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Estonia supports the EU Common Fisheries Policy reform package published by the European 
Commission in July 2011 . The draft legislation of the package complies with the principles of 
the Estonian fisheries policy. Relevant elements of the reform have essentially already been 
enacted in Estonia. The Fishing Act of Estonia treats fishing rights as transferable rights, the 
implemented market instruments essentially conform to the new market organisation regulation. 
Therefore Estonia 's opinion on some of the issues proposed for debate at the interparliamentary 
meeting on 28 February has not been outlined because it conforms to the proposal of the 
European Commission. 

Panel 1 : Basic Regulation 

• General provisions and objectives, including "MSY" {'maximum sustainable yield') 

In long-term perspective, Estonia 's priority is to develop a professional fisheries sector that does 
not depend on state aid. 
Estonia supports the maximum sustainable yield principle formulated in the UN Plan of 
Implementation adopted in Johannesburg in 2002, that is, achieving the maximum sustainable 
yield of fishes step by step, where possible, by 2015, taking into consideration the 
interconnection of different fish species in the food chain. 
We believe that the use of fish resources as a public resource should be transparent, which means 
that in the future the fishing catch data will be public. 
We support the principle that the costs of the conservation and restoration of fish stocks, 
including the costs of surveillance, should be to as great extent as possible covered by the sector 
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that profits economically from it. We do not support significant increase of the costs of 
surveillance. The target should be achieved by effective implementation of the existing 
surveillance instruments and raising the culture of compliance. We believe that for developing 
the culture of compliance, first of all the awareness of fishermen has to be raised. 
We are of the opinion that aquaculture should continue to be integrated to the future of the CFP. 

• Discards 

We support elimination of discarding offish caught as by-catch. Strengthening of surveillance 
measures is not sufficient for reducing unwanted by-catch; the selectiveness of fishing gear 
should be improved instead and catching with selective fishing gear should be developed as 
priority. 
We wish that undersized fish could also be used for human consumption. 

• Multiannual plans 

We support the implementation of long-term and research-based fisheries management plans. 
Such plans are an important basis for organising the sustainable use of fish stocks. 

• Transferable Fishing Concessions 

We support achieving the balance between fishing capacity and fishing resources. In order to 
achieve that, the Commission should share the recommendations of best practices in choosing 
the system for managing fishing rights. 
We believe that using the system of transferable rights to fishing and thus abolishing the 
obligation to observe the upper limit of the fishing capacity of vessels is a positive trend in 
fishery, reducing unnecessary bureaucracy. 

• Management of Fishing Capacities 

At the level of Member States the capacity of the fleet should be addressed notably through the 
rights-based management. 
Practice has shown that the existing system of support for scrapping has not succeeded at the 
community level. One-off scrapping schemes are necessary. Balancing is a pre-requisite for 
sustainable management of fishing fleet. 

• Regionalisation 

We support the position that the fundamental decisions regarding the common fisheries policy 
are adopted at the community level, but their implementation is delegated to the Member States 
on regional basis. This would make the fisheries policy notably simpler, promote taking into 
consideration of regional differences and increase the role of Regional Advisory Councils in 
decision-making. 
We are of the opinion that defining and regulation of coastal fishing must remain in the 
competence of the Member States, so that regional circumstances would be taken sufficiently 
into account. 
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• New governance and the role of the Regional Advisory Councils 

Regarding the governance, we support the introduction of decision-making framework at 
regional level. 
At the EU level, only fundamental decisions should be made but their implementation could be 
delegated to Member States according to the regional principles. 
Estonia supports decentralization and hereby improving the role of RACs in decision-making 
process. 

• External Policy 

In the context of the external dimension of the CFP, Estonia stresses the importance of the EU 
policy in international fishing organisations and in improving the effectiveness of their work. The 
fishing opportunities received on the basis of fisheries agreements should be used to the 
maximum extent and access should be provided to those Member States that are interested. The 
financial support given to third countries should be used for developing sustainable fisheries 
sector. 

Estonia supports greater transparency in managing the stocks of coastal states and concluding an 
agreement for preceding and subsequent evaluation of stocks. So far the EU financial assistance 
has not been used purposefully, e.g. for improving control, science-based management, etc. 
Partnership agreements should be made into sustainable fisheries agreements that are based on 
the best scientific knowledge. 

Estonia supports increasing the contribution of the profiting sector within the framework of the 
partnership agreements. The share of the EU budget in the agreements should be reduced, 
reasonable part of the costs should be covered by the fisheries sector profiting from the 
agreement and the size would depend on the value of fishing opportunities. The fleets of all 
interested Member States should have equal access to the fishing opportunities obtained from 
third countries through the EU financing. 

Panel 2 : Common Organisation of the Market 

• Creation and role of of POs (aquaculture POs, transnational POs, associations of 
POs, inter-branch organisations) 

We support the principle that the producers ' organisations of fishery should play an increased 
role in the processing and marketing of fish, so that they would have the possibility of receiving 
fair price for their products. 
To make it possible for the POs to participate in fishery not only as catchers, but also to take 
responsibility as marketers of finished products or to offer fresh fish directly to the consumer, 
they should be offered incentives for one-off structural changes. 

• EU eco-label for sustainable fishing 

Labelling requirements for fishery products have been established and they should ensure the 
transparency of the fishery products market. Different types of labelling targeted at consumers 
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that are given to products coming from sustainable fishing should be developed and their use 
should be encouraged. 

Panel 3 : European Maritime and Fisheries Fund 

The Estonian Parliament is discussing the draft regulation on the European Marit ime and 
Fisheries Fund and forming its opinions on it. As different committees have to give their opinion 
on the draft legislation, according to the work schedule, it should be approved in the middle of 
March. 

Kalvi Kova 
Chairman 
Rural Affairs Committee 
Riigikogu 

20 February 2012 
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