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SANGNIONOPOlY 0N Marne environment

Secognise the need to co-exist with other
_écto rs

= ®1and recognise the drive for renewable energy




PIFsUFoundings

o Perlde ofi transition / restructurmg
BeEP Under guestion
B5H0ck recovery
B Effort control
‘-ﬂ' “Spatiall planning?
= '8 clrrent economic status of fishing fleets is
— fragile and the potential loss of fishing grounds

could threaten the viability of vessels




OUF(OWP) horizon

ERROUnG 1 & 2
SHEEgrnIng| curve?
= RelduORShIps Femain fragmented and mutual

lRderstanding elusive (esp. compared with oil/gas &
B Cable sectors)

— Further offshore
— Scaled up?
— Concentrated development?
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o S|ty ‘dentlﬁcatlon /" Selection
r\fﬁ"

o Iacement
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S|lection=.criterigP

Wiriel reselt]ges

YWetar cldejig)

DIStECE fifom) shore

SORNECLIONS to power transmission grids.

gVianne nature: conservation (e.g. Habitats and Birds Directives)
S ‘-‘* litary: activity
== “"’fl‘-hStOI’IC sites / wrecks

= NaV|gat|on [ recreational uses
Fisheries




AGEE

SMIRGELAINGY, EXISLS OVer access / exclusion
Z0glek

e common template / approach
—= develop on site specific basis?
- requires dedicated investigations and dialogue

~® communication and liaison must therefore
be effective and extensive




DISPIECEMENT,

SNEmpPorary [ PErmanent?
o Dijeae

Slicreased steaming / less fishing time =
== economic cost

= E: Ii ndirect
~—~  —As above
— Increased competition / gear conflict
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o Sita Sdldeiley
SRIBINE Array.
2 Ce mMpensation

r::s should agreement be reached on the loss of

e

et
- -_..— —_
T —

~ fishing access at the site specific, regional,
- community or trans-national level and with
Individual vessel operators or associations?




"3 CommunicationyaLtiaisen™

o J]‘Ffﬂ fent Institutions
wrRiegionall Advisory Councils
0 EUN/lirans-national groups

o Djf erent Fleets

= challenge to identify / define community
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‘f Respon5|b|I|t|es rest on
= developers

— fiishing Iindustry

— regulators




DEVEIOPErS

J Ea' iV engagement withrfisneries interests
Siteridentification / selection
ot ~.' ould accept the principle that the denial
B0l access to valuable fishing grounds
— (Whlch could also lead to increased fishing
effort on adjacent areas) should attract

compensation




F g Inaustry
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) Prﬁ jderevidence of activities
=@ date an absence of robust, high resolution

mformatlon on fisheries activity compared
= With the structured and detailed advice for
- other uses of the marine environment




MEGUITTOrs

el bpriate policy framework and permit
fiEXiIlity over: site footprint
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= S chould accept the principle that the denial of

' access to valuable fishing grounds (which could
also lead to increased fishing effort on adjacent
areas) should attract compensation.




360 Objectives: (7)s s

) :_:ocol for minimum fish resource
issessment and liaison standards for the
-Tet|me of any windfarm.

~® agree research and data needs regarding
e.d. physical and ecological issues




SIINgrIndustiy. Objectives™ 1

SREN U Miembers States and developers should
195 BUlt at the earliest opportunity with the
iinglindustry on potential zones and specific
& cites, and certainly before site boundaries are

;‘“*' greed and fixed.
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- o NB fishln? fIIS a bs?atlally dynamic activity and a
exibi

degree o ity in site selection and pattern
could reduce the potential impact on fishing,
nuUrsery or spawning grounds




F g Industry. Objectives 2
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J fi'atory /- consenting authorities should
PreVIde fiexibility in site selection and turbine

| _,__;__.—35 pattern, at all stages prior to construction.




sIAGr Industry. Objectives 5

J ;_;development of a uniform
edisturbance payment and

—— |str|but|on scheme” for the fishing
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