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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 amendments.

2. Approach to the approval of veterinary medicines in aquaculture
The FEAP representative had asked for this item to be added to the agenda, as the review was nearing completion. He also mentioned that, , a meeting on the review would be held on 23 September, to which the industry representatives were invited. Depending on the outcome of that meeting, FEAP would decide whether this issue should be discussed again at the next ACFA WG 2 meeting on 8 November. 

The representative of the Commission summarised the review of the veterinary medicines legislation in 2011 and pointed to the importance of the aquaculture sector’s  contribution to the consultation process. 
Most of the representatives called for the use of veterinary medicines to be harmonised in all Member States. 
More information can be found under the following link.
http://ec.europa.eu/health/veterinary-use/rev_frame_index_en.htm
3. Aquaculture in the reform of the CFP
The Commission representative underlined the importance of aquaculture as part of the new CFP reform package. 
Sustainability is the guiding principle of the reform package. Aquaculture will be fully integrated into the CFP, as the Commission intends to promote aquaculture in coastal and rural areas. 
The Commission will be developing EU guidelines, which will form the basis for establishing multiannual National Strategic Plans for the development of Aquaculture. The Commission will closely involve all stakeholders in drawing up these guidelines. The Commission is also proposing to create a new advisory Committee on Aquaculture in order to strengthen and improve the visibility of aquaculture. This proposal was warmly welcomed by the participants. 
Most speakers welcomed the fact that the role of European aquaculture had been acknowledged in the proposal for the reform of the CFP. They also pointed out that aquaculture activities could not be dissociated from the CFP. As regards EU financial support, the participants were looking ahead to the post-2013 financial framework and would welcome financial measures that would help to strengthen aquaculture in the EU. They called for a New Financial Instrument which would give priority to a more flexible intervention mechanism that would take the specifics of production into account. The funding objectives and instruments should focus on competitiveness, promotion and investment (R&D and new technologies). Some speakers stated that the working, welfare and social conditions of fishermen should be adapted to the aquaculture sector. 

4. Aquaculture in the Common Organisation of the Market
The Commission representative presented the proposal under a series of headings: simplification, empowerment of operators, aquaculture producer organisations and labelling for responsible consumption.  He recalled that the proposal, which was to be introduced at the same time, was designed to complement the objectives of the Common Fisheries Policy (CFP). The proposed rules for aquaculture producer organisations were outlined and it was stressed that the main role to be undertaken by producer organisations (POs) is that of production and marketing planning, which can be assisted by a collective fund. Much of the subsequent discussion concentrated both on the recurrent themes of the sector’s difficulties and on the specifics of the proposal.

The representative of FEAP (Gilmozzi) believed that aquaculture in Europe was suffering and not growing as it is elsewhere, and that the market is highly dependent on imports.  The point on labelling the date of harvest referred to in Article 42 (Mandatory Information) is very important for EU producers.  As EU products can be placed on the market quickly, it is very important to maintain this feature, as it can contribute to the survival of the sector. This point was seconded by the FEAP representative (Chaperon), who felt that huge pressure would be brought to bear against this provision in the decision making process. 

The representative of EMPA (Guillaumie) said that he welcomed the CFP proposal but had some concerns about the CMO text, which – in his view - was quite empty. He called for a higher proportion of representation which would be needed to form a PO, but the PO would not really be able to provide a service to members.  A number of representations and submissions had been made, but to no avail. A system to assist private storage and a fund to manage health aspects are both needed, but there is no mention of these in the text.  In the case of inter-branch organisations (IBOs), the wording 'own initiative of operators' would invalidate the existing IBOs. A number of drafting and translation problems were presented, and more detailed written comments are due to follow. Examples quoted included the wording of Article 11(c) 'channelling of supply', which does not refer solely to supply from members in the English version, but does refer solely to supply in the French  text. Article 16 fails to mention that IBOs have a role in agricultural quality schemes, such as traditional specialities guaranteed, and although transnational POs are mentioned in the title of Article 20, they are not mentioned in the text of the article. The mandatory information under Article 42 (1)(b), which differentiates between 'caught' and 'farmed', does not cater for the fact that farmed and fished molluscs are closely related in terms of their methods of production (cousins).

The representative of FEAP (Ojeda) could not congratulate the Commission on the text of Common Market Organisation as he could on the CFP proposal, despite slight improvements in one or two places.  Aquaculture has more in common with agriculture when it comes to POs. He regretted that the term ‘common aquaculture policy’ cannot be used. He stated that imports are the main market problem, because the sector cannot compete and it is regrettable that aquaculture is not eligible for public aid for storage. While noting the concentrated focus on sustainability, it was unfortunately the case that customers are not willing to pay for this, as they only purchase on the basis of price and convenience.  In conclusion, he emphasized that it was extremely important to keep to the date of the harvest.

COGECA (Salvador): There was agreement with FEAP that the cost of sustainability cannot be recouped in the price.  If all the sustainability aspects are to be guaranteed, then it should be possible to set a minimum price.  It was obvious that, when African tilapia is imported at €2/kg, someone has been exploited in the process.  
COGECA (Rodriguez Sainz): Aquaculture is strategically the biggest growth sector in the food industry worldwide, but growth in Europe is very low in comparison to the 9% annual world growth of recent years. He had a number of doubts about the CMO proposal and supported the comments made by previous speakers. On a more general note, how was it possible to plan production and marketing, when Pangasius cost €2/kg?  Who is defending POs, which are the cornerstone of the CMO? In the absence of aid, how can POs hold on to their members?  Unless DG MARE looks after the sector better, we will have a crisis on our hands. 

The Commission stated that the new European Fisheries and Maritime Fund will contain items of interest to the aquaculture sector, but the text was still being finalised by the Commission and it was too early to discuss the detail. 

5. Aquaculture and NATURA 2000

The Commission representative (DG ENV) said that, in general, Natura 2000 fell within the competence of the Member States. He pointed out that the Habitats Directive lays down requirements for the management of Natura 2000 sites which take social and economic considerations into account. In particular, in order to avoid deterioration of the sites and to ensure that their conservation objectives were met, new activities had to be subject to an appropriate impact assessment. Therefore, there was no automatic prohibition of the various activities inside Natura 2000 sites, but their compatibility had to be assessed on a case-by-case basis. In that regard, he emphasized that strategic planning could identify issues at regional level and thus avoid conflicts at local level. He underlined that the conservation management of sites should be conducted in partnership with those carrying out the activities.

Aquaculture businesses had found that Natura 2000 was not compatible with sustainable aquaculture, as it had been managed by Member States and Governments, and that the industry was labouring under a serious disadvantage because of the designation of these sites. Moreover, the European economy and the EU consumer had suffered from the lack of development of seafood businesses in these areas and even a reduction in production. This had led to increased imports or unavailability of seafood, despite the fact that increased consumption of seafood was one of the areas targeted by the Commission for a general increase in health. 
Other participants felt that aquaculture was needed in certain areas in order to preserve sites and the marine environment, and that this too should be included. They pointed out that some production had been stopped because of the increase in the number of birds, which were protected by the Birds Directive. This had created an environmentally unbalanced situation. Moreover, the Commission was being asked to harmonise the designation of areas by Member States in order to maintain a level playing field. 

6.  Requirement and Definitions of EUMOFA (observatory) from the Aquaculture profession
The purpose of discussing this item was to examine how aquaculture products can be involved in the Market Observatory plan. The Commission representative provided information on the background of the topic. It is a four year project, and each year a new step was being made. 2011 is the year for designing the Observatory, while 2012 will be the year of the test phase. The reason for creating such a project is to gather and harmonise data, which are scattered and heterogeneous. The EU seafood market depends a lot on third world countries, which means that stakeholders choose a range of different destinations for marketing their products. However, the data available are not sufficient and, as a result, stakeholders cannot adopt strategies and implement them effectively. The aim of the Observatory is to gather together all the necessary information on imports, exports, processing and consumption in a single website, whereas previously data had been spread over many different websites. The geographical scope of the Observatory is Europe and its coastlines, as well as Iceland and Norway, because they are main suppliers and competitors, and have information about what goes on internationally. The type of information that will be provided includes 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 monitor prices at every stage of the chain, in order to gain an overall understanding of the market. The Commission's representative therefore asked the Aquaculture organizations to let the Commission know what kind of information they would like to receive and what kind of information they were able to provide, so that everybody could benefit from the spread of information.

The sector representatives noted that aquaculture information is also available from the professional bodies. 

The representative of (FEAP) pointed out that FEAP makes an annual collection of information. The main problem that he identified was the coding system when data are being compared. There needed to be a guarantee that reference products are used correctly. 

7. OTHER BUSINESS
The Chairman closed the meeting. 
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