
	[image: image1.wmf]
	The EUROPEAN COMMISSION 

DIRECTORATE-GENERAL FOR MARITIME AFFAIRS AND FISHERIES 

RESOURCES 
Information, communication, inter-institutional relations, evaluation and programming



SUMMARY MINUTES OF the meeting OF WORKING group ii (AQUACULTURE) of the advisory committee on fisheries and aquaculture 

13 October 2009
PARTICIPANTS: 

Chair: 
Mr FLYNN 

FEAP: 
Mr COLLETER, Mr CHAPERON, Mr THOMSEN, Mr THOMAS
AEPM: 
Mr BREST, Ms LONGA PORTABALES, Mr BAEKGAARD
COPA-COGECA: 
Mr SALVADOR, Mr PROSKE
ETF: 
--
Consumers: 
--
NGO ‘Environment’: Mr O’RIORDAN
STECF ‘Biology’: 
Mr VANHEE
STECF ‘Economy’: 
Mr HATCHER
Observers: 
Mr KALAMANTIS (EBCD)
Secretaries-General: 
Mr HOUGH (FEAP), Mr GUILLAUMIE (AEPM), Mr VERNAEVE (COPA/COGECA), 
Invited by the Commission: Mr PRITCHARD (Council of Europe)

European Commission: Mr CUEFF, Mr WEISSENBERGER, Mr THEOPHILOU, Mr GONZÁLEZ GARCÍA, Ms CRUZ MEDINA, Ms MANDELIKOVA, Ms TUPTOVA, Ms MIHALEFFY (DG MARE), Mr DRAGSET, Mr CARICATO, Mr SIMONIN, Mr ROSADO, Ms LAKESTANI (DG SANCO), Mr NAGTZGAAN (DG ENTR), Mr VARSAMOS (DG RTD)
Secretariat: 

Ms DIACONESCU, Ms RUIZ MONROY 
1. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING 

The agenda was adopted and the minutes of the previous meeting were approved, subject to a number of changes requested by EMPA.
2. FISH WELFARE (COUNCIL OF EUROPE)
The representative from the Council of Europe gave an overview of the role of the Council of Europe in the development and implementation of welfare standards for fish in Europe and the process of work of the Standing Committee of the European Convention for the Protection of Animals kept for Farming Purposes of the Council of Europe (Annex 1)
The chairman thanked the Council of Europe’s representative for his presentation and added that producers were already committed to ensuring the highest welfare standards for farmed fish. In this context, he referred to point 4.2.2 of the Communication from the Commission, COM (2009) 162 ‘Building a sustainable future for Aquaculture’, and asked the Commission and the Council for more support to promote European fish farming. 
A representative of FEAP believed that there were important issues not covered by the welfare legislation, for example in the standards for killing, where no strategy was recommended. What was needed was a pan-European approach to slaughtering methods. In addition, due to the competitiveness of the market, European fish needed to be distinguished from imported fish. In this context, information for the consumer was considered fundamental. COPA-COGECA agreed and suggested that consumers should be informed of the healthy nature of European production.

The Commission representative reminded the participants that this point had been put on the agenda at the request of the Commission, in order to include ACFA in the consultation on the draft appendix on emergency stunning and killing methods for farmed fish. This document had had been circulated by the Secretariat. 

FEAP indicated that it had been circulated to its members and their comments were expected in three weeks. They would be sent to the Commission through the Secretariat.
3. RESTOCKING POLICY ACROSS THE EUROPEAN UNION

The FEAP representative said that the economic importance of the aquaculture restocking industry, its role in supporting angling and related tourism activities, and the importance of restocking aquaculture for restoration and conservation activities should be recognised. In this context, he explained the resolution that FEAP had adopted at its meeting in Helsinki on 9 October. He recalled that the Plenary of 17 June 2009 had requested that a new proposal be drafted with the involvement of the NGOs. This new proposal would be discussed and submitted to the ACFA Plenary in December.
Some of the participants pointed to the difficulty of harmonising legislation in 27 different Member States. According to FEAP, analysing the situation in the different countries and preparing concrete guidelines would help resolve the problem.  

Conclusion: FEAP would clarify the aim of the resolution before submitting it to the Plenary.
4. RESOLUTION ON THE SALE OF DEFROSTED FISH PRODUCTS AND ACCURATE LABELLING

The FEAP representative indicated that this resolution aimed to improve consumer information on fresh fish products. This aspect, along with clear, transparent labelling, was a central part of the CMO. He added that one of the main points of confusion was in differentiating fresh from defrosted fish products. Here, consumers should be able to make an informed choice when buying fish products, distinguishing those that had not been previously frozen from those that had been defrosted. For this reason, FEAP asked the Commission for a clear definition of fresh fish products to be able to monitor the correct labelling of both ‘fresh fish products’ and ‘defrosted fish products’. Finally, fresh and defrosted products should be physically placed separately on fish counters.
The Commission representative (DG MARE) reminded the participants that the traceability of fishery products (aquaculture was included in ‘fishery products’) came under the Control Regulation to be discussed on 19 October in the Council. He added that the impact assessment for this Regulation would be finished before the proposal was ready for adoption. 

There was a wide debate on the way to monitor the correct application of traceability, the kind of information that this concept should cover, the traceability of defrosted fish, and the need to control defrosted fish imports. Finally, the resolution was adopted with the modification requested by the representative of AIPCE/CEP. It would be submitted to WG3 on 15 October before being put before the Plenary.
5. REVISION OF THE VETERINARY MEDICINES LEGISLATION

The representative of the Commission (DG ENTR) gave an overview of the review of the veterinary medicines legislation in 2010 (Annex 2).  Another representative of the Commission (DG MARE) pointed to the importance of the aquaculture sector providing its contribution to the consultation process.
Some of the participants were surprised by the short deadline proposed for the impact assessment (2009-2010). 
FEAP proposed that the interaction between environmental legislation (Water Framework Directive) and veterinary medicines legislation be taken into account. Another representative called for harmonisation of the use of veterinary medicines in all Member States. He said that a document was being prepared and would be submitted to the ACFA Plenary for adoption. He added that a list of the main products used in aquaculture (including countries, names and product licences) would be prepared and sent in November, although no information was available from the new countries. Finally, he asked for a joint SANCO/ENV/ENTR/MARE meeting on this issue. 
The chairman took note that a document would be presented to the Plenary for adoption.
6. RESOLUTION ON KVH PROBLEMS

The representative of COPA-COGECA said that extensive studies in Europe had demonstrated that common carps were able to develop immunity, given the climatic conditions in central Europe. COPA-COGECA therefore asked that KHV be removed from the list of non-exotic diseases in Part 2 of Annex IV to Directive 2006/88 EC.

FEAP acknowledged the seriousness of the effects of KHV on carp farming in Europe, but said that more knowledge was required on the status of KHV within Europe before removing it from the list. This organisation proposed reviewing the inclusion of KHV in the annexes to Directive 2006/88/EC only when the status of the virus was known. They added that the risks of viral infections that could be transmitted by ornamental fish should be also considered for protecting carp cultivation. 

The representative of the Commission (DG SANCO) asked the participants to send the Resolution to the Commission once it was adopted by the Plenary. He clarified that the aim of including KHV in the legislation was to protect zones so far free of infection. He added that the protection of stocks in Europe from the risks of viral infections transmitted by ornamental fish was now covered by the legislation. However, if the disease was removed from the list of the Directive, the level of protection granted by the legislation would decrease. Finally, he said that the Commission intended to review the list of infections in the annexes to the Directive in 2011. 
For the sector, it was important to have an official study of the situation and have the diagnosis revised and updated. The representative of DG SANCO was invited to attend a further meeting of this group to give more details on this issue.

7. DEBATE ON THE UNCERTAINTY OVER THE APPLICATION FRAMEWORK MEASURE IN CHECKING THE MICROBIOLOGICAL CRITERIA: INTERPRETATION OF RESULTS RELATING TO E. COLI

EMPA said that microbiological monitoring of shellfish production areas had revealed abnormal profiled levels of faecal contamination as well as aberrant results in certain situations. The abnormal profiled results were due to exceptional or unique cases of contamination, for example the malfunctioning of sanitary systems or exceptional rain levels. The aberrant results revealed levels that were substantially different from normal levels, for which there was no rational explanation. In both cases, the contamination was specific and short-term. In order to process the results and to determine their classification, it was important to discard any abnormal profiled results and aberrant results, i.e. by providing for this in regulatory text or by specifying guidelines to determine their classification. 

The Commission representative (DG SANCO) took note of the concerns of the sector and said that the classification of zones was under review, though not as a priority. He would provide further information at the meeting on 11 November 2009. He added that this issue might be included in the proposal for revised legislation in 2010. 
The Chairman concluded that the shellfish sector should be involved in any revision of the legislation. 
8. REGULATION ON BIOTOXINES

The Chairman thanked the Commission for inviting the sector to take part in the debate on biotoxins held on 21 September 2009 with the Community laboratories of reference. 

The representative of the Commission (DG SANCO) gave a short briefing on this meeting. He added that technical modifications to the draft Decision had been suggested by some of the delegations. In the draft Decision, it was proposed to replace the test methods used for DSP Group toxins (so far the method used was the biological test — the mouse test) with other alternative methods, which according to EFSA would have the same or even better results. The intention now was to present the modified Decision to the Veterinary Committee in the week starting 19 October. The technical vote (not the definitive vote) would take place in November. The official vote was expected in May/June 2010 to give time for assessment of the new methods. At the end of the process, the biological test would be replaced by a chemical test. Member States that needed a transitional period to adapt to the new methods would be able to use both tests in parallel. The biological test would be still used to identify new toxins in production areas. Finally, he said that only two Member States were reluctant to adopt the new methods, and that the support of the sector was very important. 
EMPA congratulated the Commission on these results but expressed concerns about the possibility to change the limits. The representative of the Commission clarified that there was no intention to open the debate on already existing limits. The Commission’s intention was to present new data in order to analyse the new limits proposed by EFSA (400 g consumption). Finally, EMPA invited the Commission to explain its position to the Member States.
9. ALIEN SPECIES AND CLOSED AQUACULTURE FACILITIES

The Commission representative (DG MARE) informed the participants about a proposal under finalisation aimed at adapting  the definition of "closed aquaculture systems" in the regulation on the use of alien species in aquaculture. He indicated that the results of the IMPASS project had been presented to Member States in the framework of the Management Committee on Fisheries and Aquaculture. This Study justified the need to review, and precise, the definition of closed aquaculture systems. The amendment of the definition, which was supported by the majority of the Member States, aimed at including references to include the prevention of risks related to the interaction with birds and other animals and to the treatment of water.  It was expected that the new proposal would be adopted by the Commission in the coming weeks, for a possible Council decision by the middle of 2010 at the earliest. However, this calendar may be modified subject to the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty. 

For EMPA and the chairman, the introduction of alien species was primarily linked to the problems of ballast waters. How to handle them still had to be analysed.
10. GREEN PAPER ON THE CFP REFORM: FURTHER IMPROVING THE MANAGEMENT OF EU FISHERIES 

The rapporteur (EUROPÊCHE) reminded the group that ACFA’s Opinion on the Green Paper should be ready for adoption at the Plenary of 9 December. He proposed a draft document with part A drafted on the basis of the discussions of the ad-hoc groups on 13 May and 8 September 2009. He clarified that part B was a proposal by the rapporteur that took into account the sensitivities expressed by the different sectors in previous meetings, the proposals of EUROPÊCHE/COGECA, and ACFA’s proposals in the document setting out first reflections on the CFP Reform. 
EMPA called for a distinction between fish and shellfish farming methods. 

The chairman said that the image of both the sector and the product should be enhanced in the new CFP. He added that the new CFP should ensure that European aquaculture remained competitive, that the consumption of seafood was increased, and that the management of coastal areas allowed the development of sustainable aquaculture. Furthermore, he opened a new line of reflection by suggesting the development of a ‘Common Aquaculture Policy’ as an independent policy instead of being integrated within the CFP. He encouraged the organisations to prepare a new document along these lines. 
The representative of the Commission (DG MARE) suggested that the document should clarify the roles and objectives proposed for an integrated aquaculture policy (in the CFP or in another policy) or an independent aquaculture Policy. Markets, structural policy, and the role of Member States should be also developed. 
FEAP and EMPA would prepare this document by the end of October.
11. OTHER BUSINESS
The following observations were made by FEAP on progress concerning action points identified in the minutes of the meeting of ACFA Working Group II (Aquaculture) on 3 June 2009.

1. Impact of the Control Regulation (COM(2008) 721 final) on the aquaculture sector:

FEAP indicated that, while the Commission representative ‘took note of the suggestion to clarify the exclusion of aquaculture in Article 101’, no information had been received on this point.

2. WWF Dialogues.

There were two active dialogues between the aquaculture sector and the WWF. One was on salmon, with the next meeting planned for 17-18 November in Bergen (Norway). The second was on freshwater trout production, which started in 2008 and would be the subject of a meeting in Barcelona on 5-6 November. Reports on these dialogues would be presented at the next meeting of ACFA Working Group II (Aquaculture).

3. Results of the ECASA Study

The FEAP had contacted Dr Kenneth Black of the Ecology Department of the Scottish Association of Marine Science, who was the coordinator of the ECASA Project. It was agreed that that the ECASA toolbox needed further development and expansion for its continuation. Means for achieving this remained to be identified. A further report would be made as soon as more information was available.

The Chairman closed the meeting. 
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