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Green Paper on the reform of the Common Fisheries Policy

Why do we need a reform of the current policy ?

The CFP is confronted with major challenges. The 2002 deadline will mark the twentieth year from its inception. However the CFP has not managed to deliver sustainable exploitation of fisheries resources and in those cases where positive results have been obtained (containment of conflicts at sea, avoidance of total collapse of stocks, etc) a high price has been paid in terms of the long-term viability of the fisheries sector. Conflicting objectives and a lack of political will to take difficult measures have aggravated the situation. Therefore, there is an urgent need to bring changes to the current policy.

The following reasons justify, in the Commission's view, the need for reform:

First and foremost, many stocks of high commercial value such as cod and hake, are in a serious situation. Many other stocks are at present outside safe biological limits and if current trends continue, there is a real risk of stock collapse.

The situation is not better if it is examined in terms of geographical areas. In the Baltic Sea, the current situation does not seem to be sustainable. In the North Sea, the cod crisis speaks for itself. In Western waters, fishing mortality rates have been increasing, catching up with and often exceeding historical levels observed in the North Sea. In the Mediterranean, despite the lack of accurate data, there is a large consensus that many important stocks are being over-fished.

The shortcomings of the conservation policy are mostly due to:

· The fixing of some TACs by Council systematically at levels higher than those proposed by the Commission on the basis of the scientific advice;

· Fleet over-capacity, over-fishing and discards;

· Gaps and weaknesses in the scientific advice;

· Lack of sufficient use of all tools foreseen in the basic Regulation No 3760/92 and in particular the use of multi-annual approaches. Attempts in the past to combine measures to control output from fisheries (TACs and quotas, technical measures) with control of input to fisheries (fishing effort) have been largely unsuccessful.

Moreover the CFP needs to address its environmental shortcomings and integrate the environmental dimension into policy-making in a proactive manner. The problem has been exacerbated by a lack or insufficiency of knowledge about the functioning of marine ecosystems and the side-effects of fishing. But fisheries is also the victim of the negative environmental impact of industrial activities, tourism, etc. Measures to counteract the effects of those factors on stocks are also urgently needed otherwise conservation and management policy for the fishery resources will be constantly undermined.

Second, the available fishing capacity of the Community fleets far exceeds that required to harvest fish in a sustainable manner.

Independent reports such as the "Gulland" report of 1990 and the "Lassen" report of 1995, suggested that the necessary reductions of fishing mortality for the prudent management of stocks should be about 40% and in many cases much higher.

Technological progress is increasing the efficiency of fishing vessels while at the same time it is offsetting the results obtained through the MAGPs. Moreover, these programmes were set by the Council at levels that were not ambitious enough to address the problem of excess capacity effectively and have often not been enforced. They were also complex to administer.

Finally, subsidies for construction/modernisation of fishing vessels and for running costs may have aggravated the current situation.

Third, the fisheries sector is characterised by overcapitalisation, poor profitability and steadily declining employment.

Over-capacity has negative economic effects on the profitability of the fleet. It reduces the capacity of each vessel to earn an adequate income. The profitability of the fleet is also jeopardised by the under-utilisation of investments; at the same time, the absence of sufficient return on capital delays modernisation and further weaknesses competitiveness.

Today's subsidies to investment in the fishing industry promote an over-supply of capital by artificially reducing the costs and risks of investment and have adverse effects on competition since subsidised and unsubsidised vessels share the same fishing grounds and market. The sector has attracted more resources than would have otherwise been the case and thus has imposed a cost on the rest of the economy as resources utilised could be more profitably exploited elsewhere.

With the exception of aquaculture, employment in the fisheries sector is steadily shrinking. Over the period 1990 to 1997 there has been a loss of 60000 jobs especially in the catching and processing sectors. A policy of trying to save jobs in fisheries-dependent regions by granting aid to the fisheries sector may be self-defeating. Such a policy has not prevented the steady shrinkage of EU fisheries employment.

If current policies and approaches are not changed the European fishing sector will become less and less sustainable and economically viable and its competitiveness even in its own market will be threatened. 

An overcapitalised and oversized fleet will jeopardise the sustainability of fishery resources without solving the problem of employment in regions in which fishing is economically important. It is imperative therefore that the Community explores a new approach to economic management of the fisheries sector.

Fourth, there is a lack of adequate stakeholder involvement in our Policy. This situation undermines the legitimacy of the CFP in the eyes of the stakeholders and therefore it undermines compliance with the rules. The reform of the CFP can only succeed if fishermen consider that fisheries policy takes into account their interests, views and experience.

Fifth, the current monitoring, control and enforcement arrangements are insufficient and cannot ensure a level-playing field across the Union.

The organisation of control and monitoring is fragmented. Better co-ordination and optimal use of monitoring and inspection resources are needed.

A satisfactory follow-up of infringements has not been achieved. Heterogeneous legal systems and the lack of harmonised sanctions often result in different treatment of infringements from one Member State to another.

The CFP reform offers the opportunity to reopen the debate on the improvement of control arrangements and to explore new options for more effective penalties. If this opportunity is missed the CFP will suffer a fatal blow to its credibility.

Sixth, the future of the fisheries bilateral relations of the EC is uncertain.

The emergence of new players in world fisheries reflecting the legitimate aspirations of many developing countries to develop their own fishing industry and even to participate in high seas fisheries is rapidly changing the status-quo on which the Community's external fisheries policy has been based over the last 25 years. Moreover, many third countries where European fleets used to fish are also facing the problem of resource depletion.

Community's Fisheries Agreements face a number of weaknesses that need to be addressed. These include the lack of flexibilty to respond to emergency situations, the lack of multi-species orientation, the lack of knowledge on the fishing mortality generated by our fleets, the lack of sufficient guarantees in all the Agreements in favour of local artisanal fisheries, etc. 

There is a clear need to ensure greater coherence between our external action and EC's development and environment policy considerations. Coherence should also be ensured between our action and principles applied in Community waters with those applied in non Community waters. The EC needs to advocate and promote responsible and sustainable fisheries in both cases. We could thus improve the credibility and image of the CFP vis-à-vis the international public opinion.

Last but not least, the CFP needs to adapt rapidly to a series of other external challenges, such as the forthcoming enlargement, globalisation, food safety and increasing civil society involvement and awareness in fisheries matters.

2. What are  the Commission's objectives for the future ? 

Many of the CFP's current problems reside in the variety and lack of precision of its objectives. The general objectives of the CFP individually correspond to legitimate goals but they can be attained only in the long term. However, the transition towards long term sustainability and viability requires in the short run corrective measures aimed at restoring fish stocks' productivity. 

The Commission strongly believes that the CFP should be made capable of meeting the challenges facing it through the definition of a clear set of coherent objectives. The reform debate should also focus on the relative weight to be given to these objectives, and on the need for clearer political choices where objectives are mutually incompatible.

The Commission has identified the following objectives for the future CFP. These are :

· to establish responsible and sustainable fisheries that ensure healthy marine ecosystems maintaining the quality, diversity and availability of marine resources and habitats. To that end there is an urgent need to strengthen and improve the conservation policy in order to reverse the current negative trends of many stocks.

· to contribute, through appropriate fisheries management action, to achieve the environmental objectives set out in Article 174 of the Treaty. Appropriate measures to reduce the negative environmental impact of other human activities, such as maritime transport, oiling and dredging should be envisaged as a complement to fisheries policy measures.

· to integrate health requirements into the CFP in order to protect public and animal health and safety and to ensure the stable supply of the European market at prices reasonable for the consumer.

· to bring fleet capacity into line as soon as possible with the availability and sustainability of the resources.

· to promote better governance by putting in place more transparent, accountable and flexible management and decision-making processes which involve stakeholders also at the regional and local levels and ensure that emergencies and conservation problems of a local nature are adequately addressed.

· to ensure effective enforcement of CFP rules through transparent arrangements which can guarantee a level playing-field across the Union.

· to secure an economically viable and self-sufficient fisheries and aquaculture sector which can be competitive in a globalised economy.

· to address the problems of structural adjustment that will result from a commitment to sustainable fisheries.

· to promote the responsible and rational exploitation of fishery resources in international waters and to develop partnerships with third countries in a manner coherent with Community development policy.

· to improve the quality and amount of relevant data to support decision-making and to promote multidisciplinary scientific research which will allow for obtaining timely and qualitative scientific information and advice on fisheries, associated ecosystems and relevant environmental factors. 

3. What are the specific actions that the Commission would envisage to achieve these objectives ? 

a) Strengthening conservation policy and promoting the environmental dimension of the CFP

Our conservation policy has to move away from short-term solutions. Tough choices and a long-term approach are crucial for the sustainability of the fishing industry. The Commission proposes:

· multi-annual, multi-species and ecosystem-oriented management;

A multi-annual approach should help in avoiding two major disadvantages of the annual fixing of TACs and quotas: the postponement of difficult decisions for the future and abrupt changes in the volumes of TACs from one year to the other. The new approach will bring more predictability to fishing activity.

Given the prevalence of mixed fisheries in European waters and the need to protect key non-target species and habitats, the development of an ecosystem-oriented approach to all areas of fishery management would contribute to the achievement of a sustainable exploitation of the marine ecosystems.

· More effective and selective technical measures. Pilot measures to reduce discards;

There is a need for more effective rules. The introduction and promotion of the use of selectivity devices that reduce or eliminate by-catches of non-target species and of fishing methods that have a reduced physical impact on the environment should be strongly pursued.

There is also a need to explore the usefulness of measures which have not been applied until now, such as discard bans in some fisheries which are easy to control and by-catch quotas as is done in NAFO.

In any case there is a need to open soon a new debate on technical measures in the light of the experience acquired through the application of existing legislation, the recently adopted recovery plans and future pilot projects, with the active involvement of fishermen and scientists.

· Monitoring and assessing our conservation and management framework;

It is time that we develop a system to track and evaluate progress of the CFP towards sustainable development. The use of social, environmental and economic indicators and related reference points should be used to determine the performance of our management schemes and policies against stated objectives.

· Roll-over of relative stability;

This key principle of the CFP has been a source of stability for Member States and fishermen has contributed to the stability of the CFP and to the avoidance of a fruitless and difficult annual repetition of a political debate between Ministers on the allocation keys.

Despite its rigidity and imperfections, the Commission does not see for the time being any alternative principle that could achieve the same results. This view is widely shared by most of the stakeholders throughout the Union.

In the long-term, when the structural problems have been addressed and the economic and social situation has become more stable, it may be possible to reconsider the situation and explore the possibility of allowing market forces and alternative management tools to operate in European fisheries.

· Roll-over of the regime in the 6-to-12-mile zone;

The objectives which led to the establishment and continuation of this specific regime, i.e. protecting the nurseries in a situation of stock decline and protecting the traditional fishing activities of coastal communities in fisheries-dependent regions, are still valid today. There is widespread support throughout the Union for the roll-over of the current regime whose modification would disrupt, in the Commission's view, the long-standing balance of the CFP.

· Roll-over of the Shetland Box regime; 

Developments in the stocks in this area do not allow for any increase in fishing effort and the Commission considers that the current restrictions on fishing activities should be maintained. Nevertheless, improved scientific advice for possible adjustments of the regime is required.

· Actions and measures to promotion the environmental dimension of the CFP;

The development and implementation of the [recently published] Commission's Strategy for the integration of environmental protection requirements into the CFP should be central in this process. Moreover, the Commission intends to launch the debate within the Community on eco-labelling of fishery products as a means to stimulate consumer awareness of the environmental dimension of fishing and thereby to encourage environmental responsibility of both managers and fishermen. The level and type of public authority involvement in eco-labelling schemes will form the core of the future debate.

b) Promoting animal and public health and safety in the fisheries sector to ensure consumer protection

Food quality is a high priority for the Commission and fisheries products will be affected in the immediate future by the current overhaul of Community food legislation which is designed to establish the highest standards for food.

The correct application of Community health requirements should be ensured to protect animal and public health and safety. Such application may have adverse repercussions on some fishing and processing activities and may call for structural adjustment. Member States will have to take this fact into account in their programmes for assistance to the sector within the FIFG framework.

We also need to ensure consumer protection from third country imports that do not comply with Community standards. Appropriate assistance could be provided for developing countries to help them comply with our standards.

c) Establishment of an effective fleet policy to tackle fleet over-capacity

For the future, a system must be established that is simpler and more effective than current policy in terms of its impact on the state of the resources. Fleet policy should establish a balance between fleet capacity and exploitation rates that are consistent with long-term management objectives. The reduction rates should take into account the exploitation rates associated with multi-annual TACs. This would have the advantage of ensuring a coherence between the two areas of policy. 

The reduction rates would need to be at least large enough to counter the effect of technological progress. In over-exploited fisheries they would have to be very much higher than this.

The new system should ensure transparency and simplicity with tighter control and enforcement by Member States and stronger sanctions for non-compliance.

It is also clear that the new policy must address the question of over-capacity by Member State but it has to distinguish between individual fisheries by maintaining a segmentation of the fleet, otherwise an overall reduction in capacity might disguise an increase in the capacity of vessels fishing the most over-exploited species, which are usually also the most commercially valuable. 

Another important guiding principle is that public aid must under no circumstances contribute to an increase in fishing effort. Rather, as long as public aid is used for fleet renewal there should be a net decrease in fishing effort. In the long term, such aid should be abandoned.

Finally, special provisions in favour of small-scale fisheries should be envisaged.

The Commission is putting for discussion two approaches, one involving fixed quantitative objectives to be achieved over a defined period and another involving a mechanism whereby the capacity of the fleet is gradually and automatically reduced over time with no fixed objectives.

d) Improving Governance within the CFP

The CFP needs to have a fisheries management framework which is transparent, cost-effective, flexible, able to respond rapidly and efficiently to emergencies and allowing greater stakeholder involvement.

The Commission is proposing the following:

· Greater involvement of stakeholders 

Although the current institutional framework does not foresee the formal participation of stakeholders in the decision-making process, either at Community or at regional level, it is possible and desirable to foresee new forms of participation in the pre-decision phase of CFP policy-making. Establishing a network of regional advisory committees on fisheries could, in the Commission's view, involve more and earlier the stakeholders in discussions about fisheries management while at the same time ensuring that fisheries governance remains compatible with the legal and institutional framework of the Treaty and that it does not affect the global and Community character of the CFP.

· Meeting local management needs and emergency situations effectively

The current framework is not well suited for responding quickly to local and emergency circumstances. Some management powers could therefore be decentralised to the national level for problems arising within the territorial waters, under a Community framework which ensures that there is no discrimination against fishermen and preserves the Commission's right of initiative.

· Better integration of scientific advice into the decision-making process.

Apart from the establishment of the appropriate frameworks and mechanisms to obtain scientific advice, we need to also think about its optimal use in the decision-making process. Issuing of scientific information in a timely manner and publishing it, respecting confidentiality where appropriate, would contribute to better decision-making and would increase the confidence of fishermen in it. In addition, transparency could further be promoted by facilitating, with help from the Commission, closer links between fishermen and scientists. 

· Integrated Coastal Zone Management (ICZM)

As well as promoting stakeholder involvement and the adequate use of information, ICZM works towards the co-ordination of the various sectoral policies which impact on the coastal zone. In the context of the European Strategy for ICZM the Commission will work to improve the compatibility of EU policies that affect the coastal zone, including the Common Fisheries Policy. The ICZM process should also be used to ensure coherence between the application of the CFP and the many national and local policies related to the use of the coastal zone.

e) Strengthening monitoring, control and enforcement

The CFP reform offers the opportunity to strengthen the current arrangements to meet the demands of the fishing sector to ensure a level-playing field in control and enforcement throughout the Community and to provide more effectiveness in the application of the CFP.

The Commission undertook publicly a number of commitments at the recent International Conference on Fisheries Control, Monitoring and Surveillance (October 2000, Brussels) such as to elaborate a Code of Conduct for inspectors and fishermen clarifying their respective rights and obligations, to elaborate a prior "controllability evaluation" for every new proposal for conservation measures, to establish a "controllability" diagnosis for all measures in force, to initiate an analytical assessment of control expenses in order to better evaluate the real costs of control and the resulting benefits and to ensure the largest possible utilisation and exploitation of new technologies for control purposes. 

The Commission believes that further areas where progress is necessary to enhance monitoring, control and enforcement of CFP could be the co-ordination of national control policies, the harmonisation of penalties for infringement of fisheries regulations, the admissibility by all Member States of inspection reports by Community and national inspectors as a means of proof and transparency in the follow-up of infringements and the division of responsibilities between the Commission and the national authorities regarding control of fishing activities in waters managed by regional fisheries organisations (RFOs).

The possibility of setting-up a Community Joint Inspection Structure to co-ordinate national and Community inspection policies and activity and to pool the means and resources for control purposes is an option that needs serious consideration. The tightening of current infringement procedures should also contribute to ensuring a level-playing field across the Union. A third element in this package would be to explore ways of improving the dissuasiveness of penalties for infringement, including "administrative" penalties such as loss of fishing quota, withdrawal of licences or repayment of financial aid for vessels which infringe fisheries

f) Strengthening the social and economic dimension of the CFP

In a situation of severe depletion of some of the Community's key fish stocks, over-capacity and steadily-declining fisheries employment, the Community needs to consider a new approach to economic management of the fisheries sector. The catching sector, in particular, will have to become significantly smaller than it is today in order to be sustainable and the Community needs to plan for major structural adjustment. Priorities for aid to the aquaculture and processing sectors also need to be reconsidered. 

Although the present programmes supported by the Structural Funds, including the FIFG, will be in place until 2006, it is not too early to reconsider the role of public aid in ensuring a sustainable and economically self-sufficient fisheries sector (excluding from this general approach small-scale fisheries) and to make adjustments to the way Community financial aid is used, in order to ensure that it makes the most effective contribution to overcoming the over-capacity problem faced by the sector, which is at the root of its current difficulties. The mid-term review of structural funds foreseen in 2003, should be used as an opportunity to address this problem.

Alongside this Community-level reconsideration of aid to capital investment, Member States should consider making greater use of existing Community aid instruments for measures to help former fishermen find alternative employment.

The Community should also begin to explore the implications of management tools which are not yet widely used in Europe, such as market-based systems for allocation of quotas, "co-management" systems and access levies for the right to fish, at least for some parts of the Community fleet. The Commission would propose to co-ordinate an exchange of views with the Member States on these subjects, perhaps with the participation of third-country experts, where appropriate, with a view to preparing a report for the other Institutions on this subject no later than 2003.

Apart from providing sustainable employment in the fisheries sector and assisting in the conversion of fish workers to other sectors, where necessary, the Community still needs to address other social issues, such as improving the physical safety of fishing vessels and regulating working conditions in the sector, including working hours, in order to minimise safety risks. 

g) Promoting responsible fisheries outside Community waters

Our external fisheries policy needs to become more coherent with other objectives, such as, development and environmental policies and compatible with the fundamental mission of the CFP, i.e. ensuring the sustainability of fisheries resources. Such an approach would strengthen the contribution of the Community to the development of responsible and sustainable fisheries on the high seas and in the waters under the jurisdiction of its partner coastal States, in accordance with its international commitments. 

The EC should be leading the efforts of the international community to improve global governance with respect to the conservation and sustainable use of the marine living resources of the high seas. The ratification and full implementation of all the relevant international instruments by the greatest possible number of States must be strongly encouraged. Speedy ratification by the Community of the UN Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks (UNFA) is necessary so that the Community can act with credibility in the various international fora.

The EC should continue to promote international co-operation, to contribute to the strengthening of the regional fisheries organisations as required by the Law of the Sea Convention and UNFA and to support efforts to fight illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing on the high seas.

The Community's bilateral relations must be adapted to changing circumstances. Fisheries Agreements should from now on be able to meet developing States' requirements and legitimate aspirations to develop their own fisheries. For that purpose, the Community's ambition should be no longer confined to seeking fishing opportunities for its vessels but to building with partner coastal States a sustainable fisheries framework where the Community interests have a positive role to play.

There are political, institutional and socio-economic differences between the relationship of the Community with ACP countries and, more generally, with developing countries, on the one hand, and the Northern and Baltic countries on the other. This is due mainly to the obvious political, institutional and socio-economic imbalances. It would be appropriate to establish a dual approach which takes account of the level of development of our fisheries partners.
The Fisheries Agreements with the Northern and Baltic States have to be the subject of negotiations with a view to establishing a stable normative framework laying down the conditions of access on an equitable, and if possible, multi-annual basis consolidating the presence of the Community fleet in those waters. In this context, the possibility of a financial contribution by ship-owners benefiting from the fishing rights obtained through Agreements involving Community financial compensation should be examined.

The Community should develop partnership agreements in the fisheries sector with the developing coastal States with a view to not only ensure for the Community fleet access to the surplus resources, but also to contribute to the establishment of a framework for policy dialogue and to responsible and sustainable fisheries. These should be compatible with the possible development of the sector of the coastal states and their national fisheries policies and should be based on a contractual and multi-annual basis. 

h) Promoting the Mediterranean dimension of the CFP

The analysis of the situation in the Mediterranean Sea shows that it is necessary to give a new political impetus to the Common Fisheries Policy in this area. The Mediterranean should be fully integrated into the CFP, with the adjustments necessary to take account of the specific conditions of fisheries in the area. The basic objective has to be the same as in other waters: to guarantee the sustainability of fishing activities in Community waters and on the high seas.

In order to ensure sustainable fisheries, we need to ensure sound and timely scientific advice. We also need to review the technical measures Regulation for the Mediterranean N° 1626/94 in the light of past experience, with a view to identifying priority areas which require Community-based solutions. Community action should be focused on those regions where there is most competition and potential conflicts between fishermen of different origin. 

Due to the multiple use of littoral areas and the particular pressure on coastal regions in the Mediterranean, there is an increased need to focus on Integrated Coastal Zone Management as a basic tool not only for the protection and enhancement of fishing and aquaculture activities but also for their harmonious integration with environmental concerns and other human uses.

Control of fishing activities should be strengthened so as to ensure that those complying with the rules are not penalised by the lack of an effective regime that allows some fishermen to violate the rules with impunity.

In parallel the Community should also act at the external level giving priority to the strengthening of multilateral co-operation and in particular to the improvement of GFCM. In order to provide the necessary political impetus, the Community should envisage setting up a forum at ministerial level to provide the political guidelines for a Mediterranean fisheries policy. Such a forum could take the form of a Conference of the Fisheries Ministers of bordering States, to be convened periodically. A priority for that forum would be to discuss the monitoring and control of fishing activities on the Mediterranean high seas.

The control of fishing activities on the high seas and, in particular, the question of fishing activities by non-Mediterranean flag States, merits a multilateral approach beyond actions taken by GFCM and ICCAT. Given the political dimension of this problem, the solution could be found in the framework of an ad-hoc Conference involving all States whose fleets operate in the Mediterranean.

Finally, fishermen's organisations from all the Mediterranean States should be invited to create and/or strengthen organisations to promote co-operation. The Community should encourage and help them in their task.

i) Strengthening research and improving scientific advice

The Commission believes that fisheries research should be interdisciplinary in nature. It should combine conventional fisheries research with conservation science and economics and builds on a considerable body of knowledge from research on common pool resources. It must maintain an open channel to fishermen’s own knowledge. It must maintain a degree of independence from public and private decision-makers in order to safeguard its credibility and ability to promote consensus building.

Research priorities need also to be better defined. Innovative research is needed in areas such as selective and environmentally friendly gears, genetics, methodologies for improved assessment and sampling programmes and sustainable aquaculture systems.

Largely publicly funded data must be in the public domain and open to independent analysis. Good science must be able to be proved false and stand up to independent scrutiny.

4. What does the Commission envisage as follow-up actions following the issuing of the Green Paper ?

The purpose of the debate launched by this Green Paper, the first ever produced on Community fisheries, is to determine the features of the new CFP. The characteristics of this new policy should make it capable of better meeting the challenges it has to face. To achieve this goal, the CFP needs a set of clear, coherent and compatible objectives and it has to be given the necessary instruments to achieve them.

As these are questions of fundamental importance, it seems appropriate to have a thorough debate between all those having an interest in fisheries issues on the basis of this Green Paper before the Commission submits its formal proposals for a new CFP by the end of this year. For the reasons just outlined above, I believe that this debate could not have come at a better time. It is also timely because of the policy issues currently raised in the Community concerning sustainable development, European governance, food safety, etc.

All those interested in contributing to this debate are encouraged to send, by 30 September 2001, their comments, views, ideas and critical remarks to the Commission which undertakes to analyse them carefully. The Commission hopes that the debate will be conducted at all levels and in particular in the most concerned Community regions.

The Commission will also organise from the 5th to the 7th of June 2001 a public hearing on the CFP reform bringing together stakeholders and other interested parties from all over the Community in order to collect and debate their ideas on the matter. The fishing sector and other stakeholders have now a chance to have their say on the future of the CFP. I sincerely hope that they take it.
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