
	[image: image1.wmf]
	EUROPEAN COMMISSION

DIRECTORATE-GENERAL FOR MARITIME AFFAIRS AND FISHERIES



Summary minutes of the meeting of the Bureau of the Advisory Committee on Fisheries and Aquaculture (ACFA)

8 December 2009
PARTICIPANTS

Chair:

Mr KELLER (also Chair of Working Group III)

Working Group I:

Mr GARAT PÉREZ (Chair)

Working Group II:

 Mr FLYNN (Chair), Mr BREST (Deputy Chair)
Working Group III:

Mr O’DONOGHUE (Deputy Chair)

Working Group IV:

----

Social Dialogue:

Ms GONZÁLEZ
Interim Chairman of ACFA: Mr PASTOOR (AIPCE)

Secretaries-General:

Ms VICENTE HERRERA (AIPCE/CEP),  Ms SPERA (ETF), Mr VERNAEVE (EUROPECHE/COGECA), Mr BROUCKAERT (AEOP),  Mr GUILLAUMIE (AEPM), Mr HOUGH (FEAP)
Observers:

Ms GOREZ, Mr DUNN (NGOS)
Secretariat:

Mr PAPAIOANNOU, Ms DIACONESCU, Ms RUIZ MONROY

1. Adoption of the agenda and approval of the minutes of the previous meeting of the Bureau (16.6.2009)
The agenda was adopted subject to the inclusion of a discussion on the participation of new Member States in ACFA. The minutes of the previous meeting were approved.
2. discussion and preparation of the following documents:
2.1. ACFA's Opinion on the Green Paper

The members of the Bureau made additional comments to the document submitted by the rapporteur:

- AIPCE, page 12: replace the words "for the benefit of the producer" by "in their interest"

- AEPM, page 19 "Aquaculture": specify the nine objectives and instruments contained in the Strategy for the sustainable development of European aquaculture. ACFA's Opinion of 17/6/2009 would be attached in annex. 

- NGOs, page 17 "External dimension": insert a paragraph on FPAs. This contribution would be discussed in the preparatory meeting of EUROPECHE/COGECA in the afternoon. 
2.2. ACFA's Opinion on "Improvement of consumer information on fresh fish products"

This Opinion had been approved by WG2 and by the organisations that are members of WG3, except AIPCE-CEP. These organisations explained the reasons for their disagreement and emphasized 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. In addition, it was not always feasible, in their view, to have a separate space for fresh fish. The other members of the Bureau supported the Resolution and stressed how important it was for the consumer to receive proper, clear information.
The Secretariat said that a Resolution setting out the members' different points of views was also important for the Commission, and recalled that reaching a consensus should continue to be the main objective, but not the only one.
The Resolution would be submitted to the Plenary for adoption with the minority position of AIPCE/CEP.
2.3. Schedule of ACFA meetings for the first half of 2010

The following dates were agreed: WG1: 21 January. WG2: 10 February and 3 June. WG3: 23 March, 25 May and 8 July. WG4: 9 March. Bureau: 5 May and a possible meeting in July. Plenary: 6 May.
A joint meeting with RACs, MEPs, scientists and Member States is scheduled in July (date to be confirmed). In addition, the Secretariat announced that a meeting on the decision making process and other aspects of the CFP reform would take place in January 2010. This meeting would not be an ACFA meeting.
2.4. ACFA's Work Programme for 2010

The chairmen of the various groups commented on the draft programme submitted by the Secretariat. A request was made that the issue of CITES be included in the programmes of WG1 and WG3 in preparation for the meeting of this organisation in March. The issues proposed by the NGOs concerning external fleet operations and policy coherence for development fell within the scope of the LDRAC. In order to avoid overlapping, it was decided to remove these issues from the ACFA's programme. Other modifications and additional issues were proposed for WG2 (such as the discussion on a regulation for shellfish) and WG3. 
The Development NGOs had suggested including a discussion on number of issues related to Inland Fisheries. Although Inland Fisheries is mentioned in axis 2 of the EFF, it was not clear how this issue fitted within the scope of ACFA. As a possible solution, it was suggested that the issue be included in the programme of WG2 "Aquaculture". However, the chairman of that group pointed out that WG2 was responsible for commercial aquaculture. The Development NGOs explained that their request referred mainly to wild fish. In response to a question, the Secretariat stated that this was not a priority for DG MARE. 

The decision on whether to include this issue in the ACFA programme was postponed to a future Bureau meeting. 
The Secretariat noted that the implications of the Lisbon Treaty in relation to fisheries and the decision making process had been included in the programme of WG4. This issue might be discussed at the meeting of this group which was due to be held in March. 
The draft programme, together with the modifications requested by the members of the Bureau, would be submitted to the Plenary for adoption.
3. information concerning the letter sent to the commission by feap on the revision of veterinary medicines legislation 

The Secretary General of FEAP said that this organisation had drawn attention, on several occasions during the past decade, to the insufficient availability of veterinary medicines to fish farmers in the EU. This point had been the subject of a FEAP Resolution in December 2007 and, more recently, of a position paper sent to ACFA Working Group II in May 2008. In general, the letter requested the Commission and/or Member States to take the necessary priority actions to remedy the lack of veterinary medicines and asked that the unsatisfactory position of the fish farming sector be taken into consideration as part of the EU Review of Veterinary Medicines Legislation in 2010. This letter had been sent to DG ENTR, DG SANCO and DG MARE.
4. Preparation of the plenary

The Secretariat gave an overview of the main issues that the Commissioner would address in the Plenary. He would answer questions related to horizontal and policy issues. If there were any very technical questions, the services would take note of them and would reply in writing. 
5. evaluation of acfa and racs

The Secretariat said that the table presented to ACFA and RACs, which contained measures to improve its functioning, had been amended, and the medium-term measures had been allocated to either the short-term or long-term proposals. These measures had been submitted to DG MARE, which had decided to follow the suggestions in the note as regards short-term improvements, and it would discuss the long-term improvements relating to the CFP Reform.

Concerning ACFA, the Secretariat would start working early in 2010 on the implementation of some of the short-term measures (such as the use of the stakeholders' tool, improving the consultation procedures and feedback mechanisms, the necessary budget arrangements in order to increase the number of meetings or the flexibility to include translation and the costs of hiring meeting rooms in the grant agreements for preparatory meetings). 
For RACs, other measures to be implemented in 2010 would include improving consultation procedures, facilitating the translation of documents, and increasing the time available to prepare opinions, would also be implemented in 2010. 

A table showing the initial actions would be circulated to ACFA and RACs.

6. consistency of ngos' opinions

The Secretariat reminded the group of the importance of not sending out contradictory messages when submitting opinions. The cormorants issue was a case in point. The Commission had received two resolutions calling for action: one from the BS RAC and the other from ACFA. While the NGOs in the BSRAC supported the request for a European long-term management plan for cormorants, the NGOs in ACFA had not supported a similar request. The Secretariat concluded by calling for more preparation and greater consistency between groups of stakeholders when providing advice to the Commission. 

The representative of the NGOs would study the various documents and would try to improve relationships for the future.
7. other business

Representation of new Member States in ACFA
The meeting was reminded of the difficulty of integrating the new Member States into AIPCE and into the other organisations that are members of the ACFA. The main reasons for this were the economic difficulties involved in joining European associations and the structural problems within these associations. It was proposed that the Commission:

1) Facilitate activities to involve the new Member States more 

2) Provide funding to help these members attend meetings of the ACFA

The Sectoral Dialogue Committee representative informed the Bureau of the meeting it had held in Split, Croatia, with the participation of some new Member States. At this meeting it had been made clear that the new Member States find it difficult to become involved in such work and to attend European level meetings.  The chairman of the Bureau proposed that this issue be discussed at the Bureau meeting in May.
The Chair closed the meeting.
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