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1
Introduction

This consultation takes place in the context of the preparation of the Action plan to conserve fisheries
resources and marine ecosystems announced in the EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030. The Action Plan
is linked to the implementation of reporting under the recently adopted Technical Measures Regulation and
under the common fisheries policy (CFP) as a means to put forward concrete recommendations to Member
States on actions they need to take with a view to the CFP contribution to the implementation of
environmental legislation. The Action Plan also aims to support the delivery of the EU Biodiversity Strategy
to 2030, including a more effective implementation of relevant EU environmental laws, notably the Birds,
Habitats and Marine Strategy Framework Directives.

The EU has comprehensive policies and legislation to protect the marine environment. The common
fisheries policy has among its key objectives to ensure that fishing is environmentally sustainable and to
ensure that negative impacts of fishing activities on the marine ecosystem are minimised. As a result, the
management measures that have been put in place over the last couple of decades have managed to
reduce certain pressures. The strategies set up under the Marine Strategy Framework Directive established
a framework for protecting the marine environment. Besides, the Maritime Spatial Planning Directive
(MSPD) has been adopted in the EU as a framework by national governments to organise the marine
space in an efficient, safe and sustainable way, whilst preventing conflicting activities. While it is up to
Member States to decide which activities are included in their plans and where those activities will take
place, the Commission will provide recommendations to make national maritime spatial plans adapted to
the EU Green Deal, notably to the biodiversity and offshore renewable energy strategies’ objectives.

As indicated in the roadmap for the Action Plan, the overall objective of this initiative is to concretely exploit
the synergies between the fisheries and environmental policies. It will directly contribute to one of the main
objectives of the European Green Deal, to turn environmental and climate challenges into opportunities.
The Action Plan will in particular:

® |dentify actions needed to increase selectivity[1] and reduce and, where possible, eliminate bycatch
of sensitive species, focusing on those threatened with extinction and in unfavourable conservation
status;

® Explore ways and identify actions to:


https://ec.europa.eu/oceans-and-fisheries/news/sustainable-fisheries-commission-publishes-first-report-implementation-technical-measures_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12953-Action-plan-to-conserve-fisheries-resources-and-protect-marine-ecosystems-_en

® 3) significantly improve the implementation of fisheries management measures necessary to
achieve the objectives of the environmental legislation by making full use of the possibilities
under the CFP;
® b) achieve, in particular in Natura 2000 sites and other marine protected areas, in accordance
with the commitment in the Biodiversity Strategy that these measures should be established in
all marine protected areas by 2030;
® |dentify measures that will be introduced, where necessary, to limit the use of fishing gear most
harmful to biodiversity, including on the seabed;
® Build on the legal requirement for Member States to determine and achieve good environmental
status for seabed integrity under the Marine Strategy Framework Directive, which includes the
development of threshold values; identify avenues on how to achieve these values in a “fair and just
way for all” while at the same time increasing the carbon storage capacity of marine sediments and
contributing to reducing CO2 emissions;
® Explore ways to secure a more effective inter-play between the possibilities provided for under the
common fisheries policy to effectively contribute to the environmental objectives, and Article 6 of the
Birds and Habitats Directives and Article 15 of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive; notably, as
regards to the latter, in the context of the review of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive;
Strengthen the implementation of the relevant acquis;
Improve the availability and quality of marine knowledge and information, notably through the
environmental reporting obligations and fisheries data collection framework;
® Explore the possibilities under the EU funding instruments to support the objectives of the Action
Plan (e.g. EMFAF, LIFE, ERDF, Horizon) and, where relevant, actively encourage Member States in
their use to support the Biodiversity objectives.

Further to the feedback already provided by stakeholders and general public on the roadmap, this
stakeholder consultation aims at deepening the understanding of specific issues in view of the ongoing
preparation of the Action Plan. It notably aims at collecting further scientific evidence or other “structured
information” on the issues at stake. “Structured information”, in this questionnaire, means “information
collected as part of a systematic reporting system, survey or study that is representative of the fishery and
the resources, ecosystem or the habitat/species of concern”.

The Commission values the input of all stakeholders. In order to facilitate the contribution of all
stakeholders, the questionnaire will be translated in all EU languages. The incoming translations will be
added in the EU survey and will be available by 3 December 2021 at the latest.

All information collected via the survey will be stored and handled in a confidential manner and compliant
with the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR). You are entitled to upload a document or position
paper to your contribution (maximum size 5 MB), or to provide additional remarks and information at the
end of the survey.

[1] ‘selectivity’ means a quantitative expression represented as a probability of capture of marine biological
resources of a certain size and/or species (Article 6 of the Technical Measures Regulation).
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The Commission will publish all contributions to this public consultation. You can choose whether you

would prefer to have your details published or to remain anonymous when your contribution is published. Fo
r the purpose of transparency, the type of respondent (for example, ‘business association,
‘consumer association’, ‘EU citizen’) country of origin, organisation name and size, and its
transparency register number, are always published. Your e-mail address will never be published.
Opt in to select the privacy option that best suits you. Privacy options default based on the type of

respondent selected

* Contribution publication privacy settings

Anonymous

Only organisation details are published: The type of respondent that you
responded to this consultation as, the name of the organisation on whose

behalf you reply as well as its transparency number, its size, its country of
origin and your contribution will be published as received. Your name will not



be published. Please do not include any personal data in the contribution itself
if you want to remain anonymous.

® Public
Organisation details and respondent details are published: The type of
respondent that you responded to this consultation as, the name of the
organisation on whose behalf you reply as well as its transparency number, its
size, its country of origin and your contribution will be published. Your name
will also be published.

/| | agree with the personal data protection provisions

*Are you familiar with EU legislation linked with this initiative (Common Fisheries
Policy, Birds & Habitats Directive, Marine Strategy Framework Directive, Maritime
Spatial Planning)?
Yes
® Partly
No

3 General Questions

“Q1: Did you already provide feedback on the roadmap for the Action Plan?

Yes
® No


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/specific-privacy-statement

Q2: Which of these statements would you agree with?

at least 1 answered row(s)

Neither
Strong| , agree Strongl No
, 9y Disagree 9 Agree 9y -
disagree nor Agree opinion
disagree
Further improvements in size-selectivity are still needed for a better conservation of 8
fisheries resources (avoiding catches of small fish)
Further improvements in species -selectivity are still needed for a better conservation &
of fisheries resources (avoiding catches of sensitive species)
It is necessary to better protect marine ecosystems in view of their functions of P
climate regulation and provision of ecosystem services
Better protection of marine habitats from human activities, including fishing pressure, 3
is necessary, in particular in marine protected areas
Better protection of sensitive marine species from human activities, including fishing &

pressure, is necessary, in particular in marine protected areas

Better protection of the marine environment should go hand in hand with the
protection of fishers’ livelihoods, as well as of the livelihoods of people working
onshore in fishing-related jobs and in fisheries-dependent communities



Please elaborate in the text box below, or by uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

Please upload your file(s)

4 Conserving fisheries resources - selectivity

This part of the consultation focuses on how, where, when and with which fishing gear the fishing can be
pursued. Other types of fisheries resources management, such as catch limits, are addressed through
other policy developments and are therefore not within the scope of this consultation.

Most bony fish release far higher numbers of eggs than the numbers of fish the sea can support to
adulthood. Most juveniles die in the very early stages of life. Fishing gear that catches too many juveniles is
inefficient from both an ecological and economic point of view because the juveniles are caught before they
reproduce, and the harvest is not optimised. So is fishing gear that catches only the largest fish. In mixed
fisheries where fish of different body size are caught together, compromises have to be made.

Innovation in fisheries gear and fishing techniques plays a key role, in particular to address this challenge
selectivity potential of fishing gear and techniques. The Commission encourages efforts in this direction
through funding research and innovation that help in the protection of juveniles, notably in the context of the
implementation of the landing obligation as well as in the minimisation of the impact on sensitive[1] species
(including marine birds, mammals, turtles and non-commercial fish[2] that are adversely affected by
pressures arising from human activities, including fishing activities), hereafter referred to as sensitive
species, and on habitats). Selectivity depends on a number of factors, including fishery technology, fishing
methods, size of the mesh, target species, season, weather, fishing area and the fisherman’s own
behaviour (choice of fishing area, for example). As highlighted in the CFP Annual Communication COM
(2021)279, the uptake, supported by the European Maritime Fisheries Fund (EMFF), of more selective
gears or additional mitigation measures to protect sensitive species, while on the rise, remains however
slow and the move from trialling selective gears to actual adoption and inclusion in legislation remains a
lengthy process. Further developments could for instance build upon the advice provided by ICES in 2020
[3], and on the results of Horizon 2020 projects. A similar conclusion is presented in the above-mentioned
report on the implementation of the Technical Measures Regulation. The variety of joint recommendations
already put forward demonstrates that regionalisation, i.e. the proposal of joint recommendations by
regional groups of Member States, is effective and most suitable to provide targeted and tailor-made
technical measures. Member States have demonstrated that the regional cooperation can be swift and
efficient. However, improvements need to be made in terms of the level of speed and ambition when it
comes to developing and agreeing joint recommendations on measures aimed at improving selectivity or
restricting fisheries with a view to contributing to EU environmental legislation, and the Commission will
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continue to provide all the necessary support and guidance to ensure that environmental objectives are
appropriately addressed in joint recommendations.

[1] As defined in Article 6 of the Technical Measures Regulation

[2] Non-commercially-exploited species, as referred to in Decision 2017/848/EU and including species
whose targeting, capture, retention, sale, landing or transhipment are prohibited. This includes but is not
limited to prohibited fish and shellfish species listed in Annex | of Regulation 1241/2019, in Annex IV to
Directive 92/43/EEC except where derogations are granted under Article 16 of that Directive, marine
mammals and reptiles listed Annexes Il and IV to that Directive, and species of seabirds covered by
Directive 2009/147/EC

[3] ICES advice on innovative gear, ICES 2021. https://www.ices.dk/news-and-events/news-archive/news
/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx

“Q3: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that in specific areas and/or for specific species, too many juveniles or
too many sexually mature fishes may be caught, thus preventing the optimal yield
from being achieved in a sustainable manner?

® Yes
No
Partly

*Please provide such evidence or other structured information, indicating the area(s)
and/or species concerned, and specific reference (with a web link where available,
or by uploading a document).

3000 character(s) maximum

See STECF REPORTS.

Please upload your file(s)

Q4: Beyond the ones identified in the ICES advice on innovative gear[1], and
projects like “Discardless” and “Minouw”, are you aware of innovative fishing
techniques and/or gears that allow juveniles of particular species to escape and
survive without other negative environmental impacts, e.g. on sensitive species or
habitats?

[1] ICES advice on innovative gear, ICES 2021. https://www.ices.dk/news-and-
events/news-archive/news/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx

Yl Yes, innovations that are under development or under testing/piloting
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https://www.ices.dk/news-and-events/news-archive/news/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx

Yes, innovations that are available on the market but not sufficiently used yet
Yes, innovations that are are starting to be used by industry, and could be
advertised as success stories? (either on a voluntary basis or by means of
legislation)

No

Please provide further details on the "/nnovations that are under developrment or
unaer testing/prfoting' in the box, or by uploading a document below.

3000 character(s) maximum

GFCM pilot actions in Strait of Sicily.
Selectivity projects on trawlers engaged by Member States under the WEST MED management plan.

Please upload your file(s)

Q5: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that fishers encounter significant challenges when adopting the
innovative gears or fishing techniques/operations mentioned in question Q47 [Tick
as appropriate. Multiple answers allowed]
No significant challenges are encountered
Yl Making the switch is/would be too costly
Making the switch requires/would require too much effort and training
Yl Other [please specify]

Please specify "other"

3000 character(s) maximum

French Fishery Sector: Selon I'engin de péche, il peut y avoir un temps important d'entretien/maintenance
pour le pécheur.

Please provide further information by providing a link in the textbox below, or by
uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)
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Only files of the type pdf,txt,doc,docx,odt,rtf are allowed
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Further data collection on the state of fishery resources and the marine
environment, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity

Further research on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques

Better accessibility of the data collected / the results of research projects
Further testing/piloting of innovative gears and/or fishing techniques
Awareness raising / training on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques

Financial support for the development and market uptake of more innovative
gears and fishing techniques

Legislative measures at national, regional or EU level e.g. to limit the use of
certain harmful gears, to close certain areas or seasons to fishing, or to ensure
the use of technical or operational solutions to reduce by-catches of sensitive
species

More effective enforcement of existing legislation

Other

(1) Not
important

(2) Less
important

(3) Neither
important
nor
unimportant

Q6: What priority would you give to the following actions to address the challenges you listed in Q57

(4)

Important

(5) Very
important

Don't
know
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Please provide underlying factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating to support your answer, either in the text box below or by uploading a
document.

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC OPINION Towards more sustainable fishing in the EU: state of play and orientations for 2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/08
/200_medac_advice_fishing_opportunities_2021.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Q7: Do you have factual / scientific evidence providing socio-economic information
on the practical implementation of any of the actions listed under Q67
Yl Further data collection on the state of fishery resources and the marine
environment, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity
Further research on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques
/I Better accessibility of the data collected / the results of research projects
Further testing/piloting of innovative gears and/or fishing techniques
Awareness raising / training on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques
Y Financial support for the development and market uptake of more innovative
gears and fishing techniques
Legislative measures at national, regional or EU level e.g. to limit the use of
certain harmful gears, to close certain areas or seasons to fishing, or to
ensure the use of technical or operational solutions to reduce by-catches of
non-commercial species
Further enforcement of existing legislation
Other

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further data collection on the state of fishery resources and the marine
environment, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity”, or insert
the information directly in the text box or by uploading a document below

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC OPINION Towards more sustainable fishing in the EU: state of play and orientations for 2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/08
/200_medac_advice_fishing_opportunities_2021.pdf
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Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further research on innovative gears anaror ishing techniques’, or insert the
information directly in the text box or by uploading a document below

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdfit.pdf and
MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Better accessibility of the data collected / the resulls of research projects’, or
insert the information directly in the text box or by uploading a document below.

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC OPINION Towards more sustainable fishing in the EU: state of play and orientations for 2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/08
/200_medac_advice_fishing_opportunities_2021.pdf and MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295

/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further testing/piloting of innovative gears ana/or fishing techniques’, or insert
the information directly in the text box or by uploading a document below.

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdfit.pdf and and
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MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Awareness raising / training on innovative gears anasor fishing techniques’, or
insert the information directly in the text box or by uploading a document below

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdgfit.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Financial support for the development and market uptake of more innovative
gears and 1ishing techniques’; or insert the information directly in the text box or by
uploading a document below

3000 character(s) maximum
MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wgfit.pdf and
MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021

http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

5 Protecting marine ecosystems — sensitive habitats

5.1 Transversal questions on protecting marine ecosystems

Marine ecosystems remain under threat by various pressures such as from human activities and climate
change. More than 65% of seabed habitats protected under the Habitats Directive are in unfavourable
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conservation status[1]. Certain fishing activities have a negative impact on the marine environment, for
example due to the disturbance of seabed habitats, including through the use of specific fishing gears such
as bottom contacting fishing gear, which is now the most damaging activity to the seabed[2]. For example,
the southern North Sea once had extensive oyster beds but these disappeared since trawling became a
widely-used fishing method. There is concern about the loss of seagrass beds and of fragile ecosystems
structured around corals, sponges and sea-pens. This calls for action to halt the degradation of marine
habitats.

EU legislation already provides protection to certain marine habitats, including seabed habitats, such as for
example in the “Technical Measures” and “Deep Sea Access* Regulations (Annex Il of Regulation 2019
/1241 and Regulation (EU) 2016/2336[3] ) or the Mediterranean Regulation (EU Regulation 1967/2006).
Science indicates that many areas of the EU seabed are trawled frequently (in some cases, more than ten
times a year) and these marine habitats are subject to extensive damage.

Member States have also established a number of marine protected areas, including Natura 2000 sites as
required under the Birds and Habitats Directives, in order to bring the degraded habitats to a healthy state.
However, their management is not effective and the necessary management measures, including fisheries
ones, still need to be established or improved in most of these areas. The Biodiversity Strategy for 2030, as
endorsed by Member States, will require further MPA designations and the improvement of their
management and coherence.

The Marine Strategy Framework Directive moreover requires that marine habitats are in Good
Environmental Status. This will require that certain parts of the seabed should be allowed to recover to
good health, including from disturbance by human activities including by bottom contacting fishing gears
(Commission Decision (EU) 2017/848), if those activities are not compatible with achieving Good
Environmental Status.

As further detailed in the previous section, innovation in fisheries gear and fishing techniques may play a
role in addressing this challenge.

[1] https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/soer-2020

[2] ICES Advice (eu.2021.08) shows that about 85% of the seabed between 0-800m depth in the Atlantic
(North Sea, Celtic Seas and Bay of Biscay and Iberian Coast regions) and southern Baltic Sea is affected
by bottom fishing.

[3] Regulation (EU) 2016/2336 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 14 December 2016
establishing specific conditions for fishing for deep-sea stocks in the north-east Atlantic and provisions for
fishing in international waters of the north-east Atlantic and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 2347
/2002. OJ L 354, 23.12.2016, p. 1-19

Q8: Do you have factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for any specific improvement in the implementation of
existing management measures to protect seabed habitats in specific Natura 2000
sites and other marine protected areas?

Yes
? No

Q9: Do you have factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for any specific additional management measures to
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protect seabed habitats in specific Natura 2000 sites and other marine protected
areas?

Yes
® No

Q10: Do you have factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for any specific additional management measures to
protect seabed habitats outside marine protected areas?
® Yes
No

Please provide such evidence or other structured information, specifying the
possible additional measures, the area(s) concerned, and insert a reference in the
text box below or by uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/07
/142_medac_advice_msy_fish_opportunities_gfcm_decisions.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Q11:Do you have suggestions on what actions should be taken to improve and
accelerate the adoption and implementation of fisheries conservation measures in
MPAs, including Natura 2000 sites and those for MSFD purposes, established
under the rules of the common fisheries policy? [Tick as appropriate. Multiple
answers allowed]

Improving the Commission’s guidance on the application of the environmental
and fisheries legislation

Better enforcement of the relevant environmental and fisheries legislation at
national and EU level

Improving current processes for the adoption of national measures and joint
recommendations

Encouraging closer cooperation between fisheries and environmental
administrations

Appropriate measures through new EU legislation or review of the relevant
legislation
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Other [please specify]

Q12: Do you have factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for any specific additional measures under
“Technical Measures”, “Deep-Sea access” and / or the "Mediterranean Regulation”
to protect, for example, areas or specific habitat types, including outside of MPAs?
Yes
® No

Q13: Do you have factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that that there is a need for further protecting specific sensitive habitats
as a priority?
Yes
? No

Q14: Do you have factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for addressing specific fishing gears and/or
techniques as a priority, to reduce impact on seabed habitats?

Yes
¢ No

Q15: Beyond the ones identified in the ICES advice on innovative gear [1], are you
aware of other alternative or innovative fishing gears and/or techniques that could
be used to better protect marine habitats, without having other negative
environmental impacts, e.g. on sensitive species or habitats?

[1] ICES advice on innovative gear, ICES 2021. https://www.ices.dk/news-and-
events/news-archive/news/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx

Yl Yes, innovations that are under development or under testing / piloting
Yes, innovations that are available on the market but not sufficiently used yet
Yes, innovations that are are starting to be used by industry, and could be
advertised as success stories (either on a voluntary basis or by means of
legislation)
No
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https://www.ices.dk/news-and-events/news-archive/news/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx
https://www.ices.dk/news-and-events/news-archive/news/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx

For the /nnovations that are under development or under testing / piloting, please
specify the gear and/or technique, fisheries, and areas in which they could be used
and provide supporting evidence.

3000 character(s) maximum

GFCM pilot actions in Strait of Sicily

Please upload your file(s)

Q16: Do you have factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that that fishers encounter significant challenges when adopting the
innovative gears or fishing techniques/operations mentioned in question Q157 [Tick
as appropriate. Multiple answers allowed]

No significant challenges are encountered

Yl Making the switch is/would be too costly
Making the switch requires/would require too much effort and training
Other [please specify]

Please provide further information - if available - in the textbox below, or by
uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)
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Q17: What priority would you give to the following actions to address the challenges you listed in Q16, or more generally
to further protect marine habitats at national, regional or EU level?

(3) Neither ,
(1) Not (2) Less i (4) (5) Very Don't
, . important nor ,
important important ) Important important know
unimportant

Further data collection on the state of fishery resources and the marine

environment, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity 0
Further research on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques 2
Further testing/piloting of innovative gears and/or fishing techniques 2

Awareness raising / training on innovative gears and/or fishing =

techniques

Financial support for the development and market uptake of more 3

innovative gears and fishing techniques
Legislative measures at national, regional or EU level
More effective enforcement of existing legislation

Other
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Please provide further factual/scientific evidence or structured information to
support your answer in the textbox below, or by uploading a document.

Please specify the fisheries, the area(s) concerned (e.g. MPAs, areas for specific
habitats (e.g. VMEs or specific habitats protected under Habitats Directive or by
Regional Sea Conventions), areas to protect MSFD habitats (listed in Commission
Decision (EU) 2017/848))

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC OPINION Towards more sustainable fishing in the EU: state of play and orientations for 2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/08
/200_medac_advice_fishing_opportunities_2021.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Q18: Do you have factual/scientific evidence providing socio-economic information
on the practical implementation of any of the actions listed under Q177

/I Further data collection, on the state of fishery resources and the marine

environment, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity

Yl Further research on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques

Yl Further testing/piloting of innovative gears and/or fishing techniques
Awareness raising / training on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques
YI Financial support for the development and market uptake of more innovative

gears and fishing techniques

Legislative measures at national, regional or EU level

More effective enforcement of existing legislation

Other

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further adata collection, on the state of fishery resources and the marine
environment, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity”, or insert
the information directly in the text box below, or by uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC OPINION Towards more sustainable fishing in the EU: state of play and orientations for 2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/08
/200_medac_advice_fishing_opportunities_2021.pdf
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Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further research on innovative gears analor fishing techniques’, or insert the
information directly in the text box below, or by uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdgfit.pdf and
MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further testingypiloting of innovative gears anasor fishing techniques’; or insert
the information directly in the text box below, or by uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wgfit.pdf and
MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of "Awareness raising / training on innovative gears ana’or fishing techniques’, or
insert the information directly in the text box below, or by uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdfit.pdf
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Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Financial support for the development and market uptake of more innovative
gears and fishing techniques’, or insert the information directly in the text box
below, or by uploading a document.

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

5.2 Bottom trawling

The Biodiversity Strategy for 2030 refers specifically to the impact of bottom trawling as the most damaging
activity to the seabed, according to scientific data. In the feedback received on the roadmap for the Action
Plan, several stakeholders called for banning bottom trawlers at least in all MPAs. While an in-depth market
analysis still needs to be performed, preliminary data by the Commission services indicates that bottom
trawling represents 11% of the EU fishing fleet with 35% gross tonnage and 38% of revenues generated by
the EU fleet.

Against this background, the International Council for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES) proposed an
approach in its recent advice on trade-off between reducing the impact of mobile fishing on seafloor and
fisheries landings and value (“EU request on how management scenarios to reduce mobile bottom fishing
disturbance on seafloor habitats affect fisheries landing and value” ICES 2021 - sr.2021.08). The advice
covers the Baltic Sea, North Sea and Atlantic areas in detail, and also provides some elements for the
Mediterranean and Black Seas. It covers vessels above 12 meters in length. The advice shows that each
fishery has a ‘core’ fishing ground, which provides 90% of the catch value from less than 40% of the area
fished. ICES advises to reduce bottom trawling in ‘peripheral’ fishing areas of low economic return. It then
provides estimates of the costs to achieve different levels of seabed protection: for example, to achieve
10% of unfished area equates to 0.5% reduction in fishing effort in peripheral areas; 30% unfished area
would require a 3.9% reduction, while 70% unfished area would require a 26.2% reduction. It also
describes benefits in terms of seabed biodiversity, recovery of fish stocks, and protection of essential fish
habitats and restoration of the seabed’s carbon capture capability. Further assessment is still needed of the
impact of such restrictions on a redistribution of the fishing effort on other areas and via other gears that
might have other negative impacts, for instance on sensitive species. It should also be noted that ICES
explained that management scenarios relating to gear switching, impact quotas and other forms of spatial
control (i.e. coastal and/or small-scale sensitive habitats) were not taken forward to the trade-off analysis
because of the absence of knowledge and data and difficulty in the assessment at a small-scale level.
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Q19: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
that would support any of the following actions? [Multiple answers allowed]
Bottom trawling should be banned in all MPAs
Bottom trawling should be limited (e.g. temporal restrictions, spatial
restrictions, reduced effort) in all MPAs

Bottom trawling should be banned only in marine protected areas aimed at
protecting seabed habitats

Bottom trawling should be banned from ‘peripheral’ fishing grounds with low
economic value
Bottom trawling should continue to be allowed wherever it is currently allowed

Bottom trawling should continue to be allowed where innovative/alternative
fishing gear is not an option

7l An alternative /complementary approach [please specify]

Please elaborate, and provide supporting evidence for an alternative or
complementary approach in the textbox below, or by uploading a document

3000 character(s) maximum

The MEDAC does'nt have an official position on it, for this reason it was not possible to provide an answer.
Please find below the contribution sent by the French Fishery Sector. "L'approche du questionnaire vis-a-vis
du chalut de fond semble problématique. En effet, elle semble ne pas considérer pleinement une des
conclusions du dernier rapport du CIEM sur le sujet qui indique que certains niveaux de chalutage de
fond peuvent étre compatibles avec les objectifs de conservation des habitats benthiques. Dans le cas du
chalut de fond, il apparait important d’avoir une analyse de I'impact socio-économique de mesures d’
encadrement pour la péche, la filiere amont et aval ainsi que les régions coétieres qui en dépendent.

De plus, la profession se mobilise sur la problématique de la réduction de la consommation de gasoil
grace a différents projets. L’étude du CIEM WKTRADE, régulierement citée dans la consultation, nécessite d’
étre beaucoup plus poussée dans son analyse de I'activité de péche. Une étude socio-économique dédiée,
dépassant les concepts simplistes déployés dans I'étude, doit pouvoir venir éclairer les décideurs
publics et les parties prenantes avant toute prise de mesure. Une telle étude sera cruciale pour le cas du
chalut de fond.

Pour compléter I'étude du WKTRADE, la prise en compte de 'ensemble des flottilles, et non pas seulement
chalutiére, est nécessaire pour disposer d’'une image compléte des activités, les différents métiers
doivent pouvoir étre identifiés et distingués dans I'étude, la résolution spatiale adoptée doit étre affinée, des
seuils d’acceptabilité de pertes de biomasse dans les écosystémes benthiques doivent étre définis, et les
effets de reports d'effort de péche doivent étre mieux compris. Les partis pris des scénarios, concernant
I'hypothése de travail, que la ressource halieutique est uniformément répartie et que la péche est
flexible (pouvant s’affranchir des droits de péche, distance des ports, etc.) sont utiles pour I'étude mais ne
permettent pas une application concréte des recommandations. Enfin, les années de référence utilisées
pour I'étude peuvent également étre remises en question (avec de récents changements et réductions dans
les flottilles, mais aussi la sortie du RU).

Pour les raisons évoquées précédemment, nous recommandons de ne pas répondre a Q19."

Ressources documentaires utilisées :

- IPCC, 2019. Chapter 5: Changing Ocean, Marine Ecosystems, and Dependent Communities, Special
Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing Climate (p.254). ttps://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads
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/sites/3/2019/11/09_SROCC_Ch05_FINAL-1.pdf
- ICES WKTRADE, 2021https://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2021
/Special_Requests/eu.2021.08.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Q20: Is additional information or research needed to collect further evidence on this
topic to feed a possible decision of a possible ban on bottom trawling?
® Yes
No

Please specify in which areas / sea basins this would be necessary, and provide
further information in the text box below.

3000 character(s) maximum

In the whole Mediterranean - http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/07
/142_medac_advice_msy_fish_opportunities_gfcm_decisions.pdf
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2017/09
/228_medac_working_document_map_demersal_species_wmed.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Q21: Bottom-trawling is not the only activity that damages the seabed. Other
activities, such as anchoring, dredging or infrastructure construction also affect the
seabed. These are often zoned through maritime spatial planning[1]. Should
limiting bottom trawling take into account these activities?

[1] Directive 2014/89/EU of the European parliament and of the council of 23 July
2014 establishing a framework for maritime spatial planning.

® Yes
No
Don't know

Please provide further information or evidence in the text box below, if available.

3000 character(s) maximum
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Please upload your file(s)

Q22: Would the inclusion in national maritime spatial plans (MSPs) of “core” and
“peripheral” fishing grounds areas, as described above) benefit the implementation
of the approach proposed by ICES?
Yes
No
® Don't know

6 Protecting marine ecosystems - sensitive species

NB. the focus here is on sensitive species, while commercial species are covered under point 3.

Fishing unavoidably affects certain species that are not the target of fishing operations (often referred to in
the context of environmental legislation as incidental bycatch[1]). Generally, small-bodied fish and other
animals will pass through nets unharmed. Larger-bodied species are more affected as even the very
youngest individuals may be large enough to become trapped in fishing gear. Air-breathing animals such as
dolphins and other cetaceans, seabirds and turtles can drown as they cannot withstand even short periods
of forced immersion if they are entangled.

There is a documented loss of large, slow-growing fish in European waters. These include sharks, rays and
sturgeons, which once were common. In addition, there is a concern that cetaceans such as dolphins,
harbour porpoises, seabirds and turtles may be caught and killed in fishing gears in numbers that put their
populations at risk. Some species of large marine animals are now virtually extinct in large parts of the EU
seas where once they were common, such as the harbour porpoise in the Baltic Sea as well as the Balearic
shearwater, large skate and angel shark across all EU waters, sturgeons in Europe’s estuaries, and bull ray
and spiny butterfly ray in the Mediterranean.

In addition, the extent of impact of bycatch remains difficult to monitor, due to very large knowledge gaps.

The CFP and the Technical Measures Regulation have already introduced several measures to reduce
such adverse impacts on sensitive species, such as the ban on the use of pelagic drift netting. This is the
most dangerous kind of fishing gears for sensitive, large-bodied pelagic species. The ban on the use of
pelagic drift netting applies to large nets of more than 2.5 km in the Baltic Sea and targeting pelagic
species. These Regulations also provide a framework for Member States to introduce the fisheries
management measures necessary to comply with their obligations under EU environmental law. However,
the application of the ban on drift nets has been challenging.

Deliberate killing or disturbance of sensitive species is prohibited under EU law (notably under Article 12 of
the Habitats Directive, Article 5 of the Birds Directive and Articles 10(3) and 11(2) of the Technical

Measures Regulation). It also hinders the achievement of the good environmental status under the Marine
Strategy Framework Directive and the favourable conservation status of these species under the Birds and
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Habitats Directives. If caught accidentally, sensitive species should be released promptly and unharmed.

As detailed in the previous section 3, innovation in fishing gear and fishing techniques plays a key role in
addressing this challenge.

[1] Non-commercially-exploited species, as referred to in Decision 2017/848/EU

Q23: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for any specific additional measures to prevent
incidental by-catch of sensitive species and to implement the obligation for fishers
to release them unharmed back to the sea?

® Yes
No

Please specify the species, areas/time periods concerned and the supporting
evidence.

3000 character(s) maximum

GFCM SAC REPORT 2021

Please upload your file(s)

Q24: It is prohibited to offer sensitive species (as defined by Article 6(8) of the
Technical Measures Regulation) for sale. Do you have any factual/scientific
evidence or other structured information indicating that there is a need for any
specific additional measures to facilitate implementation of this prohibition?
Yes
® No

Q25: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for any specific additional measures to facilitate
implementation of the drift-net ban and/or for extending its coverage?
® Yes
No

Please specify the areas concerned and provide supporting evidence.

3000 character(s) maximum

http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/07/152_medac_letter_iuu_swo_med-1.pdf



Please upload your file(s)

Q26: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for addressing certain species, group(s) of species or
populations in priority, in view of their current conservation status and/or risk of by-
catch?
® Yes
No

Please specify the species, the specific area(s) concerned, and provide supporting
evidence

3000 character(s) maximum

GFCM SAC REPORT 2021

Please upload your file(s)

Q27: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that there is a need for certain fishing gears or techniques to be
addressed in priority to reduce impact on specific sensitive species?
® Yes
No

Please specify which fishing gear and area/time period(s) and provide supporting
evidence.

3000 character(s) maximum

GFCM SAC REPORT 2021

Please upload your file(s)
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Q28: Beyond the ones identified in the ICES advice on innovative gear [1], are you
aware of other alternative or innovative fishing gears and/or techniques that could
be used to better protect specific sensitive species?

[1] ICES advice on innovative gear, ICES 2021. https://www.ices.dk/news-and-
events/news-archive/news/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx

Yl Yes, innovations that are under development or under testing / piloting
Yes, innovations that are available on the market but not sufficiently used yet
Yes, innovations that are are starting to be used by industry, and could be
advertised as success stories (either on a voluntary basis or by means of
legislation)
No

For the "/nnovations that are under development or under testing / piloting’, please
specify the gear and/or technique, fisheries, and areas in which they could be used
and provide supporting evidence.

3000 character(s) maximum

GFCM pilot actions in Strait of Sicily.

Please upload your file(s)

Q29:Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that that fishers encounter significant challenges when adopting the
innovative gears or fishing techniques/operations addressed in question Q287 [Tick
as appropriate. Multiple answers allowed]

No significant challenges are encountered

Yl Making the switch is/would be too costly
Making the switch requires/would require too much effort and training
Other [please specify]

Please provide further information

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf
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https://www.ices.dk/news-and-events/news-archive/news/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx
https://www.ices.dk/news-and-events/news-archive/news/Pages/InnovativeFishingGear.aspx

Please upload your file(s)
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Q30: What priority would you give to the following actions to address the challenges you listed in Q29, or more generally
to further protect specific sensitive species at regional or EU level?

(3) Neither ,
(1) Not (2) Less i (4) (5) Very Don't
, . important nor ,
important important ) Important important know
unimportant

Further data collection on the state of fishery resources and the marine

environment, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity 0
Further research on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques 2
Further testing/piloting of innovative gears and/or fishing techniques 2

Awareness raising / training on innovative gears and/or fishing =

techniques

Financial support for the development and market uptakeof more 3

innovative gears and fishing techniques
Legislative measures at national, regional or EU level
More effective enforcement of existing legislation

Other
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Please provide further factual/scientific evidence or other structured information to
support your answer.

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC OPINION Towards more sustainable fishing in the EU: state of play and orientations for 2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/08
/200_medac_advice_fishing_opportunities_2021.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Q31: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence on the practical implementation of
any of the actions listed under Q307?

Yl Further data collection on the state of fishery resources and the marine
environment, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity
Further research on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques

<

/I Further testing/piloting of innovative gears and/or fishing techniques

<

Awareness raising / training on innovative gears and/or fishing techniques

<]

Financial support for the development and market uptake of more innovative
gears and fishing techniques

Legislative measures at national, regional or EU level

More effective enforcement of existing legislation

Other

No

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further data collection, for instance through strengthening the scientific capacity”
, or insert the information directly in the text box below

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC OPINION Towards more sustainable fishing in the EU: state of play and orientations for 2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/08
/200_medac_advice_fishing_opportunities_2021.pdf

Please upload your file(s)



Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further research on innovative gears anayor 1ishing techniques’, or insert the
information directly in the text box below

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdgfit.pdf and
MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Further testingipiloting of innovative gears ana/or fishing techniques’, or insert
the information directly in the text box below

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdfit.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts
of " Awareness raising / training on innovative gears anasor fishing techniques’, or
insert the information directly in the text box below

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdgfit.pdf and
MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)
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Please provide a detailed reference to the evidence on the socio-economic impacts

of " Financial support for the development and market-uptake of more innovative

gears and 1ishing techniques’, or insert the information directly in the text box below

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC opinion on the contribution to the GFCM Working Group on Fishing technologies (WGFiT)
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2020/03/79_medac_opinion_wdgfit.pdf and
MEDAC contribution on EMFAF Strategies Ref.:295/2021
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/12
/295_medac_contribution_emfaf_priorities_level.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

Q32: In view of the remaining knowledge gaps on the question of sensitive species
should a 2-step approach be envisaged, with short term actions focusing on a set

bl

of priority species, combined with further data gathering on other species in view of

longer-term actions as a second step?
between 1 and 2 choices

Yes
“I'No

Alternative suggestion

Please elaborate on why a 2-step approach should not be considered in your view.

3000 character(s) maximum

In the Mediterranean a shared approach has been already adopted in the last GFCM plenary Session (held
on 2-6 Nov), but the following decisions have to be still enforced, and where also further monitoring
programs are planned in order to collect additional data:

Recommendation GFCM/44/2021/13 on the mitigation of fisheries impacts on seabirds in the Mediterranean
Sea

Recommendation GFCM/44/2021/14 on the mitigation of fisheries impacts for the conservation of sea turtles
Recommendation GFCM/44/2021/15 on the mitigation of fisheries impacts for the conservation of cetaceans
Recommendation GFCM/44/2021/16 on additional conservation and mitigation measures for the
conservation of elasmobranchs in the Mediterranean Sea

7 Process and next steps

The main legal frameworks for the protection of the marine environment are the birds and habitats
directives and the MSFD. These are under ‘shared management’, meaning that Member States play a big
role in implementing them. The MSFD sets out specific obligations to achieve good environmental status
(GES) in relation to 11 key topics (descriptors), which address aspects of ecosystem state (species,
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habitats, food webs) or environmental pressures and their impacts (e.g. unsustainable fisheries, litter,
contaminants, eutrophication). Regional coordination, notably through the Regional Sea Conventions, is an
important element of the MSFD. Under the Birds and Habitats directives, Member States need to
implement measures to ensure strict protection of certain species and their habitats, and to establish and
effectively manage marine protected areas (Natura 2000 sites) in order to achieve favourable conservation
status (FCS) of protected species and habitat types.

The CFPJ[1] contributes to the implementation of environmental law through its fisheries conservation
measures under exclusive competence. Managing the negative effects of fishing on marine ecosystems
and protecting these ecosystems, where appropriate, is a responsibility which is primarily allocated to
Member States through the regionalisation of the common fisheries policy and the shared competence of
environmental legislation. According to the Technical Measures Regulation (Regulation 2019/1241), the
Member States have a responsibility to meet their environmental obligations through joint actions at a
regional level.

[1] Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013

Q33: Do you have any factual/scientific evidence or other structured information
indicating that that the actions taken by Member States so far to protect the marine
environment through the above instruments have delivered on this objective?
Yes
® No

Q34: Do you know of any examples of successes and of good practices
implemented in an area that could be followed in other areas?
Yes
® No

Q35: Do you have any suggestion on how to improve the process (e.g. evidence
base, speed, level of ambition, etc.) to prepare Joint Recommendations to address
the issues covered in this consultation?

Yes, regarding the evidence base

Yes, regarding the speed

Yes, regarding the level of ambition

Yl Yes, regarding another topic
No

Please elaborate on your suggestion

3000 character(s) maximum

http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2017/01
/18_medac_opinion_technical_measures_en.pdf
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Please upload your file(s)

Q36: Have there been examples on which managing the effects of fishing on
marine ecosystems and protecting them have produced social and economic
benefits for the local communities — including outside EU waters?
® Yes
No
Don't know

Please specify

3000 character(s) maximum

The creation of the FRA of Jabuka Pomo Pit — see GFCM SAC Report 2021

Please upload your file(s)

Q37: Would you see the need for any closer cooperation between environmental
and fisheries authorities, for instance in the framework of regional groups of
Member States in the context of the common fisheries policy?
® Yes
No
Don't know

Please specify

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC discussion paper Maximum Sustainable Yield (MSY) in Mediterranean fisheries management.
Some food for thoughts http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/05
/115_medac_discussion_paper_msy_management_decisions.pdf

MEDAC ADVICE ON CLIMATE CHANGE
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2021/03/70_medac_advice_on_climate_change.
pdf

Q38: Are there examples of good practices that could be followed elsewhere in that
respect?

Yes
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No
® Don't know

Q39: Would you see the need for further strengthening the scientific community
supporting the conservation of fisheries resources and the protection of marine
ecosystems?

® Yes
No
Don't know

Q40: Are there examples of good practices that could be followed elsewhere in that
respect?
Yes
No
® Don't know

8 Regional cooperation

Since neither fish stocks nor marine ecosystems stop at EU borders, the EU closely engages with third
countries bilaterally and in multilateral fora to ensure good ocean governance.

Q41: How could Regional Fisheries Management Organisations (RFMOs) be
further strengthened in their mandate to promote the conservation and sustainable
management of fish stocks and their ecosystems?

3000 character(s) maximum

The GFCM already adopts and implements measures for the management and conservation of
Mediterranean and Black Sea marine living resources as well as for aquaculture development.

Please upload your file(s)

Q42: How could the role of Sustainable Fisheries Partnership Agreements (SFPASs)
be further strengthened to promote the conservation and sustainable management
of fish stocks and their ecosystems and maximise synergies between fisheries and
environmental policies?

3000 character(s) maximum

It is not included in the MEDAC topics
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Please upload your file(s)

Q43: How can we strengthen sustainable use of fisheries resources and marine
ecosystem protection with neighbouring third countries?

3000 character(s) maximum

Through the GFCM

Please upload your file(s)

Q44: When conservation of fisheries resources is within the remit of Regional Sea
Conventions, how could their role be strengthened in their mandate to promote the
protection of marine ecosystems?

3000 character(s) maximum

Please upload your file(s)

Q45: Have there been examples of successes and of good practices in a specific
RFMO that could be followed in other areas?

Yes
No
? Don't know

Q46: How could collaboration and coordination between RFMOs and Regional Sea
Conventions be improved to maximise synergies in practice between fisheries
management and ecosystem conservation?

3000 character(s) maximum

Please upload your file(s)
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Q47: Do you have any specific remarks regarding any of the previous questions
raised in this consultation in relation to regional cooperation?

3000 character(s) maximum

MEDAC position on the Regulation Proposal on Technical Measures COM (2016)134
http://www.med-ac.eu/files/documentazione_pareri_lettere/2017/01
/18_medac_opinion_technical_measures_en.pdf

Please upload your file(s)

9 Other

Is there any further comment / information that you would like to share with us?
® Yes
No

Please elaborate in the text box below, or upload a document

3000 character(s) maximum

Comments by the French Fishery Sector: "Critiques sur la consultation :

- Quasi-absence de considération des autres activités anthropiques ayant un impact sur le milieu marin ;
- La vision partielle et a charge envers certaines pratiques de péche ;

- La nécessité absolue de davantage d’études scientifiques et d’analyses socio-économiques et
environnementales."

Please upload your file(s)

Useful links

News Announcement: Sustainable fisheries: Commission publishes first report on the implementation of the
Technical Measures Regulation (https://ec.europa.eu/oceans-and-fisheries/news/sustainable-fisheries-commissic
publishes-first-report-implementation-technical-measures_en)

Biodiversity Strategy for 2030 (https://ec.europa.eu/environment/strategy/biodiversity-strategy-2030 en#the-
business-case-for-biodiversity)

Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) (https://ec.europa.eu/info/research-and-innovation/research-area
/environment/oceans-and-seas/eu-marine-strategy-framework-directive _en)
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Background Documents

ICES (2020). EU request on review of innovative gears for potential use in EU waters and their impacts

Implementation of the Technical Measures Regulation (Article 31 of Regulation (EU) 2019/1241)

Roadmap Action Plan

Contact

MARE-TECHNICAL-MEASURES@ec.europa.eu
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