2009 resulting from the Provisional Estimates#a212,200 which represents a
2.43% increase on the 2007/2008 Levy equating to a 0.28% increaxpendiure before inflation.

Members agreed to recommend that the Joint Committspathe levies for the Constituent County
Councils.

The Finance Officer presented the provisional forecasstifates for the period April 2009 to 31"
March 2012. Expenditure costs in the forecast years werd bas#08/2009 prices and, as last year,
an estimate of possible inflation had been includeaheesddition.

The Finance Officer explained that certain costs arecést to increase irrespective of inflationary
increases.



These include:-
a) Salary increments and higher employer pension costs
b) Scheduled rent reviews for office accommodation and ma®ring
C) Higher refit costs for ESF Protector 1l including provisitun a refit of ESF Protector
llI's RIB Seaspray, provision for replacement of Pistitsand preliminary costs
associated with a replacement vessel for ESF Proticto

During the discussion one member enquired about the proceduretakeddy the Joint Committee
for replacement of vessels. The Clerk advised thatoBébfficers were in the process of looking at
several options with particular consideration being givemaaimising vessel usage. The results of
these investigations would be presented in the firshmes, at a meeting of the Vessel Sub-Committee
in the near future.

Members agreed to recommend that the Joint Committeetmmterovisional Forecast of Estimates
for the period T April 2009 to 31 March 2012.

Matthew Mander

Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer

22" January 2008

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

1. Unconfirmed minutes of the Finance and General Purpege€&nmittee meeting held on the
16" January 2008.



STATUTORY MEETING
AGENDA ITEM

30" January 2008 No. 4

To resolve, in accordance with Section101(6) of the Local Govenent Act 1972, to approve
estimates of expenditure for the period % April 2008 to 31 March 2009

The Finance and General Purposes Sub Committee, havinderedsthe draft estimates of
expenditure for 2008/2009, resolved to recommend to the Joint Ca@anuttevy upon the
constituent Councils the sum of £1,212,200.

The levy would be in the proportions as set out in theuttat Instrument establishing the
constitution of the Joint Committee, i.e. in the followinggmrtions:

Norfolk County Council 4/10ths £ 484,880

Suffolk County Council 3/10ths £ 363,660

Lincolnshire County Council ~ 3/10ths £ 363,660
£1,212,200

Proposed expenditure under the main budget heads is shown on thkeathebed to this report.
The Committee is asked to confirm the Sub Committee’secommendation to levy a total of

£1,212,200 and approve the estimates of expenditure for the ot 1% April 2008 to 31 March
20009.

Matthew Mander
Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer
21 January 2008

Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985

List of Background Papers

1. Finance & General Purposes Sub Committee meeting paper8'fdanuary 2008.



EASTERN SEA FISHERIES JOINT COMMITTEE

Provisional Estimates of Expenditure 2008/2009

200712008 200712008 200812009
Budget Act/Proj Provisional
Inc. Infl Estimate
£ £ £
Salaries & Wages 718,710 676,710 702,940
General Expenditure 155,407 153,988 159,210
Vessels
Moorings & Harbour Dues 14,538 21,960 15,281
Three Counties 138,817 135,299 136,464
ESF Protector Il 88,560 87,403 95,000
Vessel Replacement Fund 75,000 75,000 75,000
Pisces Il 6,660 5,852 21,457
Vehicles 20,808 19,600 21,450
TOTAL EXPENDITURE £ 1,218,500 £ 1,175812 £ 1,226 802
INFLATION CONTINGENCY 0 0 25,398
INCOME -35,000 -40,000 -40,000
EXPENDITURE LESS INCOME £ 1,183,500 £ 1,135,812 £ 1,212,200
General Fund Balance at 01.04.07 0
ADD Levies Received 1,183,500
LESS Projected Expenditure Less Income2007/2008 -1,135,812
47,688
Estimated General Fund Balance at 31.03.2008 47,688
Transfer to Reserves
Vehicle Renewals Fund -26,786
Vessel Contingency Fund -20,902
LEVY £ 1,183,500 £ 1,212,200

BUDO080SProvnOption2



EASTERN SEA FISHERIES JOINT COMMITTEE

Provisional Estimates of Expenditure 2008/2009
Details of Expenditure - Salaries & Wages and General Expenditure

2007/2008 2007/2008 2008/2009
Budget Inc. Infl Projection Provisional Estimate
SALARIES
Staff Remuneration 575,920 542,740 566,155
Superannuation 97,445 92,265 93,245
National Insurance 45,345 41,705 43,540
TOTAL 718,710 676,710 702,940
GENERAL EXPENDITURE
Accommodation
Rent 22,750 22,750 23,890
Business Rates 8,610 8,214 8,420
Water Rates 270 285 300
Service Charges 2,050 1,683 1,560
Insurance - Buildings 360 412 350
Insurance Office & General 16,160 16,131 16,150
Electricity 1,875 2,500 2,750
Cleaning 2,050 2,050 2,050
Maintenance & Redecoration 555 1,400 500
TOTAL 54,680 55,425 55,970
General Establishment
Advertisements & Subscriptions 10,763 10,763 11,000
Legal & Professional Fees 12,810 12,810 15,000
Telephones (Office & Mobile) 6,150 5,750 6,000
Postage & Stationery 7,687 7,000 7,500
Equipment Hire & Renewals 8,200 8,200 8,200
Uniforms & Protective Clothing 4,100 3,000 4,500
Medical Fees 645 640 640
Sundry Expenditure 1,897 2,000 2,000
TOTAL 52,252 50,163 54,840
Fishery Officers Expenses
Car User Payments 256 250 250
General Travel - Fares, Taxis etc 1,050 1,400 1,400
Subsistence Payments 30,355 29,000 30,000
Overnight Subsistence 4,000 3,500 4,000
Hotel - Accommodation & Meals 514 2,000 500
TOTAL 36,175 36,150 36,150
Members Travel 1,538 1,500 1,500
Training & Fisheries Management 10,762 10,750 10,750
TOTAL GENERAL EXPENDITURE 155,407 153,988 159,210

BUDODB0IProvnS&WOpt2






STATUTORY MEETING
AGENDA ITEM

30" January 2008 No. 5

The Provisional Three Year Forecast of Estimates of examditure for the period 1% April 2009 to
31° March 2012

The Finance and General Purposes Sub Committee, havirideredsthe provisional forecast of
estimates of expenditure for the perit&pril 2009 to 3% March 2012 resolved to recommend that
the Joint Committee receive and note the forecast, whidk detailed under the main budget
heads on the sheet attached to this report.

Matthew Mander

Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer

21 January 2008

Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985

List of Background Papers

1. Finance & General Purposes Sub Committee meeting pap@@' fdmnuary 2008









STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM

No. 7

30" January 2008

The Clerk’s report on the meeting of the Personnel SiCommittee held on 24 October 2007

Probation assessment of the Suffolk Fishery Officer

The Clerk advised members that a probation assessmenngnéetd been held with the Suffolk
Fishery Officer and his Union representative to discusstiheald Safety issues that had been
identified arising from the lack of mobility in the Qfér’'s right arm. The Suffolk Fishery Officer
believed that he would be able to carry out all of hised safely if he used an arm support that he had
been provided with by an Occupational Therapist. The ChairmémeoPersonnel Sub-Committee
and the Clerk agreed to extend the Officer’'s probatiorogdsy a further three months in order to
provide time to assess the effectiveness of the support.

Members felt it was necessary to access the repatieoOccupational Therapist and to continue
assessing the Officer whilst at sea particularly whifstertaking boardings. It was noted he had been
instructed to wear the support at all times whilst at se

In addition to the problem of the weakness of the Officet# agm, members were also advised that
the Officer had informed the Clerk that he was off siaKering from work related stress. Members
were also advised that the Officer had made a formal leemy@against a senior member of staff.

Standing Orders dictated this would need to be heard bghlheéman of the Joint Committee, the

Clerk and the Officer. The members of the Personnel SubrGttee would be required to consider an
appeal, if necessary following the outcome of the grievaraere

Area 2 Shore Based Fishery Officer Post

After 23 years service the Area 2 Fishery Officer hadrinéa the Clerk of his intention to retire in
March 2008. Subsequently the Clerk had asked the curaéhif stny of them would be interested in
the vacant post. One applicant had come forward whontlyeolds the position of Mate / Fishery
Officer. This Officer had been diagnosed as suffering fkdEhtwo year ago and it was highlighted
that extended periods of time at sea during rough weatinelitons was one of the triggers of his
ME. Therefore with the support of his family he had apgieedhe shore-based position, but with the
knowledge that there would still be the necessity to aautysome duties at sea. The applicant had
previously been a fisherman based in King's Lynn. This had @¢ahseClerk some concern but
having spoken to the Officer he did not feel there would benflict of interest and that the Officer’s
commitment to the Committee was unquestionable.

Members felt that given the Officer’s experience witHFES and the knowledge that it would benefit
his health to have a primarily shore based post the ®8leuld be given the opportunity to take on
the role of Area 2 Fishery Officer. However, he should refedy monitored to ensure his health
and the work of the Committee did not suffer.

With reference to the position of Mate / Fishery Gifievhich would become vacant by this transfer
of position, the Clerk was asked to make enquiriesniatgrto see if it could be filled. Failing that it
would need to be advertised externally.

Current Staff arrangements

Following the resignation of one of the Research / Fisbéfigers, the Clerk had spoken to the Senior
Research Officer who identified that historically hesvepending a great deal of time educating new
members of staff only for them to seek employment elsewdrere fully trained. Having considered

the situation the Senior Research Officer felt it mightrimee prudent to have one Research Officer



with an academic background and the other to be praaticaliecting the raw data etc. The Clerk
had put this suggestion to staff internally and asked if @nypem would be interested in such a
position. One Engineer / Fishery Officer had put himsei#éod, feeling that he felt he would benefit
from the new challenge. It was pointed out to this Offtbet should he take on the role it would
mean a decrease in salary, which he had accepted. S8ebB8gc¢he Officer had been asked to
complete a three month trial to assess whether he wablsuior the post and whether he felt he
would enjoy the role.

The Joint Committee is asked to receive the report.

Matthew Mander
Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer

19" January 2008
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

1) Unconfirmed minutes of the Personnel Sub-Committee meetinghetd" October 2007



STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM

No. 8

30" January 2008

To receive the Clerk’s report on the proposed changesetadministration and qualifying criteria
relating to the Wash Fishery Order Entitlements

At the Statutory meeting, held on"3uly 2007, members considered changes to the administration
and qualifying criteria relating to Wash Fishery Ordetitlements. The changes had been proposed
to tackle, amongst other things, recent developments inlickece renewal practices of some
entittement holders that were, in the views of Officensl many fishermen, having negative impacts
on the fisheries and the way in which they were being manage

Agreement was reached on a number of measures. Thes adhanges were first forwarded to
Defra on 25th June and again oY November 2007. In Defra’s response, an outline was progisled
to how the suggested changes could be achieved. The reggidnBghlight that some of the
proposed changes would require amendments to the Order itself

Officers’ proposals

Officers have now had an opportunity to consider Defresponse. Officers accept that some of the
proposed changes agreed at the July Statutory Meetingl waguiire amendments to be made to the
Order and have therefore removed these for the time beingth®mroposals recommended to be
submitted to Defra for further consideration. (pleaseasi@aehed)

On reviewing the proposals, it is the opinion of Officerd tie changes to the administration of
licences needs to be strengthened further by submitting amadtproposal set out below. One of
the key concerns is the number of vessels that are ogemathe Wash that do not have a home port
of Brancaster, Boston or King’'s Lynn. It is a widely hietdief that the WFO Entitlement holders are
only becoming a majority shareholder in these vessels fo¥Magh suction dredge cockle fishery
before reverting back to the previous ownership for the reteojear. This practice prevents other
local fishermen from receiving an entitlement that theyuld likely use throughout the year.
Currently it also introduces vessels with crews thathidtle experience of fishing the Wash.

Note
A vessel cannot be licensed using any entitlement held &gy of the vessel’s previous owners.

These proposals would not be applied retrospectivelyismot envisaged that it will affect any of the
Entitlement holders.

The Joint Committee is asked to receive the report antb agree to the Officers’ proposals as
outlined above.

Matthew Mander
Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer

239 January 2008
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

1) Confirmed Minutes of the Statutory Meeting held off 26ly 2007

2) Letter to Defra, dated 35June 2007 requesting Defra’s opinion on proposed changée to/FO
licence system.

3) Letter from Defra, dated™4December 2007 responding to the ESFJC letter sent'bdud® 2007.




The proposed amendments to the current WFO Guidance Netsstaut belovbold)

Pre-qualified person

Qualifying criteria for persons holding a WFO Entitlement are addressed through the
current WFO Guidance
Notes.

Note 2

No person shall be granted a licence under Article 8 of the Ordessislech a person’'s name
appears on a register of pre-qualified persons.

Note 13

A pre-qualified person shall be such a person whose name appears on a,rbgldtby the
Committee, and who is in possession of the relevant certificajased under the Fishing Vessel
(Safety Training ) Regulations 1989 or be exempt from such regulationsugyofitheir age.

Note 14

A registered person shall exhibit his entitlement to a licemcker Article 8 of the WFO by providing
the Committee with evidence of having three years experienshiofifin the Wash. The Committee
shall determine, after consultation with such organisations as appearrgplesentative of interests
likely to be substantially affected, what level of experiendeesned appropriate.

Note 5

A licence issued under Article 8 of the WFO shall be grantedydmthe owner of the vessel and his
representative and shall only be used by those persons named thereth, tbewvritten authority of
the Joint Committee, by a deputy nominated by those persons.

Comment

The requirement for individuals to demonstrate experiehfishing the Wash for the prescribed
species was to remove the potential damage to the fiahdrthe wider environment caused by
improper use of fishing gear. Also fishermen with Idecawledge of the Wash are more likely to be
able to identify and avoid sensitive areas in the Wétsis.also in the local fishermen’s interest to fish
the stocks sustainably.

Under the current interpretation of the WFO only the entitiet holder needs to be a pre-qualified
person. It is not a requirement for the named reptatesm or a nominated deputy to appear on the
pre-qualified register.

Proposed changes

Note 2

No person shall be granted a licence under Article 8 of the Ordessislech a person’'s name
appears on a register of pre-qualified persodsy individual acting as skipper (named
representative or nominated deputy) on a WFO licensed vesl must also appear on the pre-
qualified register.

Note 14

A registered person shall exhibit his entitlement to a licemcker Article 8 of the WFO by providing
the Committee with evidence of having three years experienshiofifin the Wash. The Committee
shall determine, after consultation with such organisations as appearrgplesentative of interests
likely to be substantially affected, what level of experiendeesned appropriatény individual

acting as skipper (named representative or nominated degy) on a WFO licensed vessel must
also present evidence of having three years experiencefighing in the Wash. Endorsements of
the individual's stated qualifications by one or more othe local fishermen’s associations would
be advantageous but would not necessarily be viewed agfmient evidence. Applications from
any individual applying to join the pre-qualified persons rayister would need to be considered by
members of the Joint Committee at a Committee meeting.



Dedicated Vessels

Licencing of vessels under the WFO are addressed througtrteatcWWFO Guidance Notes

Note 4

No vessel named in a licence issued under Article 8 of the @ralebe used to dredge, fish for or
take the prescribed species within the regulated fishery under therty of such a licence unless
such a vessel is a British registered Fishing Vessel and irepgies of the relevant licence issued by
the Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food applicable to itgtd. The production of the
Registration Certificate and the relevant MAFF licence must apaoasnan application by the owner
for a licence. The vessel’'s Name, Port Letters and Nusttak be clearly displayed as provided for
in Schedule 4 of the Merchant Shipping (Registration of Fishing VeRsagjs)ations 1988.

Note 12

If a vessel named on a licence issued under Article 8 of the @utteorising the dredging, fishing for
or taking of any of the prescribed species is sold then the liceatids cancelled immediately. If a
vessel is sold to a pre-qualified person (as defined in Note 13)atlevommittee shall issue a
licence to the new owner. The Committee shall have absolutetitindo re-issue a licence in the
event of the following circumstances;

0] if the licensee selling the vessel is replacing such vestseanother

(i) special circumstances relating to the transfer of ownership betelesa relatives

Comment

Currently, it is possible for an individual to use one vessieoretically maintain a large number of
WFO Entitlements. This would be achieved by takingasuannual licence on a boat using
Entitlement ‘A’ but cancelling this shortly afterwardsly to licence the vessel again but this time on
Entitlement ‘B’ and so on. The current cost of an ahleence is not prohibitive to this practice.
Furthermore if the correct paperwork is provided and a WE&Dde is issued there is currently no
obligation for the entitlement holder to actually go fishirsing this licence.

As stated above, this allows for current Entitlement holtersaintain WFO Entitlements that would
have otherwise been returned to the Joint Committee. widugd allow the Joint Committee to issue
the entitlements to the pre-registered persons on tlikeBr@nt waiting list or for the Joint Committee
to reduce the number of vessels licenced to operale iWash. It is a widely held opinion that the
number of boats currently operating in the Wash, (62 engagbd 2007 cockle fisheries) is too high
and needs to be reduced.

Proposed Changes

Note 12

If a vessel named on a licence issued under Article 8 of the @utteorising the dredging, fishing for
or taking of any of the prescribed species is sold then the liceatids cancelled immediately. If a
vessel is sold to a pre-qualified person (as defined in Note 13)aslevommittee shall issue a
licence to the new owner. The Committee shall have absolutetitindo re-issue a licence in the
event of the following circumstances;

0] if the licensee selling the vessel is replacing such vestseanother

(i) special circumstances relating to the transfer of ownershipdxen close relatives

A licence would only be re-issued if the vessel was 8wld current entitlement holder not already
having a vessel licensed on an entitlement.

Additional Note
Once a vessel has been named on a licence using a paeiwctiflement, the vessel is dedicated to

that entittement. The entitlement holder and owner of tlsselecan not subsequently licence the
vessel using a different entitlement. Only after presgntocumentation proving a change of



ownership can the entitlement holder licence a differenteless that entitlement. It would be a
requirement that any proposed changes to the licensingsskls would need to be considered by
members of the Joint Committee.

An individual would have the right to appeal if he of she beliethat there were special
circumstances that needed to be considered. Aftaidsnation, the Joint Committee could have
absolute discretion to uphold the appeal









STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA [TEM

No. 9

30" January 2008

Marine Environment Officer’s report on potential fisheries effects of the proposed Lincs
Offshore Wind Farm (OWF)

The Joint Committee was consulted in January 2007 on progosatsstruct the Lincs wind farm
five miles off the coast at Skegness, adjacent to tveady consented wind farms (Lynn and Inner
Dowsing). In April 2007 the Joint Committee agreed to objecthese proposals, on the basis of
concerns over potential impacts on fisheries and the marineement, and a lack of scientifically
proven data to show otherwise. In July 2007, Officers oftdnet Committee met with the developer,
consultants Haskoning, CEFAS and regulators from Defradrnd Environment Team and (the then)
DTI. CEFAS raised issues relating primarily to hydrodyresfsioastal processes. Following detailed
correspondence dealing with the points raised by the Coimimittee, Officers met representatives of
the developer again in October 2007 to discuss specifiaishend benthic ecology issues relating to
the construction and operation of the proposed Lincs OWfadtnoted that CEFAS indicated that it
had no outstanding fisheries concerns relating to thisgtroje

The MEO has considered the scientific information prieskeby the developers and relating to the
Lincs site, and further data provided in the form of pesistruction monitoring reports from an
existing OWF in the Irish Sea (North Hoyle) and two BanOWFs (Horns Rev and Nysted). These
included anecdotal and scientific reports of effectthoke developments on fish and other wildlife,
and on the capability of commercial fishing vessels to noatito fish within the developed North
Hoyle site [fishing is prohibited within the Danish sitds]s apparent that there is no information yet
available on the long-term effects of OWFs on fish or tienhfauna, since all the OWFs are still in
their infancy. The two main factors that may cause keng change were identified as changes to the
seabed sediment character (if gravity foundations arnstfour protection are used, which is not
proposed for the Lincs project) and electro-magnetic {ieMF)-induced effects on sensitive species
(DONG Energyet. al.2006).

Table 1 lists the original issues raised by the Joint Cteenin relation to the Lincs project
(previously reported in more detail in Statutory Meetinggra), and identifies whether each issue has
been satisfactorily addressed, and if so, the relesantce of information (e.g. CEFAS coastal
processes experts and fisheries experts, developer ,(RE&ports from operational OWFs at North
Hoyle or Danish sites). Table 1 identifies the outstandingegss i.e. where further information is
required to ascertain whether potential threats to risheexist, and whether the level of risk is
acceptable. These outstanding issues relate to potensal awadl EMF impacts, both of which are the
subject of COWRIE funded research with reports due s@wmpensation issues also remain
unresolved but this aspect must be addressed between the devalag fishing industry members (or
their representatives).

The Officers propose that the Joint Committee maintaingts standing objection to the proposed
Lincs Offshore Wind Farm, until it can be ascertainedby the Officers that there will be no
significant adverse EMF or noise effects to the fishesg within the District (COWRIE EMF and
noise reports expected January 2008), at which time the olggon will be removed.

J C Stoutt
Marine Environment Officer

23 January 2008
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

1. Centrica Energy (January 20Q@mcs Offshore Wind Farm Environmental Statement



2. RES response to ESFJC comments on proposed Lincs OffalindeFarm, dated 24August
2007.

3. npower Renewables (2007) North Hoyle Offshore Wind Farm — AffiElA monitoring report,
2005-06

4. DONG energy (2006) Danish Offshore Wind — Key EnvironmentaksdSBN 87-7844-625-2
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STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM

No.10

30" January 2008

Code of Conduct for Inspections

A Code of Conduct for Inspections which Eastern Sea Hkeshdoint Committee Fishery Officers
must adhere to has been developed in conjunction with diSga@rder covering the safe boarding of
vessels at sea. Consultation with Officers of the Joarhmittee has been carried out on a draft Code
of Conduct and the Standing Order. The Code of Conduct has bedopael to set out the standards
that we expect of Fishery Officers and Masters ofirfighvessels during a boarding whether it is
conducted at sea or from the shore. Reference was mdde tGodes of Conduct covering the
inspections of vessels at sea and in harbour which pudsieshed earlier in the year by the Marine and
Fisheries Agency, other Codes of Conduct in place with Fesh&mforcement bodies throughout the
world were also reviewed. The Standing Order has been gedekpecifically to establish a clear
framework in which the operation of the Joint Committeessels will operate within, in order to
ensure that safe working practices are adhered to.Cotle of Conduct will be advertised on the Joint
Committees website. The Maritime and Coastguard Agencye wentacted for detailed advice
regarding the level of appropriate personal protective earpio be issued to sea going personnel.

The Joint Committee is asked to receive the report andccept the Standing Order and Code of
Conduct as set out.

Duncan Vaughan
Deputy Clerk & Fishery Officer

239 January 2008
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

Code of Conduct for Inspections.

Standing Order: For the safe operation and boarding oélgesssea from Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint
Committee Fishery Protection Vessels.

Marine and Fisheries Agency: Code of Conduct - Fishing Vessgettions in Harbour.

Marine and Fisheries Agency: Code of Conduct - Fishing Vessgettions at Sea.

G:\DOCS\JODI\Website statreps 2008 some encs ngidsfiebsite Statrep0108.doc



Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint Committee
Code of Conduct for Inspections

Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint Committee employs fyish#ficers to carry out

inspections of marine organisms, British fishing vesselkjrfg equipment and

vehicles to monitor compliance with EU, UK and locahéries and environmental

legislation. Fishery Officers hold Warrants giving@tihthe powers to act within the counties
of Lincolnshire, Norfolk and Suffolk and to operate outtam from the coastline. Some

Fishery Officers also hold Limited British Sea FisherFishery Officers and Environment
Agency Salmon & Fresh Water Fishery Act WarrantsSFEC pledges to conduct all

inspections in a courteous, fair and professional marfishery Officers do not always wear
a uniform, however they will display their officialentification to you.

Boarding vessels

Fishery Officers will identify themselves prior to bdimg and will operate from vessels
clearly marked as fishery protection vessels. It is @ggethat Masters of vessels maintain a
proper VHF watch on channel 16 and respond appropriately ivaéed. Masters of a vessel
will be asked to facilitate a safe boarding by Fish@fficers, this may include requests to
slow down, offer a lee or haul gear in addition to mlong a suitable boarding ladder in
compliance with the relevant legislation. Only th&hen it is deemed safe to do so will
Fishery Officers board a vessel. Fishery Officeils work with the Master of a vessel to
ensure that no action is taken that may compromiseciéhhand safety of either the vessel's
crew or the boarding party. The Master of a vessel ralgst the boarding party to any
hazards they may encounter.

Inspections
Inspections will consist of but are not limited to:

Documentation checks

Catch assessments/weighing

Gear checks

Marine organism minimum size checks

On commencement of an inspection

The Fishery Officer will clearly state their intesis and may ask for assistance in carrying
out their duties. It is at this point that any healtld gdafety concerns should be addressed
with the Fishery Officer

On completion of an inspection
Fishery Officer will inform you of the work they hawarried out and any findings. They
may highlight areas of legislation and provide advice wlagpropriate.

In cases of suspected infringements

Where a Fishery Officer encounters a suspected infringeoferegulations they will issue
and clearly explain a caution and your rights. Thedfiglfficer may conduct an interview,
take statements, collect evidence, seize equipmerdton,ovhere this is done a receipt will
be issued. In instances where a infringement of requlaare suspected the Joint Committee
will endeavour to investigate the matter in a timelgnmer and individuals will always be
provided the opportunity to attend an interview with investigabfficers which will be
recorded in accordance with the Police and Criminal ExideAct. Any decision to take
legal action against an individual is not taken by thédfis Officer on the scene but by the

G:\DOCS\JODI\Website statreps 2008 some encs ngidsfiebsite Statrep0108.doc



Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer in consultation with dian and Vice Chairman of the Joint
Committee.

Meeting your expectations

Fishery Officers will be provided with the training aine tsuitable equipment to enable them
to act safely in the discharge of their duties and twige accurate advice and/or direction.
Risk assessments covering the inspection of vessels,isgencatches, vehicles and
individuals are created and regularly reviewed. It isintention of the Joint Committee that
Fishery Officers assist those subject to inspectiorompdying with relevant legislation and
that the inspection is conducted with minimum interferenég.all times Fishery Officers
will remain courteous and considerate and refrain fromgusiappropriate, unprofessional,
aggressive, or profane language.

Fishery Officer expectations

ESFJC expect that their Fishery Officers are treatea courteous manner and free from
harassment or abuse and will act in cases wherestimstithe case or in instances where a
Fishery Officer is obstructed from carrying out theirielsit

Complaints

Complaints regarding the conduct of an inspection shotité ¥o the Clerk & Chief Fishery
Officer of Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint Committeailileg their concerns as it is a priority that
all of the Joint Committees work is carried out to ghhstandard in a professional and
courteous manner. All complaints will be investigatethinand timely manner.

Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer

Mr Matthew Mander

Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint Committee
6 North Lynn Business Village

Bergen Way

King’'s Lynn

Norfolk

PE30 2JG

Email: mail@esfjc.co.uk
Website:www.esfjc.co.uk
Tel: 01553 775321

Fax: 01553 772031
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Standing Orders

For the safe operation and boarding of vessels at seaofn Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint
Committee Fishery Protection Vessels.

Conducting inspections of fishing vessels at sea is thet damgerous activity conducted by Fishery
Officers. Ensuring that this activity is conducted in & sm@manner is of paramount importance.
Numerous hazards exist throughout the entire boarding grémes embarking the boarding RIB to
conducting the inspection of the fishing vessel’'s gear amth.cathe ESFJC Health and Safety Policy
and relevant risk assessments should be read in cdojuneith this document. Risk assessments
concerning the boarding of fishing vessels from ESFJC vesiseldd be reviewed and updated on an
annual basis and produced where an activity is not cobgrad existing assessment.

The RIB

ESFJC will ensure that the boarding vessel (RIB) wloistservice, in all ways, meets the relevant
requirements of the Maritime and Coastguard Agency (MCAjor to leaving a berth or a ‘mother
ship’ the Coxswain should ensure that the RIB is in edbects ready for sea. All openings (e.g.
hatches, accesses panels should be closed when undendvatysea. The Coxswain and crew should
familiarize themselves with the positions and stowagéefsafety equipment fitted to that particular
RIB. The decks of the RIB where practicable should be a&aall obstruction to the passage of
Coxswain and crew. Any equipment carried should ltkeeistowed are lashed appropriately.
Boarding Officers (BO’s) should be careful, (and in paféic during periods of reduced visibility),
not to impede the coxswain of the RIB in his navigationhef boat, for example by impeding his
access to the GPS and use of the vessel's VHF railite engine kill lanyard must be worn by the
Coxswain at all times whilst the RIBs engine is runninge RiB must display the fisheries pendant
as laid down in EEC Regulation 1382/87.

Command structure and roles and responsibilities for te health and safety whilst operating and
aboard the RIB and boarded vessels .

Although the personal safety of an individual is primatilgit own responsibility, each member of the
crew should also be attentive at all times to thetgafiethose working with them.

Coxswain — responsible for the health and safety of tB&feJC personnel onboard the RIB. 1t is
ultimately the Coxswains decision whether or not the wedathgithin the limits suitable for boarding
with respect to the safety for the vessel. It isré@sponsibility of each individual onboard to agree that
the boarding conditions are within their capabilities to penfa safe boarding from and return to the
RIB. Itis only once it is established that all crew rbens are comfortable with the situation can a
boarding be carried out.

Boarding Officer (BO) — responsible for conducting the boardiraggss. The BO must identify

themself to the Skipper of the boarded vessel as a FisDiiger of Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint
Committee immediately upon boarding a vessel. Health afetysadvice pertaining to the vessel
being boarded should be sought from the Skipper of thatesdebe adhered to. The BO should
then make the Assistant Boarding Officer (ABO) awararyf dangers once aboard the fishing vessel.

Provision and wearing of Personal Protective Equipment (PE).

ESFJC personnel will be provided by the Joint Committee WitRRE that has been identified as
being a requirement for operating at sea in a safe marlBFJC personnel will be provided with
appropriate training in the safe operation and maintenaintes PPE. The Coxswain of the RIB is
ultimately responsible for the health and safety of tipessonnel aboard the vessel and can determine
what PPE is to be worn. The mandatory wearing of iocePRE is detailed below. The wearing of all
other personally issued PPE other than that determindgdebgoxswain is down to each individual
ESFJC employee.

Mandatory wearing of PPE.
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Lifejackets are to be worn at all times whilst on thB Bhd any boarded vessel.

Helmets fitted with boarding lights are to be worn dutimg hours of darkness.

Personal drysuits/survival suits are issued to allge#ag personnel, it is down to each individual
to determine and wear the appropriate equipment suitablié conditions. If an individual is
unsure then they should seek direction from senior persortrislrecommended that drysuits are
to be worn during the months of November — March inclusivehen conducting boardings or
operating the RIB.

ESFJC issued safety footwear must be worn at all times.

Responsibility for communication equipment.

The Coxswain of the RIB is responsible for ensurirag the VHF radio onboard the RIB is in good
working order and functioning correctly. It is the resplitisy of the BO to ensure that either they or
the ABO has in their possession a working and charged handkiél radio.

Leaving moorings or a ‘mother ship’.

The RIB should not leave a mooring or ‘mothership’ unlessiit all respects ready for sea. The RIB
should be manned in compliance with MCA regulations. TH& $tould not operate outside the
terms of its MCA vessel code certificate. Mooring ropkeuld be safely stowed. All personnel must
comply with instructions given by the Coxswain.

Boarding a vessel.
The Coxswain should ensure that there is sufficient@@a for manoeuvre depth of water and, where
possible, shelter from the more exposed elements of predoimimind and weather in order to
facilitate a safe boarding. Prior to giving the signabdard, the Coxswain must take into account the
activity and speed of the vessel to be boarded and mpidgement as to whether or not the skipper
should be contacted and asked either to cease an activibystow down/speed up to aid the safe
embarkation of the BO/ABO. It is the Coxswains respaltgitfor ensuring that the skipper of the
vessel to be boarded is aware of the Coxswains intentidhgs should be achieved either by VHF
radio or pacing with the vessel to be boarded until ttemtgon of the skipper is obtained. With large
vessels, the skipper of the vessel to be boarded shouldntected by VHF radio to agree on the
safest side that the boarding can be carried. A boaladtgr must be provided if deemed necessary
by the BO or the ABO where there is a climb of more th&hm (as defined in EEC Regulation
1382/87). The Coxswain should determine the safest locatiothdoRIB to be placed to aid the
boarding. The following should be considered:

the location and type of fishing gear in the water,

the location and type of fishing gear on the deck of thesljess

the location of derricks, booms, cranes and any tackleAgeanhed to these items.

The Coxswain should consider prior to placing the RIB aa@w®y what his actions will be
and whether or not the planned boarding location iscggpjate if the fishing vessels’ gear
were to fail or become fast. No attempt must be nigdeither the BO or ABO to board a
vessel until the Coxswain signals that it is safeldoso. Personnel involved in boarding a
vessel must not carry anything on their back as this pnayent the effective operation of a
lifejacket.. At night the Coxswain should request thatskipper of the vessel to be boarded
to turn on any deck lights if these would aid safe boardigon completion of the boarding,
the BO should call the RIB back alongside using eitherhéindheld VHF or the boarded
vessels VHF to facilitate a safe disembarkation.erlatively the BO can wave the RIB in.
The Coxswain will bring the RIB alongside the boarded TesS@ no account are either the
BO or ABO to attempt to board the RIB until the Coxswadicates them to do so.

Leaving the boarded vessel.
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Before leaving the lee of the boarded vessel, the Coxsstmuld ensure that both the BO and ABO
are safely aboard the RIB. A check should be carnigda ensure that the RIB has not fouled a
boarding ladder or the ship’s gear in any way. Should theve#Bel have difficulty leaving the side

of the vessel being boarded, the Coxswain should indicajgdiidem to the skipper of the boarded
vessel and request appropriate action to be taken tosaiteé separation.

Heavy weather

The RIB should proceed at a safe speed in heavy weathgratible with sea conditions and
vessel design. Maximum use should be made of the sedbing with foot stirrups. To avoid
injury on passage, the stowage of ancillary equipmeatildhbe designed to be clear of
seating areas, with particular emphasis on the spemené the head and shin. Loose
equipment or stores should not be carried unless propevied.

Poor visibility

The RIB must be allowed extra time on task in order tog®d at a safe speed in poor visibility. In all
cases where visibility or vision is impaired, the BO &RD are to provide lookout. The RIB fog
signal must be operational.

Man overboard procedure

In the event of an "over the side" accident, the first ¢sdaa to locate the casualty and maintain
him/her in sight; a task to which all crew must devotertléole attention. Coastguard, port

authorities and shipping should be informed as soon asbfgyslut long conversations must be
avoided. Speed of sighting and recovery remain the pri@itge found, and as the RIB is positioned,
retrieval equipment can be prepared and deployed as appeopRa&covery should be made as per
well-practiced drill. The method will depend on the equepicarried and the weather conditions.
Subsequent to an incident occurring, a full report nestvritten and given to the Clerk & Chief

Fishery Officer.

Training for Retrieval of Casualties

The success or failure of the rescue relates diréatiyre expertise of RIBs Coxswain, BO
and ABO and their familiarity with recovery equipmerttaining in the treatment of
hypothermia and artificial resuscitation. Retrievall éir the RIB crews and check listing of
recovery equipment should be carried out on a regulas tagnsure a satisfactory level of
competence with an appropriate log book entry. Coxswatinsld all be familiar with the
recovery equipment of their RIB and during their initr@ining should receive actual "over
the side" training. All sea-going ESFJC staff shouleirextraining in resuscitation and the
treatment of hypothermia to standards defined by the MCA.

Operating equipment from the RIB

Equipment, which is to be towed from the RIB, must ordytdawved from the stern Samson
post where fitted. When equipment is being towed, ES$sl&d gloves must be worn when
handling lines. A full risk assessment must be completied to any work being carried out.
Special care must be taken to ensure that the Coxswanew does not become entangled in
line or warps. Particular, care to avoid equipment osg@®el from being entangled in bights
in lines. When lines or warps are under tension, persamoeild position themselves so that
they are protected if the line or warp separates. Whbeing the Coxswain should be
especially vigilant in case the towed equipment becdasts

Going ashore from a RIB

When it is the intention to put ashore a Fishery @ffitom a RIB the tide, swell, wind and
other weather factors must be considered by the Coxdvedame the drop is attempted. The
echo sounder on a RIB must be switched on (where fited) regular depth soundings
should be taken by the person to be put ashore. ThesliRiBId stand on until the person
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being put ashore is safely on dry land. Personnel goimgre@snust not carry anything on
their back as this may prevent the effective operatioa lifejacket. The shore party must
take a VHF radio. Confirmation that the VHF radioogerational must be made prior to

personnel going ashore.
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STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM

No. 11

30" January 2008

The Clerk’s report on the meeting of the Wash ManagemenSub-Committee held on ¥
December 2007

Wash Management Policies

The Clerk advised the members that these policies tivereulmination of approximately 5 years

work by the Committee's Officers in conjunction with thdustry and Natural England. The Clerk
advised that a lot of the management measures proposedpnlicy for the cockle and mussel
fisheries were already in place and had been acceptie bydustry. However it had been necessary
to spend time considering the nature conservation implicatibthe threshold levels at which to open
the fisheries.

Members considered each of the policies in turn, taking to consider each measure. After lengthy
discussion and agreements to make minor adjustments pblibes were agreed.

Initially it had been the belief of the officers thaterthe management policies had been agreed it
would remove the necessity to carry out Appropriate Assagsnbefore each fishery opened. The
Clerk advised that Natural England would still neet¢ notified of a proposed fishery, through the
submission of an Appropriate Assessment, but providing the pedpaxctivity was in line with the
management policy it was his understanding that the proposdd be dealt with speedily.

Significantly, the agreement of the management policies bjoine Committee has enabled Natural
England to change the conservation status of many parts \Wetkle Site of Special Scientific
Interest, from Unfavourable Declining to Unfavourable Redager Natural England also accept that
the current management approach to the fisheries will nitsitilie Conservation Objectives for the
Wash and North Norfolk Coast European Sites beingheshavhich in turn provides fishermen with a
more certain future. (please refer to Agenda item 17 &enmformation)

Autumn mussel surveys

The senior Research Officer presented to the membersesults from the autumn mussel surveys.
Between 1% September and f2November the annual surveys of the intertidal mussel stodkee
Wash were conducted by ESFJC officers. During this perio@r@&s of intertidal mussel bed, plus
the Welland Bank were surveyed. In addition, three areah#ithbnce supported mussel beds were
visited to determine if re-settlement had occurred.

The surveys found that the total stock of intertidaksals has fallen from 12,697 tonnes recorded in
2006 to 11,586 tonnes. During the same period the stock of hareesitaddl mussels (greater or equal
to 45mm length) has fallen from 7,165 tonnes to 6,395 tonnese Tdeses had occurred mainly on

the Gat, Shellridge and Breast beds, which were opengg: t8B006 mussel fishery, and also on the
Herring Hill and Scotsman’s Sled beds. Losses on tledss kwo beds appear to be due to natural
causes in which mussel mortality has exceeded recruitment.

Members congratulated the Research Officer for the Wwerkad done in completing the surveys, and
acknowledged that it had taken a lot of hard work.

Management measures for the Wash 2007/2008 mussel fishery

The Clerk informed members that the outcome of the sudvagsbeen put to the industry. Taking
into account the criteria applied to the fishery, the gdrguinion was that the only bed to take the
harvestable stock from would be the Gat. To ensurethleahature conservation importance of the
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area was maintained a restricted area to the south bktheould be open to the fishery. This same
area had been open to a significant fishery the previaus yésing the minimum density requirement
the maximum tonnage that could be taken from this area stamsaéed to be 150 tonnes. The stock
available to the relaying fishery was agreed to be 717 sonii@is mussel was to be taken from the
area identified by the Senior Research Officer as beifrgerable to loss from adverse weather.

Members debated whether or not the harvestable fishery dbathehould be open to both dredging
and handworking. It was noted that the TAC could be Bptween the harvesting methods, however
it was also felt that the low TAC would not be suffitciéor a realistic dredge fishery. The Clerk
advised that if the Gat beds were open to the dredgeyfighgould also involve a lot of enforcement
by the Officers for what was effectively a small amoahimussel. Ultimately members agreed to
open the harvestable fishery only to handworking.

The maximum daily quota was discussed, it was adgtegdhe harvestable fishery would follow the 4
tonnes set out in Regulation No 2. However, to take ata@dduel costs, and to make it viable for all
vessels it was agreed that the relaying fishery wouldatpe on 8 tonnes per day, by applying
byelaw No2.

It was agreed that both fisheries should open as soon s®lposif agreement was received from
Natural England the fishery would be opened 7 days latdotification of Natural England’'s
agreement for the proposed fishery was received BrDE@ember 2007, the fisheries opened at 0001
hrs on Wednesday 2@®ecember 2007

Proposed changes to the conditions of the Layholder bBses issued under the Wash Fishery
Order

Members were advised that the changes were necesslawyirigl the legal advice received by the
Clerk . The proposed change in the lease conditions wastt@t the size of vessels that were able to
operate on lays. However, as a consequence of thid ibden suggested that the size of the vessel
was not the only factor to take into account, it wdisifigportant to consider the carrying capacity of
the vessel. Consultation with the industry had resuttead majority response in agreement with a 40
tonne maximum holding capacity, there was one objection wdtiated 25 tonnes should be the
maximum and one objection in principle to putting a maximapacity in place.

A variety of questions were asked regarding the use of Isessdays which were not owned by the
lease holder, the Clerk advised the lease holder wasatiticoby the conditions of the lease. It was
also noted that the entire carrying capacity of the Vesseld be taken into account, both in the hold
and on deck. After careful consideration by the memibevas agreed to accept the recommendations
outlined by the Officers. (please refer to Agenda item LBnfare information)

The Joint Committee is asked to receive the report.
Matthew Mander

Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer

21 January 2008

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985
List of Background Papers

2) Minutes of the Wash Management Sub-Committee Meeting, heltl Brecember 2007

2) Senior Research Officer’'s autumn mussel survey report

3) Wash Fisheries Management Plans (Agenda item 17)

4) Changes to the conditions of the Lease issued to Layholders thved&/FO, confirmed by
The Crown Estates on % January 2008. (Agenda item 15)
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STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM

No. 12

30" January 2008

The Deputy Clerk's Report on Staff Activities - Octobe& to December 2007

RV THREECOUNTIES

RV Three Countiespent 28 days at sea over the quari®¥. Three Countiewas used primarily for
surveys (mussel surveys = 14; cockle surveys = 2; Sabealfargurveys using RoxAnn, grabs and the
ROV = 7). One day was spent collecting samples for Bnmental Health Officers (EHO). Two of
the days were taken up with mussel surveys. The vessdiingdsout by the Centre for Ecology and
Hydrology (one day for invertebrate surveys and one for bircegsyv

It was a quiet quarter for repairs and maintenanceRfgr Three Counties. The annual service
schedules were carried out on the Port and Starboard emgivesll as the Starboard generator. All
engine room vent grills were removed, inspected and refaedhese were found to still be

serviceable. The bilge/fire pump was stripped down andltebloen it was discovered that this was
leaking water into the bilges. Both engines and gearboxesremaigted. The engine fuel separators
were also drained and cleaned during this quarter.

FPVESFPROTECTORII

FPV Protector Illwas at sea for 16 days during the quarter. Threewiaysspent collecting samples
for Environmental Health Officers (EHO). The Vice Ghaan of the Joint Committee spent a day
aboard the vessel observing during one of the days spertingpamples.

FPV Protector Illreturned immediately to her enforcement role after corutgof refit by boarding
fishing vessels operating off the Suffolk coast. 16 \esgere boarded during the quarter; no verbal
warning were issued. Vessels retaining cod off theaButfoast appeared to be prevalent during a
cod ban for under 10m none-sector vessels. Although the ban enfusteable by the Joint
Committee’s Officers, the fishermen were verbally briefadhe existence of the legislation and local
MFA officers were informed.

The vessel was in refit during the quarter at Burnhamrondh in Essex.ESF Protector lllpassed
her annual inspection. The two water tanks on the veasel not been removed allowing inspection
of the hull since commission. It was agreed with thegaNérchitect to reduce the amount of work
and disturbance to the internal compartments of the viegseily removing the aft water tank. If the
hull were found to be sound then the forward tank wouldbeatemoved but if the hull under the aft
tank were found to be structurally suspect then the additvem to remove the forward water tank
would be carried out. Fortunately the hull was in deoglcondition; indeed the electrics associated
with the tanks were in an ‘as new’ condition. During thé& eefarge amount of work was carried out
not least a top end overhaul of the Port engine, this was ewebse Caterpillar engineers. Both
engines were then serviced. Other work carried out includgglacement of the main sanitary
pipework, service of the aft head, installation of additiogalley lighting, replacement of the
emergency tiller steering link arm, service of both enbegt exchangers.

Whilst on patrol the flying bridge Starboard engine pitch abfidtiled in operation. Investigation into
this found the cause to be a sheered roll pin — for omgeéch, cheap and easy replacement.

The port generator had a blockage within its coolant systafitherefore overheated. As a result of
this the generator no longer works under load. The blockagybden removed but the head of the
engine now awaits repair.
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FPV Sea Spraynderwent its annual survey and passed. The impellon@rging on this vessel was

replaced, this is in essence a wearing part when opgritishallow conditions such as the Wash
where there is a large amount of particulate mattdninvihe water column. The A-frame on this
vessel was repainted along with the gauge panel and engine cover.

FPVPISCESII

FPV Pisces IIl was not used throughout the quarter but weedsitothe compound of HM Revenue
and Customs in Felixstowe. The vessel was not used asiffiotk Fishery Officer was on long term
sick leave. Specialist Yamaha tools were ordered tblemgineers within the Joint Committee to
service the engines on this vessePV Pisces lllunderwent its annual survey and passed which was
to be expected after the major refit that this vessedived earlier in the year.

ENFORCEMENT

Of the three cases under investigation as reported iragheybarterly report, no further action was
taken in one instance, a Home Office Caution was offeredaacepted in the second and charges
have been laid for obstruction of a Fishery Officer in the smwif his duty in the third. A court date
in February has been arranged. No new offences are ttyireder investigation.

TRAINING

33 man-days of training were conducted over the period. Akpmxone Fishery Officer attended a
two-day training course run by the Clerk and Deputy Clerkscénario of a stern trawler that had
been fishing illegally within the district was work thgiu by the Fishery Officers, the course
encompassed boarding and inspection procedures, catch daoonpodetermination, fish
identification, net measurement, taped interviewing, witnssgement writing and case file
preparation. The skipper of FPV Protector 1ll and the Deléyk and Fishery Officer attended a
three day RYA Powerboat instructor’s course which d88€JC obtains RYA training centre status
ill enable the Joint committee to train and certifyhieiyy Officers in powerboat handing to the RYA
standard. The engineer feV Three Countieattended an interview at Gravesend Maritime Training
Centre as part of his on going assessment towards anibN¥f@rine engineering; he now awaits an
oral examination by the MCA.

AREA OFFICERS'REPORTSON FISHINGACTIVITY
COCKLE

The majority of vessels targeting the hand worked fisbpgrated out of Boston this quarter (up to 17
vessels). Prices ranges from £200 - £700/tonne averaging approxifi&@é/tonne. In total
53,074kgs were landed. The dredge fishery had closed in Septemtltee hand worked fishery was
open throughout the quarter.

MUSSEL

The relaying of sublittoral mussels from the bed off the dlimghire coast continued throughout the
quarter with fishermen from Boston, King's Lynn and Brareasll fishing the mussels. In total

2,473 tonnes were relayed into the Wash. At the end of uhetey there were still reports of

significant quantities of mussel remaining within the aneginally surveyed by the Joint Committee.

Additionally 210 tonnes of seed mussel arriving in Bostondtaying onto the private lays.

48, 308, 77 and 18 tonnes of marketable mussel have been landeston,Bing’s Lynn, Brancaster

and Blakeney respectively throughout the quarter from mrilats. These mussels were achieving
approximately £400/tonne giving a first sale value of £180,400.
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SHRIMP

Shrimp landings were excellent throughout the quarter vaittmp commanding an average price of
about £2.70/kg (£2.60 - £2.85/kg) up from £2/kg last quarter. Thesesméflect in part poor
landings in mainland Europe. Vessels fished for shrimp usigéesand twin beams from Boston (18
vessels/121,462kg); King's Lynn (26 vessels/629 landings/737,966kg); Bi@mdas vessels/24
landings/4,999kg); and Wells (2 vessels/47 landings/28,697kg). Up teeskels partook in this
fishery during the quarter landing 893,124kg with an average landing of 1,he#igyworth £2,965.

In total the first sale value of shrimp landed was appnaiely £2,411,434. These landings represent
the most successful shrimp fishery for a number of years.

CRAB/LOBSTER

Fishermen throughout the district have been landing on avetsge 395kg/trip of brown crab and
16kg/trip of lobster for the offshore fleet and about 30kg/tlip0( pots/day) of brown crab and
Skg/trip of lobster for the inshore fleet. Lobsters weeinty purchased from fishermen by the
processing plants at approximately £13/kg whereas crabs wasyiag about £2/kg. The average
first sale value per trip was therefore £790 for crab£2@8 for lobster for the offshore fleet and £60
for crab and £65 for lobster for the inshore fleet. Velwetb landings rose during the quarter.
Velvets were only targeted eight by vessels operating ¥itetls and several from Cromer. In total
39,177kg of velvets were landed in Wells averaging £0.80/kgtirgguh a first sale value of £31,341
where as the vessels in Cromer were achieving up to £1.40/kgy motich smaller catches .

OTHER FISHERIES

The Brancaster and Thornham Oyster fishery sold approalyrd,000kg of Pacific oysters during the
past three months worth approximately £7,500.

The Caister herring fishery operated in October and Mbee with reasonable catches in the order of
300- 500kg being landed per day. However, these fish onlysedaltietween £0.15 - £0.25/kg on

Lowestoft market. On days when landings of this speg&® poor prices of 0.50/kg were realised.

The vessels that target this fishery are in the mamtipgers.

The majority of the vessels operating in Suffolk deploledylines to catch stake, whiting and cod.
The continued absence of the Suffolk Fishery Officerughosick leave has meant that this area has
been covered by other Fishery Officers of the Joint Coraeitt

The cod ban relating to under 10m commercial vessels udeadduring the last quarter was in place
throughout this quarter. Several patrols conducted bydiaite based Fishery Officers and Officers
aboard patrol vessels came across several instancesfisherenen were retaining and landing cod in
contravention of this ban. The Marine and Fisheries Agence wentacted in each instance and
details of the incidents were passed on by ESFJC Fishepe@fin line with requests made by MFA
Officers at the last Eastern Regional Liaison Group imget

In October the Fisheries Minister Jonathon Shaw MP aneouthat there would not be an increase in
the minimum landing size of bass (currently 36cm). This amcement followed several years of
consultation and scientific studies by CEFAS. Mr Shaav ldbwever announce that several new
measures to ensure the continued sustainable harvess aipgies would be investigated, namely;
increasing the number of bass nursery areas, applying rengtgiting restrictions, introducing
restricted areas limiting the types of fishing. A thyear pilot study aiming to improve knowledge of
the angling sector and its management in relation to, bags, cod and grey mullet has also been
commissioned. It is thought that this pilot study may tallkee within the ESFJC district with the
Stour and Orwell rivers being the study sites.

The Wells’ RNLI lifeboat was called out on three ingitte involving fishing vessels during the
quarter, the first call out involved a fouled propeller telsecond involved a seized gearbox, in both
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instances the fishing vessels were towed back to Wdllse third incident was more serious and
involved a fisherman being struck on the head by a float Wwhaling pots. This fisherman was taken
of the fishing vessel by the lifeboat and transported $pikad for treatment.

The Cornwall SFC Chief Fishery Officer and a memberthef staff from the National Lobster
Hatchery located in Padstow held a meeting for loldsghermen on the North Norfolk Coast. The
meeting raised the question as to whether or not fisheomé¢he North Norfolk Coast would want a
second lobster hatchery located in this area.

RECREATIONAL FISHERIES

The last notable catches of bass during the quarter werens€eomer during October before the fish
moved offshore. One recreational netter operating off Sgleaim landed in one haul approximately
125kg of prime bass in the 1.5-3.5kg range - if sold this catchdwhave been worth £1,250.

Anglers concentrated on targeting either codling or whitingHerremainder of the quarter although
some success was had targeting dabs. The majority afdish however were whiting especially on
the Lincolnshire coast.

Defra have published their draft Recreational Sea Anglirgje®jy on their website. The closing date
for submissions regarding this document are to be madtleet§£' of March 2008. The strategy was
developed by the Inshore Fisheries Working Group of whiclCleek & Chief Fishery Officer is a
member

Duncan Vaughan
Deputy Clerk & Fishery Officer

23 January 2008
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

ESFJC Officers’ Monthly Reports October to Decembé&720
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Senior Research Officer's Quarterly Report

The annual mussel surveys were conducted during this quBEnese usually commence in September
and are completed by the end of October, but due to teestart and completion of the dredged
cockle fishery this year, the mussel surveys continued Nideember. During this period twenty
intertidal mussel beds, plus the Welland Bank, were sudveélieree additional areas, that had once
supported mussels, were visited in order to ascertdirere had been any recent resettlement. From
the survey data the intertidal mussel stock within thesiWagulated fishery was calculated to be
12,117 tonnes, of which 6,701 tonnes were of marketable _sifemfn length). These figures are a
slight reduction on those calculated after the 2006 surwéys the stocks were recorded as being
12,697 tonnes, of which 7,165 tonnes were of marketable size. glthbese figures are still much
higher than those seen in the 1990’s, the overall figures aréedamg good stocks on the Gat and
Toft beds. Elsewhere, several of the beds are exhibifyagse coverage after three successive
fisheries. In March a new bed was found to have setifethe exposed north-eastern edge of the Inner
Westmark Knock sand. When resurveyed in November this bedfauad to have benefited from
exceptional growth, but its location and height of pseudoefaemade it vulnerable to winter storms. It
was agreed, therefore, to open this bed to the figberglaying purposes.

Cockle surveys were conducted on the Holbeach, Daseley’liaadWestmark Knock beds during
November and December. These winter surveys are usuallpaeddo ascertain the extent of the
summer spatfall, but with limited time available this yehey were concentrated on these three beds
in order to provide useful information following the summehdisy. With dense patches of adult and
juvenile cockles mixed together on most of the beds, theidadiad been made to allow dredging on
the Holbeach bed even though adult stocks did not contiibateleast 70% of the cockle biomass. It
was believed that is the fishery did not occur on this bedyrofthe adult cockles would be pushed
out of the ground by the growing juveniles and die. It wagsel, therefore, that by surveying these
beds following the fishery, some useful information could leireed to determine how well the
juvenile stocks had survived this fishery. Analysis of #usvey data has found that though the
juvenile stocks have been reduced in the open areas oédtbiblarge numbers had survived. The
surveys have also shown that large numbers of adult soblle been lost from the Inner Westmark
Knock sand, even though no dredging occurred there. That supfiwettheory that adult cockles will
be pushed out of the ground by juveniles if they are not fished.

Prior to the commencement of the dredge cockle fishery im&uran experiment was conducted on
the Inner Westmark Knock bed to determine the rate ofveegoof a dredge track. The final
observations from this experiment were taken in Novembertendata analysed in December. From
this experiment it was found that juvenile cockles rap@ionised the track, reaching densities of
150 cockles/rafter just 7 days and fully recovering after 112 days. Althcayhit cockles were
slower to re-colonise the track, their lower densities oversurrounding sand meant recovery was
complete after 21 days.

Although poor weather conditions interfered with most of fRexand" Acoustic Ground
Discrimination surveys that had been planned for thistguat was nevertheless possible to conduct
extensive mapping dabellaria spinulosaeef features in the Central and Outer Wash regionagluri
the few calm periods availabl8abellaria“crust” was found to be present in extensive patches over
much of the survey area, but better quality “raised” reef feund to be sparse in distribution. Several
days were also occupied this quarter using the RdXaaguipment to look for sublittoral mussel
seed. Several promising signals were further examined but gtaithohg of these areas found either
Sabellaria spinulosathe razorclanknsis directuor mussel shell to be present.
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Poor weather meant no lobster surveys were conductech dtase commercial vessels during this
quarter, but four days were spent bio-sampling from sidreresearch team also spent a day refining
the methodology of the lobster-staining technique, in order th&alperkits can be developed for
shore-based officers to use.

Other work during this quarter included conducting a biotope survélye area of a proposed new

mussel lay in December, collecting monthly shellfish samfte water quality testing by the
Environmental Health Organisation, and assisting scierfiteets CEH with their own survey work.

R W Jessop
Senior Research Officer

8" January 2008

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

1) Senior Research Officer’'s autumn mussel survey report
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STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM
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30" January 2008

MARINE ENVIRONMENT OFFICER’S QUARTERLY REPORT

Offshore Special Areas of Conservation (SACS)

The Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC, the stgtamviser to Government on UK and
international nature conservation) launched a 12-week datienl on the selection of offshore
Special Areas of Conservation (SACs), in December 208#rSsites have been proposed as offshore
SACs in UK waters at this initial stage (see Figure flijther sites will be nominated as their
suitability is determined.

Figure 1. Chart showing the 7 possible offshore SACs andt@itdnnex | habitat in UK waters.
From: http://www.jncc.gov.uk/PDF/OffshoreSACConsultationDocmi2€07 final 17 12 07.pdf

The consultation document identifies a 4,300 lsite called “North Norfolk Sandbanks and Saturn
Reef” (Figure 2) as one of these proposed offshore SACen#iiders management measures ranging
from a prohibition on demersal trawling within a small fr@e of the site that is known to be capable
of supportingSabellaria spinulosaeef (115 ha reef identified in 2002), to a ban on the use of
demersal towed gear across the entire site. Enforcewmritd be the responsibility of the “Marine
Management Organisation” as proposed in the Marine BHis site is well outside the Joint
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Committee’s area of jurisdiction (it extends between 40-110kr6@2kiles) from the north-east
Norfolk coast) but its eventual designation and managementomitl a direct comparison with the
Wash & North Norfolk Coast SAC that contains the s@meex | habitats

Figure 2: Possible offshore SAC: North Norfolk SandisaflSaturn Reef. From:
http://www.jncc.gov.uk/PDF/OffshoreSACConsultationDocument200@l fil7_12_07.pdf

Although the legislatiohdeals with offshore sites only, (from 12 nautical mile2@®nm or the
continental shelf), the INCC'’s consultation document higtdayithat further inshore SACs will also
be required within UK waters to ensure that certain Anh&eabitats are properly represented in
protected sites. The Joint Committee’s District incBidetable areas of “shallow subtidal sandbanks”
and “reefs” — known areas of which are highlighted in Figure meaning that further designations
within the District are likely — with implications forsting activities in those areas.

The Impact Assessment (formerly referred to as rguRtory Impact Assessment) accompanying the
consultation for this proposed sitettp://www.jncc.gov.uk/page-399highlights that the North
Norfolk Sandbanks & Saturn Reef area is heavily fistiealjgh predominantly by Dutch and Belgian
trawlers, and to a much lesser extent by UK vesseals. Gommittee officers could not provide details
of vessels fishing within the proposed site because itamdis from the District means it is not
generally utilised by vessels working from the District'srtpo with the possible exception of
Lowestoft. It was noted, however, that this consultation @gsen emphasised the need for the co-
ordinated collation of spatial information in relation tdtbthe biological and socio-economic aspects
of fisheries, within and beyond the Joint Committee’s Distsmundary. This information will help
ensure the full value of fishing grounds is recognisedaamounted for as competing uses (including
offshore renewables, aggregate extraction and nature eaherj vie for areas of the seabed.

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Pilot ProjectllfSheries management in NESFC
District

! The Annex | habitats are those which represent mdistg examples of habitats within Europe.
% The Offshore Marine Conservation (Natural Habigts Regulations 2007
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Strategic Environmental Assessment originates from EClagigis, requiring that “the environmental
impacts of a plan or programme be assessed and factboedny subsequent decisions (Hartley
Anderson 2005). The Environmental Assessment of Plans andaRnogs Regulations 2004
transposed into U.K legislation the provisions contained witBEA Directive (2001/42/EC),
requiring the mandatory completion of SEAs for certaingmisjor programmes. There is currently no
requirement for plans or programmes for the types béfiss regulated by Sea Fisheries Committees
to be subject to SEA; however, the benefits of applying the [8Beess to fisheries management have
been recognised and advocated in several key studies andsrépguding: ‘Net Benefits, a
Sustainable and Profitable Future for UK Fishing’ (Primaier’s Strategy Unit 2004) and ‘Turning
the Tide: Addressing the Impact of Fisheries on the Mariner&mwient’ (Royal Commission on
Environmental Pollution 2004).

The MEO attended a workshop organised by the consultantsMé&aDonald, in October 2007, for
the Steering Group for the Strategic Environmental Assedsiiseries Pilot Project. The
consultants have experience in the field of SEA though nossagly in its application to the marine
environment. Fisheries experts, including Dr. Colin Bannidtemer head of Shellfish Resources at
CEFAS), have been drafted in to provide relevant expdrtiseveloping this project, which aims to
“develop the concept and application of an SEA within UK mafisteeries”. Following the October
workshop, the consultants (in conjunction with North Eas8®a Fisheries Committee) produced a
draft Consultation Strategy for the Pilot SEA (which vidcus solely on shellfisheries within the
NESFC District), and a draft Generic Framework doauntbat will provide guidance on the
application of SEA to other UK marine fisheries. The @cbjs being funded by Defra and Seafish.

Review of Consents

Officers have continued to progress the Review of Coadentthe Wash Fishery Order leases. The
review is essentially the assessment (i.e. evaluatmgadts on certain conservation habitats and
species) of an activity that has already been consentesl tbmpetent authority and that occurs

within, or affecting, a European Marine Site. It is a pter process, requiring information on current

site condition and a consideration of how the site might hageged since that activity started. If the

assessment concludes that the leasing of areas of tief@fanussel cultivation does/could adversely
affect the conservation features of the site, Natural Englemdd require the leases to be modified or

revoked- with significant implications for the future of Severalltésy.

In November 2007 the MEO submitted a Test of Likely Signifoea(as specified in the Habitats
Regulations) to Natural England. This preliminary assessmoncluded that the leasing of mussel
lays in the Washvaslikely to have a significant effect on the Wash & Ndbrfolk Coast European
Marine Site, because of the resultant potential incrieaseissel biomass within the site and changes
to nutrient fluxes. There was also found to be potkfarain-combination effects with the Regulated
mussel and cockle fisheries in the Wash, and the privat8ttange fisheries. The identification of
significant effectat this stage does not necessarily mean that the adtivipestion is having an
adverse effecbut that it requires a more detailed assessmentani.@ppropriate assessment.

Natural England have expressed reluctance to conclude apdims whether the leasing of any
additional lays (or lay extensions) would be detrimetdgathe site, advising that the full review of
consents should be completed before their advice c@sbed. This has resulted in a delay in issuing
the current lay applications. Joint Committee Officers i discussion with Natural England to
ascertain whether it could be possible to progress theuwent lay applications before the Review of
Consents is completed, since it is likely to reqéur¢her, time-consuming research.

Wash Cockle and Mussel Fishery Management Policies

The Wash Cockle and Mussel Policie$ ¢#taft) were considered and agreed, with minor amendments
for clarification purposes, by the Wash Management Sub-Caeenin ¥ December 2007. The

G:\DOCS\JODI\Website statreps 2008 some encs ngidsfiebsite Statrep0108.doc



agreement of these Policies represents the culminatiorvefaseears’ effort and liaison involving
the Joint Committee, members of the Wash fishing industriyrileEngland, CEFAS and consultants
Marnix. A full report is included under Agenda Item 17.

2007-08 Wash mussel fishery proposals

On 18" December 2007, Joint Committee Officers submitted propdeah dredged, relaying mussel
fishery on the vulnerable Old Lynn Roads mussel bed, ana Fandworked, harvestable fishery on
certain parts of the Gat mussel beds, to Natural Englaitid appropriate assessments. This
represented the first test of the agreed managemenieBpkince with the Policies in place it was
considered that Natural England should be sufficierghfident that under the management measures
applied by the Joint Committee, the proposed fisheries woul@awersely affect the conservation
site. Natural England did provide a rapid response to theogatp (18 December 2007), and agreed
with the Joint Committee’s conclusion that both the dredgddying fishery and the handworked,
harvestable fishery would not result in adverse effectb@site.

Review of conservation objectives for the Wash & NorthfdlkrCoast European Marine Site (EMS)

The conservation objectives are the targets against winichealth of the European Marine Site (i.e.
the SAC and SPAs) is measured. Natural England has aaluéyiew the targets for the site, and
throughout 2007 has been undertaking this review, with input fetewant stakeholders including the
Joint Committee and Wash fishermen. Targets for thetidaé sandflats and mudflats include
measures of the distribution, extent, abundance and popultatictuse of cockles and mussels. After
detailed discussion, agreement was reached on the threshelsl fier these targets. Critically, the
target levels for cockle and mussel abundance in the Regulatedriag¢ch those outlined in the Joint
Committee’s cockle and mussel management Policies — medmainghe Policies designed to ensure
sustainability in the fisheries should also help deliverdiweservation targets for the site. Natural
England accepted the Joint Committee’s emphasis thatvdwem parts of the site are in unfavourable
condition, fisheries should be allowed to continue as londisisng activities do not prevent
improvements in site condition. Natural England will finalthe agreed Conservation Objectives for
the Wash and North Norfolk Coast in February 2008, and thécamtiuct a condition assessment for
the site.

Byelaw development for the protection@dibellaria spinulosaeef

The Joint Committee agreed to progress a Byelaw for whiegiion of this conservation feature in
March 2006, but recognised that further work would be requoedentify the current distribution
and quality ofSabellaria spinulosaand to agree on the definition of reef. The latter poa# been
particularly topical, sinc&abellariais a common species in UK waters but requires proteatioler

the Habitats Regulations only where it occurs as reef. $t cemsidered necessary to ascertain the
suitability of establishing closed areas (to towed gear) ttepr a relatively mobile feature, by
exaiming recent and earlier survey data to gain an unddmstpof the longevity of th&abellaria
features in the Wash. It was also considered that itdvoelproductive to conduct experimental work
to quantify the effects of towed gear (e.g. beam tramtbmussel dredges) &abellariastructures.

After several postponements because of bad weather, thieCtonmittee’s Research team conducted
a successfubabellariasurvey onFRV Three Countieim the central and outer Wash in October 2007,
and have subsequently reported on the distribution and qualBalméllariain these areas. Joint
Committee officers will meet with Natural England orf"3@nuary to consider the current findings,
and identify areas dbabellariathat could constitute “reef’, and therefore require getoon under the
Habitats Directive. The feasibility of conducting a fishingpact study will also be discussed.

Seafish project: environmental information guidelines follfsslefarmers
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Seafish research has shown that one fifth of all sklellfarming applications made to nature
conservation agencies for developments within UK Europeaimbli&ites or SSSIs have failed as a
result of environmental information shortfalls. Seafish é¢fe commissioned a project, led by
independent consultant Salacia Marine, to develop guidancghédifish farmers wishing to submit
applications to Natural England for developments within pratiectomservation sites, focusing on the
habitat information relating to conservation featuresva@kshop is to be arranged in February 2008
to discuss the draft guidance — in particular its usefult@sshellfish farmers. Joint Committee
officers have been invited to attend because of theiriexue in this field.

Marine aggregate extraction

No new aggregate extraction applications were brought toothe Qommittee’s attention during the
quarter.

Water Framework Directive: designation of Heavily Modifiddter Bodies

The Environment Agency (EA) has recently consulted alh $esheries Committees (through
consultants ABPmer) on the distribution and intensity ofidiihg and shellfishing activities in the
coastal zone. This work relates to the development ofr Biasin Management Plans under the Water
Framework Directive (WFD) and is designed to identify whimanagement units (called water
bodies) should be classified as “heavily modified” becauseabed disturbance through trawling or
shellfish dredging activities. The WFD applies to coastal estuarine (transitional) waters out to one
nautical mile (with some exceptions where the seaward bowynediends further out). The
significance of HMWB classification is set out below:

“For surface waters, the Directive sets a default objectivactoeve Good Ecological
Status (GES) by 2015. However, the Directive also recognises thainim Iscations,
the continuation of sustainable human activities may depend on physical mamh8cati
to water bodies that preclude the achievement of good status. In scmsiances the
Directive provides for the designation of such waters as ‘Heavibdifitd Water
Bodies’ (HMWB), for which an alternative objective of Good Ecologiaateftial
(GEP) is set — essentially, the target aims to ensure hiea¢¢ology is as good as it can
be, given the sustainable use.

“The Directive identifies a number of sustainable uses that mightrgggeto physical
modifications, including navigation, flood protection, water storage, powerrgtoe

and a category ‘other equally important sustainable human development activities’
This has been interpreted by the Environment Agency as including astsuith as
commercial fishing and shellfishing where they have an impact on the dedobe
example through dredging, beam or otter trawlirfgBPmer, November 2007)

Wash & North Norfolk Coast European Marine Site (EM8) Wash Estuary Management Plan

Natural England is finalising the review of Conservatidnjedtives for the Wash & North Norfolk
Coast European Marine Site (as reported above), and i® doaduct a condition assessment for the
site in the coming weeks. The agreement of the Joint Caeaisit cockle and mussel fishery
management Policies has been significant for the destysaée(also reported above and in Agenda
Item 17), because it has enabled Natural England to seiglalarge parts of the Wash from
“declining” to “recovering”. The Wash site is a large atleat forms a significant part of the entire
UK'’s protected sites and therefore this change has helpedadll England move significantly closer
towards its national site condition targets.
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However, a recent (Autumn 2007) JNCC report to Europe on dhéiton of habitats within
European Marine Sites did not reflect the work that has lmmgoing in the Wash over recent years.
The Project Manager, Mr Peter Rushmer, has pursued seiegancy with INCC.

A “task force” group has been established to investigatepdssibility of reducing administrative
burdens and increasing productivity by integrating some aspktite European Marine Site project
with those of the Wash Estuary Management Plan, and/oNdnelk Coast Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty.

Stour & Orwell Estuaries European Marine Site

The MEO attended a meeting of the Stour & Orwell Manage@eoup in January 2008 to discuss
progress with actions in the Management Scheme and Maeagéttan for this site. Unresolved
issues within these estuaries relate to disturbance oégbedt bird species and sensitive habitats,
which is expected to increase as the area’s populatievsgiidie area has Growth Point status and the
Estuaries Management Group has engaged with the Haven dyatartnership, which has an
environmental budget available to support research into thesesisA member of the Suffolk
Wildlife Trust reported that crab tiling (setting traps Soft “peeler” crabs for use as bait) was
increasingly commonplace on the River Orwell's mudflatswas baitdigging. Parts of the Stour
estuary have been classified by Natural England as beingawvourable condition because of erosion
of intertidal mudflats, possibly as a result of seallege and hard sea defences preventing saltmarsh
and mudflat migration.

The Stour & Orwell Estuaries Management Group discussedptssibility of merging the
Management Scheme and the Management Plan into a singiaeldc It was noted that the statutory
nature of the management scheme (resulting from the SPA dgsignshould not be lost by any
merger with the non-statutory plan.

Harwich Haven Authority Regulators’ Group

The Harwich Haven Authority (HHA) Regulators’ Group meDiecember 2007 to discuss the effects
of the Port’s sediment placement activities in the Samar Orwell rivers. The group meets annually to
review the monitoring programme, which covers benthic ecol@igheries, sediments and birds
monitoring, and is funded by HHA as a condition of the FEPA@& Environment Protection Act
1985) dredging and disposal licences. HHA proposed to reducedhéty of sediment placed within
the rivers (this practice is used to replace sediment takermf the river system through harbour
channel dredging) after technical advice suggested currers lseed too high.

Offshore wind enerqgy projects

An environmental scoping report was received in January 2008 dgproposed Dudgeon Offshore
Wind Farm, 32km north of Cromer. The report will be revadvover the coming weeks. It is expected
that the environmental statement for the proposed Dockingl®¥ffshore Wind Farm will arrive for
consultation in the coming weeks. The proposed Lincs OffsWonel Farm is discussed is Agenda
Item 9.

In December 2007 the Department for Business, EnterprisBeguaatory Reform (BERR) published
a scoping report for a Strategic Environmental AssessfoenDffshore Energy — which includes
offshore renewables projects (wind, wave and tidal) asasadil and gas. This is the first time that an
SEA has been prepared jointly for renewable and carbon-tmssdy industries, and is likely to
influence site selection for future rounds of offshoredyprojects.

A consultation report was received in January 2008 for pogad to place a small experimental wave
power generating device off the Sizewell coast.
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Felixstowe Ferry Fishermen’s Association

The MEO and Deputy Clerk & Fishery Officer met with tRelixstowe Ferry Fishermen’'s
Association (FFFA) in January 2008 to improve liaison and disigssies raised by the fishermen. A
common theme was the problem of unlicensed fishermen takingaadohd cod and bass, in some
cases illegally for commercial gain, when the licensechmercial fishermen could not land this
species because of quota limitations. Joint Committeeeos are seeking to address this issue at the
local level jointly with the Marine & Fisheries Agency.whs agreed with FFFA members that bag
limits could be a very useful enforcement tool and thatviiais being pushed for with the Marine Bill.
A second general concern expressed by members of the FFFRiggr@gate extraction in the area and
its potential effects on fisheries as a result of thensexdti plumes created during dredging and noise
impacts. The MEO agreed to provide FFFA with detailshef rielevant fora where representations
could be made to dredging industry, offshore renewables mydust government’s Regulators.

J C Stoutt

Marine Environment Officer

22" January 2008

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

1. JINCC: 2007 Consultation on the selection of UK Offshore @béceas of Conservation —
consultation documendNCC Peterborough;
http://www.jncc.gov.uk/PDF/OffshoreSACConsultationDocument200al fil7 12 07.pdf

2. JNCC 2007 Impact Assessment: North Norfolk Sandbanks andJReef possible Offshore
SAC; http://www.jncc.gov.uk/page-3995

3. Mott MacDonald / North Eastern Sea Fisheries Comamitte
(December 2007) Generic SEA Framework Report. Working
document

ESFJC (2007) Cockle Fishery Management Policy

ESFJC (2007) Intertidal Mussel Fishery Management Policy

ESFJC (2007) Sublittoral Mussel Fishery Management Policy

DBERR (2007) UK Offshore Energy SEA Scoping Report for Enviremiad Report.
Strategic Environmental Assessment for Offshore Oil & Gesrising and Wind Leasing

No ok
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STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM

No. 15

30" January 2008

Amendments to the conditions of the Wash Fishery Orddeases issued by the Joint Committee
to Layholders

Article 8 of the Wash Fishery Order lease that read;

‘That the execution of this Lease by the owners and theeleeshall constitute his consent, for the
purposes of Section 6(a) of the Sea Fisheries Regulationl@@6 and Section 3(1) of the Sea
Fisheries (Shellfish) Act 1967 (or any statutory re-enactn@ modification thereof) to the
application to the laying hereby demised, of all Byelaws niadé¢he Lessors under the Powers
contained in Section 5 of the said Sea Fisheries Regulait 1966 and Regulations made by the
Lessors under the powers contained in Section 3 of the saidsbeaid¢s (Shellfish) Act 1967 or any
prior legislation to the like effect'.

Has been replaced by the following wording below with immiedeffect (11" January 2008)

‘That the execution of the lease by the Layholder (dssee”) shall constitute his consent to the
following conditions;

1) Vessel Length Restriction

No Layholder shall use a vessel exceeding 14 metres in ovelahgth (LOA) unless;

c) the vessel was legally owned by the Layholder on"®2©ctober 2007
or
d) the vessel was used by the Layholder in the Severalshiery on or before the 2% October
2007.

Vessels exceeding 14 metres LOA will only be able to opegatithin the Several Fishery:
until there is a change of legal ownership;
or there is any modification that increases the carrying cagcity of the vessel;
or the vessel ceases operation;

whichever occurs the earlier.

(Legal Ownership shall be determined by the Transcript b Registry held by the Registry of
Seaman and Shipping)

2) Maximum Carrying Capacity

No layholder shall use a vessel that has a carrying capgcexceeding 40 tonnes

(if evidence of the carrying capacity is required by theJoint Committee, the carrying capacity of
the vessel shall be determined by a Naval architect approddoy the Joint Committee, the cost of
which will be borne by the vessel's owner )

3) Number of Dredges

No vessel shall use more than two dredges.

4) Dredge Design
No vessel shall use a dredge that has an inside opening gezdhan one metre.
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The design of the dredges must be approved by the Joinb@mittee. The use of suction dredges
is not permitted.

The Joint Committee (“the lessors”) reserve the right to rake future changes to the lease
conditions’

Matthew Mander

Clerk & Chief Fishery Officer

21 January 2008

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

1) Changes to the conditions of the Lease issued to Layholders tined#&/FO, confirmed by The
Crown Estates on 1January 2008. (Agenda item 15)
2) Letter to Layholders confirming the changes to the conditiohefease, dated $4anuary 2008.
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STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM

No. 16

30" January 2008

The Deputy Clerk's Report on the Business Plan for 2008-2009

The business plan for Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint Caeenidt the financial year 2008 — 2009 was
approved by the Finance and General Purpose Sub Committee @A"tloé January 2008. The
business plan was slimmed down from the previous year (theiffiestat business plan for the Joint
Committee had been prepared) as there was no requirémnentiew the aims and objectives of the
Joint Committee. The Officers of the Joint Committeentd the development of the business plan a
very useful exercise to conduct; indeed the business plan wdsnsa regular basis to review how
work currently being conducted fell within the framewofkh® business plan. The business plan was
also consulted when considering whether or not the Joint @teenshould take onboard additional
work. The business plan is available in either a hardoomlectronic form downloadable from the
Joint Committees website: ww.esfjc.co.uk

Duncan Vaughan
Deputy Clerk & Fishery Officer

23 January 2008
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

Eastern Sea Fisheries Joint Committee Business Plan 2008 - 2009
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STATUTORY MEETING AGENDA ITEM

No. 17

30" January 2008

The Deputy Clerk’s Report on the Fisheries Managemerfolicies

Three Draft Fishery Management Policies were approved byJaime Committee at the Wash
Management Sub-Committee Meeting dh December 2007. These management plans are now
available in either a hardcopy or electronic form dowtddide from the Joint Committees website:
www.esfjc.co.uk

Duncan Vaughan
Deputy Clerk & Fishery Officer

23 January 2008
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985

List of Background Papers

ESFJC Cockle Fishery Management Policy
ESFJC Mussel Fishery Management Policy
ESFJC Sub Littoral Mussel Management Policy
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