Aees (2018319000

F

% REPUBLIC OF BULGARIA
3 National Agency for Fisheries and Aquacutture

TO

MR. FABRIZIO DONATELLA

ACTING DIRECTOR

FISHERIES POLICY MEDITERRANEAN AND BLACK SEA
DG MARITIME AFFAIRS AND FISHERIES

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

SUBJECT: Annual report on the implementation of the landing obligation (Regulation (EU)
2015/812 amending Regulation (EU) 138072013, Article 15.14)

DEAR MR. DONATELLA,
In connection with your letter regarding annual report on the implementation of the

landing obligation I would like to submit the Bulgarian responses to the questionnaire:

Steps taken by Member States and producer organizations to comply with the landing
obligation,

1.Have you initiated, supported, participated in or implemented any measures and/or studies
relating to the avoidance of unwanted catches through spatial or temporal changes to fishing
behavior (for example, studies/pilots on real time closures)? - Yes/No -

Please specify the measures taken or studies.
Which fleet segments/fisheries do these measures and/or studies apply to?

3. What has the uptake of these measures and/or studies been in the fleet segments/fisheries to
which they are applicable? Please provide the number and proportion of vessels in the
segment/fishery. — N/A

4, Have you initiated any changes to your quota management system to implement the
landing obligation? Yes/No

Please specify these changes.

5. For stocks managed through catch limits, have you conducted a quantitative analysis to
identify potential national choke issues? Yes/Ne

Please give details.

6. Have you pursued any exemptions fo the landing obligation (either for high survival or de
minimis) in the development of regional joint recommendations? Yes/No



Please give details of each exemption pursued.

Commission delegated regulation(EU) 2017/87 of 20 October 2016 establishing a discard
plan for turbot fisheries in the Black Sea.

On 30 of June 2016 Bulgaria and Romania have submitted a joint recommendation to the
Commission concerning a discard plan for turbot fisheries in the Black Sea, taking into
consideration the opinion of the sector. The joint recommendation suggested that an
exemption from the landing obligation be applied to turbot in the Black Sea, as scientific
evidences suggest high survival rates, based on the scientific evidence provided and reviewed
by the Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries. The survivability
exemption allowed under Article 15(4)(b) of Regulation (EU) 1380/2013 should be included
in this Regulation for one year. By 1" of May 2017 Bulgaria shall submit to the Commission
additional discard data and any other relevant scientific information supporting the
exemption.

7. What studies or evidence have you collected or produced in order to support such a request.

The Bulgarian Institute for Fish Resources (IFR) in Varna has submitted a statement proving
the high survivability in bottom-set gillnets fisheries of the following species:

-~ Turbot (Psetta maxima);

~  Piked dogfish (Squalus acanthias);

- Thornback ray (Raja clavata);

- Common stingray (Dasyatis pastinaca);
-~ Sturgeons (Acipenseridae).

According to the scientific opinion, the discarded turbot individuals, caught with bottom-set
gillnets, have high survivability after their release back in the water:

8. What steps have you taken to ensure the amount discarded under granted de minimis
exemptions does not exceed the permitted volume in the delegated act?

N/A

9. What has been the utilization of any granted de minimis exemptions in the fleet
segment/fishery to which the exemption applies? Please provide the total weight and
proportion of catch discarded under this exemption for each fleet segment/fishery to which an
exemption applies.

N/A

10. Have any of your vessels utilized the provision to discard fish which shows damage
caused by predators? Yes/No

Please provide the total weight of catch of each species discarded for each fleet
segment/fishery concerned.

L'L. For stocks managed by catch limits, did you make use of the provisions for inter-annual or
inter=species flexibility? Yes/No

Please identify which flexibility (or flexibilities) was used, and the corresponding reallocation
of fishing opportunities for the stocks concerned.

12, In the déveiopman: of joint recommendations, has consultation with Advisory Councils
and other relevant stakeholders taken place? Yes/No



Please outline the process of consultation with Advisory Councils.

The Black sea RAC was created with the Regulation (EU)1380/201, but at the time of
consultation was not operational. Nevertheless, the administration asked the opinion of the
sector.

Please outline the process of consultation with other stakeholders, if relevant.

On the bilateral Bulgarian ~ Romanian discussions on establishment of Joint
Recommendation and discards plan for turbot fisheries have been discussed between the
Executive Agency for Fisheries and Aquacultures of Bulgaria and the National Agency for
Fisheries and Aquacultures of Romania. Both authorities have agreed for the necessity of
Joint Recommendation and discard plan for turbot fisheries in Black Sea. The
Recommendation was prepared with the collaboration of both fisheries agencies.

13. Following the adoption of the delegated act for a discard plan, have steps been taken to
ensure adequate understanding among stakeholders of their obligations under the provisions
of the act? Yes/No

Please outline the process of ensuring stakeholders understand the obligations that will apply
to them.

Fisheries branch organizations are represented in the Working group 8 ~“Fisheries”, where
the current fisheries issues are discussed

14. Are there any other steps not covered by the questions above that you have carried out to
effect compliance with the provisions of the landing obligation? Yes/No

Please specify the measures taken.

15. Which fleet segments/fisheries do these studies/pilots apply to?

N/A

16. What has the uptake been of these measures in the fleet segments/fisheries to which they
are applicable? Please provide the number and proportion of vessels in the segment/fishery.
N/A

Steps taken by Member States regarding control of compliance with the landing obligation

17. Has information been provided by Member States administrations and control agencies to
fishermen? Yes/no
In what format has this information taken?

. Initiatives directed to fishermen to improve compliance

. Guidelines on the application of the landing obligation, accurate recording of catches,
gte.

’ Other

Communication in the EAFA’s web page

18. Have guidelines been provided by Member States administrations and control agencies for
inspectors? Yes/no '

In what format has this information taken?

. Delivery of guidelines for inspectors on the effective and uniform application of the
landing obligation,



° Seminars and trainings organized for presenting the guidelines to inspectors at national
and regional level.
Seminars and trainings of the inspector.

19. Have new control and monitoring tools been used by Member States? Yes/No
Please supply information on:

. Control tools used in the context of landing obligation, i.e. REM, traditional systems
(aerial surveillance, inspections at sea), reference fleets, ete.
, Steps towards implementation of new tools, including electronic monitoring means

dedicated to implementation of landing obligation, haul-by-haul recording, ete.

20, Have the Member state administrations and control authorities monitored below Minimum
Conservation Reference Size (MCRS) catches at and after landing (traceability)? Yes/No
Please supply information on:

. Total number of discards (by fishery, fleet segment) from 2013 to 2016 — N/4

. Initiatives taken to prevent under MCRS catches fromi reaching the commercial channels
(pre-notification of landings of under MCRS catches, etc.).

. Measures taken to monitor landings at fish markets/auctions adopted.

21. Has control and monitoring been based on risk assessment? Yes/no
Please supply information on the risk assessment tools used and the results obtained, including
those implemented by the regional Control Expert Groups in cooperation with EFCA.

On 18.01.2017 was held a meeting in the EFCA’s premises and we are expecting a final
report and conclusions shortly

22. Has the “last observed haul” approach elaborated by EFCA as a tool for monitoring the
implementation of the landing obligation and to derive potential targets for inspection been used?
Yes/No

Please give details of the fisheries covered and the extent of sampling.

Information on the socioeconomic impact of the landing obligations

23. Using the most appropriate indicators defined below, provide information on the socio-
economics impacts on:

. The catching sector

» Upstream businesses

» Processors

’ Consumption and markets
. Costs for Member States
N/A

Information ou the effect of the landing obligation on safety on board fishing vessels

24. Have there been any reported incidents of overloading of vessels causing stability problems?
Yes/No

Can you quantify these in terms of:

. Number of deaths or serious injuries - No

. No of vessels involved as a % of the specific fleet segment - No

25. Have there been any reported incidents of overloading of vessels forcing them to return to port
early? Yes/No

Please specify the number and nature of such incidents,



26. Have there been any reported incidents or accidents on board vessels that can be attributable
to excessive workload? Yes/No

Please specify the number and nature of such incidents or accidents.

27. Has any national legislation relating to safety on board fishing vessels arising from the landing
obligation been amended or introduced? Yes/No

Please provide details of this legislation.

28. Have you provided or received any funding under Article 32 (Health and safety) of EMFF or
Article 3 (Eligible operations on safety) and Article 6 (Eligible operations on working conditions)
of Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2015/531 to mitigate against potential safety issues
caused by the landing obligation? Yes/No

If yes, please specify the number of projects involved and the nature of the measures taken.

If no, have any measures been taken which have not been funded under the EMFF?

No

Information on the use and outlets of catches below the minimum conservation reference
size of a species subject to the landing obligation

29. What have been the main reported uses and destinations for catches below mers?

Can you quantify these catches by species in terms of volumes, price per tone and associated costs
for the different outlets such catches have been sent? - No

30. Have you carried out any studies or pilot projects considering the potential uses for such
catches? Yes/No

Please provide details of such studies or pilot projects.

Information on port infrastructures and of vessels’ Sitting with regard to the landing
obligation for each fishery concerned

31. Have you provided funding under Article 38 of the EMFF for modifications on board vessels
for the handling of catches on board? Yes/Ne
Please specify the number, nature and total amount invested ini such projects.

32, Have you provide funding under Article 43 of the EMFF for investment in the

infrastructure of fishing ports, auction halls and shelters for the handling of unwanted catches?
Yes/No

Please specify the number; nature and total amount invested in such projects.

33. Have you provide funding under Articles 68 and 69 of the EMFF for investment in marketing
measures and the processing of fishery and aquaculture products? Yes/No

Please specify the number, nature and total amount invested in such projects.

Information on the difficulties encountered in the implementation of the landing obligation
and recommendations to address them

34.Please provide information on the following:
Operational difficulties, such as:

» Avoidance and/or selectivity insufficient to avoid unwanted catches

# Handling, storage and processing of unwanted catches

. Lack of funding to adapt fishing gears, vessels or port infrastructure Difficulties relating to
monitoring, control and enforcement, such as:

. Lack of understanding or awareness of the rules

. Difficulties implementing and monitoring de minimis or high survivability exemptions

* Implementation problems with regard to control/monitoring processes or infrastructure

(e.g. adaptation of ERS systems)



» Refusal to carry observers

Difficulties in fully utilizing fishing opportunities, such as:

. Problems re-allocating quota to cover catches previously not landed
. Problems with the timing or availability of quota swaps

Fisheries being forced to close early due to choke problems
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