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Sustainability/Environment
Fish or Plastic
Source: Oceana
Date: 08/06/2018
Fish or Plastic?
Marine mammals with stomachs full of shopping bags, sea turtles' limbs entwined in discarded fishing
gear, beaches covered with mounds of plastic flotsam… these are just some of the more visual aspects
of the plastic-pollution that is currently plaguing our oceans.
Proverbially, these are just the 'tip of the iceberg,' as the unseen aspects — plastics littering the ocean
floor and microplastics, virtually naked to the eye — are equally as disturbing and show to what extent
plastic pollution is affecting both human and marine life.
Given the scale of problem, to stop plastic pollution in our oceans, we must start from its source:
production, particularly when it comes to the use of unnecessary single-use plastics like shopping bags,
hygiene products, drinking straws and stirrers, plates and cutlery.
For over a decade, Oceana has been documenting plastic pollution in our oceans as part of our
expeditions, especially at great depths using our ROV, where we've seen first-hand how this epidemic is
affecting marine habitats and organisms directly.
Oceana will continue to document plastic pollution in our oceans and provide science-based advocacy in
order to rapidly reduce plastic generation and promote long-lasting, sustainable alternatives that tackle
the global plastic crisis in the oceans.

Fighting marine litter
Source: European Parliament Intergroup on Climate Change, Biodiversity and Sustainable Development
Date: 07/06/2018
On June 7, Portuguese social democrat MEP Rocardo Serrao Santos and French centre right MEP
Angéliaue Delahaye hosted a debate as part of the European Parliament CCBSD Intergroup on fighting
marine life litter. The different speakers, coming from the Commission, NGOs, industry and the scientific
field all drew attention that biodegradable plastic and bioplastic are different products and the lack of
differentiation between the two has mislead consumers. They highlighted the problems that
biodegradable plastic degrades differently in different environments around the planet and that often,
they do not degrade when they are in oceans. They also highlighted the importance of better educating
consumers on recycling and composting biodegradable plastic. Please find a fully summary of the debate
below.
Ricardo Serrao Santos (S&D, PT) opened the event by saying that the contribution of plastics in the
marine environment has been debated for years and plastic has been very problematic and invasive for
the environment, especially marine environment. There is a lot of plastic in the sea floor and this is a
global issue and demands a global response, he said. The commission has prepared new legislation to
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get rid of some of the burden of technological achievement. But there has been delays in governance to
address this issue. We especially need to find alternatives to plastic, he commented.
Sarah Nelen, Head of Unit, Waste Management & Secondary Materials, DG Environment, European
Commission , first thanked MEP Santos for having her here today to talk about the effects of plastic on
marine environment. She said that by 2050 there is a real risk that there is more plastic in the sea than
there are fish. The use of plastic is also expected to increase dramatically in the next decades if no
actions are taken to curb this development. She noted that while the contribution of the European
Union was seen as minimal in reducing the presence of plastic, the EU is in a strong position to negotiate
and have a dialogue with its world partners on this issue.
On the Commission proposals, Ms Nelen said that the Commission has already released an action plan
on circular economy as well as a strategy on plastic this year, which is part of the wider circular economy
action plan. These plans touch upon how to reuse and recycle plastic and also look at biodegradable
options. These plans have three main objectives: improving the economics of recycling plastic, curbing
plastic waste and littering, and getting global partners on board.
She moved on by saying that bioplastics, which are plastic that are made from biological materials,
rather than from fossils, are not always biodegradable. We have to be very careful about these terms,
she noted. 'Bio' does not mean biodegradable. The Commission therefore calls for restrictions on calling
bioplastics products as they are often associated to biodegradable products and can be misleading for
consumers as bioplastic is not always an alternative to conventional plastic.
Increasing the market share of biodegradables brings new opportunities, and some risks as well. The
commission has taken position for biodegradable products. The problem is the reasonable timeframe
under which something is biodegradable.
As for the conditions in which biodegradables product can actually degrade, Ms Nelen argued that the
main questions are the following: can they do so in open-air environment? How much oxygen exposure
do they need? And humidity? Marin environment has very specific problems and no products have been
proven to be biodegradable in the oceans and seas yet. Biodegradable bags exist, such as biodegradable
bags for compost but they degrade in controlled environment only, which is not the same as in nature
and open-air conditions.
The Commission wants better labelling for consumers, Ms Nelen said. European standard on
composition is industrial composting and not home compostable, but the Commission is also looking at
possibility of home-compostable plastic bags. Home composting poses issues because it is not the same
in every member states as the environment is not the same between them so plastic reacts differently
when composition in different member states.
The Commission has also a new proposal on a directive for single use plastic. The proposal would ban
products like plastic straws and stirrers, cotton buds and cutlery and will need substitutes.
There is also the problem of plastic bottles, but it is highly easy to collect and recycle those and is
therefore less of an issue. This is why they have not been included in the single-use plastic directive. The
proposal on single use plastic is trying to cover biodegradable plastic as well, considering that it is greatly
harmful for marine life as it is not the right environment for plastic to be biodegradable.
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Dr Miriam Weber, HYDRA Marine Sciences , said that, from a scientific point of view, she would like to
draw attention on terms like biodegradation. Biodegradation can only be the complete degradation of
the product in the environment. She noted that not only this process is not equal under different
conditions, but also it may happen that it does not happen at all under some conditions.
What HYDRA Marine Sciences does therefore is testing biodegradable plastics in laboratories as well as
in different real-life tests in the Mediterranean Sea and in more tropical oceans. Biodegradability can go
from some months to years but biodegradable plastic degrades much faster than conventional plastic.
Plastic waste in the environment is pollution even if it is biodegradable, she said. However
biodegradable plastic will not pill up further like conventional plastic. We need to address the
appropriate time for biodegradability, as well as which environment it degrades.
Some products that HYDRA marine Sciences is working on are fishing nets that can degrade in water so
as to reduce pollution from fishing in the seas and oceans.
Jean-Marc Nony, Director of Sustainable Development, Sphere, opened his remarks by saying that the
issues being discussed today were important and need to be tackled. He said that this issue is important
for the environment as well as for the European bioplastic industry. Sphere group is a mid-size EU
company; all of its activity is in Europe, and produces everyday use household products like garbage
bags, aluminium foil, baking paper, etc. he explained. Sphere has a strong focus on R&D and innovation,
selling to retailers all over Europe. Why did Sphere buy biodegradable resin products? More than 2/3 of
Sphere's products are biodegradable. The company is promoting biodegradable and compostable
plastic. It is important to remember that bio-based and biodegradable products are different. You can
be 100% bio based and not be biodegradable. And you can be 100% fossil based and still be
biodegradable.
On home composability, there is no single norm on plastic biodegradation for now and hence it is
important that is adopted quickly. It is important to have plastic that is biodegradable in marine life in
short and nontoxic way. Marine environment requires very specific biodegradable plastic.
The priority, Mr Nony argued, should be on public efforts on prevention and education. Biodegradable
plastic will not replace all these efforts. Sanctions or penalties for people who do not recycle or throw
away plastic into environment should also be envisaged, he said, while noting that this is a politically
sensitive issue.
Meadhbh Bolger, Rethink Plastic Alliance and Friends of the Earth Europe , said that the NGO aims to
ensure strong EU legislation on plastic. Bio by itself does not mean anything, we need to specify the
speed and environment at which it will degrade. Marine environment is very particular, it is impossible
to predict how a product will degrade in a multitude of environment in real life. Lab testing are not real
life and conditions vary everywhere. Even with highly controlled industry composters there are still
problems so this problem multiplies in real life. Testing is often done on raw products and not on
finished products so this is again misleading. What about if products that react well in certain
environment end up in another environment, for example.
She was happy that the latest proposal on plastic included bioplastic and biodegradable plastic as it is a
good step forward.
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Making product marine degradable is not necessarily the solution: would this just mean that we would
dump products directly into marine environment from now on so that it degrades?
Angéliaue Delahaye (EPP, FR) thanked all the speakers noting that their presentations were very
interesting and opened the floor for audience questions.
An audience member asked Dr Weber if the field tests done show degradation but not disintegration
and how far are we from European standards on biodegradable plastics?
Dr Miriam Weber said that to make it clear, it is combination of both lab and real field conditions that is
necessary for the very best results. He then explained that in field tests you can measure fragmentation
and degradation.
Jean-Marc Nony said that there are problems as well on one single standard. We could make a product
that degrades in water quickly but then it would not resist to rain. If you want a product that could
degrade in freezing cold water it is impossible. A single standard would not be effective because there
are many different real-life environments in which biodegradable plastic would in fact degrade. So, the
most important is to educate the consumers.
Ricardo Serrao Santos (S&D, PT) asked if GMOs could help in this instance.
Jean-Marc Nony answered that GMOs is a touchy subject in Europe, which is best to avoid.
An audience member said that in Dr Weber's study, products that are incredible thin are measured, but
the final products will not be degrading as quick as they are often much thicker. On the fishing nets that
disintegrate in water does this not defeat the purpose of these products? She suggested that working on
making fishing supplies more durable and stronger, which could be recycles once they are older, would
be better solution.
Dr Miriam Weber agreed that degradable products should not be the only solution and that indeed, the
final products degrade longer than those that are tested. It is about finding the right balance.
Sarah Nelen said that, yes, fishing gear should be made to last and that is what the Commission is trying
to do with its single plastic use proposal. We are not looking at degradable plastic for fishing gear but
long-term use.
An audience member asked if there was any specific focus on European regions outside of Europe such
as those in the Caribbean and in the Pacific. For overseas regions, waste often come from third countries
and so European standards would not have much of an effect here, she said.
Sarah Nelen answered that European policies on waste also apply to overseas territories.
Meadhbh Bolger said that the EU's plastic strategy can be an inspiration for other countries in the
world. But plenty solutions are happening in other countries that don't get same support at the political
level than in Europe, but there are grassroots efforts to tackle waste in other parts of the world.
An audience member asked the Commission how it can push for recycling and biodegradability at the
same time since biodegradable products are different from recycling cycles and can disrupt it.
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Sarah Nelen answered that the Commission looked at different elements and on marine litter there
needs to be targeted policy on biodegradability and not recycling. Both recycling and biodegradability
touch different topics so it is coherent.
The audience member replied that, on end of life cycle, some products still end up in the environment,
so how are these policies translated into reality?
Sarah Nelen , replied that this is why correct labelling and the better education of consumers is
important.
Angéliaue Delahaye (EPP, FR) concluded the meeting by saying that she and MEP Santos have been
fighting and are still fighting for more financial means to be put on the table to find solutions and
alternatives to this problem. She said that she was very pleased that they organised this reunion today
as it has been very informative and will help them in their work ahead. She said that we must reduce our
footprint on the planet and that she will continue to fight so that the ecosystem can last.

EU still far from phasing out overfishing by 2020
Source: Oceana
Date: 11/06/2018
The European Commission today released its annual report on the state of fish stocks and the progress
made so far in achieving sustainable fisheries - the main objective of the EU's Common Fisheries Policy
(CFP).
The data from the report show that overfishing levels still remain high in the North East Atlantic,
including adjacent seas, i.e. the Baltic or the North Sea, where 41% of stocks have been excessively
harvested. According to the report, the Mediterranean Sea is currently in the worst state of all of
Europe's seas, with around 90% of the fish stocks overfished, and some at high risk of complete collapse.
European hake, red mullet, blue whiting and anglerfish are all fished at levels around 10 times higher
than what is considered sustainable, according to science.
“Overfishing damages the environment as well as the wider economy. Mismanaging natural,
renewable resources ruins our natural marine heritage and costs us jobs, food, and money. The legal
deadline is just two years away and politicians are running out of excuses for this outrageous waste.
Healthy and well-managed EU fish stocks have the potential to produce over 57% more - or 2 million
tonnes more - sustainable fish annually and create 92 000 new jobs at the same time ," argued Lasse
Gustavsson, Executive Director of Oceana in Europe.
Despite a legally binding obligation to phase out overfishing by 2020 at the latest, the progress achieved
so far by the EU is insufficient to meet this deadline, as confirmed repeatedly by the Scientific, Technical
and Economic Committee for Fisheries (STECF) , an EU advisory body. Stopping overfishing will not only
facilitate the sustainable exploitation of fish resources but it will also contribute to achieving good
environmental status in European seas.
Oceana calls on the European Commission, the Council of the EU and all EU Member States to take
responsible decisions this year and set sustainable catch limits—for all the Atlantic fish stocks—that are
in line with scientific advice. It is also the EU's duty to urgently recover the critically-overfished
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Mediterranean Sea—where hardly any catch limits are in place yet—by means of robust, ambitious
long-term management plans , which are the most efficient way to tackle the problem of overfishing.

The Control Regulation
Source: LIFE
Date: 07/06/2018
The recent proposals by the European Commission, available on the URL: https://eurlex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=COM:2018:368:FIN&from=EN together with the
background
documentation
that
includes
quite
a
useful
Q&A,
for
details
see: https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/questions-and-answers-%E2%80%93-revision-eu-fisheries-controlsystem_en pull no punches in describing the EU's aims for a much "improved" system for the control,
monitoring and enforcement of the EU fishing fleet.
The Q&A section illustrates the determination of the Commission to update and reinforce the Control
Regulation . Their reasoning, stated in the Q&A section is that " the current Fishery Control System
reflects control strategies, methodologies and challenges of more than 10 years ago, and it is not
equipped to effectively address current and future needs in terms of fisheries data and fleet control, to
match the constant evolution of fishing practices and techniques. It also does not provide the necessary
flexibility to take advantage of modern and more cost-effective control technologies and data exchange
systems.
Last but not least, the current system does not effectively promote a culture of compliance and
significant loopholes have emerged in the implementation of current enforcement rules, which warrant
their revision………. An enforcement system with dissuasive, proportionate and effective sanctions is
paramount to ensure that the CFP and its conservation measures are complied with".
Strong stuff! So what will it mean to UK fishermen in general and the small scale fleet in particular?
It means that things are going to change, and change drastically.
In comes electronic reporting for ALL vessels, irrespective of size, vessel tracking will be mandatory, as
will the need to report catches BEFORE landing.
Again, from the Proposal: "For the smaller vessels it is nowadays possible to use mobile and other type
of tracking devices, which are affordable and easy to use. Also, all catches should be accounted for and
reported electronically, irrespective of the vessel's size and of the amount of fish caught.
Paper-based reporting will therefore be phased out and current derogations removed.
The proposal remains however, technologically neutral, insofar as it avoids prescribing the use of any
specific technology. Specific applications will need to be tailored to the different needs and actors
keeping in mind that interoperability is necessary.
All provisions will be in one single act: the Control Regulation. The enforcement system will allow
fishermen to be treated equally across the EU, irrespective of the Member State where they operate or
land".
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So we are all going to be treated equally across the EU although there is clearly going to be wriggle
room for each member state to tailor their own systems. Good luck with that!
In a similar vein, the current derogation for not reporting catches of under 50kg will go [the EU reckons
that this permits the landing of up to 350,000 tons of fish across the EU that go unreported!]. It does
appear however that the current allowance for the sale of fish direct to private buyers will remain: ["
Traceability rules do not apply in the case of small quantities of fishery products sold directly from fishing
vessels to the consumers" ]
New rules for the reporting of lost gear are proposed : " Reporting of the loss of fishing gears will be
done through the so-called fishing logbook, which will be submitted electronically to the competent
authorities. Since the loss of fishing gear can concern any category of fishing vessels, irrespective of its
size, the reporting via the logbook will have to be done by all categories of vessels. All vessels will also
have to carry on board the equipment necessary for the retrieval of lost gear ".
This element appears to introduce a requirement by the back door for the registration of how much
gear a fisherman carries and sets, as well as how much is lost and recovered or otherwise, irrespective
of whether it's a trawl, longline, pot of net.
So just how much of a level playing field there will be remains to be seen, not just across member states
but also within them, as it is clear that current 'enforcement' varies significantly depending on where
you fish from.
And if you think the proposals are going to cause problems for and generate resistance from commercial
fishermen, it is likely to be nothing like as vociferous as that that will come from the recreational sector
who are going to be registered and licensed on the basis that: " There are an estimated 8 to 10 million
recreational fishermen in the EU, but catches from recreational fisheries are today still largely
unaccounted for because of lack of proper control measures". Member states "……will be able to the
collect reliable data on catches and practices". And just who is going to monitor and enforce all these
millions of anglers, scattered along the coastlines of Europe is also going to be a "challenge" if it is
actually possible in the first place.
The list of serious infringements will be updated and doled out irrespective of the size of vessel or the
amount of fish involved so on that basis, we can assume that it won't matter if you have one fish over,
or a thousand tons, the penalty will be the same?
Oh, and there will be CCTV on boats that have a specific level of discard risk.
These proposals, and they are only proposals at his stage, will generate huge concerns in relation to the
clear aim of the Commission to get tough on compliance. Just how much of the technology will actually
work remains to be seen. It will require a whole new system of electronic reporting structures that
vitally will need to be able to talk to each other and to the central servers at local, national and EU levels
and that is not something that is even available at present. The amount of data that will be flying
through the ether will be enormous, especially when you consider the amount of commercial and
recreational activity on any given day. Just who is going to have the time and resources to actually look
at this level of information remains to be seen.
And will Brexit save UK fishers, commercial and recreational, from these new requirements? Don't bet
on it!
9|Page

Unprecedented EU-wide mobilization of fishers against electric fishing
Source: Bloom
Date: 18/06/2018
Today, small-scale and traditional fishers across the EU are mobilizing in ports in a simultaneous action
of resistance to protest against electric fishing and to call on public decision-makers to definitively ban
this destructive fishing technique in Europe.
Fishers from Belgium, France, Germany, the UK, Italy, Ireland and even the Netherlands, have decided to
act with other fishermen and NGOs to denounce a fishing method which is destroying the marine
environment as surely as it is threatening their very economic survival.
WWW.STOPELECTRICFISHING.ORG
Fishermen are taking action at 9 am on Monday 18 June 2018 in the following ports around the North
Sea: IJmuiden (Netherlands), Nieuwpoort (Belgium), Boulogne-sur-Mer (France), Lowestoft (UK), and
seven islands in Ireland (Arranmore, Inishbofin Island, Clare Island, Inis Lyre, Inis Oirr, Bere Island,
Sherkin Island). Other regions are mobilizing too: Flensburg on the Baltic Sea (Germany), Mandriola
and Oristano in Italy and the following regions in France: Saint-Mandrier on the Mediterranean Coast
and Saint Jean de Luz on the Atlantic Coast.
Electric fishing was forbidden in Europe in 1998 but the European Commission proposed to authorize it
as of 2006 under an exceptional derogation regime. This decision, which went against the explicit
scientific advice provided to the Commission, is causing far-reaching chaos : as a result, an entire
commercial fleet in the Netherlands converted to a prohibited, destructive fishing method under the
guise of experimental and scientific licenses , but by the public admission of the Dutch government,
scientists and fishing industry, such scientific activities were not conducted. The Dutch government and
European Commission have also been mutually guilty of providing electric licenses well beyond the
authorized legal limit.
From a financial point of view, electric fishing has become a symbol of the biased arbitration of public
authorities in favour of an over-represented, politically powerful fishing lobby. To save the nearlybankrupt and high-impact beam trawl fleet, politicians renamed a destructive fishing method (electric
fishing) as "innovative", thus allowing them not only to practice this prohibited fishing method but to
obtain millions of euros of public subsidies to equip beam trawlers with electrodes at the expense of
taxpayers and European citizens.
> NGOs and fishers organizations requested the EU Anti-Fraud Office to investigate potential fraud in
the electric fishery
This file is a European embarrassment comparable to scientific whaling . It contradicts all EU
commitments to sustainability, breaks EU rules of financial transparency and tramps legal obligations to
ensure equitable access to resources among fishers. Finally, electric fishing also treads on regulatory
objectives of environmental restoration and use of public monies.
The worst part is that public policies are caught red-handed destroying not just the marine
environment, but employment . And although proven wrong, decision makers and politicians at EU or
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national levels persist in defending the worst fishing practices instead of the best ones. For example,
while electric trawlers discard between 50 to 70% of fish caught, gillnetters only discard a maximum of
6%. Similarly, for one litre of fuel burnt, gillnetters catch up to 6 times more fish (2 to 3 kilos) than
electric trawlers (450 grams).
Despite the obvious socio-economic and ecological merits of coastal fishing methods used by small-scale
and traditional fishers, the most destructive, fuel-intensive and subsidy-dependent fishers are
protected by politicians.
In every aspect, electric fishing shames Europe.
Over the years, the depletion of fish along the coastline of the North Sea has brought traditional fishers
to the brink of economic collapse. For example, between 2014 and 2018, gillnetters from northern
France have lost on average 50% of their catch of sole.
Industrial lobbies, year after year, have gained control over "producer organizations" (which allocate
fishing quotas), political representation bodies, port management structures and fleet
ownerships. Small fishers have been slowly but surely forced to silence because if they dare speak up
against dominant actors, retaliation is immediate and fierce (quotas, fishing rights, licenses etc.)
Their future is as pitch black as a tunnel with no light at the end . It took reaching that level of despair
and being on the verge of bankruptcy for fishers to denounce the oppression of industrial actors in their
fishing quarters. They are now determined to fight until the end, until electric fishing is fully and
definitively banned.
WWW.STOPELECTRICFISHING.ORG

European Parliament sends message to Belgium
Source: Seas at risk
Date: 14/06/2018
European Parliament sends message to Belgium: take nature protection laws seriously
The European Parliament has, for the first time, rejected a draft delegated act of the European
Commission. The proposed legislation would have enacted the inadequate measures put forward by
Belgium to protect its marine ecosystems. In rejecting the draft, the European Parliament sent a strong
signal to Member States and the Commission that European nature protection laws must be taken
seriously.
For the past eighteen months, Seas At Risk, together with its Belgian member Natuurpunt and other
NGOs, have called on the European Commission to reject the measures proposed by Belgium, in view of
their non-compliance with the Birds and Habitats Directives . On 7 June 2018, Natuurpunt submitted a
formal complaint to the Commission, asking for Belgium to be forced to present new, adequate
conservation measures for its Marine Protected Area, Vlaamse Banken. The current Belgian measures
do not fulfil the obligation to protect sensitive and remarkable species found in the country's most
vulnerable marine ecosystems: firstly, the measures cover only a very small part of the Vlaamse Banken;
and secondly, even in this small area, the measures permit certain potentially damaging fishing
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practices, such as seine fishing and testing of alternative fishing techniques. Given the impact of
industrial fisheries on marine ecosystems, conservation measures should include a comprehensive
fishing ban in protected areas.
Belgium is not solely responsible for the weakness of these conservation measures. The past three years
has seen its thin proposal further watered down in negotiations with the neighbouring countries which
also fish in Belgian waters. In seeking to preserve the rights of its own fishing community to continue
their activities in the marine protected areas of its neighbours, the Belgian federal government
prioritised the interests of the fishing industry (the Dutch and Danish, in particular) over nature
protection.
European NGOs hope that the Parliament's decision will be a warning to all Member States currently
engaged in negotiations of fishing restrictions in Marine Protected Areas in the framework of the
Common Fisheries Policy. Member States should undertake to ensure effective nature conservation in
their Marine Protected Areas by restricting all fishing fleets and ending damaging practices (e.g. bottom
trawling) in Europe's most vulnerable marine ecosystems.

Milestone resolution on recreational fisheries
Source: EAA
Date: 14/06/2018
On the 12th of June, the European Parliaments plenary adopted by a large majority a report on the
'State of play of recreational fisheries in the EU' prepared by MEP Norica Nicolai. The report requests the
European Commission to evaluate the role of recreational fisheries in the Common Fisheries Policy (CFP)
in order to ensure a fair and sustainable fisheries management.
As mentioned in a previous article the 'State of play of recreational fisheries in the European Union' is a
non-legislative binding document, which expresses the European Parliament's stance on the
recreational marine fisheries sector.
The report gives the most recent scientific estimates of the number of recreational fishers and the
sector's economic impact; 10.5 billion euro annually supporting 99.000 full-time equivalent jobs.
Moreover, the report delivers a number of important policy messages and requests, including a request
for a clear and uniform definition of recreational fisheries at the EU level, and to integrate marine
recreational fisheries into multiannual management plans in an appropriate way, and notably by taking
into consideration the social and economic aspects of the sector.
Finally, the report calls on improving and providing regular data on the recreational marine fisheries
sector in order to draw a clearer picture of the sector's catches and economic performance over time,
and to do so for more fish stocks than today.
The European Anglers Alliance (EAA) and the European Fishing Tackle Trade Association (EFTTA) warmly
welcome the Parliament's vote and thank the rapporteur, MEP Norica Nicolai, for her excellent work.
Fred Bloot, President of the EAA said: " The report is an important step towards much needed full and
fair recognition of the recreational fisheries sector on an equal footing with commercial fisheries and
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aquaculture at the EU level. The report was adopted with an overwhelming majority of the Parliament's
members, which should be reflected truly in the upcoming reform of the Common Fisheries Policy. The
recreational marine fisheries sector is poorly integrated the CFP, which by and large makes the sector a
subject of interest only when a fish stock is overexploited or threatened by overexploitation. The sector's
economic impact is not given any importance. A fair and proper inclusion of the sector in the CFP would
contribute to sustainable exploitation of the fish stocks, by providing much needed data – catch as well
as socio-economic data - for the policy makers to make informed decisions about access to and 'best use'
of the public resource fish ".

MEPs confirm opposition on electric pulse fishing
Source: European Parliament
Date: 14/06/2018
The Full House voted down a delegated act that could allow electric pulse fishing activities in some areas
in the Channel/North Sea off the Belgian coast on Thursday.
According the MEPs, the proposal for a delegated regulation on conservation measures for the
protection of the marine environment in the North Sea would be in clear contradiction with
the Parliament mandate adopted on 16 January 2018, which proposed to ban electric pulse fishing.
Even if presented last March by the Commission, the delegate act was drafted in February 2017,
meaning before the approval of Plenary mandate. For the sake of consistency, a reasoned motion for
resolution for its rejection was discussed by Fisheries MEPs in May and adopted during an extraordinary
meeting in Strasbourg on Monday.
Plenary put the resolution on the agenda on Thursday, before the 2 July 2018 rejection deadline, and
voted down the delegated act by 484 votes to 77, with 15 abstentions.

Post-2020 funding for maritime and fisheries
Source: WWF
Date: 13/06/2018
Post-2020 funding for maritime and fisheries falls short of EU sustainability objectives
Published today, the European Commission's post-2020 funding strategy for the maritime and fisheries
sector (EMFF) falls significantly short of the EU's stated ambition to create sustainable business models
for fishers and contribute to the good environmental status of marine waters across all EU sea basins.
Whilst WWF welcomes the Commission's intention to simplify access to funds so they may be properly
distributed and spent by Member States [1], clear mechanisms are lacking on how to verify that money
is in fact spent where it is most needed and that financial aid is allocated for the sustainable
management of the ocean to improve marine biodiversity and ocean resilience.
"This proposal is a failed opportunity to address the real drivers of unsustainable fisheries", said Dr
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Samantha Burgess, Head of Marine Policy at WWF European Policy Office . "The future EU budget
must provide clear rules to prioritise the collection of scientific data, help reduce the environmental
footprint of fisheries and increase the efficacy of marine protected areas. The framework should
guarantee that Member States are obliged to build their fishing sectors' sustainable practice capacities
and
improve
the
resilience
of
our
ocean."
It is promising to see that the proposed EMFF supports allocating funding to improve the management
and restoration of Marine Protected Areas; however, it is unclear how the Commission is going to
ensure that money is actually being invested to protect these sites. How will EU Member States achieve
a level playing field and increase capacity in sustainable management of the marine environment across
EU sea basins without clarity on social, environmental and economic priorities for the fund?
The preferential access to funds for small-scale fishing vessels (those under 12 meters in length) who
have historically been at a disadvantage to secure funding, is a significant improvement in the new EMFF
proposal. However, the proposal to grant certain small-scale fisheries subsidies for the acquisition of
second hand vessels and to continue to allow the replacement of engines is worrying, as it risks
increasing fishing capacity in unsustainable fisheries. This may move the EU further away from ending
overfishing - one of its key objectives of the Common Fisheries Policy [2]. It also threatens to undermine
the EU's ambitious position in ongoing negotiations to end harmful fisheries subsidies in the World
Trade Organisation that aim to achieve UN Sustainable Development Goal Target 14.6 by 2020 [3].
In addition, the European Commission has re-introduced the possibility of controversial payments to
fishers to destroy their vessels in a technique known as "scrapping" [4]. The Commission has missed a
crucial opportunity to guide the investment of public resources into positive change for the ocean, such
as by promoting sustainable fishing techniques and reducing the fisheries footprint on the wider marine
environment.
Notes:
1. Of the 6.4 billion Euros that have been allocated for the period 2014-2020, EU Member States
have spent only 8% (https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/funds/emff).
2. https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp_en
3. http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2017/july/tradoc_155746.pdf
4. http://wwf.panda.org/wwf_news/?202792/OFFICIAL-REPORT-CONFIRMS-MASSIVE-MISUSE-OFEU-FISHERIES-FUNDS

Roadmap to healthier, cleaner oceans adopted by UN Environment and European
Commission
Source: UN Environment
Date: 21/06/2018
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To address the threats of pollution, marine litter and overfishing, UN Environment and the European
Commission today adopted the '2018 Oceans roadmap 2.0', an agreement to support the conservation
of marine biodiversity and ecosystems and keep our oceans healthy, productive and resilient.
The Roadmap 2.0 on Healthy, Productive and Resilient Oceans sees a strengthened EC-UN Environment
Partnership ahead of the 'Our Ocean Conference' in Bali in October 2018.
The European Commission has been a great partner in our quest toward healthier oceans and the
protection of our global marine ecosystems," Erik Solheim, Head of UN Environment said. "It takes bold
commitments from governments, business and individuals to really tackle the root causes of marine
pollution. The European Commission is taking these big, powerful steps in the direction of cleaner seas."
On 28 May, the European Commission proposed new EU-wide rules to target the 10 single-use plastic
products most often found on member states' beaches and seas, as well as lost and abandoned fishing
gear.
By adopting the new roadmap, the European Commission and UN Environment reaffirmed their
commitment to protecting the world's oceans and seas by:


Addressing land-based sources to combat marine pollution. A staggering 8 million tonnes of
plastic end up in the world's ocean every year.



Working through existing governance structures to share best practices and lessons learned.



Supporting healthy marine and coastal ecosystems, which can help strengthen capacity for
sustainable fisheries.

The 2017 Our Oceans conference was spearheaded by the European Commission and gathered
unprecedented commitments from governments, international originations, civil society and private
sector to protect our ocean.
"These two years have been increasingly fruitful for the UNEP and European Commission. Some key
environmental issues – the Circular Economy, Ocean Governance, Pollution – have developed
significantly both in the EU and globally. The 2018 Roadmap on Healthy and Productive Oceans and Seas
will further deepen our cooperation and our ongoing success."
Circular on plastics
The Single Use Plastics Directive proposal is an integral part of the wider approach announced in the EU
Plastics Strategy and an important element of the EU Circular Economy Action Plan. It builds on the
successful reduction in consumption of single-use plastic carrier bags brought about by EU legislation in
2015, and on the newly revised EU legislation on waste, which includes targets for the recycling of
plastics.
Given the broad range of possible actions to curb single-use plastics and their mixed impact, UN
Environment has drawn up a 10-step roadmap for governments that are looking to adopt similar
measures or improve on current ones.
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Recommendation on opening negotiations to accede to the Convention for the
Conservation and Management of High Seas Fisheries Resources in the North Pacific
Ocean
Source: Council of the EU
Date: 05/06/2018
Please click here to access the Commission recommendation for a Council Decision to authorise the
Commission to open negotiations on behalf of the European Union to accede to the Convention for the
Conservation and Management of High Seas Fisheries Resources in the North Pacific Ocean.

European Commission
Forum on Maritime Affairs and Fisheries in the Outermost Regions (June 26)
Please see below the speech by Commissioner Vella at the Forum on Maritime Affairs and Fisheries in the
Outermost Regions that took place in Brussels on June 26 2018.
Ladies and gentlemen,
Colleagues,
Bonjour, Buenos dias, Bom dia.
Welcome to this first forum on maritime affairs and fisheries in the outermost regions.
Ten months ago, the European Commission proposed to strengthen our partnership with a new strategy
for the outermost regions. Today we are delivering on that promise.
Why the focus on maritime affairs and fisheries? Because we are convinced that the blue economy is
one of your main assets. I said it when closing the Outermost Regions Forum in March last year. And I
remain just as convinced today.
And I say this not only because fisheries and maritime affairs is my political portfolio, but from my
personal experience as well.
Like you, I hail from an island – and a rather small one. Malta may not be thousands of kilometres away,
but we still find ourselves on the fringes of the European continent. For centuries, the Maltese people
looked towards the mainland: for a wider choice of qualifications, for economic opportunities, for a
better life. Indeed, to our young people especially, it often seemed that all the opportunities were
elsewhere.
Today, this is no longer the case. In fact, when I go back to visit Malta in summer, I sometimes catch
myself longing for those quieter days!
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Cruise tourism, for example, is booming. And as a former tourism minister, I am of course delighted by
the opportunities this brings.
But in my travels over the past four years I have also seen first-hand what happens when blue growth is
poorly managed – or not managed at all. Congested roads. Water shortages. Litter-strewn beaches. Seas
where you are more likely to haul up fishing nets full of plastic than of fully-grown fish.
This is why I say that with the proper management of the blue economy we can learn from and avoid
the mistakes we have committed on land. The economic boom should not lead to an environmental
bust.
So our task for today is clear.
It's about discussing how all of us can coordinate better and more efficiently – in different blue economy
sectors and from the local up to the European level. It's about figuring out how to develop – in a
sustainable way – all sectors of the blue economy.
In short, it's about creating that economic boom and avoiding the environmental bust.
And I know that, for many of you, the blue economy has traditionally meant one thing above all, and
that is fisheries.
And it is true that fisheries are important and that fisheries in the outermost regions face specific
challenges. Many of those challenges are linked to your particular geographical situation.
I see three challenges in particular:


The first is the state of the fishing fleet , and its need for modernisation and renewal.



The second is the lack of rigorous scientific data that would allow you to manage your fleets
and your fish stocks more effectively .



And the third is improving the fight against illegal fishing and our monitoring of fisheries
agreements with third countries.

Let me assure you that I am personally committed to addressing these challenges one by one.
Our vision for the outermost regions includes a modern, fit-for-purpose fishing fleet whose capacity is in
line with the available fishing opportunities. As announced in the Strategy, we have analysed the
possibility for Member States to grant State aid for the construction of new vessels. A am pleased to
announce that we will consult Member States about our suggested changes to the State aid guidelines
for fisheries after summer. We aim for setting conditions that will ensure sustainable fishing activities.
Our vision also includes a sound understanding of how fisheries and other blue economy activities affect
your marine resources and your unique ecosystems.
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And it includes solid cooperation between European, national and regional authorities when it comes to
enforcing EU rules and fighting illegal activities. And your roles as the gateway to cooperation within
your respective regions is very important.
I count on you to help us achieve that vision.
But fisheries is just one part of the blue economy.
As I know very well from my own country, small-scale fishing in particular is often a family business,
which is usually handed over from father to son. In fact, it is much more than an economic business – it's
a way of life.
But what do we say to those young people who don't want to work in fishing or fish processing?
What do we tell our sons and daughters who have other hopes and dreams for their future?
I remember very well, when my own children were starting out and came to me for career advice. My
main consideration was to give them the widest choice possible. .
I think that's human nature. We all want our children to have more opportunity, to do better than us.
And we are fortunate. Because all of us here today are in a position to apply those principles to the next
generation. It's a great responsibility. And it's a great privilege as well.
How do we do this?
For me, when it comes to the outermost regions, developing the blue economy is the obvious answer.
The European Commission's strategy sets out a number of ways we could help. And we have already
done a lot.


We have set aside 4 million euros of Horizon 2020 to enhance the capacity of the outermost
regions to participate in the EU's research programmes.



We are investigating with the European Investment Bank how to improve your access to
financing under the European Fund for Strategic Investments. I believe you will hear the
preliminary findings of our f study later today.



We are supporting renewable energy – in particular renewable energy from the sea. This has
enormous potential, not just as a clean source of energy, but also as a way of making energy
more affordable.



We have acted under the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund – the EMFF – to
support maritime spatial planning for a better managed use of ocean space. I am thinking for
example of a pilot project covering Madeira, the Azores and the Canary Islands. Or the recently
launched EMFF-funded Ocean Metiss project led by La Réunion.
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And we are making available funds from the EMFF, the European Social Fund and our SME-fund
COSME to help young people boost their qualifications , to support innovative small
businesses , and to make the most of new ocean and maritime technologies .

All of this is about creating options and opportunities. For young people who would otherwise move
elsewhere. For talented entrepreneurs who only lack the financial capital to turn bright ideas into
business ventures. For home-grown businesses in sustainable tourism, in aquaculture, in ocean energy,
in blue biotech.
Colleagues,
I believe we need to continue down this path.
And I realise that we will only succeed in our high ambitions if we match those ambitions with the
necessary funding.
Supporting research, improving access to affordable energy, coordinating our maritime activities, and
boosting innovation, all need funding.
That is why the European Commission intends to maintain – or even increase – the funding allocated to
the outermost regions in the new EMFF after 2020. And I invite you all to consult the EMFF proposal,
which we published two weeks ago.
This new EMFF will not only be much simpler to use. It will also pay more attention to the specific
circumstances of the outermost regions.
For example, we suggest that each outermost region sets up a blue economy strategy as part of the
overall national spending programmes. This document would bring together fisheries, including the
compensation scheme, with other blue economy sectors. This allows each outermost region to take a
more strategic approach to blue growth.
And there are other funding sources for the blue economy even beyond the EMFF.


Cohesion policy will continue to remain the EU's key investment policy in the outermost
regions, and will provide specific support for your regions as well as a dedicated European
territorial cooperation programme.



Horizon Europe , the future research programme, will support the outermost regions through
the "Sharing excellence" initiative, which aims to foster mobility of researchers and networking.



And our LIFE programme will continue to provide specific support for the conservation of
biodiversity, including marine biodiversity, and the sustainable use of ecosystem services.

Colleagues,
As you see, you may be located over the horizon, but strategically you are always in sight..
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I have explained how the European Commission's strategy for the outermost regions is taking off.
But today's event is really all about you . It's about exploring how we can boost the sustainable
development of the blue economy, together .
So I really encourage you to make the most of our discussions today. Identify the bottlenecks. Learn
from each other's positive experiences or ongoing developments. And explore which actions need to be
taken at regional, national and European level.
So that our children and grandchildren can face the future with confidence.
Thank you.

Fisheries Control: the Commission’s proposal for a revised regulation published
Source: EAA
Date: 08/06/2018
On 30 May 2018, the European Commission submitted to the European Parliament and the EU Council a
proposal for a revised control regulation to improve, modernise and simplify the fisheries control.
Recreational fisheries are covered by the proposal. If adopted, the Member States are required to put in
place "a system to control participants in recreational fisheries (registration or licensing) and to collect
information of catches."
The overall objective of the proposal is to ensure sustainable fisheries. Commissioner Karmenu Vella,
responsible for the Environment, Fisheries and Maritime Affairs, said: "we are proposing improvements
to modernise the existing control system to make it more efficient and ensure that all operators in the
fishing industry in the EU are treated equally."

The Control Regulation in force ( Regulation (EC) No 1224/2009 ), which entered into force in 2010, is
considered obsolete, not in line with the Common Fisheries Policy (CFP), and in need of an update. The
proposal (90 pages) suggests many modifications of existing provisions as well as new ones to increase
the efficiency of the Control Regulation. Among other things it'll deliver:


clearer definition of what qualifies as serious infringement and the corresponding sanctions;



improved and more reliable fisheries data system based on electronic reporting of catches and
electronic tracking system for all EU fishing vessels, including small vessels below 12 metres;



enhanced traceability of EU and imported fishery and aquaculture products;



reinforced rules on fishing gear and how to prevent ghost fishing and marine litter;



an upgraded mandate of the European Fisheries Control Agency's (EFCA) to be fully in line with
the CFP's objectives.

Several provisions apply to recreational fisheries. Article 55 'Recreational fisheries', has been tightened
and expanded. It'll oblige Member States to:
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- put in place a registration or a licensing system monitoring the number of natural and legal persons
involved in recreational fisheries; and
- collect data on catches from such fisheries through catch reporting or other data collection
mechanisms based on a methodology which shall be notified to the Commission.
And with regard to stocks, groups of stocks and species that are subject to Union conservation measures
applicable to recreational fisheries, Member States shall:
- ensure that natural and legal persons involved [note: e.g. charter boats] in recreational fisheries for
such stocks or species record and send catch declarations electronically to the competent authorities on
a daily basis or after each fishing trip; and
- put in place a registration or licensing system for vessels used in such recreational fisheries.
EAA comment: Today, sea anglers in about half of the EU Member States already are obliged to fish
under a registration or licensing system. We are happy to see that the Commission gives the Member
States a choice, that a fully fletched fee licensing system is not required to comply with the new rules (if
adopted). We have promoted the Italian system, which requires sign up but no payment. When
launched a few years ago more than 800,000 Italian sea anglers signed up.
The small-scale commercial sector (vessels <12m) will also be controlled more intensively.
The increased transparency provided by the revised Control Regulation will, we believe, lead to less
conflict between the recreational- and the small scale fisheries sector.

Commission consults fishermen, industry and society for fishing opportunities in 2019
Source: European Commission
Date: 11/06/2018
The Commission has adopted today a Communication which takes stock of the implementation of EU's
Common Fisheries Policy and launches the process of consultation on the fishing opportunities for
2019. Via a public consultation , the Commission will consult Member States; Advisory Councils, which
include the fishing industry, non-governmental organisations, and interested citizens. Commissioner
Karmenu Vella , responsible for the Environment, Maritime Affairs and Fisheries, said: " Restoring the
health of our seas and oceans is not a choice, it's an imperative, and the EU must continue to lead by
example. The laudable efforts of our fishermen over the last decade are starting to pay off: Many of our
fish stocks, though far from all, are returning to sustainable levels.2019 will be a crucial year for
achieving our shared objectives. Working hand-in-hand - fishermen, industry, civil society and authorities
– let us keep up the efforts and keep our ambitions high for our ocean. I look forward to working closely
with all parties." Recent years have seen significant progress in the management of fisheries resources,
notably in northern and western waters, where overfishing has decreased considerably, whilst biomass
has increased and in 2016 on average was nearly 39% above 2003 levels. By contrast, moving towards
sustainable exploitation in the Mediterranean and the Black Seas remains a challenge. Over recent
years, EU fleet has also registered significant improvement in its overall economic performance, with
record net profits of €1.3 billion in 2016. More details available here.
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Commissioner Vella - Black Sea fisheries and aquaculture (June 7)
Source: European Commission
Date: 07/06/2018
Please see below the speech by Commissioner Karmenu Vella at the High Level Conference on Black Sea
fisheries and aquaculture, Sofia, Bulgaria, that took place on June 7 2018.
Ministers,
Secretaries of State,
Colleagues,
Ladies and Gentlemen,
thank you to the GFCM and the Bulgarian Presidency of the EU Council, for bringing together High
Representatives of all Black Sea riparian States here today for this joint dialogue.
A dialogue to promote a new dynamic in fisheries governance in the Black Sea.
Two years ago we adopted the Bucharest Declaration for an enhanced regional cooperation towards
sustainability of fisheries and aquaculture in the Black Sea.
Today we are here to make our commitments reality.

Colleagues,
Let's not beat around the bush. The time for talking is over.
If we don't act now, our fishermen – 23,000 people on at least 9,500 fishing vessels – will pay a heavy
price.
So will those working in the processing sector, who depend on fisheries for their living.
Not to mention the 8,700 aquaculture farms and the more than 39,000 direct and indirect jobs they
provide.
What will fish farmers do when the sea is too polluted to farm healthy fish?
What will fishermen do when there are no fish left to catch?
Already now, fishermen are returning home with smaller fish and half-empty nets. 5 out of 6
commercial stocks are overfished. Up to 4 out of every 5 tons of fish are caught illegally and go
unreported.
This is catastrophic for both the environment and the economy. as productivity and prices are declining
and will continue to do so. Jobs are on the line.
Fishing communities can't solve this alone. Nor can any one of us around this table today.
Many stocks are shared between countries. And shared stocks need shared responsibility.
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If we want reliable data, if we want to take corrective action, we need regional cooperation. This is what
we agreed at the Bucharest Conference two years ago.
Have we made progress since then? Yes, to some extent.
At GFCM level:
·

We now have an action plan on fisheries, our mid-term strategy until 2020.

·

We adopted the Regional Plan of Action to fight illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU)
fishing.

·

We adopted the first-ever GFCM management plan for turbot – aniconic species for the Black
Sea.

·

We set up a pilot project on joint control and inspections for turbot, thus increasing our
cooperation in the fight against IUU.

·

And we have adopted a common strategy for the sustainable development of aquaculture, and
launched the Black Sea Aquaculture Demonstrative Centres.

Meanwhile the European Union has stepped up its funding for long-term scientific projects such as the
BlackSea4Fish project, to address specific scientific needs of the Black Sea.
We are also enhancing our cooperation with non-EU countries. To improve control, fight illegal fishing,
and provide capacity building and technical assistance.
And I know that you, too, have not been idle.
For example, just last week many of us came together in Burgas, where we committed to a common
vision for a maritime policy in the Black Sea, with the aim to cover all types of maritime related
activities.
So I want to thank GFCM for leading the Black Sea multilateral cooperation. And I want to thank all of
you for your efforts to put economic and environmental sustainability at the centre.
But is it enough? Honestly, I do not think so. I will not hide from you that I think we can – we must – do
more.
Colleagues,
The Ministerial Declaration we are discussing today will set out our action plan, our common priorities
for the next 10 years.
As I said, we are not starting from scratch. We have the Bucharest Declaration. We have the work
carried out within the GFCM. And we should continue to build on that – not least, the upcoming
conference on a Regional Plan for small-scale fisheries and the Science Forum.
And we also have first experience from the Mediterranean, where our MedFish4Ever Declaration is
starting to show real results on the ground.
There, too, the European Union brought together countries from both inside and outside the EU.
There, too, we looked for an overall strategy that is realistic, fair but also ambitious.
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There, too, we adopted a declaration stressing environmental sustainability, social cohesion and
viable economic perspectives. With clear objectives and targets against which we can measure our
progress, year after year.
So there is no excuse.
We know that the costs of overexploitation can be avoided. Good management and strict
enforcement can remedy the situation – our experience in the Atlantic and North Sea proves it. But the
medicine needs to be strong or the patient will not recover.
Colleagues,
We all share the same vision for the Black Sea.
A sea with a healthy marine environment, a thriving green and blue economy, and a sustainable fishing
and aquaculture sector.
Let us work in the long-term interest of fishermen and citizens. Let us pledge to embrace reform
together with the fishermen – for the fishermen.
It is time to work together in this spirit of sincere collaboration and of willingness to make a change. It is
time to show the world what strong Black Sea fisheries governance can do.
Thank you.

NASCO strengthens cooperation to protect endangered salmon stocks
Source: European Commission
Date: 19/06/2018
During its 35th Annual Meeting held in Portland, Maine (USA), on 12 and 15 June 2018, the North
Atlantic Salmon Conservation Organisation (NASCO) adopted new regulatory measures for salmon
fisheries around the Faroe Islands and off West Greenland.
While the measure applying to the Faroe Islands is a mere rollover of the previous zero-catches
measures, the agreement on a new regulatory measure for West Greenland is particularly significant. In
fact, it addresses several shortcomings in terms of control and monitoring of the catches and sets an
annual Total Allowable Catch (TAC) of 30 tonnes for the period 2018-2020. Under the previous
regulatory measure in place since 2015, no agreement could be reached on the TAC and Denmark (in
respect of the Faroe Islands and Greenland) had autonomously declared an annual quota of 45 tonnes.
The new agreement illustrates a renewed willingness of all Parties to improve cooperation towards the
conservation of the salmon stocks and represents an important step to protect the especially
endangered southern populations.
NASCO Parties agreed to schedule activities towards the adoption of a new cycle of reporting on the
implementation of the agreements. This is very important to ensure transparency and the accountability
of the Parties in the application of the conservation measures in fisheries management, habitat
protection and restoration, and aquaculture activities.
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NASCO also held a special session to take stock of the ongoing preparation of the International Year of
Salmon (IYS) in 2019. IYS is an initiative co-sponsored by NASCO and the North Pacific Anadromous
Fisheries Commission (NPAFC) to create a hemispheric partnership to raise awareness about the
challenges and threats facing salmon populations, to stimulate research and to forge concrete action. In
late October 2018, North-Atlantic and North-Pacific ministers will participate in the official launch of the
initiative

High seas Fisheries in the Central Arctic Ocean
Source: European Commission
Date: 12/06/2018
Please click here to access the Proposal for a COUNCIL DECISION on the signing, on behalf of the
European Union, of the Agreement to prevent unregulated high seas Fisheries in the Central Arctic
Ocean.
Please click here to access the corresponding Annex.

Please click here to access the Proposal for a COUNCIL DECISION on the conclusion, on behalf of the
European Union, of the Agreement to prevent unregulated high seas Fisheries in the Central Arctic
Ocean.
Please click here to access the corresponding Annex

EU fish-processing sector
Source: European Commission
Date: 05/06/2018
Fisheries: EU fish-processing sector passes fitness check with flying colours
The fish-processing sector in the EU is in rather good shape, according to the latest Economic Report of
the EU Fish Processing sector.
The report compiles several sets of raw economic data to analyse the overall performance of the sector
in 2015. The resulting figures speak for themselves. The sector's turnover, which had been on the rise
since 2008, came very close to the €30 billion mark. Its gross value added, i.e. its contribution to the
economy through wages and gross profit, was nearly €6 billion. Total employment remained relatively
stable over the 2008-2015 period, totalling 126,413 people in 2015 - 45% of which were women. Over
the same period wages increased by 22% and the average annual salary was €30,133 per full time
equivalent.
Commenting on the report, Commissioner Vella said: " It's great to see that our processing sector is
doing well - in terms of product quality, staff remuneration and contribution to our economy. Further
proof that with the good health of the living resources comes a dynamic maritime economy".
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The Economic Report of the EU Fish Processing sector 2017 is obtained from economic data provided
by Member States authorities. It is the result of a joint analysis work by economists of the Scientific,
Technical and Economic Committee of Fisheries (STECF), the Commission's Joint Research Centre (JRC)
and the Directorate-General for Maritime Affairs and Fisheries (DG MARE).
This and other reports can be found here: https://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/reports/economic

European Parliament
European strategy for plastics in circular economy
Opinion - A European Strategy for Plastics in a Circular Economy - PE 619.288v02-00 - Committee on
Fisheries
Source: European Parliament
Date: 27/06/2018
OPINION on European strategy for plastics in circular economy

EP Plenary - Debate & Vote: European aquaculture sector
Source: European Parliament plenary session, Strasbourg
Date: 12/06/2018
Subject: Towards a sustainable and competitive European aquaculture sector: current status and
future challenges – debate and vote
Date: June 11 & 12 2018
Procedure: Own initiative report
Rapporteur: Carlos Iturgaiz (EPP, ES)
Documents: Legislative Observatory / Report
Timetable : End of the procedure
On June 11, the European Parliament's Plenary session held a debate on the Own Initiative Report "
Towards a sustainable and competitive European aquaculture sector: current status and future
challenges". The discussion mostly focused on the barriers to the growth of aquaculture and its
importance to reduce the pressure on wild resources, as well as to the economic activity in coastal and
outermost regions. Also, the debate evolved around the role of regional authorities in licencing and
managing aquaculture, as well as the activities of the European Commission to support aquaculture in
the EU.
On June 12, the European Parliament's Plenary session held a vote on the report. The report was
approved with 605 votes in favour, 38 against and 30 abstentions.
Please see below a summary of the debate.
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Carlos Iturgaiz (EPP, ES) , the Rapporteur, explained that aquaculture in the EU provides a sustainable
source of high quality food. The EU have had a sustained growth in aquaculture for 50 years, but
problems impede using its full potential. These are namely:


Lack of space for its activities;



Administrative hurdles, as well as problems in getting licences;



Global competition;



Lack of information to consumers on third-country products with regards to environmental
impact, the quality or the state of the fish;



Negative image that consumers have about aquaculture products.

He believes that the European Commission's 2009 study on the future of aquaculture and the guidelines
on the sustainable development of the aquaculture sector were good initiatives.
The new common fisheries policy was also aiming to get fresh impetus to the EU aquaculture. This
included financing of up to 1.2 billion euro for the period between 2014 and 2020.
Although the implementation of the strategy has not met with expectations, its goals remain very
relevant. These are:


Simplification of administrative procedures;



Ensuring sustainable development;



Strategic plans for growth;



Promoting equal conditions throughout the EU.

The rapporteur stated that he shares the recommendations of the report "Food from the Oceans",
which examines how to get more food and biomass from the oceans. This report was assigned by
Commissioner Vella and produced by a high-level group of scientific advisors.
For example, the rapporteur agreed with the report's conclusion that it is necessary to have a
responsible use of natural resources, as well as a policy at European and global level. He also agreed that
it is necessary to develop marine-culture in the EU at the higher and more strategic level.
The rapporteur concluded by saying that the problems and solutions have now been identified,
therefore at this point the political impetus is the most important element for action. In this framework,
it is important to involve all relevant actors, including the local and regional authorities in the member
states. To ensure the right amount of subsidiarity on this policy, he urged the Commission to guidance,
while ensuring that regionally adapted plans are in place.
Seán Kelly (EPP, IE) stated that demand for fish is growing and it cannot be met by naturally produced
fish. Given that well-managed aquaculture can answer the demand, research and innovation are
necessary to increase supply from aquaculture.
Ricardo Serrão Santos (S&D, PT) stated that blue economy should be bolstered in outermost regions,
extra-peripheral regions and outlying regions that rely greatly on the sea. In the Azores, where he comes
from, the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund (EMFF) has assisted in developing aquaculture and
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finding alternatives together with the fishermen that involve other activities alongside fishing to reduce
pressure on natural resources. Taking for granted that the demand for fish and marine based protein is
growing, the EU should not be increasing pressure to wild resources. Instead it should develop
aquaculture.
João Ferreira ( GUE/NGL , PT) explained that to achieve the potential of aquaculture, research and
innovation is necessary, but this would not be possible as long as the public sector is starved from
funding. Moreover, he explained eating habits are changing, resulting to less species being eaten and a
reduction of the activities concerning local fish. These are the issues that the EU needs to focus in the
future. To this end, the development of aquaculture needs to go hand in hand with the protection of
artisanal and small-scale fisheries.
Ana Miranda (Greens/EFA, ES) explained that the regions need to keep their competence for fisheries
and gave the example of Galicia. Administrative procedures and red tape need to be assessed in
conjunction with other aspects, such as protecting small-scale fisheries. She announced that she would
vote against the Report of Mr Iturgaiz because she believes that it promotes large-scale fishing against
sustainable fishing.
Stanislav Polčák (EPP, CZ) explained that industrial fishing is destroying the oceans. Therefore, research
and innovation in aquaculture need to be supported from European funding. He believes that while
regional goals and subsidiarity are important, support from the European level is key.
Norbert Erdős (EPP, HU) explained that fresh water aquaculture makes up 20% of the sector and
therefore resources should also be streamlined to it. Also, it needs special sustainability criteria, as it is
very different from sea aquaculture in terms of practices and conditions.
Tibor Navracsics, Commissioner for Education, Culture, Youth and Sport believes that this report makes
good use of the momentum created from the "food from the oceans" report. He recalled that the
Commission has done a lot for the sustainable development of the EU aquaculture. In 2013, together
with Member States and the main stakeholders, the Commission recognised the barriers to growth and
has been working since to address them and stimulate growth. The main blueprints for this effort are
the Member States' Multiannual National Strategic Plans for the promotion of sustainable aquaculture,
in which Member States have made good progress. In particular, Member States have improved
maritime spatial planning and reformed overly complicated administrative procedures.
The Commission is currently reviewing the Member States' progress since these plans were established.
The review will be finalised in mid-2019. To this end, they are meeting often with Member States in the
form of the open method of coordination and with stakeholders through the advisory aquaculture
council. They are also in constant dialogue with key players at national level and those involved in
production. The European Parliament's report is giving additional impetus to these efforts.
Moreover, he reported that the Commission is launching a pilot project on transnational producer
cooperation on the initiative of the European Parliament. The EU is also dedicating about 20 million euro
from Horizon2020 funding for research in aquaculture, as well as funding for communication on
sustainable aquaculture. About 21% of the current EMFF budget was allocated directly to promotion of
aquaculture.
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He also recalled that imported aquaculture is subject to sanitary requirements and Commission is
running controls to third countries for EU legislation compliance.
He urged for more improvements to licencing new farms and to cutting red tape. He believes that more
Member States need to simplify their procedures with the support of regional authorities, who take the
final decision.
He stated that the Commission is also launching a "blue bio-economy forum" which will be operational
in the third quarter of 2018. The Commission has also identified a project pipeline and drafted a
roadmap for the development of the sector and the search for the new markets and value chains.
Moreover, he reported that the Commission is working on a blue economy investment platform for
innovative ideas that have reached the post-research state but are not ready for large scale investment.
This funding will help mobilise from private and public resources, including the European Fund for
Strategic Investment. Finally, there is continued support through EMFF and Horizon 2020.

EP Plenary - Debate & Vote: Recreational Fisheries in the EU
Source: European Parliament plenary session, Strasbourg
Date: 12/06/2018
Subject: State of play of recreational fisheries in the European Union -debate and vote
Date: June 11/ 12 2018
Procedure: Own Initiative Report
Rapporteur: Norica Nicolai (ALDE, RO)
Documents: Legislative Observatory / Report
Timetable: End of the procedure
On June 11, the European Parliament's Plenary session held a discussion on the Own Initiative Report on
the " State of play of recreational fisheries in the European Union". The discussion focused on the
impact of recreational fishing on certain fish species and on its potential for sustainable economic
activities in coastal areas. The Rapporteur urged the Commission to establish an accurate definition of
recreational fishing and the Commission described how its activities affect and control recreational
fishing
On June 12, the European Parliament's Plenary session voted on the report. The report was approved
with 601 votes in favour, 43 against, and 27 abstentions.
Please see below a summary of the discussion.
Norica Nicolai (ALDE, RO) , the Rapporteur, explained that recreational fishing is considered as a hobby,
but it is linked to cultural heritage and tradition. Moreover, it has an important economic impact. 9
million people practice it at sea and its economic impact amounts 10 billion euros a year. If we add fresh
water fishing, then 25 million EU citizens practice recreational fishing and the turnover reaches 25 billion
euro. However, it is often forgotten in common fisheries policy.
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The rapporteur asked the Commission to encourage the collection of scientific data, so that it would be
possible to develop an accurate single definition of the EU recreational fishing, following the 2013
definition given by the International Council for the Exploration of the Sea. She also asked the
Commission to provide support for research around recreational fishing.
Moreover, she underlined that it is important to respect the principle of subsidiarity when regulating
recreational fishing. Each Member State has its own characteristics when it comes to recreational
fishing.
Recreational fishing provides nutrition and subsistence in some outermost regions. Therefore, in these
regions, it should be included in COSME funding and in projects supporting sustainable fishing.
She concluded by saying that funding for recreational fishing is important in view of climate change.
Stanislav Polčák (EPP, CZ) explained that a single definition is useful but financial resources are more
important particularly for coastal areas that use recreational fishing for subsistence. He also asked to
ensure that gaining further scientific data would not result in overloading recreational fishing with
bureaucracy.
Ricardo Serrão Santos (S&D, PT) stated that recreational fishing is an important economic activity for
the management of natural resources. Data collection must be accurate, so that the EU can improve
resource management and develop the relevant multiannual plans.
Moreover, recreational fishing must be supported in the outermost regions, such as the Azores, and
coastal areas in general, helping fishermen diversify to recreational fishing and to search for alternative
types of income based on recreational fishing. He concluded by stating that recreational fishing needs to
represent artisanal fishing as well.
João Ferreira ( GUE/NGL , PT) stated that it would be appropriate to have more information on how
recreational fishing is practiced including the gear used and the fishermen involved. He finds it
important to have more information on recreational fishing's impact on the environment and artisanal
fishing. Finally, it is important to reveal disguised professional fishing.
Francis Zammit Dimech (EPP, MT) explained that in Malta there are 4 communities and agencies about
recreational fishing. People who practice recreational fishing sometimes do not have adequate space to
practice, because the areas are taken by industrial fishing. Moreover, commercial fishing nets in the sea
lead to less fish. He concluded by saying that the EU needs to encourage recreational fishing in a
sustainable manner, including catch and release, as recreational fishing can be part of sustainable
tourism.
John Howarth (S&D, UK) stated that in the UK alone 2 million people practice recreational fishing. He
welcomed the fact that the report acknowledges that leaving the management of the seas exclusively to
industrial fishing is a mistake. Moreover, he agreed that involving relevant stakeholders is beneficial.
Finally, he suggested that any collective management that would include UK after 2020 should not make
the mistakes of the past and exclude recreational fishing.
Tibor Navracsics, Commissioner for Education, Culture, Youth and Sport referred to scientific evidence
that proves that recreational fishing can have a great impact on certain species of fish, such as cod in the
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Baltic, seabass in the Atlantic and eels. In some instances, recreational catches could be more important
than commercial catches.
Therefore, the Commission is monitoring the situation and provides measures whenever necessary. For
example, the Eel Regulation requires from Member States to make estimates about recreational fishing
licences and their catches. Also, for northern stock of seabass only catch and release are allowed, while
there is also a pilot project for the control schemes of recreational catches of seabass in the Atlantic.
This will evaluate existing control measures and assess the costs and benefits of different options and
recommend solutions for the future.
The Control Regulation implies that Member States establish sampling plans and conduct bi-annual
reporting to the Commission, ensuring the appropriate monitoring of recreational fishing of depletive
stocks.
The Commission proposed a revision of this Regulation two weeks ago. This acknowledges the potential
impact of recreational fishing and provides for controls of recreational fishing by Member States.
For example, the Commission is proposing that Member States establish a registration or licencing
system to monitor the number of persons involved in recreational fisheries and to collect data on
catches.
Furthermore, for spots where EU conservational measures apply to recreational fishing, the Commission
proposes that all persons involved would record and send catch declarations electronically to the
competent authorities daily or after each fishing trip.
To make this happen, the EU needs a solid database for stock assessment. The ICES working group on
recreational fisheries highlighted that data from some Member States, in particular in the
Mediterranean area, are still missing. To remedy this, the Commission made it compulsory for Member
States to collect such data and conduct pilot validation projects within two years from the entry into
force of the new multiannual working programme for data collection. This period expires at the end of
2018. Having said that, the Commissioner underlined that recreational fishing needs a case-by-case
approach in the multiannual plans depending on the area concerned.

Mercury levels in swordfish
Source: European Parliament
Date: 07/06/2018
Question for written answer E-001989/2018 to the Commission Rule 130, Clara Eugenia Aguilera
García (S&D)
Subject: Mercury levels in swordfish
I have been given access to information suggesting that Italy may be damaging Spain's interests by
insisting on a specific interpretation of the sampling procedures laid down in Commission Regulation
(EC) No 333/2007 of 18 March 2007, in the context of official checks to determine mercury levels in
swordfish and shark.
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As a result, several tons of swordfish, worth tens of thousands of euros, are being destroyed for no good
reason. The Spanish swordfish industry provides work for some 100 boats and more than 2000 people.
1) What is the Commission's position on this issue?
2) What measures is it planning to take?
Answer given by Mr Andriukaitis on behalf of the Commission
Regulation (EC) No 1881/2006 [1] on maximum levels (MLs) for certain contaminants in foodstuffs sets
MLs for mercury in shark and swordfish at the level of 1.0 mg/kg. It is the responsibility of the Member
States to enforce these levels, taking into account Commission Regulation (EC) No 333/2007 [2] on the
methods of sampling and analysis for the control of the levels of trace elements and processing
contaminants in foodstuffs.
The Commission services have been informed by the Spanish competent authority of the specific
interpretation of the sampling procedure allegedly applied by the Italian authority to control the
presence of mercury in shark and swordfish. However these allegations have not been substantiated
and it is not established that the way the Italian authorities sample swordfish to control the level of
mercury would go against the legal requirements. The Commission would be ready to discuss the
interpretation of the sampling procedure, as provided in EU legislation, in the Working Group on
Industrial and Environmental Contaminants of the Standing Committee on Plants, Animals, Food and
Feed.
[1]
Commission Regulation (EC) No 1881/2006 of 19 December 2006 setting maximum levels for
certain contaminants in foodstuffs. OJ L364, 20.12.2006, p5.
[2] Commission Regulation (EC) No 333/2007 of 28 March 2007 laying down the methods of sampling
and analysis for the control of the levels of trace elements and processing contaminants in foodstuffs. OJ
L 88, 29.3.2007, p29.

Effect of EU-Morocco trade agreements on Western Sahara
Source: European Parliament
Date: 07/06/2018
Question for written answer E-001528/2018 to the Commission Rule 130, Catherine Stihler (S&D)
Subject: Effect of EU-Morocco trade agreements on Western Sahara
The Court of Justice of the European Union has repeatedly ruled that the EU-Morocco Liberalisation
Agreement, Association Agreement and, recently, Fisheries Partnership Agreement cannot be applied to
Western Sahara.
Meanwhile, the Commission and the European External Action Service are in talks with Morocco to set
up a trade arrangement for Western Sahara and to renew the Fisheries Partnership Agreement under
which the bulk of EU vessels currently fish in Western Sahara.
How are negotiations with Morocco for agreements that will affect Western Sahara in line with the
Court's view?
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If the EU cannot conclude agreements with Morocco on behalf of Western Sahara, why are the
Commission and the EEAS in talks with Morocco?
Can the Commission explain how negotiations with Morocco over Western Sahara comply with the legal
principle of self-determination?
Answer given by Vice-President Mogherini on behalf of the Commission
The European Commission will respect the judgments of the European Court of Justice, whose decisions
are binding on all EU institutions and Member States.
The negotiations on protocols to the Agriculture Agreement and the Fisheries Agreement and its
protocol are conducted on the basis of the negotiating directives approved by the Council.
The EU recalls its support to the United Nations (UN) Secretary-General's efforts to achieve a just, lasting
and mutually acceptable political solution, which will provide for the self-determination of the people of
Western Sahara in the context of arrangements consistent with the principles and purposes of the
Charter of the UN.

Fisheries agreement between the EU and Guinea-Bissau
Source: European Parliament
Date: 12/06/2018
Question for written answer to the Commission from Ms Clara Eugenia Aguilera García MEP (S&D)
The fisheries agreement was concluded on 23 November 2017, which permitted ships from the EU,
mainly from Spain, Portugal, Italy, Greece and France, to fish in the waters of Guinea-Bissau. In the case
of Spain, a considerable part of the fleet has depended almost exclusively on the fishing opportunities in
this country in recent years.
Several rounds of negotiations have already taken place to renew the current protocol, but without an
agreement.
1. What are the obstacles to renewing the agreement?
2. In the event that an agreement cannot be made with Guinea-Bissau, is the Commission seeking
alternatives to the ships affected by the closure of these fisheries?
Answer given by Mr Vella on behalf of the Commission
1. The unjustified financial requests and disproportionate operational conditions for the EU fleet
requested by Guinea-Bissau led negotiations into a deadlock.
2. The Agreement between the EU and Guinea-Bissau remains active, while there is no implementing
Protocol in force. Following four rounds of negotiations between the European Union and GuineaBissau, with the last round being held at the end of June 2017, no final agreement on the new
Protocol has been reached. Yet, contacts between the parties have not been interrupted since the
deadlock. The European Union is ready to resume negotiations on a new Protocol should Guinea-Bissau
request it.
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The Commission is making every effort to identify possible new partner countries in order to secure
additional sustainable fishing opportunities for the EU fleet. In that context, it is considering to
recommend the opening of negotiations with countries where there is currently no Sustainable Fisheries
Partnership Agreement (SFPA) in application

Marine environment strategy
Source: European Parliament
Date: 13/06/2018
Question for written answer to the Commission Rosa D'Amato MEP (EFDD)
Legislative Decree No 190 of 13 October 2010 is the provision implementing Directive 2008/56/EC.
The aim of said provision is to promote coherence between the different sectoral policies, agreements,
legislative measures, information-gathering and monitoring tools, and planning and programming tools
that have an impact on the marine environment, and to guarantee the integration of environmental
concerns into those sectoral policies.
Article 13 of Directive 2008/56/EC states that Member States, when drawing up the programme of
measures which need to be taken in order to achieve or maintain good environmental status in their
marine waters, must take into consideration sustainable development and, in particular, the social and
economic impacts of the measures envisaged.
Article 18 of the directive also states that Member States shall, within three years of the publication of
each programme of measures, submit to the Commission a brief interim report describing progress in
the implementation of that programme.
Under Article 22, the programmes drawn up by the Member States shall be co-financed by the EU in
accordance with existing financial instruments.
1. Can the Commission say whether Italy has submitted the interim report referred to in Article 18 of
Directive 2008/56/EC?
2. Can the Commission provide information on the amount of co-financing of every individual
programme drawn up by Member States?
Answer given by Mr Vella on behalf of the Commission
Interim reports on the updated programmes of measures under the Marine Strategy Framework
Directive (MSFD)(1) have not yet been submitted by Member States. They are expected to be reported by
Member States in the second half of 2018.
The Commission regularly issues specific calls for proposals for the implementation of the MSFD; the
latest one has been published on 20 March 2018.
In such calls for proposals, emphasis is placed on regional cooperation. Over the past four years, almost
EUR 12.5 million has been made available for co-funding projects aimed at supporting the
implementation of the MSFD. The LIFE programme also contributed EUR 36.8 million for projects having
a specific marine relevance.
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By December 2016, the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund contribution to the protection of the
marine environment including specific MSFD purposes amounted to EUR 61 million(2).
Member States have a large discretion in using different funding instruments to support the
implementation of their marine strategies. Indeed, different elements of such strategies, such as the
assessment of the marine environment, monitoring programmes or their programmes of measures,
often draw from initiatives in other related policies, such as the common fisheries policy or the
integrated Maritime Policy(3).
The Commission cannot therefore provide information on the exact amount of co-financing of every
individual programme of measures drawn up by each Member State.

(1) Directive 2008/56/EC, OJ L 164, 25.6.2008, p. 19‐40
(2) Data up to December 2017 will be available in June 2018. EUR 61 million corresponds to EMFF
support to selected operations (cost). EMFF support spent (expenditure) amounts to EUR 799 524.
(3) https://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/policy_en

Draft opinion - Port reception facilities for the delivery of waste from ships - PE
622.271v03-00 - Committee on Fisheries
Source: Council of the EU
Date: 13/06/2018
DRAFT OPINION on the proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on port
reception facilities for the delivery of waste from ships, repealing Directive 2000/59/EC and amending
Directive
2009/16/EC
and
Directive
2010/65/EU

Newsletters - Trawler - Newsletters 2018 - Committee on Fisheries
Source: European Commission
Date: 19/06/2018
The PECH Committee currently publishes a monthly newsletter called "The Trawler". In these
newsletters you will find updated information on the committee's work and current issues in the
fisheries world. You will also find an extensive list of the studies that our Policy department prepares
regularly and information on forthcoming meetings of the advisory councils and other international
events.
January
February
June 2018

2018

:

[EN]
2018
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Multiannual Plan for the North Sea and its implications for Ireland
Source: European Parliament
Date: 07/06/2018
Question for written answer to the Commission from Liadh Ní Riada MEP (GUE/NGL)
Paragraph 9 of the ‘Provisional Agreement Resulting from Inter-Institutional Negotiations’ for the
proposal for a regulation on the demersal stocks in the North Sea, including cod and prawns, dated the 7
March 2018 states:
‘Some demersal stocks are exploited both in the North Sea and in its adjacent waters. Therefore the
scope of the provisions of the plan relating to targets and safeguards for stocks that are mainly exploited
in the North Sea should be extended for those areas outside the North Sea’.
I believe the wording of this paragraph may be used to extend the application of this draft regulation to
Irish waters.
Can the Commission confirm that Irish waters are not included in any of this regulation, and that neither
the wording of Paragraph 9 above, nor of any other paragraphs in the proposed regulation can be used
or applied so that the regulation does apply to Irish waters, especially Areas 6A and 7A?
Can the Commission also confirm that the proposed regulation as it stands, including what was included
in Paragraph 9 does not relate to Irish waters, and there is no possibility of an amendment to include
Irish waters?
Answer given by Mr Vella on behalf of the Commission
The North Sea multi-annual plan, as agreed between co-legislators, applies to areas outside the North
Sea regarding the setting of total allowable catches (TACs) for specific demersal species.
This is the case for those demersal species that have their main abundance in the North Sea, but
straddle to adjacent waters, namely haddock, anglerfish and saithe in the West of Scotland. There is no
North Sea stock straddling to the Irish Sea and the regulation hence does not apply to this area.
The North Sea multi-annual plan applies only to the North Sea when it comes to specific conservation or
technical measures, that are to be adopted based on Joint Recommendations from the Member States
concerned, i.e. the Member States fishing in the North Sea. This plan hence does not apply to specific
conservation or technical measures for the West of Scotland or the Irish Sea.
Specific conservation or technical measures for the area West of Scotland or for the Irish Sea would in
the future be proposed in the framework of a Joint Recommendation from the North Western Waters
Member States Group, which comprises the Member States with fishing interests in these waters.
These measures would be based on the proposed multi-annual plan for the Western Waters(1), which is
currently being discussed in the European Parliament and the Council.

(1)
Proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a multiannual plan
for fish stocks in the Western Waters and adjacent waters, and for fisheries exploiting those stocks,
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amending Regulation (EU) 2016/1139 establishing a multiannual plan for the Baltic Sea, and repealing
Regulations (EC) No 811/2004, (EC) No 2166/2005, (EC) No 388/2006, (EC) 509/2007 and (EC) 1300/2008
(COM(2018)149).

Mercury levels in swordfish
Source: European Parliament
Date: 07/06/2018
Question for written answer to the Commission from Ms Clara Eugenia Aguilera García MEP (S&D)
I have been given access to information suggesting that Italy may be damaging Spain’s interests by
insisting on a specific interpretation of the sampling procedures laid down in Commission Regulation
(EC) No 333/2007 of 18 March 2007, in the context of official checks to determine mercury levels in
swordfish and shark.
As a result, several tons of swordfish, worth tens of thousands of euros, are being destroyed for no good
reason. The Spanish swordfish industry provides work for some 100 boats and more than 2 000 people.
1. What is the Commission’s position on this issue?
2. What measures is it planning to take?
Answer given by Mr Andriukaitis on behalf of the Commission
Regulation (EC) No 1881/2006(1) on maximum levels (MLs) for certain contaminants in foodstuffs sets
MLs for mercury in shark and swordfish at the level of 1.0 mg/kg. It is the responsibility of the Member
States to enforce these levels, taking into account Commission Regulation (EC) No 333/2007(2) on the
methods of sampling and analysis for the control of the levels of trace elements and processing
contaminants in foodstuffs.
The Commission services have been informed by the Spanish competent authority of the specific
interpretation of the sampling procedure allegedly applied by the Italian authority to control the
presence of mercury in shark and swordfish. However these allegations have not been substantiated
and it is not established that the way the Italian authorities sample swordfish to control the level of
mercury would go against the legal requirements. The Commission would be ready to discuss the
interpretation of the sampling procedure, as provided in EU legislation, in the Working Group on
Industrial and Environmental Contaminants of the Standing Committee on Plants, Animals, Food and
Feed.

(1)
Commission Regulation (EC) No 1881/2006 of 19 December 2006 setting maximum levels for certain
contaminants in foodstuffs. OJ L364, 20.12.2006, p5.
(2)
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Commission Regulation (EC) No 333/2007 of 28 March 2007 laying down the methods of sampling and
analysis for the control of the levels of trace elements and processing contaminants in foodstuffs.
OJ L 88, 29.3.2007, p29.

Notification procedure under Regulation (EU) No 1169/2011 on food information to
consumers
Source: European Parliament
Date: 07/06/2018
Question for written answer to the Commission from Mr Tom Vandenkendelaere MEP (PPE)
An increasing number of companies are drawing our attention to the additional costs of further
domestic measures regarding origin labelling for foods. Not only does it generate extra costs, the
procedure also lacks transparency. Unlike notification under the TRIS procedure, where Member States
are obliged to inform other Member States and the Commission of the intended technical requirements
that could cause barriers to trade on the internal market, the notification procedure under Regulation
(EU) No 1169/2011 on food information to consumers is not made public. Therefore, other Member
States cannot officially object.
Can the Commission explain why the procedure is not public?
Is there a reason why other Member States are denied the right to object?
Answer given by Mr Andriukaitis on behalf of the Commission
Article 45 of Regulation (EU) No 1169/2011 on food information to consumers(1) obliges Member States
which deem it necessary to adopt new food information legislation to notify their draft national
measures to the Commission and to the other Member States.
The Commission assesses the notified text and consults Member States in the Standing Committee on
Plants, Animals, Food and Feed. The discussion in the Standing Committee allows Member States to
intervene and to deliver their opinion on the envisaged measures. The minutes of these discussions are
published on the Commission website, in order to ensure the transparency of the process(2).
If the Commission’s opinion on the notified text is negative, the Commission initiates the examination
procedure in order to legally formalise its negative opinion. In this context, the representatives of the
Member States vote on the Commission's proposal by qualified majority.

(1)
OJ L 304, 22.11.2011, p. 18.
(2)
https://ec.europa.eu/food/safety/reg_com/gfl_en
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Brexit
EC and UK publish Joint Statement outlining further progress in Article 50 negotiations
Source: European Commission
Date: 20/06/2018
European Commission and United Kingdom publish Joint Statement outlining further progress in
Article 50 negotiations
Brussels, 19 June 2018
The European Commission and the United Kingdom published today a Joint Statement outlining the
progress that has been achieved on the terms of the draft Withdrawal Agreement since the negotiation
round that took place on 16-19 March 2018.
The new elements of agreement are set out in detail in points 3 and 4 of the Joint Statement , which
also outlines the UK's engagement on the remaining separation issues.
Michel Barnier, the European Commission's Chief Negotiator for Article 50 negotiations, said, "Today's
progress is due to the dedication and commitment of both negotiating teams, whom I would like to
thank. We have advanced on some separation issues for which European businesses need certainty, such
as customs, VAT, Euratom and certificates for goods. Engagement by the UK on remaining issues such as
the protection of personal data and geographical indications is also to be welcomed. Serious divergences
remain, however, on the Protocol on Ireland/Northern Ireland. I would like to recall that the Withdrawal
Agreement must contain a fully operational backstop solution for Ireland and Northern Ireland. I will
present the state of play of the negotiations to the European Council and the European Parliament.
Today marks a step forward in these negotiations but a lot more work needs to be done before October."
Next steps
Michel Barnier will present the state of play of the negotiations to the European Council (Article 50)
which takes place on 28 and 29 June 2018, and to the European Parliament. Negotiations on the
Withdrawal Agreement will continue over the coming weeks, together with the discussions on the
framework for the future relationship.
The agenda for this week's negotiations is available online.
Background information
On 28 February 2018, the European Commission published a draft Withdrawal Agreement between the
European Union and the United Kingdom. This draft translated into legal terms the Joint Report from
the negotiators of the European Union and the United Kingdom Government on the progress achieved
during phase 1 of the negotiations, published on 8 December 2017, and proposed text for those
outstanding withdrawal issues which are mentioned in, but not set out in detail, in the Joint Report. It
also included a draft Protocol on Ireland / Northern Ireland. Both the EU and the UK have recognised
that the unique situation of the island of Ireland requires a specific solution. Both sides have already
committed to including a legally operable backstop in the Withdrawal Agreement.
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On 19 March 2018 , the EU and the UK published an updated version of the Withdrawal Agreement,
outlining (in green, yellow, and white) the areas of agreement and disagreement between the
negotiators of the EU and the UK.
On 23 March 2018 , the European Council (Article 50) welcomed this agreement and adopted guidelines
on the framework for the future EU/UK relationship. Discussions on these points are ongoing.
A final version of this Withdrawal Agreement, together with an accompanying political declaration on
the framework for the future relationship, should be agreed by the EU and the UK by October 2018 to
allow for the timely ratification by the European Parliament, the Council (Article 50) and the UK,
according to its own constitutional requirements.
For more information
Joint Statement, 19 June 2018
European Council (Article 50) Guidelines, March 2018
TF50 website

Management Plans
North Sea fisheries: Council adopts multiannual management plan
Source: Council of the EU
Date: 18/06/2018
On 18 June 2018 the Council adopted a new multiannual management plan (MAP) for the North Sea
concerning demersal fish stocks - species that live and feed near the bottom of seas.
The new measures will target key species covering more than 90% of the landings in the area (ICES
divisions 2a, 3a and subarea 4) and being at risk of over-exploitation, as well as their by-catches . The
North Sea basin is a complex fishing area marked by the presence of mixed stocks and the phenomenon
of choke species , i.e. low volume quota species which, if reached, would lead to vessels having to tie up
even if they still had quota for other species.
The new North Sea MAP will ensure that demersal fish stocks are sustainably exploited according to the
principles of maximum sustainable yield (MSY) and of the ecosystem approach to fisheries management.
Thanks to the new rules, the best available scientific advice will be the basis for setting ranges , within
which total allowable catches ( TACs ) and quotas will be set in the future. Moreover further measures
will be have to be taken to bring stocks back within safe biological limits where limits are exceeded.
"The adoption of a multiannual management plan for fisheries in the North Sea is a fundamental
contribution to making the principles of the reformed Common Fisheries Policy a reality. A predictable
and science-based approach will help politicians make the right choices for the future competitiveness
and sustainability of European fisheries, and will help fishermen have a longer term vision for their
businesses." Rumen Porodzanov, minister of agriculture, food and forestry of the Republic of Bulgaria
and president of the Council
Next steps
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The North Sea MAP was adopted at a meeting of the Agriculture and Fisheries Council, without
discussion. It will enter into force on the twentieth day following that of its publication in the Official
Journal of the European Union.


Text of the regulation PE-CONS 14/18



Agreement with the European Parliament (press release 8/12/2017)

Western Mediterranean Demersal Fisheries Multiannual Plan
Source: Birdlife
Date: 19/06/2018
Please click here to access BirdLife's Position On the Western Mediterranean Demersal Fisheries
Multiannual Plan.

Multiannual Plans
Multiannual plan for fish stocks in the Western Waters and adjacent waters
Source: Council of the EU
Date: 12/06/2018
Please click here to access the opinion of the Irish Parliament on the application of the Principles of
Subsidiarity and Proportionality with regards to the Proposal for a REGULATION OF THE EUROPEAN
PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL establishing a multiannual plan for fish stocks in the Western
Waters and adjacent waters, and for fisheries exploiting those stocks, amending Regulation (EU)
2016/1139 establishing a multiannual plan for the Baltic Sea, and repealing Regulations (EC) No
811/2004, (EC) No 2166/2005, (EC) No 388/2006, (EC) 509/2007 and (EC) 1300/2008.

Multiannual plan for demersal stocks in the North Sea and the fisheries exploiting those
stocks
Source: Council of the EU
Date: 08/06/2018
Please click here to access a note on the adoption of the Draft Regulation of the European Parliament
and of the Council establishing a multiannual plan for demersal stocks in the North Sea and the fisheries
exploiting those stocks, specifying details of the implementation of the landing obligation in the North
Sea and repealing Council Regulations (EC) No 676/2007 and (EC) No 1342/2008 (first reading).
For a statement by Belgium, Denmark, France, Latvia and Spain, please click here . For the joint
statement by the European Parliament and the Council on prohibited species, please click here .
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Animal Welfare
Better welfare for fish
Source: Eurogroup for Animals
Date: 06/06/2018
EU citizens and leading fish stakeholders demand better welfare for fish
Today, the European Parliament hosted the first ever high level political event, 'Seizing the Day for Fish
Welfare', gathering fish professionals and political stakeholders to discuss the welfare of fish. At this
occasion experts, farmers, and certifiers voiced the value and importance of addressing welfare while
MEP's shared the political process they are pursuing to advance the issue and hold the European
Commission to the findings of its own study. The event coincides with the release of a new EU survey on
fish welfare evidencing that the majority of EU citizens agree that fish are sentient beings (65%), and
that they feel both positive (55%) and negative emotions (65%), and that not allowing fish to exhibit
natural behaviours has a negative impact on the welfare of fish.
Momentum has been building around the welfare of fish since consensus emerged that they are
sentient including the capacity to feel pain [1]. At the end of 2017 the European Commission published a
study [2] into the welfare of fish during transport and at slaughter in European Aquaculture and
followed this with a report to Parliament and Council [3]. Despite finding that international standards
are being failed across most sectors of European aquaculture, the report disappointingly recommended
that the European Union take no action.
At the occasion of the event, gathering aquaculture professionals, animal advocates and political
stakeholders, John Flack MEP, Anja Hazekamp MEP, and Stefan Eck MEP announced the formation of a
sub-group of the European Parliament Intergroup on the welfare and conservation of animals. The
group has cross-party membership and is pursuing a motion in the Parliament in pursuit of specific and
deliverable improvements in the welfare of Europe's farmed fish.
Speakers and participants from research, policy, advocacy, and industry used the forum offered by the
event to demonstrate the range of issues and opportunities for enhancing fish welfare in European
aquaculture.
During their presentations Commission officials emphasized that one of Europe's largest aquaculture
sectors, sea bass and sea bream in the Mediterranean, is failing to meet the World Animal Health
Organisation (OIE) standards [4] to which all EU Member States are signatories. They also confirmed that
the common practice of asphyxiation in ice slurry fails standards and causes prolonged suffering.
" We expect the European Commission to help bring about harmonisation between Member States when
it comes to fish welfare " said Katerina Marinou, Head of Animal Welfare in the Ministry of Rural
Development and Food in Greece, Europe's largest producer of sea bass and sea bream " fish are
sentient, so we expect the EU to take account of fish welfare as it does for other species ".
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The German government representative furthermore stated " In Germany we have, in addition to
Regulation (EC) No. 1099/2009, domestic legislation to safeguard the welfare of fish and invertebrates
during transport and slaughter. For example, it is mandatory to stun fish prior to killing; there are some
exceptions like mass-catching from a fishing vessel. With a view to a level playing field across Europe, we
support an increased level of cooperation on fish welfare. "
This was equally paraphrased by the Irish government representative with an emphasis on organic
farming by saying " Ireland's salmon sector is focused on producing organic fish. We're the only sector of
organic aquaculture in Europe that has normalised the humane stunning of fish, a requirement of the
Organic Regulation. It's a great benefit to our producers and we would be keen to share our experiences
with other Member States, producers or institutions. How can we ensure that all organic farmed fish
meet the regulation so that Irish producers are not undercut?"
The event coincides with the release by Eurogroup for Animals and Compassion in World Farming of a
recent European opinion survey sounding public perceptions around fish welfare. The dramatic headline
findings include that 79% of EU citizens think that the welfare of fish (salmon) should be protected to
the same extent as the welfare of other animals we eat, and that it should be better protected than it is
now. The findings also clearly show that consumers want welfare guarantees on their fish products
(79%), and that welfare guarantees are an indicator of the product characteristics that are less visible
but most important to them (quality and sustainability) as well as assuring them that the fish was well
treated [5].
" As aquaculture is still a young farming sector, relative to other livestock farming sectors, we believe
that the trend should be in the direction of high quality, high welfare, low environmental impact products
in line with consumers expectations. This means moving towards systems that meet the species-specific
welfare needs and behavioural preferences of the fish. " said Reineke Hameleers, Director at Eurogroup
for Animals.
In the lead up to the event, Eurogroup for Animals published its report 'Looking beneath the surface:
Fish Welfare in European Aquaculture', mapping out the issues faced by Europe's farmed fish, how
current regulatory frameworks can address these issues, and the areas in which new regulation will be
required sooner rather than later [6].
Notes
[1] EFSA, General approach to fish welfare and
fish, https://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/efsajournal/pub/954

to

the

concept

of

sentience

in

[2] DG-SANTE, Welfare of farmed fish: common practices during transport and at
slaughter,
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/facddd32-cda6-11e7a5d5-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
[3] European Commission, REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE
COUNCIL on the possibility of introducing certain requirements regarding the protection of fish at the
time of killing, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=COM%3A2018%3A87%3AFIN
[4] OIE, Aquatic Animal Health Code, http://www.oie.int/standard-setting/aquatic-code/

43 | P a g e

[5] Research carried out by ComRes on behalf of Eurogroup for Animals and Compassion in World
Farming between 30th April and 8th May 2018 using internet polling. 9,047 adults across the UK,
Germany, France, Italy, Spain, Poland, Sweden, The Netherlands, and Czechia responded. Data were
weighted to be nationally representative of each market by age, gender and region. Data tables can be
viewed here .
[6] Eurogroup for Animals, Looking Beneath the Surface: Fish Welfare in European Aquaculture , 2018.

IUU
Special event on ID-IUU (June 5)
Source: European Commission
Date: 05/06/2018
Please see below the speech by Commissioner Vella at the Special event on ID-IUU, during the 159th FAO
Council session, Rome, 5 June 2018.
Ladies and gentlemen,
Today we are celebrating the 1st International Day for the Fight against Illegal, Unreported, Unregulated
– IUU – Fishing.
And my thanks to the General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean for actively supporting the
FAO in proposing this day. The European Union has supported this idea from the very beginning.
Why is today important?
Because it allows us to highlight a plague that, unfortunately, remains widespread.
Around the world, ruthless operators are plundering fish stocks and emptying our oceans. And it's not
only fish, but above all people who are paying the price. Empty oceans equal empty stomachs and
empty wallets.
So fighting IUU fishing is not just an ecological duty. It's a moral imperative. To ensure that people in
coastal communities can live good, decent lives. Not just in Europe, but around the world. And not just
in our generation, but in the generations to come.
I am happy to speak to you about the European Union's role in this endeavour. Not just by hosting the
Our Ocean Conference in Malta last year. But throughout our engagement against IUU fishing, which
goes back far longer than that.
Over the past 8 years, the European Union's IUU Regulation has not only closed our market to illegally
caught fish. It has also encouraged underperforming countries to change their practices – addressing the
problem of IUU fishing at its very source.
You all know how our IUU process works – our system of dialogue and our red, yellow, and green cards –
so I will not go into too much detail.
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Let me just say that it works!
We have handed out 25 yellow cards over the years. Over half of them have since been lifted.
Of the more than 50 countries we have worked with, most are now taking their international obligations
very seriously.
And let's be clear: the IUU Regulation is not primarily about sanctions or punishment. What we really
want is positive change; a decisive move towards well-managed and sustainable fisheries.
That is why we remain fully available to support all countries and help them get back on track.
I am proud of the progress we have made together with the countries in question. We know we have
made a difference. In fact, in many regions we have seen a real transformational change, and the
countries are now reaping the benefits of this.
It is true that the past decade has also seen unprecedented international action, often driven by the
FAO.
Think of the Port State Measures Agreement , which finally entered into force two years ago.
Or take the FAO Voluntary Guidelines on Catch Documentation Schemes adopted last year.
Applying these measures effectively around the world will be the real test of our political resolve. It is
one thing to sign up to new measures and agreements. It is quite another to enforce them, consistently,
everywhere.
The European Union stands ready to support the FAO and others in making certain that these measures
are not just empty words.
For example, we have 8 years of experience with catch certification schemes that we are happy to share
this experience with others.
But, ladies and gentlemen, fighting IUU fishing is not just for governments and international
organisations.
We need the private sector.
We need civil society.
We need consumers.
That is why the European Union has been encouraging others to step up, too. With some very visible
results.
At last year's Our Ocean Conference, more non-state actors than ever before made pledges to boost
sustainable fisheries.
·

Global insurance company AXA announced a code of conduct between insurers banning
insurance for vessels involved in illegal fishing.

·

Microsoft co-founder Paul Allen's Vulcan Inc. pledged to invest 34 million euros to support the
fight against illegal fishing with cutting-edge technology.
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·

Pew announced a further 5 million euro top-up of their already impressive 20 million envelope
to set up a global enforcement system to fight IUU fishing.

·

The world's leading technology and data companies, under the umbrella of the World
Economic Forum's Ocean Data Alliance, pledged to build the technological tools needed for full
end-to-end traceability of tuna by 2020.

·

Major seafood companies like Thai Union and Bolton Alimentari committed to full traceability
for their seafood.

·

And leading players in global tourism like Hilton hotels and Royal Caribbean Cruises announced
their intention to serve 100% traceable seafood in their hotels and on-board their ships.

This is good news. And I hope that they will inspire others to make similar pledges at this year's Our
Ocean conference in Bali.
I also hope that this will encourage consumers to vote with their wallets and demand the sustainable
option.

Colleagues,
the war against IUU fishing is not yet won, but our joint measures are starting to bite. The markets and
ports for illegally caught fish are shrinking. So is the number of countries with flags of convenience.
The European Union will continue to work for better cooperation in eliminating IUU fishing practices.
And I count on all of you to join us in this battle.
To make illegal fishing a thing of the past.
So that our children and grandchildren may live in a world in which an International Day for the Fight
against IUU Fishing is no longer necessary.
Thank you.

Oceana calls for pirate fishing to be made an environmental crime
Source: Oceana
Date: 05/06/2018
Today, Oceana is sending out an SOS to urge national governments to make pirate fishing a punishable
environmental crime. Illegal, unreported and unregulated (IUU) fishing – also known as pirate fishing – is
a widespread and illicit practice worth tens of billions of euros every year and damages the marine
environment, jeopardising global fish supplies and the entire ocean ecosystem.
The call for governments to establish measures to be able to take legal action against pirate fishing
comes amid an international awareness campaign by the United Nations on 5th June – also World
Environment Day – to tackle the magnitude of the problem.
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" On World Environment Day and International Day for the Fight Against IUU Fishing, we're sending
out an SOS to call on governments around the world to make illegal fishing an environmental crime
," said Lasse Gustavsson, executive director of Oceana in Europe. " Countries need to recognise that
large-scale illegal fishing is organised crime and should be dealt with as such. Pirates should be behind
bars, not sailing free on the world's oceans ," added Gustavsson.
Globally, IUU fishing is estimated to account for 20% of total fish catches1. Conservative evaluations of
illegal and unreported fishing put the annual cost in loses to the global economy at between 9 and 20
billion euros, which in terms of fish, is 11 to 26 million tonnes2.
The impact of IUU fishing not being treated as a crime in most countries is taking its toll on the
environment and society. Those that participate in IUU fishing break or avoid fisheries rules, resulting in
an overexploitation of already overfished fish stocks and the destruction of vital marine habitats and
ecosystems. High-value species such as sharks and tunas are often the targets of unlawful fishing.
Overfishing these predators as well as endangered species creates an unbalance in the whole marine
ecosystem, putting ocean health and abundance at risk.
For society, IUU fishing also puts the fishermen and women who fish legally at a disadvantage and brings
adverse knock-on effects for the economic and social well-being of fishing communities.
As part of a drive to reach the 2020 target deadline to end IUU fishing and destructive fishing practices
under the UN's Sustainable Development Goals, the General Fisheries Commission for the
Mediterranean (GFCM) - a UN regional fisheries body - spearheaded the initiative to dedicate
an International Day to tackle IUU fishing . The Day was officially adopted at the UN General Assembly
on 22 November 20173.
1. http://www.fao.org/gfcm/news/detail/en/c/1096102/
2. Agnew DJ, Pearce J, Pramod G, Peatman T, Watson R, Beddington JR, et al. (2009) Estimating the
Worldwide
Extent
of
Illegal
Fishing.
PLoS
ONE
4(2):
e4570. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0004570
3. http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/72/L.12

Health and Food Audits and Analysis
Country

Audit
number

Title

Audit Period

Morocco

2017-6168

Fishery products

Dec 2017

Report
details

Brazil

2017-6278

Fishery products

Sep 2017

Report
details
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Country

Audit
number

Title

Audit Period

Malta

2017-6049

Import control system

Oct 2017

Report
details

RASFF
Bivalve molluscs and products thereof
alert

29/06/2018

2018.1823

Sweden

Diarrhoeic Shellfish Poisoning
(DSP) toxins (260 µg/kg - ppb)
in live mussels (Mytilus
edulis) from Sweden

serious

Details

alert

27/06/2018

2018.1797

France

Diarrhoeic Shellfish Poisoning
(DSP) toxins (166.3 µg/kg ppb) in tellinas from France

serious

Details

information
for followup

27/06/2018

2018.1804

Spain

high count of Escherichia coli
(1700;1300 MPN/100g) in
chilled clams (Chamelea
gallina) from Italy

not
serious

Details

information
for followup

27/06/2018

2018.1796

Italy

high count of Escherichia coli
(3300 MPN/100g) in lupino
(Chamelea gallina) from Italy

not
serious

Details

alert

26/06/2018

2018.1789

France

too high count of Escherichia
coli (930 CFU/100g) in live
mussels from France

serious

Details

information
for

26/06/2018

2018.1779

Netherlands

norovirus (presence) in live

serious

Details
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attention

oysters from France

information
for
attention

20/06/2018

2018.1724

France

too high count of Escherichia
coli (790 MPN/100g) in live
mussels from France

serious

Details

alert

19/06/2018

2018.1704

Spain

hepatitis A virus (present /2g)
in frozen raw saltwater clams
(Donax trunculus) from
Turkey

serious

Details

alert

18/06/2018

2018.1702

Italy

too high count of Escherichia
coli (up to 790 MPN/100g) in
live clams (Venus verrucosa)
from Spain

serious

Details

alert

14/06/2018

2018.1657

France

too high count of Escherichia
coli (2100 MPN/100g) in live
oysters from France

serious

Details

information
for
attention

12/06/2018

2018.1620

Spain

too high count of Escherichia
coli (up to 490 MPN/100g) in
live clams (Venus gallina)
from Italy

serious

Details

information
for
attention

12/06/2018

2018.1623

Spain

too high count of Escherichia
coli (230 MPN/100g) in live
clams (Venus gallina) from
Italy

serious

Details

information
for

07/06/2018

2018.1579

Spain

Diarrhoeic Shellfish Poisoning
(DSP) toxins - okadaic acid

serious

Details
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attention

(275 µg/kg - ppb) in chilled
saltwater clams coquinas
(Donax trunculus) from
Portugal

Cephalopods and products thereof
information
for attention

25/06/2018

2018.1773

Norway

cadmium (2.2 mg/kg dry
matter) in frozen shortfin
squid (Illex argentinus) from
Argentina

serious

Details

information
for attention

22/06/2018

2018.1751

Italy

cadmium (2.2 mg/kg - ppm) in
chilled squids (Loligo
duvauceli) from Spain, with
raw material from India

serious

Details

information
for attention

22/06/2018

2018.1754

Italy

cadmium (2.3 mg/kg - ppm) in
chilled squid (Todarodes
sagittatus) from Spain

serious

Details

information
for attention

13/06/2018

2018.1645

Italy

cadmium (6.1 mg/kg - ppm) in
chilled Euopean flying squids
(Todarodes sagittatus) from
Spain

serious

Details

border
rejection

08/06/2018

2018.1590

Spain

poor temperature control (4.36 °C) of frozen squid
(Loligo vulgaris) from Senegal

not
serious

Details

alert

06/06/2018

2018.1559

Spain

cadmium (2.3 mg/kg - ppm) in

serious

Details
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frozen whole squid from India

Crustaceans and products thereof
border
rejection

25/06/2018

2018.1768

Belgium

prohibited substance
nitrofuran (metabolite)
furazolidone (AOZ)
(>MRPL) in shrimps from
India

serious

Details

border
rejection

20/06/2018

2018.1716

Netherlands

prohibited substance
nitrofuran (metabolite)
furazolidone (AOZ) (3.0
µg/kg - ppb) in frozen
shrimps (penaeus
vannamei) from India

serious

Details

Fish and fish products
alert

29/06/2018

2018.1833

France

Listeria monocytogenes
(<10 CFU/100g) in smoked
salmon from Belgium

serious

Details

border
rejection

28/06/2018

2018.1808

United
Kingdom

poor temperature control
(14.5 °C) of chilled snapper
from Mexico

undecided

Details

information
for attention

26/06/2018

2018.1774

Italy

mercury (1.796 mg/kg ppm) in chilled vacuumpacked swordfish loins
(Xiphias gladius) from
Spain, via France

serious

Details
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border
rejection

25/06/2018

2018.1762

Norway

poor traceability records
for frozen surimi from the
United States

not
serious

Details

information
for attention

22/06/2018

2018.1748

France

parasitic infestation with
Anisakis of cod tails from
Iceland

not
serious

Details

border
rejection

21/06/2018

2018.1733

United
Kingdom

foreign body (fine white
powder) in frozen smoked
haddock from China

undecided

Details

alert

18/06/2018

2018.1700

Italy

histamine (up to 145.4
mg/kg - ppm) in chilled
anchovies (Engraulis
encrasicolus) from Italy

serious

Details

border
rejection

18/06/2018

2018.1693

United
Kingdom

poor temperature control
(+13.3 °C) of chilled
swordfish and tuna loins
from the Seychelles

not
serious

Details

information
for attention

13/06/2018

2018.1656

Belgium

histamine (1500 mg/kg ppm) in chilled mackerel
(Scomber scombrus) from
France

serious

Details

information
for attention

13/06/2018

2018.1658

France

foodborne outbreak
caused by histamine (280,
1100, 1900 mg/kg - ppm)
in frozen yellowfin tuna
cubes (Thunnus albacares)

serious

Details
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from Vietnam

border
rejection

13/06/2018

2018.1643

Germany

mercury (1.26 mg/kg ppm) in chilled swordfish
from Chile

serious

Details

information
for attention

12/06/2018

2018.1621

Germany

mercury (1.9 mg/kg - ppm)
in chilled swordfish from
Chile

serious

Details

information
for attention

11/06/2018

2018.1605

Germany

mercury (1.16 mg/kg ppm) in chilled swordfish
from Chile

serious

Details

alert

08/06/2018

2018.1585

Slovenia

mercury in frozen skinless
blue shark (Prionace
glauca) from Spain

serious

Details

information
for followup

08/06/2018

2018.1593

Italy

parasitic infestation with
Anisakis of chilled hake
(Merluccius merluccius)
from Spain

not
serious

Details

border
rejection

07/06/2018

2018.1576

Portugal

poor temperature control rupture of the cold chain (5 °C) of frozen ling from
New Zealand

serious

Details

information
for attention

06/06/2018

2018.1557

Italy

mercury (2.6 mg/kg - ppm)
in chilled smooth-hound
(mustelus mustelus) from

serious

Details
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Croatia

alert

06/06/2018

2018.1563

Italy

mercury (1.619 mg/kg ppm) in frozen swordfish
from Portugal

serious

Details

border
rejection

06/06/2018

2018.1564

United
Kingdom

thawed frozen raw red
mullet from Vietnam

undecided

Details

border
rejection

05/06/2018

2018.1541

United
Kingdom

poor temperature control
(-3.2 °C) of frozen longfin
thornyhead from Russia

not
serious

Details

border
rejection

05/06/2018

2018.1546

United
Kingdom

poor temperature control
of frozen pacific cod fillets
(Gadus macrocephalus)
from Russia

not
serious

Details

border
rejection

05/06/2018

2018.1542

United
Kingdom

poor temperature control
of frozen black cod
(Anoplopoma fimbria)
from Russia

not
serious

Details

border
rejection

04/06/2018

2018.1537

Spain

poor temperature control (
between - 4.9 and - 18 °C)
of frozen sardines from
Morocco

not
serious

Details

information
for attention

01/06/2018

2018.1523

Italy

parasitic infestation with
Anisakis (massive presence
of live larvae in celomatic
cavity) of chilled mackerel

not
serious

Details
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(Scomber scombrus) from
Spain

border
rejection

01/06/2018

2018.1520

United
Kingdom

poor temperature control
of chilled cooked crab
meat from Sri Lanka

not
serious

Details

information
for attention

01/06/2018

2018.1509

Sweden

mercury (1.5 mg/kg - ppm)
in chilled swordfish loins
(Xiphias gladius) from
unknown origin, via the
Netherlands

serious

Details

border
rejection

01/06/2018

2018.1524

Belgium

unauthorised substance
ofloxacin (>2.2 µg/kg ppb) in frozen red tilapia
(Oreochromis spp) from
Vietnam

undecided

Details

New Legislation


Establishing a multiannual plan for demersal stocks in the North Sea

Source: Council of the EU - Regulations
Date: 08/06/2018
Please click here to access the Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a
multiannual plan for demersal stocks in the North Sea and the fisheries exploiting those stocks,
specifying details of the implementation of the landing obligation in the North Sea and repealing Council
Regulations (EC) No 676/2007 and (EC) No 1342/2008.


Provision of food information to consumers
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Source: European Commission - Notices
Date: 08/06/2018
Please click here to access the Commission notice on questions and answers on the application of
Regulation (EU) No 1169/2011 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the provision of food
information to consumers.

The Official Journal of the European Union (OJ) is the only official periodical published every working day
in all official languages of the European Union.
The Legislation (L) series contains EU legislation, including regulations, directives, decisions,
recommendations and opinions. The Information and Notices (C) series contains EU information and
notices, including summaries of judgements of the Court of Justice of the EU, calls for expressions of
interest for EU programmes and projects and other documents published pursuant to EU legislation.


Fishing mortality ranges and safeguard levels for certain herring stocks in the Baltic Sea

Source: Council of the EU –regulations
Date: 07/06/2018
Please click here to access the Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending
Regulation (EU) 2016/1139 as regards fishing mortality ranges and safeguard levels for certain herring
stocks in the Baltic Sea











Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) 2018/823 of 4 June 2018 terminating the partial
interim review of the countervailing measures applicable to imports of certain rainbow trout
originating in the Republic of Turkey
Commission Regulation (EU) 2018/863 of 8 June 2018 establishing a prohibition of fishing for
skates and rays in Union waters of 3a by vessels flying the flag of Denmark
Commission Regulation (EU) 2018/864 of 8 June 2018 establishing a prohibition of fishing for
blue marlin in the Atlantic Ocean by vessels flying the flag of Portugal
Corrigendum to the Protocol setting out the fishing opportunities and the financial
contribution provided for by the Fisheries Partnership Agreement between the European
Community and the Republic of Mozambique( OJ L 46, 17.2.2012 )
Commission notice on questions and answers on the application of Regulation (EU) No
1169/2011 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the provision of food
information to consumers
Information communicated by Member States regarding closure of fisheries (Skates and rays
(rajiformes)- Denmark)
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Information communicated by Member States regarding closure of fisheries (Blue marlin
(Makaira nigricans)- Portugal)
European Parliament resolution of 25 October 2016 on how to make fisheries controls in
Europe uniform (2015/2093(INI))
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