
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation establishing a Community framework for the collection, management and use of data in the fisheries sector and supporting scientific opinions on the Common Fisheries Policy

1.
Rapporteur: Paulo CASACA (PSE/PT)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0407/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2007)0498
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 13 November 2007

4.
Subject: Data in the fisheries sector and scientific advice regarding the common fisheries policy
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0070(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 37 of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Fisheries Committee (PECH)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by Parliament with the exception of Amendment 7 which it can accept 'in principle'.

Amendment 1 – Rejected

The Commission shares Parliament's concern over the need to ensure a sufficient level of confidentiality. However, this point is already covered by a new text referring to the Regulation on Data protection - Directive 95/46/EC of the European Parliament and Council of 24 October 1995 on the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of personal data and on the free movement of such data - and by Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 of the European Parliament and Council of 18 December 2000. Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.

Amendment 2 - Rejected

The Commission shares Parliament's view. In order to check existing data, access will be given only to the Commission. The Member States will be obliged to transmit data to the end user without giving access.  Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.
Amendment 3 – Rejected

The Commission shares Parliament's view.  Member States must, therefore, transmit only detailed data (without reference to individuals or legal entities) and no primary data. Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.
Amendment 4 – Rejected

This point is already covered by Article 19 (Procedure for transmission of detailed and aggregated data) paragraph 4. Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.
Amendment 5 – Rejected

A new definition has been proposed by the Commission, and the reference to "legal person" has been deleted.

"End users" means legal entities, bodies or organisations with an interest in the scientific analysis of data concerning the fisheries sector and the effects of fisheries on the marine ecosystem. Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.

Amendment 6 – Rejected

The uses of the data are different (scientific analysis and scientific advice to support CFP); the rule for this must be different from the one specified in Directive 2003/4/EC. In addition Member States are financially supported by the Commission to collect this data under data collection framework. Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.

Amendment 7 – agree in principle

The Commission agrees in principle with Parliament. New text has been submitted to the Council. Furthermore the implementing Regulation will clearly specify the rule of sanctions.

Amendment 8– Rejected

This point is already covered by Article 19 (Procedure for transmission of detailed and aggregated data) paragraph 4. There is no need to include this paragraph. Furthermore, it is not possible to make a distinction between private and public end-users. Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.

Amendment 9 – Rejected

Any data collection operation, including self sampling, is already covered by the Regulation. Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.

Amendment 10 – Rejected

Disagree; definition of end-users given in Article 2 (g) applies to the entire Regulation. There is no need to specify again here.

Amendment 11 – Rejected

Disagree. The Parliament proposal defines the rule to check the existence of the data when the Commission proposal deals with the access to the national computerized database.

Amendment 12 – Rejected

Disagree. The Parliament proposal deals with the means not with the rights.

Amendment 13 – Rejected

Disagree. This is a Member State obligation. Member States are responsible for collection, storage, monitoring and transmission of the data.

Amendment 14 – Rejected

Disagree. The aim for requesting access to the national database by electronic means for the Commission is only to check the existence of the data (collected with the financial support of the Commission). Using electronic means will save time and money for the Commission.

Amendment 15 – Rejected

Disagree. Detailed data can be necessary to support both public debate and stakeholders' needs for their participation in policy development.

Publications for scientific purposes (Ph D, publications in scientific journals) do require detailed data.

Amendment 16 – Rejected

Disagree. This is a Member State obligation. Member States are responsible for collection, storage, monitoring and transmission of data.

Amendment 17 – Rejected

Disagree. The Parliament proposal does not add anything to the text.

Amendment 18 – Rejected

Disagree. The Commission supports financially the collection, storage and monitoring of the data and the development of the databases. Therefore, the conditions of the use of these data are different than those established by Directive 2003/4/EC.

There is no need to amend this Article.
Amendment 19 – Rejected

The Commission shares Parliament's opinion on this point. However, it is already covered by a new narrative referring to the Regulation on Data protection - Directive 95/46/EC of the European Parliament and Council of 24 October 1995 on the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of personal data and on the free movement of such data - and by Regulation (EC) No 45/2001 of the European Parliament and Council of 18 December 2000. Therefore, the Commission considers this amendment to be unnecessary.

Amendment 20 – Rejected

Disagree. It is not a Member State responsibility to demonstrate whether data are essential or not. Demands are launched by the end-users with a reference to the use.

Amendment 21 – Rejected

Disagree. Contrary to the simplification objectives.

9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: No amended proposal. However Amendment 7 adopted by the Parliament is expected to be included in the final decision of the Council.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal is foreseen to be on the agenda of December 2007 Council.
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