ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE - First reading
Follow up to the European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal 
for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing 
a multi-annual plan (MAP) for small pelagic stocks in the Adriatic Sea 
and the fisheries exploiting those stocks
1. Rapporteur: Ruža Tomašić (ECR / HR)
2. Reference number: 2017/0043(COD) / A8-0337/2018 / P8_TA-PROV(2018)0445
3.	Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 November 2018
4.	Legal basis: Article 43.2 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
5.	Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Fisheries (PECH)
6.	Commission's position:
The Commission proposal implements the Basic Regulation of the Common Fisheries Policy[footnoteRef:1] for the Adriatic Sea small pelagic fish stocks and fisheries and allows for an adapted and fit for purpose fisheries management through regionalisation. Its main objective is to help manage fisheries in line with the principle of the maximum sustainable yield (MSY), enabling regionalised conservation measures and allowing the implementation of the obligation to land all catches. [1:  Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 11 December 2013, on the Common Fisheries Policy, amending Council Regulations (EC) No 1954/2003 and (EC) No 1224/2009 and repealing Council Regulations (EC) No 2371/2002 and (EC) No 639/2004 and Council Decision 2004/585/EC (OJ L 354, 28.12.2013, p. 22)] 

The majority of the amendments adopted by the European Parliament cannot be accepted by the Commission as they represent a deterioration of the CFP principles, do not comply with international obligations, and stand to negatively impact the region’s fisheries’ socio-economic fabrics as the measures proposed are not in line with scientific advice and will not be effective in preventing a potential collapse of the Sardine and Anchovy stocks.
Furthermore, the amendments are inconsistent with the approach agreed for other multiannual plans, and, cannot therefore be accepted by the Commission.
In addition to the major issues outlined above, there are also a number of problematic amendments which would provide derogations to the support possibilities under the current European Maritime Affairs and Fisheries Fund (EMFF) by extending the possibility to grant temporary cessation and to increase the total financial contribution for that measure and by allowing the granting for permanent cessation until the end of 2020. 
The Commission could agree in principle with 18 amendments:
Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 11, 13, 16, 18, 23, 45, 50, 58, 59, 74 and 99. It should be noted though that amendments to recitals (2, 11, 13, 18, 23 and 99) are inconsistent with what is proposed in the amendments to the related articles and an alignment to the content of the articles will be necessary at a later stage to reflect those.
The Commission could accept in principle, subject to some adjustments, eight amendments.
Amendments 6, 12, 14, 25, 26, 49, 57 and 104: The Commission considers these amendments acceptable in principle, if redrafted. The Commission would accept in principle amendments 6 (to account for management measures already in place), 12 (specifying the content of MAPs), 14 (clarifying that this MAP sets no precedent), 15 (underlining need for trade-offs) and 26 (including temporal and spatial measures). Amendment 49 could be accepted after redrafting. The inclusion of recreational fisheries (amendments 25 and 57) is in principle in line with the approach adopted in the North Sea MAP (Article 10(4)) and could be acceptable in principle. The Commission could accept in principle amendments introducing the concept of best available science if in line with other proposals (amendment 104).
Overall, out of 77 amendments, the Commission cannot accept the majority of the Parliament's amendments. These amendments are grouped around eight topics, with some amendments listed under different topics:
1. Amendments 15, 19, 20, 21, 22, 27, 32, 39, 41,42, 43, 47, 48, 51, 53, 54, 55, 61, 62, 84, 86 and 87: The Commission cannot accept these amendments as they are not in line with the basic objectives and principles of the Common Fisheries Policy (CFP), in particular the concept of maximum sustainable yield (MSY). They are also inconsistent with the approach agreed for other Multiannual Plans (MAPs) and dilute the provisions on the Landing Obligation, which is not in line with the CFP either. The possibility of applying conservation measures for by-catch stocks is removed, which is not in line with other MAPs already in force.
2. Amendments 7, 8, 17, 35, 38 and 56: The Commission disagrees with removing the possibility of setting fishing opportunities, managing the stocks jointly and based on an effort regime as this is not in line with scientific advice.
3. Amendments 31, 33, 35, 37, 38, 52, 60, 71 and 80: The Commission cannot accept these amendments as the proposed changes are not in line with scientific advice.
4. Amendment 70: The Commission cannot accept the amendment aiming at reducing catch levels no more than 2% below the 2014 catch level with a combined catch limit, as this is not in line with scientific advice and does not allow achieving the CFP objectives.
5. Amendments 21, 63, 73, 75 and 81: The Commission cannot accept amendments limiting delegated powers, notably when the stocks are outside safe biological limits or by removing the possibility of modifying technical measures as this would significantly limit the possibility of taking remedial actions.
6. Amendments 24 and 72: The Commission cannot accept amendments setting permanent derogations on technical measures from the Mediterranean Regulation (EC No 1967/2006) and on the maximum length of surrounding nets.
7. Amendments 28, 29, 34 and 82: The Commission cannot accept derogations from the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund.
8. Amendments 30, 32, 40, 76, 77, 78 and 81: The Commission cannot accept amendments derogating from the Control Regulation for time of prior notification before landing as well as the thresholds for landing in designated ports.
The Commission will also pay a particular attention to ensure consistency with the previously adopted multiannual plans.
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