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1. adoption of the agenda and approval of the minutes of the previous meeting 
The agenda was adopted. The minutes of the previous meeting were approved, with some comments to the Spanish version from Chairman. 
The representative of (FEAP) asked for a debate on fish slaughtering methods in point 5 and comments on the results of the meetings about oyster mortality and of the application of the animal health care directive.

The representative of (EMPA) asked for a point to be added on other business regarding the health legislation.

2. Follow up on the availability of veterinary medicines in Aquaculture, (review)(I)(
The Commission’s representative gave a short overview of a state of play as follows; a consultation organized by DG SANCO was launched July last year regarding problems with the pharmacy legislation, while FEAP’S contribution on non-availability of some medicines was very helpful, the consultation has finished and DG SANCO has been summarizing and analyzing the replies and a document is being prepared, which will be public and needs to be checked internally and then to be published. Moreover, there was an external study last year and a draft report on any future changes on various problems. Furthermore, the Commission will have an internal meeting in June to review the dossier and DG SANCO intents to organize a stakeholder’s meeting in the 2nd half of 2011. FEAP representative asked the Commission to organise a meeting on veterinary medicines and aquaculture’. 

3. “(Draft Commission Regulation amending Annex III to Regulation (EC) No 853/2004 of the European Parliament and of the Council as regards requirements concerning parasites in the fisheries products for human consumption. (doc. SANCO/11487/2010)” (I)(
The Commission's representative presented the friezing regulation for fish consumed row or almost row. He mentioned that the last time that the issue was discussed, was in October last year. The first version of a draft change of legislation and the conditions were amended since that time. He furthermore, pointed out the fact whether food business operators can be trusted by member states control authorities. The speaker made a brief presentation of the draft regulation. He said that there is one legal text for this meeting by DG SANCO and a guidance text which explains the legislation providing examples. The Commission's representative highlighted the fact that there are no changes regarding the trade and consumption of fresh fish. The only fish that is included in the legislation are those fish that are consumed row or almost row. In Point 1 of the legislation there are presented the kinds of fish that have to undergo a special treatment in order parasites to be killed. Three different categories of parasites are mentioned. Point 2 includes provisions on when fish do not need to undergo the treatment. When fish is traded frozen then all parasites are killed and no treatment is required. Point 2b refers to wild catches. Point 2c refers to farm fishery products cultured from embryos that should not contain parasites. Again here there are 2 categories: when the environment is free of parasites, those fish are excluded; when the environment has parasites then there are procedures that need to be followed. Point 3 refers to the treatment. Point 4 refers to the fish that has to be treated to kill parasites. There is also a reference to the health regulation. On the other hand, the guidance text explains the parasites group and the methods used to kill them.

The representative of (COPA/COGECA) asked for an explanation regarding the procedure for 3rd countries

The Commission's representative replied that the procedures are the same for inside EU and outside. Third countries have to comply with EU requirements.

The representative of (FEAP)   had two comments: 1. he asked for an example of wild fishing growns just to know the acceptable levels of risks. 2. He referred to the monitoring programmes and how will be done.

The Commission's representative said that EFSA is looking at the issue and MS should see if it is done in a good way.  

4. Nutrition and health claims on fisheries and aquaculture products

 A FEAP's representative presented the point on nutrition and health claims on fisheries and aquaculture products as an important point for consumers. The most recent document on the issue is an EFSA resolution on health benefits of aquaculture bass and bream products and therefore, the participants would like to know whether there are other fishery products in the pipeline.

The representative of (EMPA) pointed out that there has been a lot of communication lately on fish but when it comes to molluscs not a lot of information is available. He also highlighted that producers would like that the health benefits for fish be better acknowledged by authorities and perhaps more things can be said about the nutritional qualities of molluscs and shellfish. Labeling for example is a way that can be used so that nutritional benefits are known to consumers.

The Commission's representative underlined that the main principle of the regulation is that all communication has to be scientifically founded. Furthermore, he explained  procedures on  claims that are submitted to EFSA. Firstly, member states had to collect all claims and afterwards send them to the Commission and to EFSA for assessment. EFSA is expected to finish work by the end of June. The second procedure has to do with new claims that have to be assessed. Currently many opinions prepared by EFSA on health claims are available on line as well as on the Commission's website. According to the speaker, at the end of the programme the fish sector will have health claims that will be in the advantage of the sector. 

The representative of (EMPA) stated that there should be no special label but in the fish sector they should have been allowed to use the term natural products rather than eco-labeling.   

5. An update on the 'New Strategy for Animal Welfare' (I)(
The Commission's representative made a presentation on the strategy on Animal Welfare. He mentioned that an action plan on animal Welfare was adopted by the Commission in 2006 and expired in 2010; since then there is a consultation process to assess the results to propose recommendations for the future. The next stage after the consultation process is to work on a new action plan/strategy. Moreover, the speaker noted that in May 2010 a resolution was adopted by the EP with political guidelines on the issue and since Lisbon Treaty co-decision is the procedure applied for almost all policies. The question on fish is important and it is a point that appears regularly, but there are no final answers yet. The representative also highlighted the role of research. 

The representative of (COPA/COGECA) highlighted the importance of scientific criteria, otherwise, a counter productive system could be created and no general objectives could be met. He concluded that fish are animals of a particular type that have to be included in the Animal Welfare Strategy.

The representative of (EMPA) expressed his concerns about the competitiveness of businesses in Europe and more specifically on the global market if industries have to respect additional rules on animal welfare. 

The Commission's representative reaffirmed that the strategy will provide general guidelines. Regarding the scientific question, the position of DG SANCO is based on scientific opinions provided by EFSA. 

The representative of (FEAP) noted that FEAP participated in the meeting of the Animal Welfare committee. He expressed his concerns about the life transport legislation and noted that a lot of technical proposals were made. He concluded by asking whether there will be an annex on technical provision regarding the transfer of fish.

The representative of (COPA/COGECA) expressed his concerns regarding the monitoring of the measures that are adopted by the EU and his concerns regarding the very strict EU standard which cannot be exported outside EU easily which makes the EU market less competitive. 

FEAP produced a resolution on welfare aspects on killing Mediterranean fish. Evaluation of slaughtering methods should be approach from a holistic perspective including the working environment, workers security, product safety and product quality and sustainable costs besides welfare of fish. Better management practice would be but they have to take into account that they stay still competitive that why they produce this resolution. Finally the resolution was adopted by the meeting.

6. Future role of ACFA WG II in the context of the post 2012 dialogue between the Commission Services and the Fisheries and Aquaculture stakeholders organized at European level (
Copa Cogeca's representative made a statement about the history of ACFA going back to 1979. He admitted that at the moment the ancient structure does not work properly and need to be reformed. ACFA' role has changed but aquaculture is increasingly important therefore there is a need to create a specific advisory c body for aquaculture on the EU level.

The representative of (EMPA) mentioned that EMPA is in favor of the creation of an advisory body on aquaculture. 

The Commission's representative replied that the CFP reform process is in the pipeline and nothing has been decided yet. The proposal on the CFP reform is foreseen for adoption on 13th of July. With regards to references made as to the content of the Commission's draft reform proposals and working documents on the future of ACFA before their formal adoption by the College, the Commission representative stressed that leaks and use of these documents is a very serious issue and subject to a disciplinary inquiry.

The chair pointed out that the reform is moving to the right direction as they have been thinking on the future of ACFA and that everybody should wait for the Commission's official proposal. 

7. Restocking policy (I)(
The item about Restocking was a request from FEAP. FEAP would like some more details on the problems in the bass sector which are also relevant to the fish farming sector in general. According to the speaker, restocking is a sector that involves both aquaculture and member states that is the reason why there was an effort from the part of FEAP to do a survey in order to examine what is going on in the sector. There will be available a summary on the results of the survey. 

The representative of (FEAP) presented the current situation of restocking in Europe. Restocking is very important for various reasons. It influences different professions and it is also related to culture, heritage and above all to economy. The study covers several European countries; some of the questions had to do with the importance of restocking in European countries, the economic value of restocking in each country, who are the producers of fish for restocking (industries- state) in each country. Another question that was raised in the study was why restocking is a problem. In general there were some responses to the survey from some countries. According to the speaker, a resolution was adopted in 2010 by FEAP on restocking practices and since the information provided by member states were not enough, FEAP is now suggesting that the Commission ask member states to provide annual reports on their national restocking activities in order to be able to know the real the economic situation of the sector in Europe. It was also suggested to prepare a best practices guide including information on what restocking is, on the measures, on data assessments, best practices etc. This work currently is under way and the speaker hopes to be finalized by the end of the year. The guide could be used both by fishermen and industries and would help in preserving the financial situation of the sector in Europe.

The representative of  (FEAP) made two observations, first on the recognition that restocking is a very important activity within European aquaculture and second the fact that it is extremely difficult to hold valid statistics on the matter and there is a need to have more official status reports. 

8. Market Observatory in relation to aquaculture products (I)(
The purpose of discussing this item is in order to examine how aquaculture products can be involved in the Market Observatory the plan. The Commission's representative provided information on the background of the topic. It is a 4 year project and each year a step was being made. This year is the year for designing the Observatory while in 2012 it will be the test phase. The reason for creating such a project is for data collection. The EU seafood market depends a lot on 3rd world countries which mean that stakeholders choose various destinations for exporting their products. However, the data available are not sufficient and as a result stakeholders cannot adopt and implement their strategies effectively. The aim of the Observatory is to gather all the necessary information on imports, exports, processing and consumption in a single website while before data were spread in many different websites. The geographical scope of the Observatory is Europe and the different coastlines, Iceland and Norway as they are main suppliers and competitors and information on what goes on internationally. The type of information that will be provided are price indicators, monthly data on various species, structural data and Eurostat data in order to better understand the market situation. The main objective is to follow prices in all stages in the chain in order to get an overall understanding of the market. The Commission's representative, therefore, asked the Aquaculture organizations to inform them on what kind of information they would like to receive and what kind of information are able to provide so that everybody can benefit from spread of information.

The sector representatives noted that the Aquaculture information is also available on the level of professional bodies. 

The representative of (FEAP) noted that FEAP operates an annual collection of information. The main problem that he recognized is the coding system when data are being compared. There has to be a guaranty that reference products are used correctly. 

The chairman closed the meeting
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