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Executive Committee
Minutes
[bookmark: _Hlk112407879][bookmark: _Hlk120110376]Friday, 3 July 2026 (10:00 – 12:30 CEST)
Zoom
Interpretation in EN, ES, FR

Welcome from the Chair, Yobana Bermúdez
Presentation 
Adoption of the agenda and of the last meetings’ minutes (12.06.26): adopted. 
Action points: 
· State-of-play of the action points of the last meeting - information 
· AOB: 
· Secretariat to launch a written procedure for the approval of the mandate for the Implementation Dialogue on EU Aquaculture Policy. 
· Reply to be sent to the Association of Polish Fish Producers informing that any potential review of the ceilings of the travel reimbursements and allowances would depend on budgetary developments.
· Interested members to express their availability to attend the High-Level Conference on Islands & Coastal Communities on behalf of the MAC 
· Written procedure for the approval of the mandate for the Implementation Dialogue launched on 17 June 2026. 
· Reply to the Association of Polish Fish Producers sent via email message on 15 June 2026. 
· Attendance of the High-Level Conference by Daniel Voces (Europêche) on behalf of the MAC confirmed on 15 June 2026
Sustainability 
· Presentation of Seafood Europe’s “Sustainability Manifesto – A Fish and Seafood Industry Perspective” by Katarina Sipic (Seafood Europe)
Presentation
Katarina Sipic (Seafood Europe) recalled that, in 2020, the European Commission supported a stakeholder initiative on a Code of Conduct for Responsible Food Business and Marketing Practices. Her organisation participated in the process and signed the Code of Conduct. Ms Sipic explained that the obligations under the Code of Conduct applied mainly to companies, while stakeholder associations were expected to take a coordination and dissemination role. Seafood Europe aimed to address sustainability in a holistic manner. While, previously, legislation focused on environmental aspects, legislation was increasingly covering the social dimensions. Therefore, the Manifesto was meant to cover all dimensions of sustainability across the fisheries and aquaculture supply chain, including on human rights. The document counted on the expertise of national associations and companies, but also of FAO experts. 
Ms Sipic outlined that the Manifesto is structured around six chapters. Chapter 1 focuses on the role of seafood in nutrition and health, highlighting strong scientific evidence of its benefits and the industry’s commitment to innovation. Chapter 2 addresses responsible fishing and healthy oceans, including science-based management, transparency and international cooperation. Chapter 3 covers sustainable aquaculture, with emphasis on innovation, environmental balance and responsible practices. Chapter 4 focuses on manufacturing and processing, notably reducing greenhouse gas emissions and improving resource efficiency.  Chapter 5 addresses human rights and community development, including due diligence and the fight against IUU fishing. Chapter 6 deals with responsible communication, setting out principles to ensure transparency and credibility. 
Ms Sipic underscored the sector’s commitment to responsible fisheries and aquaculture, the contribution to a resilience food system, the promotion of ethical behaviour across the value chain and the importance of clear and reliable communication. She also drew attention to the role of fisheries and aquaculture in climate mitigation. 
· Exchange of views
The Chair congratulated Ms Sipic and Seafood Europe for the comprehensive document. 
Daniel Voces (Europêche) welcomed the initiative and congratulated Seafood Europe for the significant work undertaken. Mr Voces recalled that, at the 10th anniversary conference, the FAO Assistant Director General highlighted that the narrative on the sustainability of the sector was increasingly shaped by those outside the sector. He expressed the availability of Europêche to collaborate on sustainability communication. He requested more information on the planned next steps, including in relation to a potential Action Plan for Blue Foods under the 2040 Vision for Fisheries and Aquaculture. 
Katarina Sipic (Seafood Europe) thanked Mr Voces for his contributions. Ms Sipic explained that the initial efforts were focused on dissemination of the Manifesto, including on social media. Ms Sipic underscored the importance of cooperation with partners, such as Europêche and FEAP, on specific chapters. She recalled that the EU Seafood Alliance had been, for the past two years, calling for an Action Plan on Blue Foods. The Manifesto would be part of a broader framework of collaboration. She expressed hope that, through collective initiatives, it would be possible to send a message to DG MARE for further recognition and action for fishery and aquaculture products. 
Javier Ojeda (FEAP) also congratulated Seafood Europe for the initiative and the quality of the work. Mr Ojeda highlighted the complexity of communication on sustainability. He mentioned that the change of the association’s name from “AIPCE-CEP” to “Seafood Europe” was a good example of clearer communication. 
Work Programme of Year 10 (2025-2026) 
· Update on the implementation of deliverables by Pedro Reis Santos, Secretary General
The Secretary General provided an overview of the implementation of the Work Programme of Year 10 (2026-2026), particularly focusing on the commitments made. The Secretary General recalled that, in accordance with the applicable financial guidelines, in order to receive the full operating grant provided by DG MARE, at least 50% of the commitments must be achieved. The Secretary General proceeded with a detailed overview of the implementation of the planned recommendations for the tenth operational year:
· Strategy for External EU Fisheries Action (sustainable value chains and trade, fight against IUU fishing, market dimension of SFPAs): Advice on “EU Strategy for Fisheries External Action” was adopted on 17 November 2025.

· 2026 Annual Economic Report on the EU Fishing Fleet (Terms of Reference): Advice on “STECF’s Annual Economic Report on the EU Fishing Fleet (2026)” was adopted on 5 February 2026.

· Market-related aspects of the revised Fisheries Control Regulation (traceability, marking of lots, catch certificates): Advice on “Competitiveness of the EU Market of Fishery and Aquaculture Products –Upcoming studies on the Fisheries Control Regulation” was adopted on 26 May 2026. Advice on “Operational Stabilisation and Strategic Alignment of CATCH” was ongoing. 

· Work Programme of EUMOFA, including suggestions of case studies and talks: Adoption of advice was pending. Consideration of the text was planned for September 2026 meeting of Working Group 1. 

· FAO’s Committee on Fisheries (EU’s mandate): Adoption of advice was pending. A written procedure under Working Group 2 would soon be launched. 

· Commission’s report on the evaluation of the Common Fisheries Policy Regulation, including the Common Market Organisation Regulation: Adoption of advice was pending. Working Group 1 decided to wait for a decision of the European Commission on a potential legislative revision. 

· Competitiveness – simplification and reduction of administrative burden: Advice on “Competitiveness of the EU Market of Fishery and Aquaculture Products –Simplification and reduction of administrative burden” was adopted on 24 March 2026.

· Fights against Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated (IUU) Fishing & Forced Labour, Due diligence: Adoption of advice was pending. A written procedure for the consideration of draft advice on risks in global squid fisheries was ongoing. 

· Trade (e.g., FTAs, ATQs, GSP): Advice on “Alignment of import requirements on animal welfare for a level-playing-field” was jointly adopted with the Aquaculture Advisory Council in June 2026. Advice on the “EU-UK SPS Agreement” was adopted on 5 February 2026 and on 24 March 2026). A written procedure under Working Group 2 for the consideration of draft advice on the EU-Mexico Free Trade Agreement was planned. 
The Secretary General emphasised that the implementation of the work programme was progressing in a satisfactory manner and that the MAC remained on track to meet the commitments made. 
The Chair congratulated the Secretary General for the progress and for ensuring the timely preparation and implementation of the work programme’s deliverables.
· Update on the implementation of the budget by Dawlat Bik, Finance Officer
The Finance Officer delivered an update on the implementation of the budget for the tenth financial year (2025-2026), focusing on the period of October 2025 to June 2026. The Finance Officer provided an overview of the income, budgeted and actual, from the operating grant provided by the European Commission, membership fees, voluntary financial contributions by the Member States, and other sources, representing an 82.83% realisation of the budgeted income. The Finance Officer also provided an overview of the realised expenditures across the six budget categories, comparing budgeted and actual expenditure. By June 2026, approximately 76% of the planned budget had been realised. 
The Secretary General informed that the expenses of the 10th anniversary event had not been fully taken into account in the update. As the even had been co-organised with the Aquaculture Advisory Council, some shared costs still needed to be settled. 
The Finance Officer emphasised that, overall, the financial position of the MAC remained healthy, as a reserve had been accumulated across the ten years of operation. At the same time, the increasing number of members attending meetings increasingly put pressure on the budget, which required some adjustments. 
Membership Fees

· Consideration of an update to the annual membership fees for the participation in the General Assembly and in the Working Groups  
The Secretary General outlined that, while the MAC held a robust financial reserve, the budgetary pressure was increasing due to the growing number of members, which resulted in higher costs with reimbursements, rental of meeting spaces, rental of audiovisual equipment, and catering. Under the previous operational year, the MAC faced a deficit. In the preceding operational year, the execution rate was of 98%. For the next operational year, the MAC would have to undertake an external performance review, as required by Article 7a of Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2015/242, meaning an additional cost of around EUR 15,000.
The Secretary General explained that, since the MAC had been established, ten years ago, the annual fee for participation in the General Assembly was of EUR 200, the fee for the Working Groups was EUR 300, and the fee for the Executive Committee was EUR 400. Therefore, most members paid an annual fee of EUR 500. The Secretary General suggested increasing the fee of the General Assembly to EUR 300 and the fee of the Working Groups to EUR 400, which would be in line with the inflation levels in Belgium. 
The Secretary General stated the suggested increase would help address the existing budgetary pressures. The total amounts would remain in line with the practices of the other Advisory Councils. He recalled that DG MARE encouraged low membership fees to facilitate participation by smaller organisations. 
Javier Ojeda (FEAP) emphasised that the MAC was a well working organisation and with added value, so the discussion on the income was welcomed. Mr Ojeda that commented that, usually, for a membership-based organisation, an increase in members was beneficial for the budget, but, in the case of the Advisory Councils, there was the oppositive effect. In his view, the MAC should highlight to DG MARE that the growing number of members was resulting in financial challenges. He expressed support for the suggested increase in the membership fees. He suggested that, if the financial pressure continued, a review of the ceilings for reimbursements and travel allowances could be relevant. 
María Luisa Álvarez Blanco (FEDEPESCA) informed that she was not opposed to the suggested increase. Ms Álvarez wondered about the possibility of setting an annual increase of the membership fees in accordance with inflation rates. Ms Álvarez called for a broader reflection on the composition of the MAC. In her view, there was an increasing risk of imbalance in the composition of the membership, as there was no limit to the number of organisations per represented sector, which could result in imbalance in the agenda points scheduled and the interventions made. She asked whether cost reductions had been considered.  
Daniel Voces (Europêche) expressed agreement with the previous interventions. Mr Voces underscored the excellent performance of the MAC and of the Secretariat. Mr Voces mentioned that the Long Distance Advisory Council had recently proposed similar increases to the membership fees. In his view, considering the increasing costs, particularly with travel, the suggested increase was reasonable. He asked for more information on other sources of income and suggested holding exchanges with DG MARE to request a higher level of financial support. 
Anna Rockicka (PSPR) requested more information on the structure of the membership fees, particularly on the fee for the participation in the Executive Committee.
The Secretary General explained that the members of the Executive Committee paid an additional annual fee of EUR 400. Since the members of the Executive Committee were also members of the General Assembly of the Working Groups, no increase to their specific fee was suggested. 
Janne Posti (Conxemar) expressed support for the suggested update. In his view, the suggested increases were in accordance with the financial needs of the MAC and were not substantial. 
Alessandro Manghisi (ASC) also expressed support for the suggested update. Mr Manghisi suggested a review of the ceilings of the reimbursements and travel allowances. The compensation should be aligned with the actual participation costs without providing a profit to the participating members. 
Matthew Gréant (EJF) requested clarification on whether there had been previous adjustments to the annual membership fees. 
The Secretary General informed that, since the establishment of the MAC, no updates had ever taken place. 
Matthew Gréant (EJF) responded that the suggested increase seemed reasonable. 
Katarina Sipic (Seafood Europe) expressed support for the suggested increase. 
Julien Lamothe (EAPO) also expressed support. 
María Luisa Álvarez Blanco (FEDEPESCA) cautioned that the real costs for the participation in the meetings were not always fully covered by the reimbursements provided. 
The Chair stated that there was general support in the Executive Committee to proceed with the update. The Chair added that, if needed, the budget, including the reimbursement rates, could be further reviewed. 
The Secretary General thanked the members for their support and the positive feedback. The Secretary General acknowledged that, as Mr Ojeda mentioned, in the case of the Advisory Councils, increases in the membership resulted in budgetary pressures. 
The Secretary General recalled that the Guidelines for Reimbursement and Allowances due to Travel, Accommodation, and Subsistence Expenses had been reviewed by the Executive Committee in 2023. The ceilings were line with the financial guidelines of the European Commission. In his understanding, the views among members on the reimbursements and allowances remained mixed. In previous occasions, several members identified challenges due to the increasing costs of flight tickets and the increases in the accommodation costs in Brussels. Therefore, consensus on a reduction of the ceilings seemed unlikely.
The Secretary General informed that decisions on the membership composition of the Advisory Councils ultimately lied with the Member States, in line with point h) of number 2 of Annex III of the Common Fisheries Policy Regulation. To promote a balanced composition of the membership, the Secretariat undertook efforts to raise awareness among underrepresented stakeholders, such as NGOs and aquaculture producers. 
The Secretary General highlighted that several efforts had been made to decrease costs, such as reduction of the number of officially translated documents, selection of cheaper suppliers, organisation of online meetings, scheduling of in-person meetings in venues with the necessary audiovisual equipment, among others. The Secretariat undertook efforts to increase the income from voluntary contributions from the Member States. He expressed availability to undertake contacts with DG MARE to request an increase in the financial grant. 
María Luisa Álvarez Blanco (FEDEPESCA), concerning the balance of the membership composition, argued that the Member States were not taking a proactive approach in the selection. The Commission was also not actively reviewing the composition of the Advisory Councils. Additionally, Ms Álvarez highlighted the high costs of holding meetings in Brussels, suggesting that alternatives could be considered. 
The Chair asked the Secretariat to take the points raised into consideration in future budget proposals. 
The Executive Committee agreed to update the annual membership fee for the participation in the General Assembly to EUR 300 and to update the annual membership fee for the participation in the Working Groups to EUR 400.
Work Programme of Year 11 (2026-2027)
· Presentation of priorities, deliverables and planning by Pedro Reis Santos, Secretary General
The Secretary General informed that, in comparison with the current work programme, the priorities under the draft work programme of Year 11 (2026-2027) remained largely unchanged. The proposed priorities were: “Common Fisheries Policy & Common Market Organisation”, “European Ocean Pact”, “2040 Vision for Fisheries and Aquaculture”, “Competitiveness - simplification and reduction of administrative burden”, “Trade Agreements & Trade Policy Instruments”, “Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated (IUU) Fishing”, “Forced Labour”, “European Market Observatory for Fisheries and Aquaculture (EUMOFA)”, “Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries (STECF)”, and “Fisheries Control Regulation”. 
The Secretary General outlined the twelve planned recommendations: “EU Awareness Campaign on Aquatic Foods”, “Market-related aspects of the revised Fisheries Control Regulation (traceability, marking of lots, catch certificates)”, “Evaluation of the Common Fisheries Policy Regulation, including Common Market Organisation (Commission’s follow-up actions)”, “Competitiveness – simplification and reduction of administrative burden”, “2027 Annual Economic Report on the EU Fishing Fleet (Terms of Reference)”, “2040 Vision for Fisheries and Aquaculture (Commission’s follow-up actions)”, "“Economic Report on the EU Aquaculture Sector”, “FAO’s Sub-Committee on Fish Trade (EU’s mandate)”, “Work Programme of EUMOFA, including suggestions of case studies and talks”, “Fights against Illegal, Unreported and Unregulated (IUU) Fishing & Forced Labour, Due diligence”, “Trade (e.g., FTAs, ATQs, GSP), including under the EU Strategy for External Fisheries Action”, and “Food safety (e.g., contaminants, additives, residues)”. He recalled that, in line with the applicable financial guidelines, the Advisory Councils must complete at least 50% of the commitments under the work programme to receive the full operating grant from DG MARE. Therefore, the proposed topics were purposely flexible. 
The Secretary General outlined the planned meetings. There would be bundles of meetings in November 2026, January 2027, March 2027, June 2027, and September 2027, alternating between meetings online and meetings fully in person. There would also be an online meeting of the Executive Committee in July 2027. 
María Luisa Álvarez Blanco (FEDEPESCA) suggested that the calendar of the meetings could be shared earlier in advance. Ms Álvarez provided the example of the practice in the Aquaculture Advisory Council of sharing the exact dates one year in advance. 
The Secretary General responded that, to allow flexibility, the dates of the meetings were usually set a couple months in advance. Nevertheless, efforts would be made to set the dates earlier in advance. 
The Executive Committee agreed to proceed with the submission of the proposed draft work programme to the European Commission.
· Presentation of draft budget by Dawlat Bik, Finance Officer
The Finance Officer presented the draft budget for Year 11 (1 October 2026 – 30 September 2027), outlining the expenditures per category. The cost centres represented the following proportions of the budget: staff (40,82%), participation in meetings (21,56%), information and preparation of meetings (10,56%), operating costs (2,2%), interpretation and translation (18,86%), and other contracts (6%). In comparison with the current budget, an increase of 7,23% was proposed. 
The Finance Officer informed that the “staff” category increased by 5,35% to reflect legal requirements on indexation, end-of-year bonus, and meal vouchers. The “participation in meetings” category increased by 3,81% to reflect the increasing travel and accommodation costs of the members. The “information and participation in meetings” remained essentially the same with a 0,01% decrease. The “operating costs” increased 15,93% to reflect a more accurate recording of the office rental costs for the Administrative Officer and the Finance Officer under the external services contract. The “other contracts” category increased by 158,37% due to the legal requirement to undertake, every five years, an external performance reviews. 
The Finance Officer further informed that, concerning income, the budget continued to rely predominately on the operating grant provided by DG MARE, which represented 75% of the income. The income was complemented by membership fees (15%), and voluntary financial contributions from the Member States (10%). 
The Executive Committee agreed to proceed with the submission of the proposed draft budget to the European Commission.
Secretariat
· Decision on the launch of a tender procedure to contract administrative and financial support services for the 2026-2029 period
The Secretary General recalled that, in 2023, a contract was celebrated with EBCD for the provision of administrative and financial support services for the period of 1 October 2023 to 30 September 2026. The Secretary General proposed to proceed with the launch of a new tender procedure for the celebration of a new contract for the 1 October 2026 to 30 September 2029 period. The new contract would aim for services and costs equivalent to the current one, including adjustments to inflation. 
The Secretary General highlighted that, in accordance with the applicable financial guidelines, due to the value of the contract, a call for tenders would have to be published online. He suggested to proceed with a one-month deadline. In case of multiple submissions, an Evaluation Committee, composed of the Chair, the Vice-Chairs, and the Chairs of the Working Groups, would evaluate the offers. Formal approval of the contract would be scheduled for the 17 September 2026 meeting. 
The Executive Committee agreed to proceed with the launch of a tender procedure to contract administrative and financial support services for the 1 October 2026 to 30 September 2029 period. 
External Representation
· Reporting back on the following meetings: 
· High-Level Conference on Islands & Coastal Communities (Paphos, 26 June 2026) by Daniel Voces (Europêche)
Daniel Voces (Europêche) informed that, following the request launched at the previous meeting, he attended the High-Level Conference on Islands and Costal Communities on 26 June 2026 on behalf of the MAC. Mr Voces reported that the conference was opened by high-level representatives of Cyprus, Malta, and the European Commission. One panel, which included representatives from the European Parliament, national governments, the European Economic and Social Committee, and former Commissioner Vella, focused on the importance of coastal communities and island. He highlighted that the EU Strategy for Islands focused on development, innovation, environmental protection, energy, and demography. The EU Strategy for Coastal Communities focused on marine spatial planning, blue bioeconomy clusters, blue carbon credits, and climate resilience. Prior to the publication of the strategies, the MAC published advice on the matter. 
· Implementation Dialogue on EU Aquaculture Policy (Brussels, 30 June 2026) by Yobana Bermúdez (Chair)
The Chair informed that, at the Implementation Dialogue on EU Aquaculture Policy, Commissioner Kadis, in his opening remarks, emphasised that the Common Fisheries Policy promotes the development of aquaculture and that the Implementation Dialogue would contribute for the preparation of the 2040 Vision for Fisheries and Aquaculture. The Commissioner acknowledged that the coordination method in aquaculture policy failed to deliver the expected results. Therefore, the aim of the Implementation Dialogue was to analyse what worked well and what should be improved, including in the legal framework. The Commissioner stated that the regulatory requirements on organic production, including on labelling, could also impact aquaculture development, so he encouraged feedback on the matter. 
The Chair reported on the general comments made by the participants. According to the participants, aquaculture is key for the new blue economy. Even though implementation of aquaculture policy is linked to national competences, aquaculture has stagnated in all Member States. The decline has been ongoing for 25 years, even though aquaculture production is growing in non-EU countries is growing. Despite ten years of implementation of the EU strategic guidelines for aquaculture, EU production continued to not develop. The Commission was not sufficiently monitoring the national implementation of the guidelines. Insufficient political attention was given to aquaculture. One of the main challenges faced by EU producers was overregulation, particularly environmental requirements. Better EU controls, coordination, and equal implementation across the EU were needed. Aquaculture policy was insufficiently reflected within the Common Fisheries Policy Regulation, so a legislative revision was needed. Sector-specific policies and plans were needed, including for the simplification of legislative burden. The level-playing-field, especially with imports, was a major challenge. There should be equivalent levels of research, innovation, and funding, across regions and countries. The needs of small primary producers should be part of the innovation packages. In terms of the market, there are different markets for different species. 
The Chair further reported that the Cabinet of the Commissioner asked for the interventions to be as concrete as possible. The stakeholders responded that the Members States were applying legislation in different ways. There were also unfair practices and different conditions for aquaculture farmers within the same Member State. Aquaculture should have a specific policy at the same level of fisheries. Therefore, the policy should be reformed to prioritise aquaculture. In terms of research and innovation, Eastern and Southern European operators have been in disadvantage, including disparities in funding. Legislation was generally based first on terrestrial species, for example on animal welfare, which meant that aquaculture policy was always lagging behind agricultural policy. 
The Chair summarised the second part of the Implementation Dialogue, which focused on organic production and alien species. The participants highlighted the different approaches across the Member States. Organic aquaculture remained a niche and, due to the costs and high prices, was expected to remain so. Organic production was only a significant business in Ireland, as it was promoted by both policies and a strong market, especially for salmon production. In general, the market did not provide compensation for the costs of organic products. Therefore, the potential growth of the sector laid in intensive aquaculture, focusing on the market for specific species. Since organic certifications mainly related to water quality, these were challenging to explain to consumers. Consumers tended to confuse organic production and sustainability.  As the EU did not mandate the collection and submission of data on organic production, there was a lack of quantitative information on the growth. The EU should prioritise production volume, instead of a small and expensive organic production. The realities of the market and product demand, including purchasing power, should be taken into account when setting strategies and legislation. Furthermore, the participants highlighted various challenges related to invasive species, such as blue crab in Italy. 
The Chair informed that, in his closing remarks, Commissioner Kadis encouraged the participants to submit their contributions in writing by mid-July. The Commissioner encouraged the participants to be as specific as possible, identified the key legislative elements that should be amended. The Commissioner expressed appreciation for the feedback received and emphasised that it would be taken into account in the context of the evaluation of the Common Fisheries Policy and the preparation of the 2040 Vision. 
· Preparation for the next Inter-Advisory Councils meeting (Brussels, 15 July 2026)
The Secretary General informed that the next Inter-Advisory Councils meeting would take place on 15 July 2026 in Brussels. The MAC would be represented by the Chair, the Vice-Chairs, the Chair of Working Group 2, and himself. The agenda would include an exchange with Director-General Vitcheva on the evaluation of the Common Fisheries Policy, and exchange with Commissioner Kadis on the new Guidelines on the Functioning of the Advisory Council, and updates on various policy items, including the EU strategies for islands and coastal communities. On 16 July 2026, a workshop co-organised by various Advisory Councils and DG MARE would take place. The Secretary General provided an overview of a draft mandate for the meeting. He informed that a written consultation would be launched, allowing members to share their views.  
AOB
· Frequency of informative email messages sent by the Secretariat 
Laura Harpøth (EFFOP) stated that the members frequently received informative email messages from the Secretariat, which could be challenging to follow. Ms Harpøth asked about the possibility of compiling the information into a weekly email message. 
The Secretary General expressed availability to change the approach.

Summary of action points 
· Membership Fees
· Update of the annual membership fees to be reflected in the next annual budget and put forward for approval by the General Assembly.
· Work Programme of Year 11 (2026-2027)
· Secretariat to proceed with the formal submission of the draft work programme and of the draft budget to the European Commission.
· Secretariat
· Tender procedure to contract administrative and financial support services for the 1 October 2026 to 30 September 2029 period to be published on the website. 
· External Representation
· Secretariat to launch a written consultation for the approval of the mandate for the 15 July 2026 Inter-Advisory Councils meeting. 
· AOB
· Secretariat to review the frequency of informative email messages sent to the members. 
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