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7.
Structural policy and public financial support 

	The scope of the future EFF and the specific budgetary commitments should make it possible to cover all relevant areas of the reformed CFP. It should in particular offer measures to support and develop partnership relations between scientists and stakeholders in order to improve the credibility and the quality of scientific reports, and initiatives for marine environment protection, in particular those taken by the fisheries sector (cf. the development project "Keepers of the sea" regarding which the ACFA has stated its opinion).   
A reorientation of the EU financial resources will be a function of the possible new objectives assigned to the future CFP. The current provisions of the EFF already allow reprogramming of the funds, by an adaptation of the operational Member State programmes, as was the case, for example, to counter the effects of the fuel crisis in fisheries. 

Thanks to its audit and control tools and its evaluation and monitoring committees, the Commission, in cooperation with the Member States, constitutes the principal guarantor of the overall coherence and synergy necessary between the funds arising from the CFP and the other Community instruments. 

The pillars of the future CFP will probably be extremely similar to the current principles and which are stated in the 1st Article of the basic regulation instituting the CFP. They necessarily stipulate coherent measures via coordination mechanisms, if they are to relate to a common policy. In principle, each Member State establishes strategic objectives containing its long-term vision for policy development in the fishing and aquaculture sectors. It is therefore theoretically logical to think that government aid will be subject to the fulfilment of these aims. For more clarity it is advisable in any case, to agree on what one understands by "achievement of strategic objectives" (degree of achievement, nature of the objectives, who evaluates them and how, etc). 

There are an increasing number of support actions that require to be addressed at the European level, including, as an example, the concept of transnational promotion actions. The reformed CFP should provided facilitative measures to enable the use of EFF funding for such actions of common interest.

In July 2008, the EU Council adopted temporary derogations from the EFF regulations to respond to the economic consequences generated by the crisis in the sector. Despite the divergent views within ACFA regarding the relevance implementing such a package, it must be remembered that Member States did not use or very rarely used this complex and bureaucratic instrument. The rules must at all costs be simplified so as to make them more accessible, the same as encouraging the reprogramming of the EFF funds and a facilitated utilisation of them. 

Public financial support must be granted in the same way to all sectors, with particular attention to coastal and small-scale fishing and aquaculture activities, in order to ensure equitable treatment. The EFF itself must not continue to distinguish between regions covered by or outside the convergence objective, as adjustment needs of the fisheries and aquaculture sector are required all over Europe, irrespective of macro-economic criteria regarding economic and social cohesion. 

Subsidies in the fisheries sector should be studied on a case by case basis and with flexibility, particularly if this involves helping the fishermen to adopt more selective fishing techniques, to support them in steps towards more sustainable fishing, in safety initiatives, in measures aiming to recover resources (temporary biological halt), or finally, in measures of common interest, etc. 



	The Environmental NGO’s consider that in the past, public aid has failed to help the fisheries sector become more sustainable and has contributed to a large extent to the problem of over-fishing, According to them this was recognised by the World Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesburg and by the WTO where fisheries subsidies are currently under negotiation. In line with the negotiating mandate agreed by WTO ministers in Hong Kong, the Environmental NGO’s believe that the EU should make sure that subsidies do not contribute to overcapacity and overfishing.

Some members of ACFA consider it unacceptable for a Member State to have access to EU funding withdrawn for a whole sector in case of non-compliance with CFP rules. This would mean that all operators within it would be penalised due to a few administrations or operators failing to comply with regulations. Others believe that public aid should be given to Member States on condition that they adequately implement the CFP. 
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