EUROPEAN FISHERIES ADVISORS MEETING, 23 – 24 MAY 2012.
Venue: Holmenkollen Park Hotel, Kongeveien 26, 0787 Oslo, tel. no.  
+47
Get directions
‎22 92 20 00.

Chaired by: Kirsten Bjøru, Senior Adviser, Norad _______________________________________________________________

Wednesday 23rd May 
14.00   
Opening remarks, Mr. Einar Telnes, Director, Department for Climate, Environment and Natural Resources, Norad, highlighted the reasons for the meeting as well as the Norwegian cooperation in fisheries:
1. Happy that Norway was selected for the meeting this time, as we see fisheries and resources management of great importance to world food security, as well as to sustainable development in general. Carbon storage, tourism and cultural services from the oceans are also of importance. 

2. Having a good network, where issues discussed can stimulate more information exchange, as well as give room for good preparation for an important international meeting such as Committee on Fisheries in FAO (COFI), is fundamentally important in our world today. Despite all social media, meeting face to face is as ever important in human being communication!

3. In less than a month’s time Rio +20 is coming up. As we know, oceans and fisheries issues will be important points for discussion there. You will also touch upon these issues in your meeting today and tomorrow, although positions from each of the countries are possibly already in place.

4. In Norwegian development cooperation, fisheries and aquaculture development constitute only approximately 0,5 % of the  total development funding (which is 1 % of GDI). In the declaration of the present government, however, both fisheries resources management and control are mentioned as areas for our cooperation with development partners. The economic sectors making use of the oceans and their resources are mainly private. But the  public sector is of great importance in policies, laws and regulations, and not least in research and education. Most of the Norwegian development cooperation in fisheries and aquaculture is in these public areas. 
_______________________
During the round of presentations, it was obvious that the issue of fisheries and food security was the most important issue among the participants. Distant water fishing issues, and the preparations for COFI were other issues of importance to the participants in this meeting.  
14.15 - 18.00: COFI issues. New arrangements for the committee, and relevant issues to be discussed. Jeremy Turner, FAO Fisheries Department, also in charge of FishCode, presented in short terms the new Rules and Regulations for the Committee. See COFI Document on this. Main consequences: The Chair Person and the Bureau will be elected at the end of COFI, and will function till the end of the next committee meeting. The Bureau will be revived, the regions will nominate members (not as before G77 and OECD), and will meet more often and have more functions in between meetings. See COFI 2012/9.
The different COFI issues:
(i) Progress on Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries (CCRF), and information about the evaluation of FishCode. Jeremy Turner, FAO . The Fish Code Evaluation, which in fact is an evaluation of all FAO work and assistance in implementation of the Code, was not available yet, but Turner provided the meeting with the main conclusions. See his presentation enclosed. There will be a COFI side event on this issue. Some highlights:
- The evaluation is critical towards issues such as capacity building, advocacy of CCRF, and regarding gender and social aspects. Human development objectives should be more central.
- The evaluation suggests that FAO concentrate on supporting countries in implementation rather than develop more guidelines.  
- CCRF will soon reach 20 years. The question is, does it need a revival, or just advocacy?
- implementation of the forthcoming guidelines on Small Scale Fisheries (SSF) must be integrated in the work on implementation of the CCRF.

- the International Plan of Action on Overcapacity in fishing is not ‘implementable’.
The discussion included elements such as; better indicators for implementation of CCRF;  the ’result’ is that people’s food security is better; willingness to implement CCRF; reporting    

(ii) 
Ocean Governance and Rio+20, Silje Rem, Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs, Norway. The COFI document will not be available till after Rio+20, but Ms. Rem gave a presentation regarding some aspects of the negotiations. See her presentation enclosed. Bridging the ’cultural’ differences between environment and fisheries persons is a challenge. Fisk for food security important aspect for these negotiations. Pollution a major issue. 
(iii) 
International Guidelines for Securing Sustainable Small-Scale Fisheries.   Bjørn Hersoug, Norwegian College of Fisheries Science, Tromsø. See his presentation enclosed. He presented some dilemmas: What is ’small scale’ differs from country to country; is the guidelines only addressing government; reasons for ’poverty’ differs, i.e. being poor because you are a fisherman, or being a fisherman because you are poor; issue of reduction of post harvest losses; collective rights; maintain open access for SSF, in what circumstance etc. In the discussion the relationship to the right to adequate food; open access problems and other issues were discussed.
(iv) 
Combating IUU. Highlights by Brit Fisknes, Senior Adviser, Norad. Mrs. Fisknes summed up briefly the paper presented to COFI and highlighted some unclear issues in the draft Terms of reference for the Ad Hoc Working Group in the follow up of the Agreement on Port State Measures.
Thursday 24th May     
08.30 – 10.00: EU issues: How the EU envisages its future interventions to fisheries: what strategy and type of approach are needed? How to link the support to the sector with food security/nutrition? What complementarities with Fisheries Partnership Agreements and global initiatives? (DG Dev). Ms. Eduarda Duarte-de-Sousa, Senior adviser, DG Devco, introduced the discussion. She highlighted issues such as: the relationship to development of the work of DG Devco, DG Mare and Fisheries Partnership Agreements, and membership of RFMOs; DG Devco’s  plan to develop thematic support for the period 2014-20 through negotiations with ACP countries, and through developing a strategy for each country; important is coherence with each country’s fisheries policy, EUs CFP, and regional strategies; possibly partnering with other donors. 

During the discussion it was stated that: focus for Fisheries Partnership Agreements has shifted from the purpose being ‘fish for Europe’ to inclusion of the economic value for the country in question, landing in the countries etc., based upon the Paris and Accra agendas. Originally FPAs were ‘commercial agreements’, now have become a financial agreement with development components, but still without DG Devco participating in the negotiations or before the neg; should development support be decoupled from DG Mare agreements?; does RFMOs in the south have a role to play?; lack of RFMOs is also a problem; who define the surplus of fish resources, re UNCLOS; lack of information from distant water fleet, apart from the EU fleet; fisheries independent data available only on pelagic resources (through Nansen); capacity on data collection and research fundamental, but dwindling in many countries.

At the end of the meeting it was agreed that one consideration from these discussions could be:        
“The European Fisheries Advisory Network noted its concern about sustainable fisheries in the West African region, due to insufficient information base for appropriate stock assessment advice and fisheries management decisions, despite the presence of several regional fisheries bodies. The meeting considered the urgent need for a performance review of these bodies for the purpose of identifying opportunities for effective assessments and management mechanisms”. 
10.15 – 11.15   Information sharing by all participants - new and ongoing support to the sector, including any common activities and important processes. 5-10 min. each, max. Participants from each of the countries presented highlights from their cooperation in fisheries development and assessments in this regard.
11.15 – 13.00    Fisheries Crime Working Group, INTERPOL  Head of the Working Group, Mr. Gunnar Stølsvik, Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs, Norway, presented the group, the purpose and activities. See his presentation enclosed. He gave the background to this initiative from INTERPOLs Environment Crime Group, and especially the report from UNODC (see  http://www.unodc.org/documents/human-trafficking/Issue_Paper_-_TOC_in_the_Fishing_Industry.pdf). In the discussion the responsibility of the flag state (re ‘FAO Compliance Agreement’) was stressed, amongst other issues. The meeting agreed that the presentation was interesting, and an important issue.  

14.00 – 16.00   Balanced Harvesting. Can it reconcile fisheries and conservation objectives, and how? Dr. Jeppe Kolding, University of Bergen. Commentator: Åsmund Bjordal, Research Director, IMR, and head of CDCF. See both presentations enclosed. Kolding started by provoking our mind set by saying we should fish balanced, i.e. all age classes should be fished. Presently we only fish the larger ones, and they are overfished in many cases, but not the ‘system’ as such. And he gave a good basis for the argument. Bjordal commented by stressing that the biology is clearly understood and agreed by all fisheries biologists, but the management regime and the economic consequences of the different harvesting models are a different issue.  
________________________
