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Date:   3 July 2008 

Our reference: PRAC0829/AC 

Subject:  Pelagic RAC’s views on blue whiting long term management 

Annex: ICES response to Icelandic request on measures to protect blue 

whiting juveniles 

 

 

Dear Mr Fotiadis, 

 

The Pelagic RAC would like to express its disappointment that very few of the points 

raised by the Pelagic RAC were addressed during the Coastal States meeting on long 

term management for blue whiting in the North-East Atlantic on 19 May. Acknowledging 

that on Friday 4 July, the Commission is hosting a meeting to further discuss this issue, 

the Pelagic RAC requests that its suggestions will be put on the agenda for discussion 

there. 

 

The pelagic RAC would like to highlight two things in particular. 

 

(1) The report states that although TAC constraints may help to ameliorate variations 

due to uncertain assessments, they do not seem to function well with the stock dynamics 

assumed for the blue whiting, since in general, a lower inter annual variation in TAC will 

give a lower long-term yield. The Pelagic RAC is of the opinion, however, that this trade-

off is well worth investigating and the option of incorporating a rule to limit TAC-

variations should not be readily dismissed. The stakeholders should be given an 

opportunity to express their opinion on what they feel would be the optimal choice in 

this. 

 

(2) The Pelagic RAC is disappointed that the issue of protecting juveniles was not 

discussed in the meeting. We considered that the Coastal States working group would 

provide an excellent opportunity to address this issue, since implementation of the 

suggested measure by ICES1 might have effects on the stock that are of relevance, when 

considering different options for the management plan.  

 

In general, the Pelagic RAC is concerned about the suggestion that the management plan 

should be developed, based on the report of the Working Group, since it contains no 

clear conclusions and expresses that there is much uncertainty with regard to the stock 

state. E.g. it is unclear whether the stock is currently in a low or high recruitment 

regime.  

 

                                                 
1 See annex 1: ICES response to Icelandic request on measures to protect blue whiting juveniles. 
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The Pelagic RAC has devoted considerable amount of time in trying to develop a long-

term management plan for blue whiting and hopes that you will support our suggestion 

to gather the necessary information while developing a sustainable long-term 

management plan.  

 

For your convenience, below you find an overview of the points raised by the Pelagic RAC 

in the past. 

 

The Pelagic RAC looks forward to your reply, 

 

 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Aukje Coers 

Pelagic RAC secretariat 

 

 
 
 
c.c. Mr Kenneth Patterson, Ms Isabelle Viallon, Member States (by e-mail)  
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Overview of previous recommendations by the Pelagic RAC: 

 

a) Protection of juveniles 

 

The Pelagic RAC is of the view that measures should be adopted to protect juvenile blue 

whiting. We are aware that ICES responded in 2003 to an Icelandic request on behalf of 

Iceland, Norway, the Faroe Islands, Greenland, Russia, and the EC to provide information 

on age/composition and to evaluate possible measures to reduce exploitation of juveniles 

in the blue whiting fishery (copy enclosed). In light of this response, the RAC considers 

that the Coastal States working group should devise an action plan to implement the 

recommendations in the ICES response. 

 

b) Research 

 

The Pelagic RAC advocates that, in order to improve understanding and inform the 

management process for blue whiting, the following research issues should be pursued: 

 

 Consider more closely new scientific research on the different stock components and 

advise on what additional research if any should be undertaken to address this issue; 

 

 Undertake an evaluation of the medium and long-term effects on stock size and 

fishing mortality of a constant TAC, including advice on the TAC and reference points 

to be used as trigger points for applying the TAC; This issue we understand was part 

of the terms of reference for the Coastal States scientific working group. 

 

 Investigate and advise on how a more time sensitive recruitment index can be 

established; 

 

 Investigate and advise on whether the management plan for blue whiting should 

provide for a different set of criteria depending on whether or not the stock is in a 

period of high or low recruitment (including addressing the question of what 

constitutes high and low recruitment); 

 

 Investigate and advise on whether a different set of harvest control rules should be 

established; 

 

 Investigate and advise on the implications and constraints necessary of  incorporating 

a TAC fluctuation constraint of +/- 15% into the management plan; 

 

 Advise from a scientific perspective on the present rule to bank or borrow 10% of the 

blue whiting TAC between consecutive years, with a maximum of 2 years. 
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Annex 1: From ICES CCR 261 2003 

 

 

 


