
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council regulation concerning use of alien and locally absent species in aquaculture
1.
Rapporteur: Philippe Morillon

2.
EP No: A6-0331/2006

3.
Date of adoption of the report: 14 November 2006

4.
Subject: Use of alien and locally absent species in Aquaculture

5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2006/0056(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 37 of EC Treaty

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

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept certain amendments.

The Commission can fully accept amendments 3, 9 and 11.

The Commission can accept the following amendments in substance or in principle and they will be integrated into the version currently being negotiated in Council (Presidency Working Document):

Amendment 4: The first 13 words of the amendment are accepted and the principle of the remainder is taken account of in the new Annex IV, a list of alien species which have been used in aquaculture in the Community for a long time and which are exempt from the permit system.

Amendment 7: A new Article 2.5 has been proposed to take account of the substance of this amendment:

"This Regulation, except for Articles 3 and 4, shall not apply to the species listed in Annex IV, provided that non-target species are not introduced and that Member States do not wish to restrict the use of the species concerned in their territory."

Amendment 5: Accepted in substance but a new recital is not needed. The Commission agrees to a longer transition period but not to a new recital announcing this. The Commission has reconsidered the proposed 20 days and agrees to extend the period between publication and entry into force to one year (See position of the Commission on amendment 9).

Amendment 6: The Commission accepts the principle proposed but prefers to achieve this by changing the definition of 'routine movement', Article 3.16, to include all movements to closed aquaculture systems.  As a result such movements are exempt from the environmental risk assessment, Annex II.

Amendment 8: Accepted in substance. Instead of adding the suggested sentence at the end of Article 5 the Commission proposes to add the two words 'or authorities' in the first line of Article 5 (after the seventh word) to achieve the same result.

The Commission cannot accept the following amendments:

Amendment 1: Not accepted. The Commission agrees that aquaculture is only one of several means of introduction of exotic species.  The Impact Assessment, which was published in April 2006 at the same time as the proposal, makes reference to the risks from ballast water and points out that this is the subject of an International Convention adopted by the International Maritime Organisation in 2004.  This convention has not yet entered into force. Given that other risks have been covered by the Impact Assessment and that they are not in the scope of the current proposal, the Commission does not feel that an additional recital on this topic is warranted. Moreover as recitals serve to introduce the content of the Regulation it would not be appropriate to insert this recital here.

Amendment 2: Not accepted. The scope of this Regulation does not cover GMO organisms which are specifically covered by separate Community legislation.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: Commission services have informed the Council Secretariat and the Presidency in writing of the Commission's position on the amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal should be dealt with by the Council during the German Presidency.
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