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Minutes

NWWAC Focus Group Whelk

Virtual meeting via Zoom, 30 June 2026

1. Welcome from the Chair

The FG Chair, Alexandre Lecler, opened the meeting by welcoming the participants. Manu
Kelberine proposed adding, under AOB, a discussion on the NWWAC draft advice regarding the
increase of the minimum conservation reference size for whelk. The agenda was adopted.
Apologies have been received by Dominique Thomas and Mathieu Vimard.

Action points from the last meeting (14 April 2026)

1 The Secretariat will request the presentation delivered by Natalie Hold and circulate it
to all members of the Focus Group.
Completed

2 The Focus Group will continue to liaise with Natalie Hold and, more broadly, with ICES,
in order to:

- Participate in forthcoming meetings and workshops,

- Contribute to scientific discussions relevant to the whelk fishery,

Ensure that future recommendations are underpinned by robust scientific input.

In progress. Waiting for updates from Natalie Hold.

3 The Secretariat will liaise with Natalie Hold regarding possible involvement in:

- The UK-level Whelk Management Group, and

- The Welsh Whelk Advisory Group.

This will include identifying potential dates for meetings and clarifying opportunities for
participation and exchanges.

In progress. Waiting for updates from Natalie Hold.

4 The FG members/ The Secretariat to develop an initial draft proposal exploring an
increase in the minimum landing size (indicatively to 50 mm), strictly as a basis for
discussion. This draft will be circulated to all members of the Focus Group, including
those absent from the meeting, for comments and further discussion at the next
meeting. No endorsement is implied at this stage.

In progress.

5 The Secretariat will liaise with Ollie Tully (Marine Institute, Ireland) with a view to inviting
him to a future Focus Group meeting to present data and perspectives on the Irish
whelk fishery.

Agenda item 2
6 The Secretariat will consult internally on the procedure and implications of potentially

expanding the geographical scope of the Focus Group beyond ICES areas 7D and 7E,
should members wish to pursue this in the future.
Agenda item 3.
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2. Update on the Irish Marine Institute's Work on Whelk - Oliver Tully, Marine Institute
Slides can be found here.

The Chair welcomed Oliver Tully from the Irish Marine Institute and thanked him for joining the
meeting.

Oliver Tully provided an overview of the Marine Institute’s work on whelk in Ireland, with a
particular focus on the South Irish Sea fishery. While noting that the Institute’s overall shellfish
programme does not devote extensive resources to whelk, he explained that regular monitoring
is undertaken, preliminary assessments have been conducted, and collaboration takes place
with scientific colleagues in the United Kingdom regarding the shared stock.

He began by outlining several biological characteristics of whelk that are highly relevant to stock
assessment and management. A key feature is the absence of a pelagic larval phase. After
hatching, juvenile whelks emerge from egg capsules and remain close to their spawning grounds,
resulting in very limited dispersal. This has significant implications for management because
local populations can be depleted relatively easily and recovery may be slow due to the lack of
external recruitment from neighbouring areas. Unlike many marine fish and shellfish species,
which benefit from larval dispersal over considerable distances, whelk populations are largely
dependent on local reproduction. This restricted dispersal also contributes to substantial
variation in growth rates and size composition at very fine spatial scales. O. Tully highlighted that
whelk populations can display markedly different biological characteristics from one port to
another, or even between areas smaller than an ICES rectangle. Such variability presents
challenges for scientific assessment and requires data collection and monitoring to be
undertaken at appropriately fine spatial scales.

Another important biological consideration is the size at maturity. O. Tully explained that whelks
generally reach sexual maturity at sizes substantially larger than both the commercial market
size and the current EU Minimum Conservation Reference Size (MCRS). This creates a
management challenge because the lIrish fishery relies heavily on the MCRS as its principal
conservation measure. Although methods exist for ageing whelks through laboratory analysis,
these techniques have not yet been widely applied in routine stock assessments. Collaborative
work has been undertaken with Bangor University in recent years, but obtaining reliable age data
remains difficult.

O. Tully also stressed the importance of monitoring fishing locations. Given the sedentary nature
of whelk populations, there is a risk of “hyperstability” in catch-per-unit-effort (CPUE) indicators.
Fishers may maintain stable catch rates by moving progressively into new fishing grounds while
previously exploited areas become depleted. As a result, stock declines may not be reflected
immediately in catch statistics. Reliable information on the spatial distribution of fishing activity
is therefore essential for interpreting stock trends accurately.


https://nwwac.org/meeting/nwwac-focus-group-whelk-5/
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Turning to the Irish fishery, O. Tully described the South Irish Sea as the main area of whelk
production. The fishery is concentrated almost entirely within Ireland’s 12-nautical-mile
territorial waters, extending from the Dublin area southwards along the south-east coast. Whelk
fishing has taken placein thisregion since the 1960s and has experienced significant fluctuations
over time, largely driven by changing market conditions and product development opportunities.
Over the past decade, however, the fishery has generally been characterised by relatively high
and stable levels of effort and landings.

Irish landings increased substantially between 2015 and 2023, reaching approximately 5,000-
6,000 tonnes annually. However, a marked decline has been observed in recent years. Since
2022, landings have fallen from around 6,000 tonnes to approximately 3,000 tonnes,
representing an estimated loss of €3 million in value. O. Tully noted that the reasons for this
decline remain uncertain. Possible explanations include reductions in fishing effort, declining
stock abundance indicated by lower catch rates, and the potential influence of environmental
factors such as climate change.

Data derived from commercial fishing vessels suggest that catch rates over the past five to seven
years have been lower than those recorded during the period 2006-2008. However, Tully
emphasised that interpreting these trends is complicated by the lack of fine-scale spatial
information on fishing activity. Localised depletion and fleet movements may be masking more
substantial declines in stock abundance than are apparent from the available indices. In
addition, participation in voluntary logbook and data collection programmes remains limited,
representing a significant gap in the available information.

The principal source of biological data currently used in assessments comes from port sampling
of landed catches. Samples are collected from a processing facility on Ireland’s south-east
coast, where landings from numerous vessels and ports are aggregated. This approach has
enabled the Marine Institute to measure tens of thousands of whelks over the last decade and to
compile extensive datasets on size distributions across different fishing areas.

Analysis of these data has revealed relatively stable size distributions overall during the past
decade, although important spatial and temporal differences are evident. Significant variation
exists between ports, with some areas supporting noticeably larger whelks than others. Changes
have also been observed through time, including reductions in the proportion of larger individuals
exceeding 80 mm in certain locations. O. Tully explained that the shape of these size distributions
contains information on mortality rates and can potentially be used in length-based stock
assessment models.

To support such assessments, the Marine Institute has been exploring the use of modal
progression analysis to estimate growth parameters indirectly from size distribution data. Using
this approach, preliminary estimates of reference points such as Fmax and F0.1 have been
produced. These reference points can inform decisions on optimum exploitation levels and help
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identify fishing mortality rates that maximise long-term yield. However, O. Tully stressed that the
estimates are subject to very high levels of uncertainty. The absence of reliable age data remains
a major limitation, and further development of age-determination techniques would significantly
improve assessment outcomes. He also noted that assessment results can vary depending on
the spatial scale at which data are aggregated, reinforcing the need for high-resolution
information on fishing locations.

Addressing management measures, O. Tully reviewed evidence on size at maturity from both UK
and Irish studies. In all cases, maturity occurs at sizes substantially larger than the current EU
MCRS of 45 mm. While several UK fisheries have implemented significantly higher minimum
sizes, often ranging between 60 mm and 75 mm, introducing similar measures in Ireland would
have major short-term consequences for the industry. According to available estimates,
increasing the minimum size to 65 mm could reduce catches by approximately 60% during the
first year. This highlights the difficult balance between biological sustainability and economic
viability.

A significant part of the presentation focused on climate-related pressures. O. Tully explained
that the South Irish Sea is emerging as one of the areas experiencing the strongest increases in
both the frequency and intensity of marine heatwaves. Oceanographic analyses conducted by
the Marine Institute indicate a clear upward trend, with some areas now experiencing increases
of more than 20 heatwave days per decade. Recent heatwave events have affected the Irish Sea,
the Bay of Biscay, and surrounding coastal waters.

These developments could have important biological consequences for whelk populations.
Research undertaken in the UK and elsewhere has shown that elevated temperatures increase
metabolic demands, requiring greater food intake while potentially impairing reproduction and
reducing growth. Such effects may contribute to stunted size distributions and a reduced
abundance of larger individuals. Given that the optimum temperature range for whelk is relatively
low, approximately 7-12°C, the potential impacts of marine heatwaves warrant close attention,
although Tully stressed that definitive causal links have yet to be established.

He also highlighted another emerging issue associated with the expansion of offshore renewable
energy developments in the Irish Sea. Extensive geophysical and geotechnical surveys are being
carried out in preparation for offshore wind projects. While no direct impacts on whelk
populations have been demonstrated, O. Tully noted that there is a plausible mechanism
through which underwater noise could affect whelks. In particular, high-intensity sound may
damage structures within the statocyst, the sensory organ responsible for orientation and
balance.

In concluding, O Tully identified several priority knowledge gaps:

- Reliable growth-rate and age data remain essential for improving stock assessments.
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- Better spatial information on fishing activity, ideally through vessel monitoring systems, is
needed to track fleet movements, interpret CPUE trends, and allow biological data to be
analysed at appropriate spatial scales.

- Increased participation by fishers in catch and effort reporting programmes would also
improve understanding of stock distribution and abundance.

From a management perspective, he reiterated the challenges associated with the current
reliance on the MCRS. Scientific evidence indicates that the existing minimum size provides
insufficient protection for immature individuals, yet increasing the minimum size would have
substantial short-term economic consequences for the fleet. Furthermore, even if robust
reference points and fishing mortality estimates were available, it remains unclear how such
advice could be translated into management action in the absence of effort controls or landing
restrictions. O. Tully suggested that further dialogue between scientists and managers will be
required to address these issues.

Finally, he briefly referred to the use of crab as bait in the whelk fishery. Approximately 1,300
tonnes of crab are currently used annually for this purpose in Ireland. Research is underway to
develop artificial bait alternatives, and the industry is already increasing its use of spider crab as
a substitute. These developments may help reduce dependence on traditional bait sources in
the future.

Questions & Answers Session

The Chair thanked O. Tully for his comprehensive and informative overview of the Irish whelk
fishery. He noted that many of the issues highlighted in the presentation closely mirrored the
challenges identified in France and previously discussed during the most recent FG meetings. In
particular, he emphasised that uncertainty regarding whelk growth rates remains a common
challenge across all regions and continues to hinder the development of robust stock
assessments and management measures. The Chair observed that similar debates are taking
place in France concerning increases in minimum landing sizes. As in Ireland, such proposals
are often difficult to discuss with the fishing industry because of the potentially significant short-
term economic consequences. Referring to O. Tully’s comments on ageing methodologies, he
noted that age determination techniques are still not fully operational at a scale that would
support routine stock assessment.

He then asked whether structured cooperation existed between Irish, French and Welsh
scientific institutions to enable the sharing of knowledge and to jointly raise issues at European
level. In his view, the similarities between the research being undertaken in different countries
suggested that a more coordinated approach could significantly improve scientific
understanding of whelk stocks.
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Xavier Tétard raised the issue of declining production levels. He noted that Ireland had
experienced a reduction in landings comparable to that observed in France and questioned
which management measures might be most appropriate to address this trend. Given the
apparent existence of numerous localised whelk populations, he asked whether management
measures implemented at a local scale would be more effective than broader regional
approaches. More specifically, he questioned whether the species’ biological characteristics
represented an advantage, by allowing localised measures to generate local benefits, or a
disadvantage, by making it difficult to harmonise management measures at a wider European
level.

In response, O. Tully confirmed that cooperation between scientific institutions did exist but
explained that there was currently no permanent international working group dedicated
specifically to whelk. Scientists from Ireland, the United Kingdom and France had participated in
international workshops, including meetings held in 2023 and 2024, where many of the same
issues discussed during the presentation had been examined. However, he stressed that
significant progress would require a more permanent and structured forum capable of
coordinating research priorities, agreeing common methodologies and addressing shared
knowledge gaps. As an example, he referred to age determination, noting that there is effectively
only one specialised laboratory in north-west Europe with expertise in ageing whelks. Questions
therefore arise regarding how such expertise can be adequately resourced and how age data can
be routinely generated and incorporated into stock assessments. While he acknowledged the
value of obtaining direct age information, he also stressed that age-based approaches are not
the only possible pathway for improving management.

O. Tully explained that alternative approaches could also prove effective. In particular,
comprehensive CPUE data collected at a sufficiently fine spatial scale could provide a strong
management indicator, even outside complex modelling frameworks. He argued that if obtaining
reliable age data remains difficult and uncertainty continues to affect length-based assessment
methods, then other approaches should be developed in parallel rather than relying exclusively
on one assessment methodology.

Addressing the question of management scale, he stated that the biological characteristics of
whelk strongly support the implementation of local management measures. The absence of
larval dispersal and the limited mobility of adult whelks imply that local populations can be
managed independently and may respond positively to local conservation actions. However, he
emphasised that the scientific principles underpinning management would remain the same
regardless of whether management operates at a local or broader scale.

In his view, the primary role of scientific advice should be to establish a framework and
methodology capable of generating robust evidence to support local management decisions.
Rather than focusing exclusively on integrating all biological data across France, the UK and
Ireland, he suggested that priority should be given to developing common scientific methods and
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agreed best practices. This would include determining whether assessments should be based
primarily on age data, length-based analyses, CPUE monitoring or a combination of methods.
While stocks may need to be managed separately because of their localised nature, a common
scientific framework could nevertheless provide consistent guidance for managers and industry
stakeholders.

John Lynch then thanked O. Tully for the presentation, commenting that it provided a more
detailed overview of the fishery than he had expected and demonstrated that significant
monitoring efforts were already in place. Given the importance of the whelk fishery to many
fishing communities in the Irish Sea, he welcomed the level of scientific attention being devoted
to the stock.

Referring to the discussion on minimum landing sizes, John Lynch sought clarification on the
estimated impact of increasing the minimum size to 65 mm. He asked whether the projected loss
of approximately 60% of catches could be scaled proportionally to smallerincreases, such as 50
mm or 55 mm. O. Tully confirmed that such analyses could indeed be conducted across a range
of size limits.

J. Lynch then returned to the question of spatial management and asked how potential
management areas could be identified. He questioned whether management would be more
effective if based on quantity controls, size measures or a combination of approaches. More
broadly, he asked whether sufficient information already existed to define management areas
and implement localised management strategies.

In response, O. Tully stressed that management discussions should not be constrained by
current data limitations. Instead, he argued that the objective should be to collect data at the
highest possible spatial resolution, particularly regarding fishing location and fishing activity.
Once such information becomes available, it would be possible to identify coherent
management units based on observed differences in growth rates, mortality patterns and size
distributions.

He explained that it is currently too early to define the precise boundaries of local management
areas because the necessary spatial data are notyet available. However, the biological evidence
already indicates that growth patterns and stock characteristics vary between locations,
reinforcing the need for localised approaches. He further noted that if growth rates differ between
areas, the optimum fishing mortality is also likely to differ, implying that management measures
may need to be tailored to local circumstances.

Manu Kelberine subsequently intervened, thanking Olly Tully for the presentation. He referred
to the earlier discussion concerning differences in growth rates and size structures between
locations and noted that these findings appeared to support the principle of local management.
He observed that the absence of larval dispersal further strengthened the argument for highly
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localised management measures. M. Kelberine indicated that these considerations would be
particularly relevant to later discussions concerning recommendations to Member States. He
stressed the importance of balancing stock conservation with the economic viability of fishing
vessels and acknowledged that reductions in fishing capacity can be difficult for fishing
communities. Drawing on the experience of French fisheries, he highlighted the challenges
associated with fleet adjustment measures and the need to maintain sustainable fishing
businesses while improving stock status. He clarified that his intervention was intended more as
a contribution to the discussion than as a specific question.

In response, O. Tully agreed that all available evidence points towards the need for local
management. Nevertheless, he argued that there would still be considerable value in compiling
and analysing data from across broader geographical areas, such as the entire Irish Sea,
including both Irish and UK fisheries. He suggested that comparing biological parameters such
as size distributions, growth rates and size at maturity across the whole basin would provide a
clearer picture of spatial variability. Should such analyses reveal strong differences even within
the same sea area, this would further reinforce the scientific case for localised management
measures.

The Chair raised a final question regarding the potential benefits of increasing the minimum
landing size. He explained that this issue is being widely debated in France and asked whether
scientific evidence existed to demonstrate that increasing the minimum size by a small
increment would lead to measurable improvements in stock status over time.

O. Tully responded that the answer remains uncertain. He explained that higher minimum sizes
can help prevent growth overfishing by allowing individuals to attain larger sizes before capture.
In areas where minimum sizes already range from 60 mm to 75 mm, fishers may already be
harvesting individuals after they have reached the size associated with optimum yield. In some
circumstances, excessively large minimum sizes could even result in lost yield because natural
mortality rates in whelk appear to be relatively high and could potentially be exacerbated by
environmental stressors such as marine heatwaves. He emphasised, however, that the
strongest scientific argument for increasing minimum sizes relates to reproductive protection
rather than yield optimisation. Current minimum sizes are substantially below the size at
maturity, meaning that many individuals are harvested before they have had the opportunity to
reproduce. Increasing the minimum size could therefore allow one or more spawning events to
occur before capture, potentially strengthening recruitment. Nevertheless, he noted that there
is currently no established relationship between spawning stock biomass and recruitment in
whelk populations, making it impossible to predict the precise outcome of such measures.

As a result, he concluded that managers effectively need to implement changes on a
precautionary basis and then monitor recruitment carefully to determine whether the measures
are delivering the expected benefits. Without a clear understanding of stock-recruitment
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dynamics, the effectiveness of increased minimum sizes can only be assessed through ongoing
observation and monitoring.

Following these exchanges, no further questions were raised and the Chair thanked O. Tully for
his contribution before moving on to the next agenda item.

3. Discussion the extension of the area of work beyond the Channel to cover the entire
North Western Waters area and amendment of the Terms of Reference

The Focus Group then discussed the proposal to expand the scope of the Whelk Focus Group
beyond the English Channel to encompass the entire North Western Waters (NWW) area, as well
as the implications for the Terms of Reference.

Ilaria Bellomo recalled that the idea of broadening the geographical remit of the Focus Group
had already been raised during previous meetings. Following that discussion, the Secretariat had
circulated a call for expressions of interest to all members of the NWWAC. As a result, additional
interest had been received from stakeholders outside the Channel area, including
representatives from Ireland. She explained that, should members agree to the proposed
expansion, the Terms of Reference would need to be amended accordingly to reflect the wider
geographical scope.

J. Lynch supported the expansion proposal. He noted that the discussion had originated from
previous debates concerning a proposed increase in the minimum landing size for whelk across
the wider NWW region. In his view, if management measures are being considered at a broader
geographical scale, itis necessary for the Focus Group itself to reflect that broader area. Referring
to the scientific evidence presented earlier in the meeting, he stressed that whelk stocks exhibit
strong local characteristics and that management measures may therefore need to vary between
areas. Despite that, he considered itimpractical to establish multiple separate Focus Groups for
different regions and believed that expanding the existing group represented the most logical and
efficient solution. He further emphasised the importance of monitoring and protecting the fishery
given its increasing management needs.

Aodh O’Donnel endorsed J. Lynch’s position. He highlighted that his primary interest related to
discussions on the MCRS and stressed the operational challenges associated with implementing
any increase in minimum size. He noted that grading whelks at sea can be difficult in practice and
therefore argued that any future management measures should include appropriate tolerances
and reflect operational realities within the fishery.

In response to questions about the practical implications of expanding the Focus Group, I.
Bellomo outlined the main amendments that would be required to the Terms of Reference. She
explained that consultation procedures would need to be broadened so that future advice would
not only be circulated to Working Group 3 members but also to the wider Horizontal Working
Group membership. Furthermore, the geographical scope would be expanded beyond the
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English Channel (ICES Division 7d and 7e) to include the Irish Sea and the Celtic Sea. She also
proposed including a reference to the examination of localised management approaches where
relevant.

M. Kelberine expressed some reservations regarding the proposed expansion. While not
opposing the principle, he cautioned that enlarging the geographical scope could dilute the
Focus Group’s work and potentially reduce the relevance of future management
recommendations. Referring to the earlier scientific presentations, particularly the evidence of
strong local variation in growth and stock characteristics, he questioned whether broadening the
Focus Group might make it more difficult to develop measures tailored to specific local stock
situations. Nevertheless, he acknowledged the benefits of improved knowledge sharing and
remained open to the proposal.

X. Tétard broadly supported the expansion, particularly from the perspective of scientific
cooperation and the exchange of knowledge between regions. He highlighted that many of the
scientific challenges discussed in the Focus Group were common across the NWW area and that
sharing experiences would be beneficial. However, he stressed that the widened geographical
remit should not prevent the Focus Group from developing recommendations tailored to specific
fisheries or regions. He sought reassurance that the Focus Group would still be able to produce
advice applicable to particular areas where local circumstances justified different management
approaches.

Mo Mathies argued that the biology of whelk clearly pointed towards the need for localised
management but emphasised that this did not negate the value of bringing all stakeholders
together within a single Focus Group. From an administrative and organisational perspective, she
explained that maintaining several separate Focus Groups would not be feasible. Instead, she
proposed a model whereby scientific knowledge and evidence would be shared across the entire
NWW area while advice could still be developed for specific local management situations where
appropriate. She noted that the current draft advice already contained differing positions among
members, demonstrating that regional circumstances could legitimately lead to different
management recommendations. In her view, the Terms of Reference should explicitly recognise
that while the Focus Group covers the NWW area, future advice may address local management
needs.

J. Lynch agreed with this approach. He warned against the development of broad management
recommendations that might be applied to areas not represented within the Focus Group or not
supported by relevant local evidence. He noted that this concern had already arisen in relation to
discussions on increasing the whelk minimum size, where a proposal covering a broad area had
been developed using evidence from only part of the fishery. He therefore supported the inclusion
of wording clarifying that future advice should remain area-specific where necessary.

10
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4. AOB

The meeting then turned to the NWWAC draft advice on increasing the Minimum Conservation
Reference Size for whelk.

The Chair and X. Tétard explained that concerns had arisen within the French sector regarding
both the content of the advice and the process through which it had been developed. While they
welcomed the rapid progress made by the Focus Group, he questioned whether the advice
should proceed before a clear national French position had been established. They noted that
the French industry was still actively debating the proposal and that important discussions
remained ongoing regarding both the proposed increase in minimum size and the related
increase in mesh size. In France, stakeholders considered these two measures closely linked and
believed that implementation schedules would need to be carefully managed to minimise
economic impacts on fishers.

They stressed that French stakeholders generally supported the objective of improving stock
sustainability but wished to retain some flexibility regarding the timing and practical
implementation of any changes. He therefore questioned whether the advice should be held back
until discussions within the French industry had produced a consolidated position.

M. Mathies replied that there was no guarantee regarding the timing of any future management
action by Member States. She recalled that NWWAC recommendations on other fisheries had
remained unimplemented for several years and noted that advice submitted to Member States
does not automatically result in regulatory action. Consequently, she encouraged members not
to view the process as urgent from a regulatory perspective.

M. Kelberine subsequently clarified that discussions within France were still ongoing and that
different regional organisations held differing views on the proposal. He highlighted that some
French sectors supported an increase in minimum size whereas others remained opposed. In
addition, existing requests from Brittany and the Channel Islands concerning local minimum-size
measures had not yet been resolved through French national structures. He therefore argued that
a coherent national position needed to be established before the Focus Group proceeded further
with the draft advice.

Loeiza Lancelot confirmed that discussions were continuing within the relevant French bodies
and informed members that the matter would be discussed in greater detail by the National
Shellfish Commission, which is due to meet in early September.

M. Mathies observed that the matter appeared primarily to be an internal French issue requiring
further coordination among regional and national stakeholders.

M. Kelberine agreed that national clarification was required, while noting that the issue also
involved the Channel Islands because French vessels operate across shared fishing grounds and
management approaches therefore need to be coordinated.

Several participants, including X. Tétard and Laura Peschaud, emphasised the diversity of views
currently existing within the French industry. They noted that economic conditions differ

11
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significantly between regions and fishing businesses, making it important that any eventual
position be developed collectively and with broad support from the sector.

Following the discussion, M. Mathies proposed pausing work on both the draft advice and the
revision of the Terms of Reference until greater clarity had been achieved within the French
sector. She stressed that the Secretariat could only proceed on the basis of members’ positions
and that it would be preferable to resume discussions once stakeholders had reached a clearer
and more coordinated view.

No objections were raised to this proposal.

In concluding the meeting, I. Bellomo confirmed that Olly Tully’s presentation would be
circulated to members and that the Secretariat would continue monitoring developments,
including any information available from UK whelk management groups.

The Chair closed the meeting by thanking all participants, interpreters and speakers for their
contributions. The next meeting of the Focus Group will be scheduled once sufficient progress
has been made on the outstanding national discussions and management proposals.

5. Summary of actions agreed and decisions adopted by the Chair
Action points:

1 | Secretariat to share with FG members Oliver Tully’s Presentation

2 | Work on the draft NWWAC advice concerning the increase of the Minimum Conservation
Reference Size for whelk has been put on hold to allow the formulation of a French national
position.

3 | Revision of the Focus Group Terms of Reference has also been put on hold.

4 | The Focus Group/Secretariat await the outcome of ongoing discussions within the French
sector and relevant national bodies before resuming its work and organising the next
Focus Group meeting.
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