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Proposal for a Council Regulation on the conclusion of the Fisheries Partnership Agreement between the European Community and the Kingdom of Morocco

1.
Rapporteur: Daniel Varela Suanzes‑Carpegna
2.
EP No: A6‑0163/2006

3.
Date of adoption: 16 May 2006

4.
Subject: Fisheries Partnership Agreement between the European Community and the Kingdom of Morocco

5.
Inter‑institutional reference: 2005/0280(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Articles 37, 300 (2) and 300 (3) first subparagraph of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Fisheries Committee (PECH)

8.
Commission position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments.
Amendment 1 – Rejected. As regards amendment 1, the terms and conditions for the utilisation of the financial contribution are determined by the Agreement and the Protocol. Within this framework, it is up to the Moroccan side to decide on the way the financial contribution will be used in support of its fisheries policy.

Amendments 2‑5‑7‑10‑13 – Rejected. The Commission agrees entirely with the spirit of amendments 2‑5‑7‑10‑13. However, it already transmits this kind of information in line with both the current inter‑institutional arrangements and in particular with the Framework Agreement between the Commission and the European Parliament. In fact, contacts have been underway with the Committee Bureau to find the best way forward and the Commission hopes to be able to embark on a more structured form of dialogue with the Committee in the very near future.

Amendment 3 – Rejected. The Commission cannot accept amendment 3. The European Community is bound by international customary law and must respect it. There is no reason for the Community to diverge from international law in applying the Agreement.

Amendment 4 – Rejected. The Commission proposal to share out fishing possibilities is based on strict application of the principle of relative stability for all categories corresponding to the categories in the previous EC/Morocco Agreement (95‑99).

The category of industrial pelagic fishing did not exist under the previous agreement, so the principle of relative stability cannot apply.

Amendment 8 – Rejected. Article 4 of the Protocol provides for the option of reviewing the fishing possibilities laid down in the Agreement if scientific reports indicate an improvement in certain stocks. On the basis of the conclusions of the annual scientific committee, the two parties can agree to modify existing fishing possibilities (in a Joint Committee) within limits that would still ensure the sustainable management of Morocco’s resources.

The fishing possibilities set in the Agreement reflect the total amount of available species, as recommended by the scientific report, and taking into account the capacities of the national Moroccan fleet. At this stage it would not be opportune to reopen the discussion on this issue.

Amendment 9 – Rejected. The basic approach of fisheries partnership agreements is to subject the fishing activities of the Community fleet to the conditions and requirements established under the national law of the third country. In this context the Commission seeks to ensure that these legal and technical provisions apply on a non‑discriminatory basis to the Community fleet as well.

The principle of non‑discrimination is set out in Article 3 of the Agreement, which provides sufficient guarantees to the Community fleet.

Amendment 11 – Rejected. The Commission cannot accept Amendment 3 because it conflicts with the Community’s basic legal provisions. There is no need for a new mandate, given that the Commission already requests the Council to obtain relevant negotiating mandates “where necessary and appropriate”. When it is not necessary or appropriate, as in the present case, the Commission does not ask for a new mandate.

Amendment 12 – Rejected. Current inter‑institutional arrangements do not provide for the participation of Members of the European Parliament in the meetings and proceedings of the Joint Committee.

As far as the representatives of the fisheries sector are concerned, the Commission has established an ongoing dialogue with the industry within the framework of a special sectoral group. This group meets regularly to discuss forthcoming negotiations and any other technical issues.

In addition, all Member States are invited to participate in the Joint Committee and in the negotiations for fisheries partnership agreements/protocols.

9.
Outlook for the amendments to the proposal: Not applicable, as the Commission rejects all the amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 22 May 2006.
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