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Minutes

LDRAC Executive Committee

Wednesday, 28 May 2014. From 09:00 to 1:00 pm. 

Altis Grand Hotel Rua Castilho, 11

1269-072 Lisbon - Portugal

1. Welcome.

The Chairman welcomes all attendees and confirms the delegations received by the Secretariat. In addition, he informs about observers attending the meeting. 

2. Reading and approval of the agenda.

The agenda is approved after adding a presentation on finning by Mr. Portelarosa, from the Vianapesca Association.  

3. Reading and approval of the minutes of the previous meeting.

The minutes of the meeting held on 27 November 2013 are approved. 

4. Administrative and financial matters.

· Financial statement: payment of fees

The LDRAC Secretariat informs that all organisations have paid the relevant fees. There is one member state that has not done so yet, Lithuania, but we are expecting them to do so. Besides, the European Commission has already paid part of their contribution, €200,000. The rest will be paid upon submission of the final report.

· Withdrawals from the LDRAC

Anavar and Capa have requested their withdrawal from the LDRAC.

· Requests to join the LDRAC 

We have received two requests to join the LDRAC: Eurothon (European Tropical Tuna Fishing, processing and trade Committee) and Acemix (Association of Community Companies in Joint Fisheries Ventures).

The representative of Eurothon, Mr. Comere, presents the non-profit association, which regroups European canning factories and national federations of organisations of fish products producers.  The Secretariat of this organisation is based in Brussels. Eurothon focuses on problems relating to tuna and issues relating to sustainable fisheries that are essential for the future of tropical tuna fishing.

The representative of ACEMIX, Mr. Liria, states that the association groups the interests of the Spanish companies that have been investing in fishing companies that fish within 200 miles of other countries for the last 30 years. It is based in Vigo.

In addition, Wildlife Conservation Society has shown its interest in taking part in the General Assembly. 

Besides, the representative of the Commission presented the clarification sent to the ACs on Member States' consultation for the approval of new membership applications. From now one, only the MS in the territory of which are based the applying organisations have to be consulted.

· Approval of the financial year June 2013/May 2014 accounts 

The Secretariat presents the accounts for the current financial year. Payments have been received from all members. As far as MS are concerned, Lithuania is the only one that has failed to pay its contribution. Resources received come from three different sources: EC contribution (€250,000), 11 MS contribution, of which 10 contribute with a specific amount and Spain (€160,000); associates’ fees (€300 members of the General Assembly and €900 members of the Executive Committee), making a total of €454,493 (of which only €50,000 are still due, to be paid by the EC upon submission of the final report). 

Having said this, the data referring to the current financial year are presented, with a budget breakdown item by item. 

The Chairman highlights the importance of the contribution by the Government of Spain and expresses his gratitude since such amount enables the LDRAC to have a greater presence and to develop many more activities.  

· Presentation of the Budget for June 2014/May 2015

After reviewing the budget, the Executive Committee recommends the General Assembly’s approval of the budget for the following year. 

· Proposal for a new Executive Secretary

The Chairman and the members of the Executive Committee thank Mr. Aldereguía for his work and dedication over the years.
Mr. Aldereguía thanks all the members for the kind words expressed. 

Regarding the election of the new Executive Secretary, after broad discussion, the specific methodology of the process is agreed as well as the fact that a Selection Committee is to be appointed made up by the Chairman and Vice Chairs of the LDRAC and another member representing the rest of stakeholders. 

5. Working Groups

· Presentation of the progress made in each Working Group: approval by the Executive Committee of all recommendations and conclusions issued.

WG 1 (Mr. M. Goujon)

WG1Chairman, Mr. Goujon, summarises the outcomes of this WG. In the period 2013/2014 they met twice, in October 2013 and in March 2014. 

Several teleconferences were held and participation by members of the WG, DG Mare and EP was constant. Among the main absentees we found the representatives of the MS administrations.

The WG discussions focused on the following topics: 

Preparation and support for all four tuna RFOs; identification of EU priorities for management measures for tuna fisheries; cooperation to improve the fight against IUU fishing and support for the Tuna Transparency Initiative (TTI). 

Attention is drawn to the successful workshop held at the European Parliament in October 2013 on improving good governance in the fight against IUU fishing through the LDRAC-COMHAFAT/ATLAFCO dialogue, thanks to the support from MEP Ms. Fraga. In addition, an interesting paper was published on this topic.

The WG Chairman thanks all organisers and participants for the positive results achieved at the workshop.

Moreover, he informs on the approval of a recommendation on the strategy and properties of tuna and tuna-like species and of another one on improving good governance in the fight against IUU fishing through the LDRAC-COMHAFAT/ATLAFCO dialogue.

He highlights the fact that they have to adopt an opinion on the exclusion processes for ships on the RFOs’ lists. In addition, the WG is going to reactivate the MOU with COMHAFAT/ATLAFCO through several actions, such as the organisation of a specific side event on the fight against IUU fishing during the FAO meeting to be held in Rome. They also wish to set up a specific WG to discuss access to waters of coastal countries by longliners, the implementation of management plans, etc. 

The WG will discuss the long-term management of tuna stocks and will reflect upon the management of fisheries in international waters in the context of large marine areas. 

The WG suggested a workshop to be held on improving transparency through the implementation of observer programmes on board of Community vessels. 

Moreover, it was reported that on 25 and 26 September the first African tuna conference would be held in Abidjan (Côte d’Ivoire) and that it would be optimal for the LDRAC to be visible at said conference through its participation. Mr. Goujon encourages WG1 members to take part in this conference and invites the LDRAC Chairman to approve the participation of the latter as sponsor contributing from €6,000 to €10,000. This sponsorship could be understood as another step forward within the existing MOU between the LDRAC and the African countries.

The Chairman of the LDRAC points out the importance of some LDRAC representative attending this conference. He says that the discussion regarding financial support can be dealt with later. In his opinion, at least the Chairman of WG1 should attend on his behalf.

The LDRAC Secretariat states that we are analysing the possibilities we stand of organising a side event at the FAO COFI to present the MOU between the LDRAC and COMHAFAT/ATLAFCO.  Attention is drawn to the fact that this year’s novelty is that no individual side events are allowed, and that it has been decided that they should be arranged by subject-matters. In that case, it was suggested that the LDRAC participate under the IUU fishing topic. It will probably take place on 9 July in Rome. 

Ms. Gorez points out that the most relevant aspect of WG 1 was the MOU with COMHAFAT/ATLAFCO, since it enabled the establishment of dialogue with the African countries.   Nevertheless, she insisted on the importance of coming up with new proposals so that it is made clear that we are interested in the dialogue. The fact that the LDRAC takes part in the Abidjan meeting is very important since it should be seen as a global forum. Regarding the side event at FAO, Ms. Gorez declares that it is essential to create a link between the fight against IUU fishing and improving transparency, applying good governance to achieve sustainable fisheries.

Mr. Cabral declares that this amount will probably not be authorised by the EC. However, he invites the LDRAC members to search for sponsors, without compromising the legality of the accounts. 

The Chairman, Mr. Cabral, suggests that Mr. Goujon be the representative of the LDRAC together with someone else to be subsequently appointed. 

WG 2 (Mr. N. Atkins)

Mr. Atkins recalls the main issues discussed at the last meetings. 

He highlights that the conservation plans will be discussed at the next coordination meetings. Discussions were held regarding Norway and the bilateral agreements and an agreement was finally reached although there was a feeling of frustration concerning the import quotas.  

The lack of free movement in Norwegian waters is also quite worrying, as it is being forced to finance the production of exports from Norway into de EU. It is not a satisfactory situation. The EC has been actively working to express our dissatisfaction regarding this political gap, and also relating to fishing resources, since they do not meet the non-discrimination principles, and to the fishing capacity of vessels.  

A workshop was also held regarding EU financing, North Atlantic fisheries were discussed since they are extremely important to WG2.   

WG2 submitted a recommendation for the 35th annual meeting at the NAFO Convention (September 2013).

Mr. López informs that this year has had important consequences as far as negotiations with Norway are concerned. He tells the EC that they cannot understand the differences there are between negotiations carried out by a team, as it is the case of NAFO, where the opinion of the sector is taken into account and information is requested, and negotiations with Norway, where the situation is quite the opposite. The interests of the EU should be taken care of.

The Chairman thanks the NGOs for their cooperation in the analysis regarding Canada and the EU. It is unacceptable that Canada tries to avoid our presence and our fishing capacity in this area since we respect the ecological and environmental rules, being NAFO one of the most important and environmentally-friendly fishing organisations.  He thanks the NGOs for having understood the industry position in this regard. 

WG 3 (Mr. J. A. Suárez Llanos)

Due to Mr. Suárez-Llanos’ absence, Mr. Liria summarises the outcomes of this WG. 
WG3 meets once a year and analyses all RFOs which are not located in the North Atlantic area (CCAMLR, SEAFO and Pacific).  It met in April with the attendance of the representatives of the EC dealing with these matters. They reviewed the CCAMLR meeting held in October, where the main topics were the attempts to close the Ross Sea to fisheries, to approve the obligation of ships to have an identification number, the single number proposed, and with regard to compliance issues, to take commercial measures against noncompliant countries; something Argentina was against and, therefore, could not be approved.
Another topic that came up for discussion was the pressure on New Zealand to join the finning ban, since it has not adoptedthe fins-attached policy. According to the latest news, NZ is going to join the finning ban, but we need to wait and see if it finally does so.

Regarding the SEAFO, we have not been involved in that fishery in recent years; those are marginal fisheries in international waters within this RFO indeed the fishery there is almost symbolic and was bass. Besides, Korea is putting a great deal of pressure for there to be quotas as far as the hammerhead shark is concerned. 
Another matter shared with WG5 is the situation of Chilean ports, basedon the logistic difficulties caused by fishing in that area where there is a ban to enter and land on Chilean ports.
The Pacific organisation met in Ecuador. This Commission has already come into force and works as a full RFO. A 23,000 tonne quota was achieved for the EU, which does not seem excessive if we compare it with historical catches. 
Other subjects addressed involved the South Western Atlantic area, where there are no RFOs due to the political conflict between Argentina and the Falklands; thus it is an area directly affected by decisions taken at the United Nations.The EC referred to Regulation 734 according to which before 2009 an impact assessment had to be conducted and this fishery had to be regulated, especially the most vulnerable marine ecosystems.Spain complied with it via the most important research vessel it has and imposed a mandatory division of areas (complied with by Spanish vessels) but not observed by other countries, so this situation should be corrected.They believe it is fundamental that all countries respect the vulnerable marine ecosystems and that these fisheries are regulated.
Mr. García asks the EC what type of follow-up system they have conducted regarding Spain’s measure to close areas with vulnerable marine ecosystems.
The representative of the EC took note of the question and promised to inquire and get back on this point.
WG 4 (Mr. J.R. Fontán)

Mr. Fontán informs that the Protocol has been prepared in Morocco; however it seems that the King of Morocco will delay the final signature until they obtain some advantages in agricultural terms. Therefore, the fleets will not be able to fish and also the joint commission created right after the Protocol comes into force will be delay.
Regarding Mauritania, the new EC’s position on the balance between financial and real fishing opportunities is still firm, so Mauritania has been informed about the serious problems found in the content of the agreement. The degree of use of the protocol has not reached 50%. On the other hand, there is great controversy regarding the entry into force of the agreement. The EC says that the agreement came into force in December 2012 and Mauritania states that on 1 August 2012. In his opinion, the only extra fishing possibilities that the EU could requests that of cephalopods, since there is no other European want to go fishing It is a good time to draft the content of the agreement if a financial compensation of 70 million Euros per year is to be maintained. The fishing area has been poorly managed so the results clearly been improved.
According to Mauritania, the agreement expires on 31 July, so there is little time left. However, according to the EC, the agreement does not expire until 16 December. 
Regarding Senegal, the Agreement and Protocol were signed for five years. It is mainly a tuna agreement, dealing to some extent with deep demersal fishing, with a very strict precautionary principle, so only 2,000 tonnes/year of Patagonian toothfishwere obtained and a maximum of two ships to catch them. 
Regarding Guinea Bissau, Mr. Fontán points out that the main problem is of a political nature and he hopes the previous protocol be resumed as soon as possible and the Community fleet be operational in G. Bissau as soon as possible.He recalls that a quarterly fee had already been paid but they have not been able to make use of it due to the interruption of the previous protocol back in June 2012. Spain is taking action in Brussels before thecompetent officials to try and use the previous protocol since the G. Bissau authorities have no problem taking it up again.
With regard to Guinea Conakry, it is still on the list of countries not collaborating in the fight against IUU fishing. This means that the Community fleet cannot fish, but other fleets in the world can; therefore the situation is unacceptable. 
Concerning Angola, after breaking the fisheries agreement with the EU, only joint ventures are allowed to fish. Therefore, the number of units with Angolan flag has increased. 
Regarding tuna agreements, Mr. Morón informs that the new EC team is showing a significant change of attitude, since they have adopted a proactive attitude and an effective approach.
The agreements existing in the Indian Ocean have been maintained. A new one has been established in Mayotte for foreign vessels and existing ones are being maintained in the Pacific Ocean. Efforts are made to progress as far as the agreement with Cook Islands is concerned, but there have been no developments so far. 
The EC has planned to talk about Tanzania, Kenya and Sierra Leone next year; thus increasing the framework of tuna agreements and using it as a worldwide reference in terms of management of highly migratory resources. The EC is thanked for the perspective adopted in this regard. 
Mr. Fontán highlights that in the outermost region of the Canary Islands, landing in its ports catches in waters of the African Atlantic, is critical to the economy of the Canary Islands. The limitations of these landings Protocols signed between the EU and neighboring African countries is a serious injury. It reiterates that the negotiated and the latest protocols did not take into account the socio-economic de Canarias, actually despite the obvious limitations existing port infrastructure in African ports.
Mr. Szemioth wishes the representative of the EC to clarify the debate between Mauritania and the EU on the application timeline of the current protocol. There is a six-month difference and this means that the ships wishing to request licenses for the fourth quarter of the year cannot do so; thus it is a very important issue. 
The representative of the EC points out that this type of questions concern international relationships and it is not possible for the EU to ensure another country’s compliance. Since these are agreements with third countries, it is not entirely up to the EU. She will refer this question to her colleagues in case there are any developments. 
WG 5 (Mr. J. Morón)

Mr. Morón informs that at the WG meetings they went through the negotiations between the UE and Thailand and others in progress, as well as the commercial relations with other countries. They reviewed the situation of the new SGP+ that is going to be important due to the fact that the Philippines are going to be included and the effect that it may have on the European tuna fleet. The economic partnership agreements (EPAs) with ACP countries were updated. 
The EC gave an update on the negotiations at WTO level and on the situation faced after the meeting held in December 2013.Issues relating to the reform of the CFP, the new regulation and the EuropeanFund were addressed, and comments were made by the members of the LDRAC. The new Data collection regulation and the discard policy were also discussed. In addition, there are a series of public consultations in progress and that were dealt with throughout the WG. 
The possibility of holding a workshop with the MS on the main aspects of the external dimension was addressed, and Mr. Fontán believes it is a good opportunity to attach more importance to the work carried out by the LDRAC among the administrations of the MS, that are not usually aware of the actions performed by it.
Besides, priorities regarding the market and agreements in force and under negotiation were discussed. 
A letter was sent regarding the Smartfish project. It is a wake-up call for the project –funded by the EU- to consider the possibility of having the LDRAC present as an advisory body, insofar as there are measures that can fit in terms of transparency with the tuna transparency initiative (TTI). 
Ms. Gorez points out that in WG5 there is a part relating to the market, imports, free trade agreements, etc. She believes that efforts should not be duplicated and that setting up a RAC focusing on markets will not imply having the same concerns and, therefore, she thinks discussions about market access should continue taking place within the LDRAC. In her opinion, the LDRAC can make fruitful contributions to the Market Access RAC.  
Regarding the Smartfish project, the LDRAC shall know the project in-depth and the possibility of implementing it. She adds that the LDRAC could draft opinions on the EU actions in terms of cooperation in maritime fisheries, since there is currently no impact assessment.
Mr. Morón says that an opinion was approved at the WG regarding the Philippines. It is approved by the Executive Committee, so the Secretariat will submit it to the EC. 
Mr. Fontán highlights the importance of the fact that third countries consider fisheries as a priority for the EU to be able to help them with specific programmes.
Ms. Aymerich supports the creation of a group focusing on markets in addition to setting up a market AC, since they can benefit each other. 
The Executive Committee approves the opinion regarding the Philippines, so the LDRAC Secretariat will send it to the EC. 
· Calendar of upcoming working group meetings

The next WG2 meeting will be held in October in London and WGs 1, 4, and 5 will meet in Brussels in mid-October. In the event that a WG3 meeting was held before the end of the year, it would take place together with that of WG2 in London. 
6. Inter-RAC Group and coordination meetings with the European Commission.

The Chairman reports that he attended a meeting held in Brussels in March. The landing obligation was discussed, highlighting the fact that the DG pointed out that RACs have to be active and come up with proposals. Attention was also drawn to the analysis carried out by Mr. Liria regarding the landing obligation.
Mr. Liria completes this information adding that concerning the discard policy he attended an STECF meeting. STECF had doubts regarding art. 15 establishing the progressive validity of landings, since it mixes up species and fisheries. Therefore, said scientific committee wished it be made clear how it applied to each fishery. Furthermore, art. 17 and 18 regarding discard plans also generated certain conflicts. He declares that, since discard plans are being conducted according to the different fisheries, the LDRAC shall study how to respond to the letters to be received requesting its opinion on this matter. 
He points out that the conclusion of the report he has drafted is that this LDRAC should take part but only regarding swordfish. 
The Chairman requests the LDRAC Secretariat to distribute the document drafted by Mr. Liria among the members of the Executive Committee. 
It is agreed that the letter of the French Director and that of the United Kingdom be replied attaching said document.
7. Adapting the LDRAC Executive Committee to the new CFP basic regulation.
The Chairman explains that the change in the articles of association are necessary to comply with the new CFP Basic Regulation (Regulation 1380/ 2013).
The LDRAC Secretariat explains the changes to be carried out in the articles of association. 
Mr. Stockhausen says that in art.21 and 23 there is a contradiction in terms of deadlines. The Chairman appreciates this comment and informs that the period will therefore be increased to 10 days (as opposed to 7). 
After discussion it is agreed that the amendment to the articles of association shall wait until the Commission delegated act is published.
8. - Next Executive Committee meeting (date and place).

It will be held in the month of November.

9. - Any other business.

None.
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