
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

Proposal for a Council Regulation establishing Community financial measures for the implementation of the Common Fisheries Policy and in the area of the Law of the Sea

1.
Rapporteur: Catherine Stihler
2.
EP No: A6-0340/2005

3.
Date of adoption: 15 December 2005

4.
Subject: Community financial measures for the implementation of the Common Fisheries Policy and in the area of the Law of the Sea
5.
Inter-institutional reference: 2005/0045(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 37 of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Fisheries Committee (PECH)

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

Amendment 1 – Accepted. While the Commission does not have the power to guarantee sustainability in third-country waters, it can certainly seek to work towards ensuring sustainability.

Amendment 2 - Rejected. The proposed amendment could have the effect of restricting the scope of what is designed to be a broad and general paragraph dealing with the crucial aspect of control capacities of third countries.  Furthermore, the Commission plans to concentrate on developing common objectives with third countries rather than prescribing to them detailed means as to how to get to these objectives, since different countries have different needs.

Amendments 3 to 8 – Rejected. These amendments quote objectives which were already covered in the Council conclusions of 19 July 2004 regarding Fisheries Partnership Agreements. However, the legal provisions of this Regulation are not the right place for policy statements. The Commission therefore considers that a reference to these conclusions in the recitals of the proposed Regulation as per amendment 17 is the most appropriate way to include these aspects and can accept amendment 17. As a consequence, the scope of amendments 3-8 will be covered through this recital.

Amendment 9 – Rejected. Since the Natura 2000 network falls under the Community’s environmental policy, the Commission cannot accept amendment 9 in a Regulation which exclusively concerns the Common Fisheries Policy. The Commission will, however, ensure coherence of the Common Fisheries Policy with environmental objectives.

Amendment 10 – Rejected for the same reasons as amendment 9. However, the Council conclusions referred to earlier require coherence between the objectives of the CFP and the objectives of other Community policies such as environmental objectives, and the Commission will act accordingly.

Amendment 11 - Rejected. At this stage the amendment would not be in line with the current Regulation that has established the RACs, but this request can be re-considered in the first evaluation of the functioning of the RACs three years after their establishment and the Commission is willing to explore options for further financing after this evaluation. On the cost of commissioning scientific advice, the Commission is already paying independent and credible bodies to deliver the scientific advice. RACs are welcome to highlight to the Commission any need for scientific advice. However, the Commission preserves its right to decide on the justification of such a request on a case-by-case basis and will lead the process of obtaining this advice.

Amendment 12 - Rejected. The proposed amendment could have the effect of restricting the scope of what is designed to be a broad and general paragraph dealing with the objectives for Fisheries Partnership Agreements.  Value for money is just one of the principles mentioned in the Council conclusions of 19 July 2004 regarding Fisheries Partnership Agreements and it should not be highlighted individually to the detriment of the other principles and objectives defined in the Council.

Amendment 13 - Rejected. Most of the aspects mentioned in the amendment are covered either by the Council conclusions on Fisheries Partnership Agreements or by the Financial Regulation applicable to the general budget of the European Communities. The reference to the Council conclusions will already be made by the recital added in amendment 17.

Amendment 14 – Rejected. In principle, the Commission agrees to provide summaries and aggregations of the collected data on request or for specific needs, but it is not planned at this point to automatically issue this data in the form of a periodic publication or report.

Amendment 15 – Rejected. Fisheries Partnership Agreements are in essence based on a commercial relationship. The third country is responsible for and sovereign to spend its revenue under the agreement, in whole or partly, in support of its fisheries policy for the purposes jointly agreed in a common approach with the Community. The parties will jointly review the results obtained by this policy. However, in this context, the Commission cannot impose financial audits or on-the-spot checks on third countries without their agreement.

Amendment 16 – Rejected. Each Fisheries Partnership Agreement contains provisions on the payment of funds as well as on the use of the share of these funds foreseen for the fisheries policy of the third country. On the basis of indicators and benchmarks both parties will jointly evaluate the results of this policy and, where appropriate, will make the necessary adjustments. As regards its national budget and financial administration, however, the third country is sovereign.

Amendment 17 – Accepted. The Commission agrees that a reference to the Council conclusions on Fisheries Partnership Agreements in the recitals of the proposed Regulation is the most appropriate way to include the different aspects of these conclusions and can accept amendment 17. See also comments under amendments 3-8 and 13.

Amendment 19 – Rejected. Small scale fisheries as part of the catching sector are already included as RAC members per the RAC decision, thus the Commission already promotes their participation in RACs as full members.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: At this stage of the discussion, the Commission will orally inform the Council of its position on the amendments.

10.
Outlook for adoption of the proposal: Adoption envisaged during the Austrian Presidency.
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