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SUMMARY RECORD OF THE PLENARY MEETING OF THE 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON FISHERIES AND AQUACULTURE
9 December 2009
ATTENDANCE
Chair: 
Mr Pastoor (and member of AIPCE)
Working Group 1: 
Mr Garat (Chair) 
Working Group 2: 
--
Working Group 3: 
Mr Keller (Chair and Chair of the Bureau), Mr O’Donoghue (Vice-Chair)
Working Group 4:
Mr Mozos (Vice-Chair)

Europêche: 
Mr Deas, Mr González Gil de Bernabé
Cogeca: 
--
ETF: 
Mr Trujillo
AEOP/EAPO: 
-- 
Copa/Cogeca:
Mr Salvador
AIPCE: 
--
CEP: 
Mr Bamberger
AEPM/EMPA:
Ms Longa Portabales
FEAP:
Mr Chaperon
Consumers: 
Mr Godfrey
Environmental NGOs: 
Mr Dunn, Mr Fourgon
Development NGOs:

Ms Gorez
Social dialogue: 
Ms González
Secretaries-General of ACFA member organisations: 

Mr Brouckaert (EAPO), Mr Vernaeve (EUROPECHE/COGECA), Ms Vicente (AIPCE/CEP), Mr Hough (FEAP), Ms Spera, Mr Alfonso (ETF), Mr Guillaumie (AEPM/EMPA), Ms Consten (NGOS Contact Group) 
Observers: 
Mr Amigo Chouciño, Ms Sánchez Escribano, Mr Morrison (EUROPECHE), Mr Breckling (Cogeca), Mr Morrison (AIPCE), Mr Jiménez (CEP), Mr Bassett (FEAP), Ms Gaudin (NGOs)
Commission: 

Mr Borg, Ms Thom, Ms Kirchner (Commission), Mr Weissenberger, Ms Scozzi, Mr Bates, Ms Brajard, Mr Pertierra, Mr Vergine, Ms Viallon, Ms Olivert Amado, Ms Duarte de Sousa (DG MARE), Mr Coquillat, Mr Deglise (DIGIT), Mr Rosado, Ms Cabot (DG SANCO)
Secretariat: 


Mr Papaioannou, Ms Diaconescu, Ms Ruiz Monroy
1. Confirmation of interim chairmanship

Having been elected chairman of EUROPECHE, Javier Garat had had to resign as chairman of ACFA. The Vice-chairman, Mr Pastoor, who already had been representing ACFA in some late events, was confirmed as interim chairman until the renewal of the members of ACFA (6 May 2010).

2. Adoption of the draft agenda and approval of the summary record of the previous meeting
The draft agenda was adopted and the summary record of the previous meeting was approved subject to two modifications
.
3. Adoption of the following documents:

3.1. ACFA’s Opinion on the Green Paper

The rapporteur (EUROPÊCHE) explained the progress of the document and the late amendments to chapters B4, B8 and B9 of the Opinion requested by the Bureau the day before. Both EUROPÊCHE and ACFA chairs thanked the rapporteur and EUROPÊCHE Secretariat for the work done. The rest of ACFA’s members expressed their approval. The Opinion was adopted. It would be submitted to the Commission during the week of 14 December. It would also be published both on DG MARE’s website and in the EU Maritime Policy forum (MPF) (https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/node/543). 
3.2. ACFA’s Opinion on ‘Improvement of consumer information on fresh fish products’
FEAP’s representative explained the content of this Opinion that had been adopted by WG2 and WG3 (except AIPCE and CEP) on 15/10/2009. He pointed to the imprecision of labelling information available to consumers on fresh fish products and to the need to physically separate fresh from defrosted fish products.

AIPCE and CEP did not support this document and emphasised that what had been requested in the Resolution was already enshrined in law. They considered, therefore, that there was no need for new legislation, but that the controls on proper labelling should be tightened. Moreover, it was not always feasible, in their view, to have a separate space for fresh fish and proposed to invite EUROCOMMERCE to advise on food separation. 
All the other participants supported the Resolution. Some highlighted problems of traceability of defrosted products and absence of the catching date on labels. AIPCE referred to the existing traceability rules (Regulation 2065/2001) and insisted that the problem lay in the way they were implemented by some Member States. 
The Chairman concluded that all the members agreed on the importance of consumers having clear information on what they were buying but disagreed about the way to get this information. He proposed a) to adopt the Resolution with a minority position or b) to adapt the Resolution in order to get consensus. 

The Resolution was finally adopted with a minority position (AIPCE and CEP). It would be submitted to the Commission in the week of 14 December and published on DG MARE’s website and in the MPF (https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/node/546) 

3.3. Schedule of ACFA meetings
The proposal of the Bureau was endorsed (Annex 1) . The dates would be available on DG MARE’s website and in the MPF (https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/node/532) 
3.4. ACFA’s work programme for 2010

The chairman of the Bureau explained the work programme that had been adopted at the Bureau meeting. He asked for two more points to be included in the programme of WG3. The NGOs (Development) wanted to keep the external dimension in WG1’s programme but the chairman of this group proposed to take it out of the programme to avoid overlapping with RACs. The programme was finally adopted with modifications. It will be available on DG MARE’s website and in the MPF (https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/taxonomy/term/202)

4. presentation related to the european maritime day

The Commission representative (DG MARE) recalled that the Commission had proposed, in the Blue Paper on Integrated Maritime Policy and in its action plan, celebrating an annual European Maritime Day aiming at boosting the visibility of the maritime sectors, at building on best practice to support the further development of an integrated approach to maritime affairs, and at ensuring contacts with and consultation of stakeholders. She presented the 2010 European Maritime Day that would take place in Asturias (Spain) (Annex 2. Presentation also available at https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/node/188)
The EUROPÊCHE representative would propose to the members of the European Fisheries technological platform that it be launched in Gijón as part of the European Maritime Day celebrations. This would be confirmed to the Commission.  

5. presentation on the eu maritime policy forum (https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/taxonomy/term/143)
The Secretariat indicated that this tool had been set up under the IMP Action Plan. In the evaluation of ACFA’s functioning, better information exchange was found to be needed and this was a first step towards improving it. The Commission had decided to set up a specific section for ACFA so that its members could share information on meetings organised by themselves, the Commission and/or RACs. In principle, most of the information would be provided by the Secretariat but the different member organisations of ACFA would be able to share their own information (preparatory meetings, studies, reports, general assemblies, etc.) in a specific section that the Secretariat had created for this purpose  (‘Other Events — Documents  -  Events of ACFA members - https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/taxonomy/term/287). This tool would also allow the preparation of ACFA’s opinions and other documents by activating a private section where only contributors could comment on the documents.

The Commission (DIGIT) explained how to use the tool (creating accounts, logging in, etc.) (Annex 3 and https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/tutorial/index.htm)
The Secretariat invited the members of ACFA to register for sharing information.
6. information from the commission on:
6.1. ACFA’s Resolution on Carp KHV

The Commission representative (DG SANCO) explained the working document of the Commission services that had been endorsed by all Member States (https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/node/486). In conclusion, he said that the measures adopted by the Commission would enable the Member States and the Commission to obtain a better picture of the epidemiological situation of KHV in Europe. It was too early to draw any conclusions on the status of the disease since Council Directive 2006/88/EC had only been applicable since August 2008. Moreover, it was premature to envisage any additional surveillance or control measure on KHV until the data collected by Member States had been assessed. He also said that Council Directive 2006/88/EC gives the Member States flexibility to allow them to consider the specific circumstances of their aquaculture sector when deciding how to implement the provisions of the Directive.

The COPA COGECA representative asked for the sector to be taken into account when the list of diseases was updated as this would suppose an economic impact on the sector.
6.2. Draft legislative measures to address the Pacific Oyster mortalities affecting mainly France and Ireland

The Commission representative (DG SANCO) said that great mortality of Pacific Oysters in certain areas of France and Ireland had been noticed in autumn 2008. This was due to a combination of adverse environmental aspects and a specific virus. In 2009, mortality had increased again. Epidemiologic research in Ireland and other areas had shown that a new type of herpes virus might be the cause of this mortality. A proposal for a Regulation was being discussed with Member States. This document aimed mainly at protecting the non-infected zones by taking temporary measures to avoid the spread of the disease (one year). The measures and the status of the disease would be reassessed after this period of time. The Commission was working closely with the European Reference Laboratory in order to come up with diagnostic methods. The representative said that the Commission and Member States were doing the risk management together. She invited the stakeholders to send their written comments to the Commission or to their Member States directly.
The EMPA representative provided information on the meeting with the Commission on 8/12/2009 on this issue. This organisation believed that the best way to avoid an increase of the disease was to prevent the spread of the pathogen. Being different the scope of the proposal, as it stands,  would only make new demands on  producers and scientists. 
7. Exchange of views with the commissioner for maritime affairs and fisheries
The chairman informed the Commissioner of the recent adoption of the Opinion on the Green Paper which would be submitted to the Commission in a few days. The Commissioner thanked ACFA for this Opinion. He gave an overview of recent developments and future events (Speech in the EU Maritime Policy Forum - Plenary https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/node/188) 
As far as the catching sector was concerned, there seemed to be a contradiction between the proposal for regionalisation under the CFP Reform and the new legislative proposals on Control, IUU and Technical measures. Concerns over the failure of negotiations with Norway and the financial/structural availability to implement the reformed CFP in 2013, especially for the artisanal fleet, as well as disappointment at the postponement of the CMO revision were also expressed. Some members of this sector were critical of the individual transferable rights. Simplification and clarification of the rules were considered necessary.
The Commissioner's answer was that the reform would move to a regionalisation approach, for instance looking for modalities whereby management and policy implementation decisions would be left to the regions themselves. However, the legislative decisions should still be taken by either the Council and the EP, the Council (for the TAC/quota and effort) or the Commission on a proposal from the Commission. In this context, the said legislative proposals were in line with the reform since they were drawn up at European level, through a Council Regulation setting out the principles and the horizontal measures. The implementing rules would then be defined for the regional level. He stated that the proposal for a reformed CMO fully consistent with the CFP could be tabled by the end of 2010. This schedule would be more conducive to fitting the CMO into the new CFP given the numerous links that exist between market and conservation policies.
In answer to other comments , he said that the cut for Southern Hake was based on the parameters of the management plan for this stock and that the TAC proposed for Northern Hake would lead the stock gradually towards maximum sustainable yield conditions. This was compatible with the Commission’s proposed long-term plan for this stock. Concerning the logbook, the Commission was in contact with Member States to see if the necessary mechanisms were in place. Otherwise, infringement procedures would be launched. For ICCAT, he said that the agreed measures should bring about an immediate and significant reduction in fishing pressure on the fragile bluefin tuna stock although it would demand further sacrifices from the fishing industry. The CITES meeting in March would decide if this stock should be listed.  
On the subject of financial allocations for 2013, the Commissioner said that this required a decision at Member State and European Parliament levels. The ITQ system might be used in some cases, with special measures to protect the small-scale fisheries. 
The processing sector was worried about the overload of documentation that some provisions of the IUU Regulation could generate, producing a possible ‘paper-tsunami’ scenario. The Commissioner pointed out that the EU could not impose electronic solutions on third-country partners. However, Article 12(4) provides for the use of electronic means, including in the exchange of documents between operators. Member States may choose to do so. A question was asked about the Control Regulation (Article 58-6 referring to Art 58-5/letter 'g") which states that labeling shall include for 'all lots of fisheries and aquaculture products' the information to consumers set out in Article 8 of R 2065/2001.  The Commissioner replied that in practice the scope of the consumer information rules excluded prepared or preserved (including canned) fisheries products and that Article 58 of the Control Regulation would not modify this situation  but that the implementing rules on traceability would clarify specific rules applicable to prepared or preserved fisheries products. 
The aquaculture sector suggested that the position of aquaculture would be reinforced in the CFP and questioned why the former aquaculture unit had been abolished in DG MARE. The Commissioner said that while Fisheries was a Common Policy, aquaculture was not as it was a shared competence with the Member States and the majority of actions foreseen at EU level, except for EFF, research, health and trade aspects,  were of a non-legislative nature. However, he listed a series of measures already taken for aquaculture and indicated that the Commission services were working together to improve some health and welfare aspects. He encouraged the sector to make submissions as he would not rule out a future strategy giving more focus to aquaculture.
For employed fishermen the social dimension (labour rights, training, health and safety on board) was not sufficiently developed within the CFP in particular and the IMP in general. Moreover, they wondered how the Commission would make the creation and maintenance of employment compatible with achievement of the fishing effort reduction objective. The Commissioner pointed out that the Member States had been invited to use the EFF to improve safety on board and training of fishermen. He added that the Commission would offer its assistance if the social partners decided to conclude an agreement on matters covered by the ILO Convention. He hoped that when overfishing and overcapacity problems were solved the sector would be more attractive to young people. 
In response to the NGOs’ concerns, the Commissioner said that the impact assessment on Finning was scheduled for the first half of 2010. On the reform of the CFP, he said that the Commission was still receiving contributions. Early next year, these contributions would be analysed and summarised in a Commission report. More meetings with the stakeholders, Member States and EP might be organised before the Commission proposal was drawn up.

ACFA thanked the Commissioner, Mr Borg, for his dedication and open communication with the industry and wished him all the best for the future
8. Information from FEAP on the letter sent to the Commission about the revision of the veterinary medicines legislation
The representative from FEAP said that this organisation had called attention, on several occasions during the last decade, to the insufficiency of veterinary medicines available to fish farmers in the EU. Recently, this point had been the subject of a FEAP Resolution in December 2007 and of a position paper sent to ACFA Working Group II in May 2008. He informed ACFA member of a letter sent to DG ENTR , copied also to DG SANCO and DG MARE (letter available in https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/iwt/node/188) in which they provided a extensive illustration of the practical problems faced by the sector within the Member States, and askingto take the necessary priority actions to improve the lack of veterinary medicine. The unsatisfactory position of the fish farming sector should be fully considered within the scope of the EU Review of Veterinary Medicines Legislation in 2010. The Commission representative (DG MARE) thanked FEAP for this valuable document in the context of the assessment of the veterinary pharmaceutical legislation that would take place in the following year (with a possible subsequent review). In this context, he said that the consultation document to be launched by DG ENTR would probably be organised to allow contributions at two levels, from stakeholders experts in pharmaceutical law on one side , and non-experts ones (e.g. end-users of medicine) and the public in general on the other side. He also informed ACFA members of the announcement made by President Barroso, in parallel to his allocation of portfolios to the members of the new Commission,  to transfer the pharmaceutical legislation files from  DG ENTR to DG SANCO. He also commented to FEAP that it might be useful to also copy  their letter to the veterinary associations (FVE in particular). 
9. Revision of ACFA representatives in ICES and STECF meetings
The Secretariat reminded ACFA that there was a need to update the list. Taking into account the renewal of ACFA in May, he suggested that the organisations send their proposals to the Secretariat for adoption at the next Bureau and Plenary meetings scheduled for 5 and 6 May.

The EUROPECHE representative agreed on the importance of designating the right experts. In this context, he mentioned that ICES and STECF were adopting a new approach in their meetings, such as the use of benchmarks and stock approaches.  
10. update on the evaluation of acfa and racs

The Secretariat informed the participants that DG MARE had approved the short-term measures proposed to improve ACFA’s functioning. These measures were likely to be implemented during 2010 and were being taken to improve the functioning of ACFA. He referred to the consultation on the second financial instrument that included some changes to adapt RACs’ financial issues and to give more flexibility to ACFA in the use of funding (translation and room hiring). It also catered for the possibility of financing the NGOs if they managed to set up a platform at European level. Individual grants were not possible.
The written feedback would need changes to the legal basis. However, it was envisaged that the Commission services would give oral feedback at one Plenary. A table summarising ACFA/RAC proposals for short-term implementation would be distributed early next year.

The long-term measures would be linked to the CFP Reform. More consultation meetings on governance issues would take place before 2012.

From the consumers’ point of view, it was important that this organisation should be properly represented in the RACs. One EUROPECHE representative suggested giving financial support to ACFA and RACs for purposes of quality improvement of their advice and achievement of consensus. EMPA proposed to grant the retail sector observer status until the legal basis was modified. In this context, the Secretariat recalled that EUROCOMMERCE had already participated in ACFA WG3 meetings as an observer and that they had asked to become a member of ACFA. Internal discussions were taking place to see how to bring them into ACFA meetings.  
11. Other business
· Participation of organisations from new Member States
It was mentioned that the integration of new Member States had proved very difficult for the member organisations of ACFA. The Bureau had decided to discuss this at its May meeting. The Secretariat pointed out that the Commission was already supporting the organisation of a number of meetings with stakeholders other than RACs and ACFA within the limits of both financial resources and the legal basis. Moreover, the Secretariat indicated that the grant for preparatory meetings had been increased in May 2004 to support the integration of representatives of the new Member States in the preparatory meetings of the European organisations that are members of ACFA. 
· Report of representatives in RACS
As a reminder, the representatives of ACFA in RACs were expected to send a short note to the Secretariat for distribution highlighting the issues of interest to ACFA discussed in the RACs. 

· Robert Gabriel
ACFA was represented by C. Hough at his funeral. 
The Chairman thanked the interpreters and closed the meeting.

Maria Jesús Ruiz 
� The Secretariat would verify the question of the 12 miles regime.
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