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Summary record of the meeting of the Ad Hoc Group on the CFP Reform operating under the Advisory Committee for Fisheries and Aquaculture (ACFA)
22 October 2009
	Participants:

Europêche: Mr Wichmann (Chairman), Ms González 
Cogeca:  Mr Buonfiglio, Mr Van Balsfoort
ETF:       Mr Trujillo, Mr Smidt
EAPO:   Mr O’Donoghue, Mr Suárez Llanos
FEAP:     --
EMPA:
  --
AIPCE:   Mr Pastoor, Mr Short
CEP:        Mr Geoghegan, Mr Jiménez
Consumers: --
Auctions: Mr Visser
NGOs (development):   Ms Gorez
NGOs (environment):    Mr Knigge
Secretaries-General:
Mr Vernaeve (Europêche/Cogeca), Ms Martínez (Europêche), Ms Vicente Herrera (AIPCE/CEP), Mr Brouckaert (EAPO)
Observers:                 
Commission:
Mr Gallizioli
ACFA secretariat:      Ms Diaconescu, Ms Ruiz Monroy 


1. Adoption of the agenda and the minutes of the last meeting (8/9/2009)
The agenda was adopted. ‘External dimension’ (Chapter 5.8) was added as item 2.6. The minutes of the last meeting were approved. 

2. Green Paper on the CFP Reform: Discussion on Chapter 5 ‘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 on 9 December. He proposed a draft version (revision 2).

Part A was based on the discussions of the Ad Hoc Groups on 13 May and 8 September 2009 and on the comments of the NGOs and other participants.

Part B was a proposal by the rapporteur that took into account the sensitivities expressed by the different sectors in previous meetings, the proposals made by Europêche/Cogeca and ACFA’s proposals in the document setting out its first thoughts on the CFP reform. WG2 and WG3 had already discussed the issues related to aquaculture and market and trade policy. FEAP and EMPA would send a new proposal to be added to ACFA’s Opinion. AIPCE/CEP had presented a document at the meeting of WG3. The secretariat of these organisations and the rapporteur would hold discussions to reach an agreement.  

2.1 A differentiated fishing regime to protect small-scale coastal fleets

The main comments on this chapter were: 

Small-scale fleets should be seen as an evolutive model.

It was necessary to find a definition for this kind of fleet which included the socio-economic aspects.

Their activity had to be regulated, even if it might need a regional approach.

The impact of environmental aspects on these fleets had to be taken into account.  

2.2 Making the most of our fisheries


A proposal was made to mention in the Opinion that the MSY level was unachievable, for example, in mixed fisheries and that the Commission should make an impact assessment on the consequences of reaching the MSY. Some participants asked for the ‘high-grading’ issue to be deleted from the document from ACFA. Others said that the document should ask for pilot schemes in each fishery before applying a ‘high-grading’ ban. The quota system should be given priority over the effort scheme, at least for flat-fish fisheries. 


2.3 Relative stability and access to coastal fisheries


Some participants felt that this principle should not be changed, others that it should be updated. After a debate, it was decided that the text would mention that ACFA was in favour of keeping relative stability but introducing some kind of flexibility.


2.4 Integrating the CFP into the broader maritime policy context


The participants agreed to come up with firmer ideas on how ACFA saw integration of fisheries into the IMP: as part and parcel, in an equal balance with other policies and users. They also proposed expanding on how to structure maritime activities and use coastal and marine areas in a compatible and balanced way.

2.5 The knowledge base for the policy

In general, the participants agreed on the difficulty of obtaining funding from the EC for research and on the importance and urgency of increasing cooperation between stakeholders and scientists in this field. The EC should make available enough funding to analyse the impact of fishing and other activities on stocks. The social aspect was missing from the existing sources of scientific advice (ICES and STECF); it was important to integrate fishermen’s knowledge into the scientific assessment. ACFA’s Opinion should therefore include research on the social and economic aspects of the fisheries and aquaculture sector. Participants proposed that ACFA should call for establishment of a European agency to centralise marine research, with a section for socio-economic studies. 

2.6 External dimension


The debate focused mainly on partnership agreements and joint ventures. The agreements should allow sustainable development of non-EU countries and good governance. In this context, ACFA should propose to add that capacity-building at local level should be developed and also to mention the importance of reciprocal arrangements with non-EU countries. Payment of access rights by European operators was suggested. Another proposal made was also to mention the importance of ‘Northern agreements’. Finally, the CFP should develop the social dialogue both inside and outside the European Union.

The objectives of the joint ventures should be clearly defined. One proposal might be that they should comply with the criteria for sustainable fishing in non-EU countries.    
2.7 Encouraging the industry to take more responsibility in implementing the CFP

Europêche presented its proposal on this item. In conclusion, it said that no additional administrative and financial burdens should be imposed on the sector. 
Cogeca proposed producers’ organisations (PO) as a good model for allotting more responsibility and more powers on market issues.
The Commission said that the option of reinforcing the sanctioning role of POs was being analysed.

The representative of auctions and ports stressed that POs were not even allowed to organise themselves and to discuss fish prices.
2.8 Developing a culture of compliance

Cogeca asked for a socio-economic impact assessment to be carried out on the rules proposed in the Control Regulation before it was applied. It also called for realistic and individual sanctions. It was not in favour of cameras on board vessels. 
AIPCE pointed to the importance of third-party certification in compliance.
EAPO said that, in order to achieve a culture of compliance, fishermen had to be convinced that the rules were appropriate. 
3. Other business

The Chairman gave a presentation on the Danish case for ITQs.
The Chairman thanked the participants for their contributions and the interpreters for their work and closed the meeting.



Maria Jesus Ruiz Monroy
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