Contribution by MedReAct to
the public consultation on
the multiannual plan for the
fisheries exploiting demersal
stocks in the Western
Mediterranean Sea

1. INTRODUCTION
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2. MEDREACT’S PRIORITIES

2.1 Securing the recovery of fish stocks
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2.2 Eliminating overfishing

We strongly recommend that the Commission presents an additional management
scenario based on reference points that respect FMSY as a limit.
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Considering that bottom trawlers take the largest catches and contribute most to
the fishing mortality of juveniles, as well as having the most damaging impact on
benthic communities, the Western MAP should require additional capacity
reduction in this fleet segment as a matter of priority.
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The Western Med MAP should contain prescriptive capacity and effort reduction
measures, targeting as a priority the trawling and longline demersal fisheries, and
incorporate social and economic measures to help fishing communities absorb the
impact of these reductions. In the framework of the Western Med MAP, demersal
fisheries should be restricted to well-defined fishing zones that do not host critical
marine biodiversity, VMEs, nursery and spawning areas, spawners or juvenile
aggregations of depleted species.

Bottom trawling in the Fishery Restricted Areas should be permanently closed so as
to fully protect these sensitive marine habitats, which had been the original aim of
the Fishery Restricted Area (FRA) proposal considered by the GFCM in 2009.
GSA 9 |

Capacity and effort reduction should target those segments of the fleet that are
exerting the highest fishing pressure on the stocks rather than being flatly
distributed across all of the fleet segments engaged in these fisheries.
The large reduction in fishing effort should also take into account the need to
protect benthic communities and other vulnerable marine ecosystems (VMEs), and
guarantee permanent protection to nursery areas. Temporal closures should be
adapted to the occurrence of juveniles and spawning aggregations.
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It would be particularly important for the Western Med MAP to remove fishing
mortality on key nursery and spawning grounds in order to establish areas that can
act as “reservoirs” and contribute to the rebuilding of depleted stocks.

Finally, and as a broader remark, the Western MAP should ensure that fleet
segments operating at overcapacity levels are not granted any European Maritime
and Fisheries Fund (EMFF) subsidies other than those available under capacity
reduction programmes, as stipulated by the reformed CFP.
2.3 Providing fishing access based on social and environmental criteria
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2.4 Improving controls and compliance
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3. CONSULTATION QUESTIONS AND
ANSWERS
Fisheries exploiting demersal stocks in the Western Mediterranean Sea.

To what extent do you agree or disagree with the perception of the problem
described in the background document (i.e. "high levels of overfishing and
limitations of the current management framework")? Are there any other aspects
that you consider should be taken into account when defining the problem?

To what extent do you agree or disagree that the current management framework
(through national management plans) is sufficient to meet the objectives of the CFP
(i.e. sustainable exploitation of marine biological resources) in the Western
Mediterranean Sea?

9

To what extent do you agree or disagree that complementing the current
management framework with short-term measures such as emergency measures
set at national or EU level (e .g. trawling ban, etc.) would be a sufficient solution to
meet the objectives of the CFP?

To what extent do you agree or disagree that amending the current management
framework would be a sufficient solution to meet the objectives of the CFP?

Which amendments to the current management framework do you consider would
be most effective?
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To what extent do you agree or disagree that the current management framework
is fully implemented?

To what extent do you agree or disagree that an EU multiannual plan for the
fisheries exploiting demersal stocks in the Western Mediterranean Sea, which
would take into account the interactions between different types of fisheries,
would be the best option?

Which objectives do you consider should be introduced in a possible EU multiannual
plan?

Which technical/conservation measures do you consider should be introduced to
manage the species included in a possible EU multiannual plan?
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Which technical measures do you consider should be introduced to facilitate the
implementation of the landing obligation?
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Which mitigation measures do you consider should be introduced to minimise
short-term economic and social impacts on the fishing fleet and the coastal
communities depending on the demersal fisheries?

Which other technical/conservation measures not yet applied in the Mediterranean
Sea do you consider appropriate in view of ensuring sustainable exploitation?

Which impacts on the ecosystem do you consider should be taken into account in a
possible EU multiannual plan?
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Are there specific measures (such as minimum mesh sizes, minimum conservation
reference sizes, permanent or seasonal closures, etc.) that merit increased flexibility
under an EU multiannual plan and that could be introduced at a regional level?
What would be the most appropriate legal framework for doing so, the technical
measures regulation or the possible EU multiannual plan?

Taking into account your responses and inputs, which management framework do
you consider better to manage the demersal fisheries in the Western Mediterranean
Sea?
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