
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council regulation establishing a management plan for fisheries exploiting stocks of plaice and sole in the North Sea

1.
Rapporteur: Albert Jan Maat

2.
EP No: A6-0265/2006

3.
Date of adoption of the report: 28 September 2006

4.
Subject: Management plan for fisheries exploiting stocks of plaice and sole in the North Sea

5.
Interinstitutional reference: 2006/0002(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 37

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Fisheries (PECH)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept some of the amendments:

Amendment 1, Recital 6: Partially accepted

The Commission accepts that there could be a two-stage process pending the discussion on maximum sustainable yields, but further reflection and consideration of stakeholders' views on the exact text to be adopted is needed.

Amendment 7, Article 2: Partially accepted
The Commission accepts that there could be a two-stage process pending the discussion on maximum sustainable yields, but further reflection and consideration of stakeholders' views on the exact text to be adopted is needed. More consultations with the sector and with Member States concerned will be needed to refine the details, and careful consideration of the results of the impact analysis will be needed.

Amendment 8, Article 3, paragraph 1: rejected
On the one hand, scientific advice does not support setting TAC levels unchanged for three years at a time. This would cause too great a biological risk for the stock. On the other hand, stability for the industry can better be provided by limiting changes to TACs between years. The North Sea RAC has revised its opinion on this topic and in its latest advice no longer advises such measures.

Amendment 9, Article 3 a (new): Partially accepted
The Commission accepts that there could be a two-stage process pending the discussion on maximum sustainable yields, but further reflection and consideration of stakeholders' views on the exact text to be adopted is needed. In particular, it is necessary to ensure a real improvement in the state of the fishery beyond a simple avoidance of collapse. However, stability implemented as a three-year fixed TAC is unlikely to be supported by scientific advice while stocks are under high fishing pressure.

Amendment 10, Article 4: rejected
Same reason as previous proposals. Fixed TACs for three year period is not acceptable.

Amendment 11, Article 5: rejected
Same reason as previous proposals. Fixed TACs for three year period is not acceptable.

Amendment 13, Article 6, paragraph 3: rejected
Unacceptable for technical and legal drafting reasons. Days at sea adjustments must be proportional to fishing mortality and this should be written unambiguously. Also, scientific advice does not support setting TACs at three-year levels.

Amendment 14, Article 6, paragraph 4 a (new): rejected
The Commission cannot accept this proposal as the advice from the STECF is that sole and plaice fisheries can make significant catches and discards of cod. In order to be consistent with CFP objectives, this topic must be kept under review.

Amendment 15, Article 8, paragraph 1, from Article 5(2) of Regulation (EEC) 2807/83: rejected
An 8% figure is the standard tolerance decided in Council for a range of long-term plans. Therefore, the same figure should be retained.

Amendment 16, Article 9: rejected

The Commission cannot accept this proposal for technical reasons. Inspectors cannot distinguish between plaice and sole that has been caught in the North Sea from that caught elsewhere. For this reason, all plaice and sole on board a fishing vessel in the North Sea should be subject to these provisions.

Amendment 17, Article 9: rejected
Same reason as previous proposals. Inspectors cannot distinguish between plaice and sole that has been caught in the North Sea from that caught elsewhere. For this reason, all plaice and sole on board a fishing vessel in the North Sea should be subject to these provisions.

Amendment 20, Article 15: rejected

If either fish stocks enter into biologically very high risk situations, the Council should be more cautious in setting fishing opportunities.

Amendment 24, Article 4: rejected

Same reason as previous proposals. Fixed TACs for three year period is not acceptable.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will inform the Council orally of its position on the amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: Foreseen to be adopted during the November Council.
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