News archive Fisheries Partnership Agreements 2005-2006

In this document you will find six news articles that have been published by the EU Coherence Programme, the predecessor of the Fair Politics EU Programme. 

It will give an impression of our work on the Fisheries Partnership Agreements case and the developments in this policy area during the last couple of years.
Fisheries 
Written question MEP Seeber: Endangering of tuna stocks as a result of overfishing
29 NOVEMBER 2006

In a written question MEP Richard Seeber (PPE‑DE) asked the Commission questions on endangering of tuna stocks as a result of overfishing 

The EU Coherence Programme monitors the efforts made by MEPs to address Policy Coherence for Development in their daily political activities. MEP Seeber’s question to the Commission underlines the importance of policy coherence on the subject of biofuels. They urge the Commission to be coherent in its actions. For this action, MEP Richard Seeber (PPE‑DE) was awarded a coherence star. 

Full question can be read below
Although the main market for tuna is in Japan, some half of the total worldwide tuna catch is caught by French, Italian and Spanish boats.

The EU fishing fleet is currently allocated 57 % of catch quotas and 60 % of fish farm production of bluefin tuna. Furthermore, over the past 10 years the EU has supported fishing by, for example, subsidising the expansion of the French fishing fleet.

In this context, the EU is being criticised by the World Wildlife Fund (WWF). A representative of the Commission with responsibility for the EU's common fisheries policy has conceded, during a hearing on 12 September 2006, that restructuring of the industry is inevitable.

What can be done to address the problem of massive overfishing of tuna stocks effectively and without delay?

How can the overcapacity of fishing fleets be reduced and catch quotas cut to such an extent as to enable regeneration of stocks?

What can be done to effectively combat illegal fishing?

How can a balance be achieved between economic interests and protection against overfishing?

Could a complete ban on fishing in important spawning areas for this species be cushioned financially through aid for fishing fleets?

Are there systems for protecting against overfishing which have already been implemented for other species of fish and which have proved effective and could serve as an example?

 More information?

Visit the website of the European Parliament
Fisheries 
Written question MEP Corbey: Shellfish harvesting in Mauritania
10 OCTOBER 2006
In a written question MEP Dorette Corbey (PSE) asked the Commission questions on shellfish harvesting in Mauritania

The EU Coherence Programme monitors the efforts made by MEPs to address Policy Coherence for Development in their daily political activities. MEP Corbey’s question to the Commission underlines the importance of policy coherence on the subject of biofuels. They urge the Commission to be coherent in its actions. For this action, MEP Dorette Corbey (PSE) was awarded a coherence star. 

Full question can be read below
In the Netherlands, mechanical cockle harvesting is banned in the Waddenzee, partly pursuant to the Wild Birds and Habitats Directives. Dutch cockle fishermen who have sold up now wish to take up shellfish harvesting near Banc d'Arguin in the Mauritanian mudflats. Like the Waddenzee, the Banc d'Arguin is one of the principal foraging areas for migratory birds. It also provides a habitat for octopuses and is an important breeding area for sharks and other species.

Mechanical shellfish harvesting might disturb the ecosystem and deprive octopuses of food. According to the Worldwide Fund for Nature, Mauritanian octopus fishermen have expressed their concern.

1. Will the Commission, in cooperation with the Mauritanian Government, as a matter of urgency commission an independent assessment of the possible impact of mechanical shellfish harvesting on fish and bird populations in the Banc d'Arguin?

2. Will the Commission take the maximum sustainable yield principle seriously and take steps to prevent exports to Europe of products from unsustainable shellfish harvesting? If so, what steps?

The EU spends money (particularly development aid funds) to help developing countries to comply with European food safety legislation. It is right that it should do so, because it gives developing countries the opportunity to export food. In the case of Mauritanian shellfish harvesting, funding from the European Union mainly benefits Dutch cockle fishermen and may actually penalise Mauritanian octopus fishermen.

3. Can the Commission provide any information about the amount of EU expenditure on food safety (and research into it) relating to striped venuses from the Banc d'Arguin?

4. What scope might there be to spend this money in a sustainable way instead?

5. Will the Commission invest in transfers of know-how concerning ecosystems and population research at Mauritanian research institutes?

 More information?

Visit the website of the European Parliament
Fisheries 
Written question MEP Goudin: The EU's fisheries agreement with Senegal
07 APRIL 2006
In a written question MEP Hélène Goudin (IND/DEM) asked the Commission questions on the EU's fisheries agreement with Senegal

The EU Coherence Programme monitors the efforts made by MEPs to address Policy Coherence for Development in their daily political activities. MEP Goudin's question to the Commission underlines the importance of policy coherence on the subject of biofuels. They urge the Council to be coherent in its actions. For this action, MEP Hélène Goudin (IND/DEM)  was awarded a coherence star. 

Full question can be read below
The Austrian Presidency states on its official website: ‘The Austrian Presidency will pay particular attention to continuing the sustainable management of fishery resources and the environmental compatibility of the fisheries policy’.

On 30 June 2006, the current fisheries agreement with Senegal will expire. The Worldwide Fund for Nature (WWF) has swingeing criticisms of the fact that the EU's fishing fleet is helping to overfish both European and African waters. The organisation specifically criticises the agreement with Senegal. Local fishermen do not benefit from fisheries agreements. The EU's fishing fleets are helping to destroy fish resources in the waters around Senegal. The aid organisation SIDA has previously observed that none of the EU's agreements with third countries are implemented in a way which complies with the code of conduct adopted by the UN Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO).

As the above quotation indicates, the Presidency has promised to devote special attention to the issue of sustainable fishing. Does the Presidency therefore intend to recommend that the fisheries agreement with Senegal should be terminated or at least phased out in due course? Or does the Presidency consider the WWF's criticisms to be mistaken?

 More information?

Visit the website of the European Parliament
Fisheries 
Written question MEP van den Berg: West Africa fisheries agreement
05 APRIL 2006
In a written question MEP Max van den Berg (PSE) asked the Commission on the West Africa fisheries agreement.

The EU Coherence Programme monitors the efforts made by MEPs to address Policy Coherence for Development in their daily political activities. MEP van den Berg’s question to the Council underlines the importance of policy coherence on the subject of biofuels. They urge the Council to be coherent in its actions. For this action, MEP Max van den Berg (PSE) was awarded a coherence star. 

Full question can be read below
Representatives of five fisheries organisations in Senegal, Mauritania and Guinea have adopted a common position on the conclusion of fisheries agreements between the European Union and their countries, in which they complain of a lack of transparency in the choice of priorities for financial compensation to individual sectors. Furthermore, there is no clarity as regards the amounts awarded to sectors.

1. Is the Commission aware of the common position adopted by these organisations?

2. Does the Commission agree with me that transparency — not least in terms of supporting these countries — is of great importance?

3. Is the Commission prepared to make it possible in future for sectoral organisations to take part in concluding agreements of this kind?

 More information?

Visit the website of the European Parliament
Fisheries 
Written question MEP Goudin: EU fisheries agreements with third countries
12 JULY 2005
In a written question MEP Hélène Goudin (IND/DEM) asked the Council questions on EU fisheries agreements with third countries

 

The EU Coherence Programme monitors the efforts made by MEPs to address Policy Coherence for Development in their daily political activities. MEP Goudin’s question to the Council underlines the importance of policy coherence on the subject of biofuels. They urge the Council to be coherent in its actions. For this action, MEP Hélène Goudin (IND/DEM) was awarded a coherence star. 

Full question can be read below
The UK Presidency has pledged to make aid policy, inter alia to Africa, a priority. At the present time, the EU is pursuing a policy which, in several respects, is detrimental to poor countries in Africa. One example is the Union's fisheries agreements with African countries. These third country agreements contribute towards the depletion of fish stocks in the world's seas and hamper the ability of many developing countries to build up a profitable fishing industry themselves. Can the Presidency promise that it will work towards an agreement within the EU whereby the Union will cease to conclude fisheries agreements with countries in Africa? Does the Presidency acknowledge that these agreements are detrimental to fishermen and the coastal population in many developing countries?

 More information?

Visit the website of the European Parliament
Fisheries 
Written question MEP Goudin: EU fisheries policy
06 JUNE 2005
In a written question MEP Hélène Goudin (IND/DEM) asked the Commission questions on EU fisheries policy

 

The EU Coherence Programme monitors the efforts made by MEPs to address Policy Coherence for Development in their daily political activities. MEP Goudin’s question to the Commission underlines the importance of policy coherence on the subject of biofuels. They urge the Commission to be coherent in its actions. For this action, MEP Hélène Goudin (IND/DEM) was awarded a coherence star. 

Full question can be read below
In many developing countries, especially those situated on the west coast of Africa and in the Indian Ocean, the fight to eradicate poverty is greatly influenced by EU fisheries agreements with third countries. The Swedish National Board of Fisheries and the Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency, SIDA, have recently collaborated on a report: ‘EU fisheries agreements with developing countries — from resource-access to partnership?’ (February 2005). The report maintains that none of the EU agreements with third countries have honoured the Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) Code of Conduct. Private interests within the EU benefit foremost from the agreements, rendering competition unequal and putting third country fleets at a disadvantage. This counteracts implementation of the UN's seventh millennium goal (sustainable development).

Does the Commission not agree that current EU agreements with third countries contravene the FAO Code of Conduct? Does the Commission share the view that the agreements benefit a minority of Member States' fisheries and that it is therefore urgent that Council guidelines for reform of the fisheries agreements be put into practice immediately?

 More information?

Visit the website of the European Parliament
