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Alison Hutchins SEPA
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David Sexton RSPB
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Mark Lawrence, Lochaline Dive Centre
Mary-Jean Devo ¢ Argyll and Bute Council
Rory Forrester

Sheena Warnock Lighthouse Caledonia
Rebecca Dean Lighthouse Caledonia

1. Welcome, Introductions and Apologies

YR b2NIKgSai

JWwelcomed everyone to the meeting artdose presentintroduced themselves. Apologies were

given.

2. Update on Project Progress

SCgave a presentatioto the WGcovering the following points which will be posted in PDF format

on the website:
Subgroup workshops

e Subgraips for the following interests were held @ctober and November 2008 for the
following goups Natural & Cultural Heritage, Aquaculture, Recreation & Tourism, Shipping

& Transport One to one meetings were heldth Fishing interests



Summary reportof these workshops have been distributed, apart from the fishing one
which will be distribute shortly.
All groups considerednd discussed :

e the interactions between their sector and other sectors/interestsurrent
management andrecommendations for future management based on a
previously circulated matrix

e Categorisation of interactiofpositve, neutral, competitive incompatible)

e Opportunities, constraints and mechanisfos the sector/interest

e Whether areas to be developed or in need of safeguarding in the SOM should be
identified in the plan and how much detail should be provided on thexHigs of
location and scale.

e Plan Format and Contents

A summary was given of the results from each of the sectors. Overall it was found t that
there were #milarities in Opportunities, Constraints adechanismsacross sectors e.g.
Finance, infrastructte/facilities, communicatin, marketing, interpretation, ecess All
sectorshave some aspect to safeguard and have potential for developnidrdre was some
debate over whether development areas should be identified and how specific the detail
should be @ development and scalesome sectors e.g. tourism/recreation were happy for
this, planners would like to see this information for aquaculture, but aguaculture developers
were less keen as they felt it would limit flexibility.

There was agreement amongte subgroups that the plan format should combine the use
of information presented in sectors and zone®ither interaction zones or zoning of the
whole Sound.

Sociceconomic Report

Draft report wascirculatedin 2008. Comments were collated and retudh® SAMS before
Christmas for inclusion and consideratidine final report is due within the next week or so
and will be circulated to the WG and liaison group (LG) and put on the website.

SM thanked the group for their useful comments and help durihg development and
writing of the report.

Strategic Environmental Assessment

Other

SC highlighted that the SEfopessaims toevaluateandimprove the environmental
sustainabiliy of policies/plans/programmes argkamines potential environmental impacts
of aplan against a set of environmenialjectives/targets to help account faumulative
effects, mitigatempacts and identifareas for improvement

The work has beerpatracted tothe Scottish Association of Marine Science. Averil Wilson
and Tavis Potts atbe contacts and have previoespelience of conducting SEA and EIA.
So far initial data gathering has been conducted and the SEA objectives drafted.

It is hoped that the soping reportwill be ready to go to theonsultation authoritie{SNH,
Historic $otland, SEPAja the SEA gateway at the end of February.

Final Environmental repomvill be consulted onwith public consultation othe Sound of
Mull plan

Additional reports which we were required to produce as part of the project on Infornthl an
FormalManagement agreementaffecting the Sound of Mull an8ectoral Interactionsire



now almost complete and will bdistributed in the next couple of weekand added to
website These will feed into the development of the plan.

Skate Project, the final thesis andummaryreport are completeand will be circulated and
made available on the websitdiartly

Questions/Comments
General comments:

Highland Council now have developed aquaculture framework plans for the whole of their
area, apart from the Smd of Mull and are keen for this area to be done too. They have
been valuable for planners and developers

Piloting of newprivateferry servicegnon-CalMac as they have no current plans for this), e.g.
fast ferry routes between Lochaline and Tobermory howdd be included as a
recommendation

Lochaline and Mallaig have been agreed as the areas to which Highland Council will give
their support in terms of marina developments under the Sail West prdjeatuld be good

to have a united front on this from gyll and Bute and Highland.

It was asked whether there would be any restrictions in the plan on hazardous cargos?

SC stated that this was already covered by a large amount of legislation and the WG and
subgroups felt that the current legislation was sciffnt.
It was also stated though that oil spillages even outside the Sound were a threat to it.

It was suggested that perhaps shipping lanes should be mandatory e.g. measures proposed for
Minch, which was relevant to the Sound of Mull

SC stated that spping was one of the interactions to be discussed in item 3, so the WG
would come back to this point.

3. WSGDiscussiort Sector Interactions

SC showed the WG a document which she had recently completed summarising all the
interactions between sectors frorthe subgroups, the categorisation of these interactions,
the current management and future management recommendations. This document will be
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(see below)

As there were some differences in opinion between the groups (8®) either the
categorisation of the interaction or differences in future management recommendations
these weresummarised by SC in another document and the WG proceeded to go through
each of these amh discuss the difference and resolve it where possible.

The results of this discussion are presented in the table below. The interaction number
refers to the number given to the interaction in tfiealised interactiorsummary document
circulated with these minutes.



Interaction Number

Category/Recommendation decision

Comments

4 Neutral interaction

7 Neutral interaction

8 Neutral interaction Harbour authorities i.e. what CMAL are looking to become for Lochaline/ar;
Tobermory are allowed undehe act to police a 1 mile radigscould potentially
close an area e.g. Lochaline, Tobermory Bay to creel fishing.
In Tobermory CMAL have suggested 50m

9 Neutral Although not felt to be a problem generally in SOM

14 Neutral (with caveat see commets) With caveat that this is based on current knowledge of locations of sen:s

Leave in suggestion of possibility to devel
voluntary agreements if felt necessary

habitats and location of mobile fishing activity. This would need to be revisif
any change in fishing effort/distribution in these areas or if new information
locations of habitats comes to light.

SC stated that when the areas of mobile fishing ground were overlaid on t
the known locations of sensitive habitats in a preliminamestigation that they
RARY QU 2@SNI I Lo

NT stated that is was very unlikely we woute &in increase in dredging/trawlin
in the SOM in the foreseeable future.

Voluntary agreements recognised as being important e.g. Sound of Arisai
are more powerful n SAC where there is underpinning legislation to al
prosecution.
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they are located?

Common skateg Y I LILIAY 3 2F FNBlFA FA&AKSR Ly
Agreement wih fishermen also to return skate has aided.

Suggestion made that a recommendation is included for further survey wo
ensure a more robust knowledge of the location of these sensitive habitats
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Neutral interaction




Interaction Number

Category/Recomrendation decision

Comments

18 Remove future managemer| ¢ WG agreed that with OLEX systems (all mobile and lots of creel boats now,
recommendation for nemobile fishing buffer, accuracy is so good that it allows them to easilgidwrecksg i KS& O]
zones around wreck sites them on the bottom. Therefore no need for this recommendation

20 Leave showing Positive from Fishing g
Neutral view of Natural/Cultural subgroup

26 Neutral Not currently an issue in SOM

28 Neutral

29 Neutral E.g. skate rgling and mobile gear still exist in SOM

40 Competition Risk will always be present of a spill/grounding affecting aquaculture so hg

say neutral.

41 Neutral wSg2NR (2 alrée Wt2GSydAlt T2NJ 02Y

anchoringand 2 G SY GA Lt F2NJ yI @A GA2Y A&a3

46 Competition Competition but covered by planning/SNH consideration on applications

47 Competition Managed interaction though

48 Competition Managed through AMAs. Suggestion from MF that AMAs should be open|

to other agencies to present local and community interest. However, con
that this would pull them onto other issues. Agreed not to include
recommendation.

49 Competition

50 Competition Should stay as competitive with recommendations.

Agencies shouldo more¢ checking up on spread of naratives e.g. FRS che
only for diseases currently not neratives

51 Neutral Not felt to be an issue currently

59 Neutral What happens if companies go bankrapwho then removes equipment?

Not currently an issueniSOM
60 Competition Particularly with shellfish. No guidance on the number of bqaisly takes one

boat to transmit Norovirus




Interaction Number

Category/Recommendation decision

Comments

72 Competition Would be competition if it happened. Lots of ¢mis currently.

73 Neutral

76 Neutral Rules of the road apply to all vessels

78 Competition No regulatory body, All voluntarg boats unlikely to slow down to 4 knoj
elsewhere in SOM.

79 Neutral Not felt to be probelm in SOM at currently

80 Neutrd Neutral

83 Neutral

96 Positive

103 Neutral Historic sites and visitors go hand in hand




4. WG Discussion on Plan Format & Contents

An overview of the plan format and contents was given by SC basetbaiments circulated
previously vith a proposed plan layout anslggestions from the subgroups of a sector plus zones
type of plan.

Introductory Sectioaincluding the following:

e  Summary- Overview of the plan

e Background- SSMEI, Marine Spatial Planning, International / National / LOoakext for
marine and coastal planning

e Introduction to SOM Marine Spatial PlanVision, Aim and Objectives; Working Group and
Liaison Group; Process of plan development; Integration with other plans and policies

e Guide to Using the Plan

e Area Introductobn - Location; Physical, Natural and Cultural Features

e Socieeconomic Overview

e  Monitoring, Implementation and Review

The plan would be divided up into the vario@sctors (Inshore fishing, Aquaculture, Recreation,

Tourism, Infrastructure, Natural Heritag Cultural Heritage, Shipping & Transport, Marine

Renewableswhich would include the following information:

e Background to SecterHistay, types of activity occurringMap of current activity

e Socieeconomic overview Socieeconomic study employment turnover, contribution

e Interaction with other interests - Overview of interactions between Sectax and other
interests/sectors;Table cross reference to Sectoral Interaction Summary Doc and reference to
interaction zones.

e Existing regulation/managment

e Nonspatial Opportunities & Constraintg from subgroups, socieconomic study, interactions

e Spatial Opportunities and Constraints Reference to Zones for further detailghich would
show Locations b constraints and opportunities andocations ofhard constraints i.e. no go
areas e.g. cables, shipping route

e Safeguarding/Development Potential -Summary of safeguarding and development
opportunities identified by WG/Subgroups etc.

e Recommendations/Palicies for sectorUsing information from working gup/subgroups on
interactions, existing management and development potential. E.g.

Recommendation/Policy Bodies to be
involved/implementation

No development within Nd@so/Hard constraint areal xxx
e.g. Moorings, cables

Follow x code of conduct XXX

Gonsideration/ consultation with relevant partig
where certain constraints in zone

SC suggested that there could be two types of zoning included in the plan:
Interaction Zones:




Would be lased oninformation from thelnteraction Matrixand looks at mappg competition /
incompatible interactions; as these are theones that may require management / further
recommendations

However, it is only possible to mapme of thesalue to thenature of data, data availability or
it might only be possible to map ¢hconstraint , e.g. the location of ave site that might
constrain location o&future fish farm

There also maybe some difficulty in accounting for increasing activities in fgtwauld new
zones/mapping be required

An example of a few interactiornikat have initially been mapped was given.

Zoning of the whole SOM:

An example of a possible way to zone the SOM was presented (Appendix 1) which was based on
landscape for the zones along the coast and the shipping route (central zone) based on AIS
tracking data. There were 11 zones in total
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of what activities could/could not occur there but was a way of having more manageable areas
to examine and present:
¢ Actvities/Interests
e Spatial location of opportunities and constraintielentify areas with least/most constraints

and nogo areas
e Help ID future areas for sustainable development for each sector
e Areas of interaction
It would be used in conjunction with treector information.

Comments and Agreements

It was asked whether there was any similarity between the Mull and Morvern coast in terms of
landscape that would allow the zones to be merged in places
e SC stated that from the landscape report the consultatit tieat the two coasts were
distinct in their landscape character
Concern was raised from several WG members over the zones and the number of them which
may complicate the situation too much and may not look welcoming to development i.e. it
might look tooconstraining, over managed, too much conflict.
There is value is using the zones to point readers/users of the plan towards what and where the
hard constraints, soft constraints and opportunities are.
Sectoral plans should include useful information tNak y @ R2y QU OdzZNNBy iGf e KU
size and location of lease areas for aquaculture sites
Presentation of the plan and wording is important.
Should be an overarching presentation dietopportunities in the SOM and links to areas
outside the SOM g. Kilchoan
e SC stated this could be achieved in each of the sectors plus an overview of all sectors
too.
Needs to be a central resource of information
The WG did not believe that the divisions between the zones should be based on lang#cape
raises itsprofile too much and is not the only factoAlso landscape can change i.e. forested



areas of Morvern which dominate the landscape could change in the coming years as areas are
felled and replanted with more native woodland.

e Zones should be based on dimities in activities, constraints, opportunities etc.

e WG agreed that there should berth, south and central zorsewith busy/high activity zones
(Tobermory, Lochaline, Craignue3ee Appendix 2.

5. WG discussion on incorporation of Landscape/Seascaort
SC presented the following diagram showing the various levels of information from the
landscape/seascape report which could be incorporated into the plane:

e Sensitivities and key
opportunities/constraints

¢ 1+ guidance for siting developmentsin area

e 1+2+type of development/expansion
possibilities

e 1+2+3+scale of development

Comments and Agreements

e SC and MS suggested that landscape needs to be at least mentioreedaastraint as it is
considered by planning/SNH anywah ¥ ¢S R2y Qi A0 62y QG ad2L) Al
landscape report is there as a reference and if landscape is not noted in the plan then planners
could make reference to this without readitige information along with the other constraints
and opportunities.

e WG agreed landscape should be included and considered

e |t should be incorporated at Level 1 informati@hSensitivities and key opportunities and
constraints in terms of landscape/seaseap

6. Timescale, Maternity Cover and Commenting on Draft Plan

e SC announced that she was due to take maternity leave at the end of May 09 in preparation
for the birth of her baby.

e SC put forward that ardft plan would be ready for thend March 09or discusion at the
next working group meeting.

e The aim would then be to collate comments and get a finalised version for the end of May to
present to the WG for comment at this point and for a WG meeting then before SC goes on
maternity leave.

e Maternity coverg there is a budget for at least patitne maternity cover but we are waiting

to hear whether extra funding for futime cover will be available. It is planned to have a
cross over period before SC leaves at the end of May/start of June.
SC suggested théte public onsultationwould be in July




CommentgAction Points

e The WG agreed that they should agree to a finalised draft before this is sent to the Liaison
group for comment.

e The sectors should be sent to the WG first and then zones to allow the iGesi time to
read and comment on these before the next WG meeting.

e It was agreed that the public consultation should not start until August as many would have
other commitments during the school holidays, leaving them insufficient time to comment
andleaving us open to criticism

e Public meetings should be held on Morvern and Mull during this period e.g. Tobermory,
Craignure, Lochaline, Drimnin, Kilcho&€ agreed and stated that this was the intention all
along.

e {2YS RAaOdzaaA2Yy ¢ | piopdsdisdobecénte fhe RaghSuNAutharity forQ a
Lochaline which Morvern Community Council and local businesses are concerned over.

¢ It was asked whether further discussions should be postponed until the Sound of Mull plan
has been developed or whether théap could take a view on the proposal. SC stated that
CMAL were on the wider liaison group and that the plan should be representative of what
the group and local stakeholders feel is important/appropriate for the future of the area.

¢ In correspondence betaen SC and CMAL after the meeting CMAL stated that they wish to
gain Harbour Authority (HA) status to allow them to undertake repairs to the existing
facilities at Lochaline. The legislation that this is based on comes from Central Government
and is coverd by a number of different Acts of parliament, and they undergo due diligence
on all of our HA applications. Their website has further details:
http://www.cmassets.co.uk/revise_harbour_empowerment _news.html

7. Next meeting
The next meeting of the WG was agreed for the end of March 09. Badelocationto be

confirmed.

8. Close of Meeting
JW closed the meetingt 13:00

Summary of Action Points

Action Point Person Responsib

SC to send draft Sectors to WG for comment for February and Zones s SC
after to allow sufficient time for WG to read and comment on drafts

WG to read draft sectors and zones return comments to SC before nex SCWG
meeting at the end of March 09

Base zones for whole SOM on WG agreement and develop intere SC
mapping further

Incorporate landscape report into plan at Level 1 as agreed by WG SC

10
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Appendix 2. Proposd zones by working group
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