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Item 7.3 Section 7. ‘Welfare of farmed fish’

Proposal/Comment:

In the February 2026-report the Commission asks Members to
provide their views on the following questions:

1. Should the Aquatic Code provide a high-level approach to
achieve positive welfare outcomes, without the provision of
detailedtechnical requirements, or are more detailed standards
for certain species and systems preferred when scientific
evidence is available to support those standards?

2. Arethere alternative approaches or suggestions that Members
wish to put forward?

3. Would Memberspreferthat the chaptersinSection 7 be revised
and released forcomment sequentially, orthat all four chapters
of Section 7 be circulated for comment at the same time?

Norway has the following replies to these three questions:

1. Inouropinion, the welfare of farmed fish will be best
safeguarded by having more detailed standards for certain
speciesand systems, provided sufficient scientific evidence is
available. To ensure minimum welfare standards for species
where specific scientific evidence is not available, it is
essential that the general provisions cover the needs of these
species.

We would like to mention a recent Scientific Opinion by the
Norwegian Scientific Committee for Food and Environment
on Assessment of welfare aspects of stunning and killing of
farmed fish in Norway. Link to the report is provided under
supporting evidence. The report summarises the scientific
evidence on stunning and killing of Atlantic cod, Atlantic
halibut, turbot, spotted wolffish, yellowtail kingfish, lumpfish
and other cleanerfish, as well as Atlantic salmon, rainbow
trout, sea trout and Arctic char.




2. Norway has no suggestions for alternative approaches.

3. Inouropinionitis preferable that all four chapters of Section 7
are circulated forcomments atthe sametime. Reviewing them
togetherwillgive us a cleareroverview of the section and make
it easier to ensure consistency across the chapters.

Rationale:
N/A

Supporting evidence, if relevant:

Assessment of welfare aspects of stunning and killing of farmed fish in
Norway, Scientific Opinion of the Panel on Animal Health and Welfare
of the Norwegian Scientific Committee for Food and Environment

Publikasjon Assessment of welfare aspects in stunning and killing of

farmed fish.pdf



https://vkm.no/download/18.403921ea19776a4cf8e9cc2d/1750254888134/Publikasjon_Assessment%20of%20welfare%20aspects%20in%20stunning%20and%20killing%20of%20farmed%20fish.pdf
https://vkm.no/download/18.403921ea19776a4cf8e9cc2d/1750254888134/Publikasjon_Assessment%20of%20welfare%20aspects%20in%20stunning%20and%20killing%20of%20farmed%20fish.pdf

