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" 80% of EUstocks still overfished

= Fallure of the control policy with significant consequences
for the future of fisheries resources, the fishingJndustry.
and the regions dependent on fishing

L=ailer€emmission proposes to substantially reform the
o controll systemuundenpinning. the CERSGore priority for the™
S Commissioniin therfield of fisheries ih 2008




Outdated andfincoherent control system

control'regime Is limited primarily to the control of
guota uptakes and technical measures

Absence of a culture of compliance

New needs have arisen in respect to contrel which are
not covered by the current system

=  QOvercapacity: Structural problem;leads to the
unproefitability. of the fishing fleets and therefore creates
- Incentives; fornon-compliance Withrtiner CERP rUIES —

D mitedrandineifective control mechanisms at the

S

disposal of the Commission




mogl.c,,r. Of] r\r rmms rerilve gurcler

e e—— = =
i ~ "

= Complexity of the legal framework

= Obsolete and expensive approach to inspection and
control

— Inspection activities not targeted
— Outdated or inexistent validation systems

— Unnecessary reporting obligations for the Member
States

— Burden efi paperEhased 1oolsiielrepErators
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= Unfair implementation of control measures
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— Standardised and coordinated inspection actions and
procedures at sea and on land (including transport
and market)

— The Introduction of a comprehensive traceability
system

— Specific control measures for multiannual plans,
discards, marnine protected aneas, real time closures.

— Modern techinplogiesiand efficientdata validation
Systenis

— Specific measures to ensure capacity limits (fleet
management)

— Measures for the control of recreational fishing
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= Simplification and' rationalisation of the legal framework

= |ntroduction of deterrent and harmonised sanctions
(including the establishment of a penalty point system)

= |mproved cooperation between Member States and with
the Commission

"5 Review the mandatejefitheiCommunity Fisheries Control
S Agency (CECA)
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Redefine and strengthen the powers of the
Coemmission and the Commission INSpectors

Extend the possibilities for the Commission to
close a fishery

Possible financial measures against Member
States in case of inadeguate management

More flexibility for the Commissien: te proceed to
Lndeductions: ofiguotas and the

= deniall of guptastransfersiand EXCianges in case o
SRadeguatermanagement

= Package of emergency measures
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= A consolidatedlegal framework for control

= |mprovement and rationalisation of the
allocation of human resources, threugh an
Increased use of modern technologies
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SExtensionor the electronic loghook




= More efficient system based on risk analysis

= Better cooperation between the Member
States

S EEReduction ofithe. obligatiopsiei Member
SSiatestortransmit information, to; the
Commission
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= Reform should contribute to more efficient and' effective
fiShing structures In the long run, despite initial structural

adjustments

= Balanced system between simplification ofi therules and
the need to maintain the core obligations

. = Increase the level of compliance with the CEP rules and
- develepmenteiRarctittrereffcempliance and a level playing
“field

= Broader support and confidence among the fishing industry
and the consumers
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