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ABSTRACT

The Twentieth Session of the Committee on Fisheries held from 15 to 19 March 1993 gave
unanimous support to FAQ initiating the elaboration of a Code of Conduct on Responsible
Fishing and endorsed the proposed possible content, priorities and time-frame for its
elaboration and adoption. The Committee recommended that in elaborating the Code, priority
should be given to the sections on Fishing Operations, Fair Trade Practices, Aquaculture,
Development and Integration of Coastal Fisheries in Coastal Area and Management, The
Committee expressed satisfaction that FAO would contribute to the forthcoming UN
Conference on Straddling Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Species and assist the Secretariat
of the Conference on technical issues.

A Working Group was established by the Committee to deal with the issue of Flagging of
Vessels Fzshmg on the High Seas, but the Committee agreed that a further technical meetmg
was required in order to finalize a Draft Agreement on that issue.

The Committee endorsed the action proposed as a follow-up to the International Study on
Fishery Research Needs of Developing Countries (SIFR) including the reconstitution of the
Advisory Committee on Marine Resources Research (ACMRR) as the Advisory Committee on
Fisheries Research (ACFR).

A substantive technical debate took place on the situation of world fisheries ten years after the
adoption of the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and specifically
highlighted some of the issues affecting the sustainable development of fisheries and
aquaculture.

The Committee reviewed progress in implementing both the regular and field programmes of
FAO in fisheries noting the importance of regional collaboration in the development and
management of fisheries, as well as the protection of environment.

The Committee endorsed the medium-term perspectives 1994-99 and the Programme of Work
and Budget in Fisheries for 1994-95.
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Excellency,

I have the honour to transmit to you herewith the report of the
Twentieth Session of the Committee on Fisheries, which was held in Rome
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Accept, Excellency, the assurance of my highest consideration.

Rafael Conde de Saro
Chairman
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MATTERS REQUIRING ATTENTION BY THE COUNCIL
A. MATTERS FOR DECISION

The Committee endorsed the proposal for the establishment of an Advisory Committee on
Fisheries Research (ACFR) to replace the Advisory Committee on Marine Resources Research
(ACMRR).

The ACMRR was originally established by the Director-General under Article V1.2 of the
FAO Constitution under the authority of a decision taken at the Eleventh Session of the FAQ
Conference in 1961. Accordingly, the Twenty-seventh Session of the Conference in November
1993 will be requested to approve change to the title, structure, composition and functions of the
Advisory Committee.

The Council is requested to endorse the recommendation of the Committee and to request
the Director-General to submit his proposals to the Sixty-first Session of the Committee on
Constitutional and Legal Matters (CCLM) in September 1993.

B. MATTERS FOR INFORMATION

Review of FAQ’s Programmes in Fisheries (1991-92)

The Committee concurred that the work of the Fisheries Department during the preceding
and current biennia continued to address many of the objectives and criteria established at its
Nineteenth Session and was in conformity with the Medium-Term Plan endorsed by the
Conference.

Many delegations expressed satisfaction with the execution of FAQ’s field programme and
stated the wish that donors should increase their funding of this programme. The Committee
agreed that in fisheries there was a close link between Regular Programme work and activities in
the field.

The Committee appreciated how FAO had responded to emerging issues and displayed
flexibility in adjusting its fisheries programme. It recognized the important contribution it had
made to the International Conference on Responsible Fishing and the United Nations Conference
on the Environment and Development which both set the stage for future international action and
cooperation in a number of vital aspects of fisheries management and development,

The Committee noted with satisfaction that the Fisheries Department, as the lead unit within
FAO for activities concerning integrated coastal area management, was closely collaborating with
UNEP and the World Bank in following up on UNCED recommendations in this field. The
Committee supported the priority given to programmes for fish utilization including the use of by-
catches for human nutrition where this was feasible. The Committee underscored the need for FAO
to provide assistance in strengthening the work of the General Fisheries Council for the
Mediterranean and the Black Sea Commission and to look into the possibility of creating a similar
body for the Caspian Sea.
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World fisheries ten vears after the adoption of the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of
the Sea

In reviewing the situation of world fisheries ten years after the adoption of the 1982 United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, the Commitiee considered that the problem of
controlling access to fishery resources needed to be addressed urgently in view of the
overexploitation of some stocks and the overcapacity of many large-scale distant-water fleets. The
Committee regretted that the development of the artisanal fisheries sector, in many part of the
world, continued to be constrained by the lack of inputs, restricted access to simple credits and
inadequate infrastructure and social services.

Whilst welcoming the rapid increase in production from aquaculture, the Committee warned
of the possible negative impact on the environment from improper aquaculture practices and
therefore recommended that FAO should continue its assistance in monitoring the environmental
aspects of aquaculture,

Fisheries research needs of developing countries

The Committee agreed with the major research challenges identified by the Study on
International Fisheries Research Needs (SIFR). It also agreed with the approach taken by FAO and
recognized that the first priority was to promote the development of national capacity in applied
fishery research. As already stated above, the Committee endorsed the establishment of an
Advisory Committee on Fisheries Research to replace the Advisory Committee on Marine
Resources Research. The comparative advantage in using the regional fishery bodies as fora for
discussing and coordination of research needs was recognized.

The Committee recommended that FAO approach the Global Environmental Facility of
World Bank/UNDP for financial assistance to address environmental concerns which had
implications for fisheries.

High seas fishing

The Committee reiterated that sustainable resource use must be the basic guiding principle
for the management of high seas fishing. It recognized the important role to be played by FAQO
in respect of the compilation and dissemination of high seas fisheries data. It also agreed that FAO
should undertake a special programme of assistance to developing countries in high seas fishing,
especially for small island countries, coastal States with a high potential to exploit highly migratory
species, and countries with a high demand for fish and fishery products.

The Commitiee expressed satisfaction that FAO would contribute in a technical and
scientific capacity to the forthcoming United Nations Conference on Straddling Stocks and Highly
Migratory Fish Species.

Conservation and rational utilization of living marine resources with special reference to responsible
fishing

The Committee noted that the Council had already endorsed the request in the Declaration
of Cancin for FAQ to elaborate, in consultation with relevant international organizations, an
International Code of Conduct on Responsible Fishing and unanimously agreed that such a Code
would be important for future sustainable fishery development.
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The Committee reiterated its full support to the Declaration of Cancin, issued by the
International Conference on Responsible Fishing in May 1992. Within the Code, utmost priority
was accorded to the section on fishing operations. It agreed that the Code of Conduct would be
implemented on a voluntary basis but parts of it or its Annexes may well be used in the
promulgation of national fishery laws and regulations as well as bilateral and multilateral
agreements.

The Committee endorsed the proposed time frame for the preparation of the Code. This
implies that the Secretariat will make available to the Twenty-first Session of the Committee in
spring 1995 drafts of the sections on Fishing Operations, Fair Trade Practices, Aguaculture

Development and Integration of Fisheries in Coastal Area Management. At the same time,
progress reports will be submitted on the two remaining sections: Fishery Management Practices

and Fishery Research.

Flagging of fishing vessels

Recognizing the difficulties caused by the flagging of fishing vessels to avoid internationally
agreed conservation and management measures and fair trade practices, the Committee agreed that
the elaboration of an International Agreement on the Flagging of Vessels Fishing on the High Seas
should be kept on a fast track. While reiterating that flagging issues would be among the issues
which would be covered by the proposed Code of Conduct on Responsible Fishing, the Committee
emphasized the importance of elaborating them, without delaying other components of the Code
of Conduct.

Since the Working Group, meeting in parallel with the Committee, had not been able to
finalize a text for an Agreement, in spite of substantial progress, the Committee encouraged the
Director-General to explore the possibility of convening a Technical Consultation for that purpose.
Since such a meeting had not been provided for in the current FAO Programme of Work and
Budget, the Committee suggested that all possible donors, including OECD members, should
contribute to both the operational costs of the meeting and to the financing of attendance from
developing countries.

Medium-term perspectives in fisheries 1994-99

The Committee endorsed the objectives and long-term priorities proposed for the Major
Programme 2.2: Fisheries and noted with satisfaction that the particular areas of additional attention
had been developed on the basis of UNCED Agenda 21, the International Conference on
Responsible Fishing, the FAO Technical Consultation on High Seas Fishing and the FAO/WHO
International Conference on Nutrition. It highlighted as priorities the development of an
International Code of Conduct on Responsible Fishing and the promotion of sustainability in
worldwide fisheries. It identified the following other priorities at programme level: fisheries
information including adequate monitoring of the status of the stocks; assistance in policy and
advice and planning for sustainable fisheries; marketing and quality assurance; as well as inter-
country cooperation through FAO regional fishery bodies.

The work of FAQ in fisheries during 1994-95

The Committee generally supported the activities proposed for implementation under the
Major Programme 2.2: Fisheries in 1994-95 and expressed the hope that the proposed reduction
in resources for this purpose could be reversed in the formulation of the full Programme of Work
and Budget.






INTRODUCTION

1. The Committee on Fisheries held its Twentieth Session in Rome from 15 to 19 March 1993.
The Session was attended by 86 members of the Committee, by observers from six other FAQO
Member Nations, two non-Member Nations of FAO, and the Holy See, by representatives of the
United Nations Development Programme, the United Nations Environment Programme, the United
Nations Industrial Development Organization, the Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission,
the World Bank and the World Food Programme and by observers from 18 other intergovernmental
and international non-governmental organizations. The list of delegates and observers is given as
Appendix B to this report.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

2. The meeting was called to order by the Chairperson of the Committee, Sra Maria de los
Angeles Moreno (Mexico). In her opening remarks, the Chairperson highlighted a number of
prevailing problems confronting the fishery sector which needed to be solved through individual
and collective efforts. She recalled international events in the world fisheries sector since the last
COFI session; these included the International Conference on Responsible Fishing held in Canciin,
the United Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED), the Technical
Consultation on High Seas Fishing, and the International Conference on Nutrition (ICN). She
pointed out that the combination of ecological issues with responsible exploitation of the fisheries
resources, safeguarding at the same time the economic interest of the people involved, deserved
special attention. She noted that ten years after the United Nations Conference on the Law of the
Sea, equitable access to resources and fair access to international trade continued to be issues. She
emphasized the role of FAO in orienting the medium- and long-term plan of fishery programmes
within the framework of the 1984 World Fisheries Conference (WCF).

Statement of the Director-General

3. The Session was inaugurated by the Deputy Director-General, Mr. H.W. Hjort, on behalf
of the Director-General, Mr. Edouard Saouma. He welcomed in particular the Ministers of
Fisheries of Angola, Congo, Mozambique, Sri Lanka and the Russian Federation, and the Vice-
Ministers of Chile, Latvia, Lithuania and Mexico, present at the session. The text of the Director-
General’s opening statement is reproduced in Appendix D.

Statement bv the Guest Speaker

4. The Guest Speaker was Dr. Gunnar Saetersdal, Senior Scientist, Institute of Marine
Research, Bergen, Norway. He delivered a keynote address at the invitation of the Director-
General of FAO on "Fisheries Research and Fisheries Management - Historical Perspectives and
Some Current Challenges”, which reviewed briefly the main events in the histories of fisheries
science and management particularly in the North Atlantic and the main problems which still
remain unresolved at the present time. The Committee, in a tribute to Dr Saetersdal, expressed
its appreciation of his outstanding contribution to fisheries research, particularly to the benefit of
developing countries. The text of this address is reproduced in Appendix E.

Statements by Ministers Responsible for Fisheries

3. At the invitation of the Chairperson, the Vice-Minister of Mexico and the Minister of
Fisheries and Aquatic Resources of Sri Lanka addressed the Committee.
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6. The Vice-Minister of Fisheries of Mexico, the Honourable Carlos Camacho Gaos stressed
the importance to Mexico of holding the Chair of COFI in strengthening its activities in fisheries,
both nationally and internationally, during the past two years. He recalled the concept of
responsible fishing put forward by the Cancin Conference, at which 66 countries and international
bodies participated and acknowledged the support that Mexico had received in the organization of
the Conference from the FAO Director-General and the Department of Fisheries. He expressed
the hope that the present session would lead to the elaboration of a Code of Conduct for
Responsible Fishing, essential to equitable and sustainable fisheries development.

7. The Honourable Joseph Michael Perera, Minister of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources of Sri
Lanka stressed the leadership of FAO in facing the challenges of widespread over-exploitation of
fishery resources and irresponsible fishing practices. He reviewed developments in Sri Lankan
fisheries in the last decades and highlighted his Government’s special efforts in improving socio-
economic conditions of small-scale fisherfolk, while managing coastal resources and reinforcing its
legal framework. He expressed concern over pollution caused by oil tankers. He highlighted the
role and expertise of FAO in supporting the efforts of developing countries in all aspects of
fisheries development. He expressed his Government’s support to FAO initiatives for promoting
responsible fishing and cooperation in high seas fishing.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ARRA

NGEMENTS FOR THE SESSION

8. The Committee adopted the agenda as shown in Appendix A to this report. The documents
which were before the Committee are listed in Appendix C.

9. A Drafting Committee was appointed comprising representatives of Angola, Argentina,
Canada, China, France, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Japan, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Poland,
the Republic of Korea and Uruguay. It elected Dr Choung Il Chee (Republic of Korea) as its
Chairman and Mr Katsuma Hanafusa (Japan) as Vice-Chairman.

ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN

AND VICE-CHAIRMEN

10.  As this was the first and only Session being held in the 1992-93 biennium, the Committee
was required to elect a Chairman, a First Vice-Chairman and four other Vice-Chairmen. Mr.
Rafael Conde de Saro (Spain) was unanimously elected Chairman of the Committee.  Mr.
Berrahou Abdellatif (Morocco) was also unanimously elected First Vice-Chairman and Thailand,
Sweden, Brazil and Malta as the other Vice-Chairmen.

Statement by _the Chairman

11.  In taking the Chair, Mr. Rafael Conde de Saro highlighted the problems facing the fishing
industry. He pointed out that responsible fishing and a Code of Conduct were strictly related and
that a satisfactory solution had to be based on consensus. He stressed the need for all States, as
well as the people in the fishing industry (boat owners, crew and fishermen), to cooperate in the
implementation of the International Code of Conduct on Responsible Fishing and in the process
leading to its adoption. He expressed the view that intensification of dialogue among all concerned,
as well as joint efforts, are necessary to achieve this objective.
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REVIEW OF FAQO’S PROGRAMMES IN FISHERIES (REGULAR AND TFIELD
PROGRAMMIES)

12.  This agenda item was introduced by the Secretariat on the basis of documents COFI 93/2
and COFI 93/3 which reviewed the progress made in the implementation of fisheries activities
during the 1991/1992 biennium.

13. The Fisheries Department Programme of Work for 1992-93 was placed within the
framework of the medium-term plan for the Major Programme in Fisheries agreed by the
Nineteenth Session of the Committee on Fisheries and endorsed by the Twenty-sixth Session of the
Conference. These medium-term objectives, which are closely related to the Strategy and to the
Programmes of Action approved by the 1984 World Fisheries Conference on Fisheries Management
and Development, are: »

- to assist in strengthening national self-sufficiency of developing countries for the
better management and development of their fisheries, the conservation of aguatic
ecosystems, and the prevention of environmental degradation;

- to support full participation and equitable sharing of benefits among all who are
dependent on fishery activities, in particular small-scale fishing communities and
small-scale fish farmers in developing countries, so maximizing the contribution of
fisheries to rural development;

- to assist developing countries to increase the productivity of their fisheries through
the reduction of by-catch and post-harvest losses, the development of products from
under-utilized resources, and reduction of production costs;

- to assist developing countries to increase their participation in international trade in
fish and fishery products;

- to assist in accelerating sustainable aquaculture development.

14.  The Committee concurred that the work of the Fisheries Department during the preceding
and current biennia continued to address many of the objectives and criteria it had established at
its Nineteenth Session and was in conformity with the medium-term plan endorsed by the
Conference. The Committee recognized that notwithstanding the current financial limitations the
FAOQ Fisheries Department had made important contributions to two major events in 1992, the
International Conference on Responsible Fishing and the UN Conference on Environment and
Development and had organized, as requested by COFI and the FAO Council, the Technical
Consultation on High Seas Fishing in September 1992. These meetings had set the stage for future
international action and cooperation in a number of vital aspects of fisheries management and
development. The Committee appreciated how FAO had responded to the emerging issues and had
displayed flexibility in adjusting its programme of activities.

15.  The Committee welcomed the presentation of the summary reviews of the Regular and Field
Programmes’ work as requested by the Nineteenth Session and asked that this practice be perfected
and continued. While general satisfaction was expressed in respect of the contents of these reports,
several members pointed to the need for greater transparency regarding the linkages between the
Regular and Field Programmes. As well, the need for more detailed information on outputs and
impacts was highlighted, if the membership were to have an appropriate basis on which to render
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its advice and evaluations on programme activities. Many delegations expressed their satisfaction
with the execution of FAO’s field programme and their wish that donors should increase their
funding of this programme.

16.  Regarding more detailed output, the Secretariat pointed out that while some more facts and
figures could probably be provided, it would be difficult and costly to regularly collect such data
throughout the Fisheries Department. The Programme Implementation Reports submitted to the
FAO Conference contained systematic output indicators. Impact assessment was undertaken on a
selective basis and reported upon to the FAO Conference in the Regular Programme Evaluation
Reports, which included also fishery subjects. The Secretariat also advised the Committee that,
for example, advice given on policy and management to national administrations, not only took time
to implement but was considered by governments in the light of national priorities, resources and
availability of funds, which were all beyond the control of the Organization.

17.  The Committee noted that evaluation of the results/outputs of field projects were regularly
undertaken by typical annual, tripartite reviews, as well as by specific evaluation missions, the
reports of which were submitted to the beneficiary countries.

18.  The Committee agreed that in fisheries there was a close link between the Regular
Programme work and activities in the field which was beneficial to both because the effective
execution of projects required technical backstopping in the wide range of expertise available in the
Fisheries Department, while work at Headquarters maintained a practical orientation to the needs
of its member countries. Some countries suggested that a Field Programme Committee for FAO’s
field programme as a whole, including the fisheries programme, be created. A question was raised
suggesting further review of the linkage between the two programmes and how they relate.

19.  Concern was expressed at the need to improve the collection of data and the provision of
statistical information which, in spite of the emphasis given to training, had not appeared to have
reached acceptable levels. The Committee recognized that many governments, especially of
developing countries, were having difficulties in maintaining the trained manpower required and
in ensuring the timely transmission of reliable data. It was emphasized that FAO should continue
to make every effort to assist in this field. It was also suggested that FAO take steps to harmonize
the coding and classification systems used in the Species Identification Manuals and the Fishery
Statistical Series.

20.  The Committee noted the natural progression since the World Fisheries Conference of the
five Programmes of Action through to a more integrated approach to development.  The
Organization and its members will continue to address the needs related to national fisheries sectors
through activities currently carried out within the framework of the five Programmes of Action.
The Committee was informed of the proposal to set up a Special Action Programme which would
address the overall concern with environmental issues and the drive towards more responsible
fishing, as a response to the International Conference on Responsible Fishing and the United
Nations Conference on the Environment and Development (UNCED) and as part of a general
streamlining of such Special Action Programmes in FAO. The new Programmes would be
submitted for the consideration and approval of the forthcoming Sessions of the Council and the
Conference.

21.  The Committee noted the decline in the number of publications, while the allocations had
increased substantially. The Commitiee was informed that the extra costs had arisen mainly from
increased printing and translation costs, and the reduction of publications resulted from an increased
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number of vacant posts due to the need for savings against a shortfall in the allocations which
meant that fewer staff were available to generate and supervise the production of technical
publication material.

22.  The Committee was reassured that the changes in the arrangements over the production of
ASFA did not mean that the information system would be discontinued. It was noted that as ASFA
was a self supporting commercial System, it was no longer appropriate for FAO to subsidize its
production and that the savings realized would contribute to the provision of a wider based
information system drawing on the considerable material and work available and produced in
developing countries institutions, which had hitherto not been sufficiently covered. It was further
noted that one of the central mandates of FAO was information generation, retrieval, analysis and
dissemination and it was the intention to strengthen this role.

23.  The Committee recognized the valuable information provided on a regular basis by the
GLOBEFISH System. The Committee was also informed of the impending move of the Fisheries
Department to the main building which entailed a restructuring of the Department’s library and
information service whilst still maintaining a degree of specialized separation to meet the
requirements of users of the services.

24. It was requested that the FAO fisheries activities undertaken in the Southwest Pacific region
(which is already designated by FAO as a scparate region for statistical purposes) be reported
separately from those in the Asia region. The Secretariat took note of this request.

25. The Committee urged that a greater degree of consultation be undertaken between the FAQ
regional fishery bodies and other regional bodies on fisheries development and management topics
to avoid duplication of effort. Taking note of this request the Secretariat pointed out that to provide
more detailed reports would entail considerable additional staff inputs from the Organization.

26. The possible effect on the field programme of the UNDP support cost successor
arrangements was noted. The hope was expressed that attention to the issues of women in
development, sociological concerns and support to the poorer communities would not suffer from
further Regular Programme and extra-budgetary Field Programme reductions.

27.  Whilst full support was given to the role of FAO as a coordinator in the field of fisheries
and a lead agency in some specific aspects, it was suggested that scarce resources should not be
applied to fields where FAO was not a lead agency. In response to a suggestion that FAO give
greater attention to the consequences of the protection of marine mammals in the marine ecosystem,
the Secretariat noted that this would require extra resources and that FAQ’s present practice was
simply to maintain close collaboration with other agencies, such as UNEP and IWC.

28.  In the matter of integrated coastal area management (ICAM), the Committee stressed the
need for close collaboration between not only agencies but also departments within agencies, since
the coastal zone was affected by all land usage and watershed areas with which it was associated.
In this connection, the Committee noted with satisfaction that the Fisheries Department, as the lead
unit for coordination of activities within FAO, was closely collaborating with UNEP and the World
Bank in the preparation of guidelines on ICAM in follow-up to the recommendations of UNCED.
It was further noted that FAO’s main concern was to ensure the integration of the agriculture,
fisheries and forestry sectors with coastal area management, planning and development.
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29. In response to a question regarding the shift of resources fto activities related to
environmental issues in fisheries, the Secretariat indicated that such resources had become available
as a result of reduced demand for technical assistance by regional fishery bodies and field projects,
as well as a partial transfer of resources from conventional stock assessment to issues related o
natural and climate driven fluctuations of fish stocks. The Secretariat stressed that the Fisheries
Department work was aiming at the fisheries component of the environmental issues and that this
work was done in cooperation with relevant agencies.

30. Given the few opportunities for increasing catches on a sustainable basis from most
fisheries, the Committee supported the priority given to programmes for improved fish utilization,
including the use of by-catches for human nutrition, where this was feasible. Priority attention
should also be given to training and advice in fish quality assurance and fish inspection systems,
including support to the Codex Alimentarius work in fish products.

31.  The Committee noted the increasing attention being paid to aquaculture, particularly as a
complement to capture fisheries where these had reached their upper limit. However, it was also
noted that problems such as pollution and epizootic diseases were of growing concern in the Asian
region and that FAO assistance in the prevention and cure of these pmblems was very much
appreciated. The Committee considered that FAO should continue its assistance in monitoring the
environmental effects of aquaculture.

32, The Committee emphasized that the growth of aquaculture depended on the supply of trained
manpower and that in the case of the African Regional Aquaculture Centre, Port Harcourt, Nigeria,
the termination of the UNDP project and the absence of international expertise had led to serious
consequences in the overall development of aquaculture in the African Region.

33.  The Committee noted the importance of regional collaboration in the development and
management of fisheries, as well as the protection of the environment. In this connection it
underscored the need for FAO to provide assistance in strengthening the work of the General
Fisheries Council for the Mediterranean (GFCM) and the Black Sea Commission and to look into
the possibility of the creation of a similar body for the Caspian Sea.

34.  The Committee expressed its concern for conservation and sustainability and emphasized
the importance of translating this into appropriate action. In this context it stressed the importance
of tackling simultaneously the socio-economic problems ‘of the fisherfolk communities concerned.

SPECIAL ISSUES

(@) World fisheries ten years after the adoption of the 1982 United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea

35.  This agenda item was introduced on the basis of document COFI/93/4 and related documents
which had been prepared in response to the Committee’s expressed wish that it should have regular
opportunities of examining the overall state and prospects of world fisheries. The main document
summarized the development of world fisheries since the adoption of the 1982 United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea, relying largely upon the comprehensive analysis of this subject
set out in the special Chapter prepared for the 1992 edition of FAQ’s publication, “The State of
Food and Agriculture (SOFA)" (COFI1/93/Inf.6). It also took account of the special publication
entitled, "Implementation of the Strategy Adopted by the FAQO World Conference on Fisheries
Management and Development” prepared at the request of the Committee at its last session,
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summarizing progress made in implementing the Strategy for Fisheries Management and
Development endorsed by the 1984 FAO World Fisheries Conference. Reference was also made
to the information documents, "Review of the State of World Fishery Resources and Aquaculture”
(COF1/93/Inf.4), "Fish Utilization and Trade" (COFI/93/Inf.5) and "UNCED and its Implications
for Fisheries" (COF1/93/Inf.8).

36. In reviewing the main developments discernible in world fisheries and specifically
highlighting some of the issues affecting the sustainable developments of fisheries, the Committee
learned with concern that the consistent growth recorded in marine caiches during the period under
review, had been achieved only at significant cost, including inter alia, over-exploitation of some
stocks. The Committee was also informed that commercial fishing industries especially large-scale
distant water fleets were, in a number of cases, maintained by substantial subsidies and other forms
of government support. This had contributed to the present considerable overcapacity of the world
fishing fleet.

37.  The Committee noted that while many coastal States had benefitted markedly from the
extension of national jurisdiction over fisheries as provided by the "1982 UN Convention on the
Law of the Sea“, a number of distant water fishing nations had suffered through loss of access to
their traditional fishing grounds.

38.  The Committee acknowledged that small-scale/artisanal fisheries accounted for more than
a quarter of the entire world catch and in many developing countries constituted an important
source of food, income and employment. It regretted, however, that the expectations that the new
legal regime of the seas would help to create significant improvements in the socio-economic well-
being of artisanal fishing communities had not yet been fulfilled. The development of the sector,
in many parts of the world, continued to be constrained by lack of inputs, restricted access to
simple credit and inadequate infrastructure and social services.

39.  The Committee welcomed the rapid increase in production from aquaculture, now estimated
worldwide to exceed 14 million tons annually. It warned, nonetheless, about the possible negative

impact on the environment which could result from improper aquaculture practices, if care was not
taken.

40.  On the issue of management, the Committee recognized that a fundamental problem which
needed to be addressed urgently was that of controlling access to fishery resources. It reaffirmed
that the consequences of continued open access had led in many cases to a depletion of marine
stocks, the dissipation of economic rents and increased conflict among users of the resources.
Several delegations described policies and mechanisms they had used in their countries to achieve
better management of the fisheries resources, such as the establishment of cost-effective systems
of monitoring, control and surveillance of fishing activities in their EEZs.

41.  The Committee recognized that the prime responsibility for taking necessary management
decisions rested with governments, but called on international organizations and donors to provide
necessary support and assistance to developing countries required to implement relevant
management measures. In particular, several countries requested assistance to develop their
technical capacity through appropriate training programmes so as to be beiter able to both exploit
and manage their resources.

42.  The Committee referred to the growing threats to the proper management and sustainable
development of fisheries which were arising from environmental degradation and pollution. The
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Committee reiterated that the agreements reached with regard to fisheries and the environment at
the United Nations Conference on the Environment and Development (UNCED) provided the
framework for national and international efforts to resolve the critical issues, in particular those
concerned with multiple and potentially conflicting uses of coastal areas and water systems. It
asserted that greater efforts needed to be made by governments to put in place an effective system
of integrated coastal area management which would provide a framework for dealing with
interactions between different economic activities and with issues of nature and biodiversity
conservation.

43.  Many delegations drew attention to the large quantity of fish presently discarded at sea and
the need to encourage the landing of this fish for human consumption through a solution of the
technical, economic and logistical problems. In addition, there were many "unconventional” stocks
and other aquatic organisms that could be caught if methods were found to make them readily
acceptable to consumers.

44.  The Committec was pleased to learn that supplies of fish for human consumption rose by
two-fifths during the 1980s and that the expansion of international trade in fish and fishery products
had been particularly marked in value terms, with exports reaching a total of US$ 36 000 million
in 1990 compared with US$ 15 000 million in 1980. The Committee noted with satisfaction that
the Share of international fish trade accounted for by developing countries had increased
substantially to about 47 percent of the total exports. With reference to the importance of
international trade and its beneficial effects, many delegations called for the removal of tariff and
non-tariff barriers on trade which restricted the market for fish products.

45.  The Committee noted that the 1984 FAO World Fisheries Conference and the Strategy for
Fisheries Management and Development, which was endorsed by the Conference, had assisted
countries with introducing policies relevant to fisheries management and development as well as
attainment of long-term benefits from the fishery resources within their EEZs.

46.  The Committee stressed the importance of regional and international cooperation as a means
of improving stock assessment, enhancing resource management and promoting fisheries agreements
between countries. The Committee noted the positive contribution which regional fisheries bodies
had made to management and development, and called for their strengthening. In this context,
reference was made to the role of FAO regional fishery bodies and non-FAO bodies, such as the
South Pacific Forum Fisheries Agency (FFA), Organizacién Latino-Americana de Desarrollo
Pesquero (OLDEPESCA) and the Ministerial Conference on Fisheries Cooperation among African
States Bordering the Atlantic Ocean.

47.  The Committee, while stressing the urgent need to address issues related to responsible
fishing and high seas fishing, noted that these subjects would be discussed separately under items
5.2 and 5.3, respectively.

48.  Overall, the Committee considered that the ten years which had elapsed since the adoption
of the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea had witnessed both expected and unanticipated
developments in world fisheries. While, in general, the 1980s might be considered a period of
transition and adjustment to the realities of the new legal regime of the sea, many tasks still needed
to be addressed before the potential benefits of extended national jurisdiction could be more fully
realized.
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(b)  Fisheries research needs of developing countrigs

49.  Inintroducing document COFI/93/7, the Fisheries Research Needs of Developing Countries,
which provided an outline of the Study of International Fisheries Research Needs (SIFR), it was
noted that an Executive Secretary had been appointed by the SIFR Steering Committee to help
match research priorities in countries and regions with donors’ interests and resources who would
be based at IDRC, Ottawa, Canada. The Committee also noted that Canada had committed funds
for activities to discuss the strategy with groups in other countries. FAO was also continuing direct
action to strengthen developing countries’ fisheries research capacities. Discussions on fishery
research needs and priorities had been on the agenda of all meetings of FAO regional fishery bodies
and regional projects held in the last year, as well as of other fishery research related meetings.

50. The Committee agreed that the first priority for SIFR was to promote the development of
national capacity in applied fishery research. It fully understood the follow-up action taken by
FAO, including the designation of a focal point for fisheries research. The proposal for the
establishment of an Advisory Committee on Fisheries Research, which would replace the Advisory
Committee on Marine Resources Research, was endorsed.

51.  The comparative advantage in using the regional fishery bodies as fora for discussions and
coordination of research needs was recognized. It was noted that special attention should be given
to the Pacific island States which were not members of the Indo-Pacific Fishery Commission
(IPFC), and that in a number of other regions appropriate mechanisms may need to be established.
In this regard the proposed creation of the Lake Victoria Fishery Commission was noted. This
Commission would promote, among other activities, collaborative research among riparian States
for the management of the fisheries and sustainable use of the fishery resources. FAO regional
projects also provide useful opportunities for consultations on specific research topics and
preparation of research projects.

52.  The Committee agreed with the following major research challenges identified by SIFR:
(1) resource conservation and management including stock assessment, (2) fish productivity
(aquaculture), (3) product conservation and improved utilization of existing harvests, and (iv)
human linkages, socio-economics and policies. The Committee stressed that more research was
also required on environmental impacts. In this connection it was recommended that FAO should
broaden the priorities based on further consultations and approach the Global Environmental
Facility of the World Bank/UNDP for financial assistance to address environmental concerns which
had implications for fisheries. :

53. The Committee was informed of the many initiatives taken by members and donors in
support of the SIFR initiative. In particular, the Committee noted the relevance of the new DR.
FRIDTJOF NANSEN project supported by Norway, the BDRM project (Base de Données
Régionale Maritime) aiming at the development of a regional maritime database and decision
support system in West Africa, the EEC Science and Technology for Development Programme
(STD3), the FAO/DANIDA Training Course in Stock Assessment, as well as the training course
in Data Handling for Tropical Fisheries Management at the International Agriculture Centre,
Wageningen, the Netherlands.

54.  The need for action to provide specialized training for research workers from developing
countries was widely recognized as was the need to ensure better access to research information
and scientific and technical publications. In this context, the refocusing of Aquatic Sciences and
Fisheries Abstracts (ASFA) on developing countries was welcomed. The use of*electronic
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databases, such as the database developed by ICLARM in collaboration with FAO and others,
modern information technology, and analytical and modelling tools were critical to strengthen
research capabilities in developing countries. The research programmes of developing countries
were recognized as being essential to their being able to undertake the management tasks necessary
to ensure sustainable exploitation of their resources.

53. It was suggested that FAO should cooperate with Unesco in establishing appropriate
education programmes in pcean science.

(c) High seas fishing

56. The Commitiee considered documents COFI1/93/6, COF1/93/Inf.8, COFI/93/Inf.9 and
COFL/93/Inf.11 under this agenda item. It complimented FAQ for organizing, in close cooperation
with UN/DOALOS, the Technical Consultation on High Seas Fishing held in Rome in September
1992. The Committee recognized the useful role the Consultation had played in elaborating the
high seas issues to be addressed. It was noted that the report of the Technical Consultation was
approved by consensus at the end of the meeting. - The Committee recognized that some
delegations, both at the time of the adoption of the report and subsequently, had expressed concern
about some aspects of it. The Committee expressed satisfaction that FAO would contribute in a
technical and scientific capacity to the forthcoming United Nations Conference on Straddling Stocks
and Highly Migratory Fish Species. It was further noted with satisfaction that FAO would assist
the Secretariat of the Conference on technical issues.

57.  The Committee emphasized that the 1982 Convention on the Law of the Sea provided the
framework within which management mechanisms for high seas fishing needed to be formulated.
It was reiterated that sustainable resource use must be the basic guiding principle for the
management of high seas fishing and that consistent management arrangements should be applied
to stocks over their entire distribution ranges. Furthermore, the Committee agreed that
management of high seas fisheries should be undertaken taking the whole ecosystem into account.

58.  The difficulties caused by flagging of fishing vessels to avoid internationally agreed
conservation and management measures and fair trade practices were highlighted as a major issue
inhibiting management and the Committee welcomed the initiative taken to develop an agreement
on the flagging of vessels fishing on the high seas. In this connection, the Committee agreed that
flag States had a responsibility to control the activities of their flag vessels while engaged in high
seas fishing. :

39.  With respect to the compilation and dissemination of high seas fisheries data, the Committee
recognized the important role to be played by FAO. Moreover, it was considered appropriate and
necessary that FAQ should provide technical assistance to developing countries to enhance their
research and training in monitoring, and means to carry out control and surveillance. This would
enable them to better fulfil their duties and responsibilities concerning high seas fishing, particularly
on stocks adjacent to their EEZs. Many delegations called for additional resources to be made
available to the Fisheries Department for the provision of the required assistance.

60.  The Committee endorsed the view that management of high seas fishing should, wherever
possible, be undertaken on a regional basis through regional and sub-regional organizations and
arrangements under the framework of UNCLOS. It was noted that these organizations would
require additional technical and financial support from FAO and donors in order to strengthen their
capacities to undertake these management functions.
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61.  The Committee underlined the importance of monitoring, control and surveillance for the
management of high seas fishing. Some delegations pointed to the need to deploy transponders and
other satellite tracking devices for this purpose. However, modalities for the implementation of
appropriate measures required elaboration and development.

62.  The desirability of developing national registers or records of fishing vessels capable of
operating and/or authorized to operate on the high seas was endorsed by the Committee. Such
registers or records were seen as an important component for the management of high seas fishing.

63. The Committee agreed that FAO should undertake a special programme of assistance to
developing countries in high seas fishing, especially for small island countries, coastal States with
a high potential to exploit highly migratory species, and countries with a high demand for fish and
fishery products.

64.  The Committee recognized that there remained a number of issues pertaining to high seas
fishing on which there was presently no clear consensus, and it was acknowledged that these issues
might need to be addressed within the context of the United Nations Conference on Straddling
Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Species.

(d Conservation and rational utilization of living marine resources with special reference i
responsible fishing

65.  The Committee considered this item on the basis.of document COFI/93/5. It was informed
of the request by the FAO Council at its 102nd Session in November 1992 that proposals with
regard to the content of an International Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing and a time-frame
for its adoption and implementation should be submitted for discussion by the Committee at the
current session. The Council had also confirmed that the Code of Conduct should take into account
the Declaration of Cancin, the provisions of Agenda 21 of the United Nations Conference on the
Environment and Development and the outcome of the FAO Technical Consultation on High Seas
Fishing. The Code of Conduct should be formulated within the framework of the provisions of the
1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, as well as other appropriate international
instruments.

66.  The Committee unanimously agreed that a Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing would
be important for future sustainable fishery development and countries reiterated their full support
of the Declaration of Cancin. The Committee expressed its appreciation to the Government of
Mexico for the efforts made in this connection since the Nineteenth Session of COFI in April 1991.
It noted with satisfaction the progress achieved during this short period of time,

67.  The Commitiee advised that the Code of Conduct should have an encompassing umbrella
of general principles which would provide the framework for the detailed guidelines on the issues
to be covered.

68. It was proposed that the thematic areas for which guidelines should be developed as follows:

. Fishing Operations

- Fishery Management Practices

- Fair Trade Practices

- Aquaculture Development

- Integration of Coastal Fishing in Coastal Area Management
- Fishery Research
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Each of these will include, as required, references to pertinent legal instruments, internationally
agreed standards, technical guidelines and codes of practice. The Committee stressed the
importance of close consultation between Departments of FAO concerned, as well as with relevant
international, regional organizations. It noted that the active participation of Member Governments,
governmental and non-governmental organizations, and experts will be sought in the preparation
of the Code.

69.  Highest priority was accorded to the guidelines on fishing operations. There were
differences of opinion whether this section should have separate parts on fishing in EEZs and on
high seas fishing. It was further agreed that there are factors relating to management measures
common to both fisheries, but also some aspects where they differ. It was agreed that the outcome
of the UN Conference on Straddling Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Species would provide
further guidance on this matter.

70.  Guidelines on fisheries research were given lowest priority in the preparation of the Code
of Conduct. The Committee was informed that the guidelines on fishery management practices
would require considerable time to prepare, although guidelines on small-scale fisheries
management could be given some priority. With regard to the guidelines on aquaculture
development, the Committee agreed that, having regard to the many regional differences which
exist and the widely differing systems employed, these guidelines should contain the minimum
requirements. As to the guidelines on the integration of coastal fisheries in coastal area
management, the Committee learned that work on the preparation of these had already started, in
cooperation with other organizations, and was progressing well.

71.  The Committee suggested that the guidelines or criteria on fair trade practices consistent
with the rules of GATT should cover the entire post-harvest field, i.e. processing, addition of
value, marketing and quality assurance including standards developed by the Codex Alimentarius
and the International Organization for Standardization (ISO). It stated that a separate international
legal instrument on the conduct of fishery research vessels operating in the waters of States other
then those of the flag State and on the high seas, would not be required. The Committee
recommended that socio-economic aspects should be duly taken into consideration when formulating
guidelines.

72.  The Committee agreed that in principle the Code of Conduct would be implemented on a
voluntary basis and it should not foresee any coercive measures. The Committee noted, however,
that parts of the Code or its Annexes may well be used in the promulgation of national fishery laws
and regulations as well as bilateral and multilateral agreements.

73. The Committee expressed general satisfaction with the proposed time-frame for the
preparation of the Code, which envisaged first drafts of the General Principles, of the Guidelines
on Fishing Operations, and those on Fair Trade Practices, Aquaculture Development and
Integration of Fisheries in Coastal Area Management to be available at its next session. The
Committee noted that the time-frame would also be dependent on available financial resources. It
urged that sufficient flexibility be maintained to allow proper preparation and consultation at
national level. :

74.  Several delegations expressed the importance of the marking of fishing vessels as well as
fishing gear as part of the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing. However, it was noted that,
in some cases, practical problems were encountered in administering and enforcing marking of
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fishing gear. The draft Standard Specifications on the Marking of Fishing Gear should therefore
be reviewed again before being incorporated in the Code of Conduct.

75.  Delegations and the Observer of the Holy See emphasized the importance of the safety of
life at sea, as well as related education and training. The Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing
should cover these aspects, in particular, for the safety of fishing operations carried out by small
craft as used in some fisheries, which are not covered by the Protocol to the Torremolinos
International Convention on Fishing Vessels® Safety.

76. At the request of a number of countries, the Committee heard about the progress and
achievements reached under the International Agreement of La Jolla, concerning the conservation
and management of tuna and dolphin in the tropical eastern Pacific, in the course of an address by
the Director of Research Department of the I-ATTC. The Committee listened to the report and
praised the success achieved by the programme.

(e) Flagging of fishing vessels

77.  In accordance with the request of the 102nd Session of the FAQ Council, November, 1992,
the Committee considered document COFI/93/10, Flagging of Vessels Fishing on the High Seas,
which contained the draft text of an international "Agreement on the Flagging of Vessels Fishing
on the High Seas to Promote Compliance with Internationally Agreed Conservation and
Management Measures”. This draft was drawn up by the Secretariat with the help of a small
informal group of Experts invited by FAO. This group had met in Rome from 1 to 5 February
1993. During preliminary discussions, attention was drawn to the fact that due to the short period
of time the document was available before the session of COFI, it had not been possible for many
delegations to consult with appropriate authorities in their countries in order to review the draft
agreement fully. The Committee decided to form an open-ended working group to operate in
parallel with Plenary to carry out a general debate on the issue and review the draft agreement,
bearing in mind the decision of the Council that this matter should be dealt with as a matter of
urgency.

78.  The Chairman of the working group, Mr. C. Camacho Gaos (Mexico), in making an oral
report to the Committee, pointed out that while substantial progress had been made, and the text
had been reviewed, it had not been possible to finalize the text of an agreement. The group
therefore considered it necessary that the draft Agreement, as well as comments thereon, be
reviewed by a technical meeting before a submission is made to the Council and eventually to the
Conference for approval in accordance with the provisions of Article XIV of the FAO Constitution.
The Secretariat had prepared a working paper taking into consideration the discussions in the
working group. This group had recommended that its informal working document should be
reviewed by FAO members and that their comments should be made available to the Secretariat
by mid April 1993; the Secretariat should circulate any comments received to all members.

79.  The Chairman of the working group also recommended that as far as possible there should
be continuity with regard to participation in the proposed technical meeting.

80.  The Committee complimented the progress made by the Working Group and agreed that the
elaboration of an International Agreement on the Flagging of Vessels Fishing on the High Seas
should be kept on a fast frack. While reiterating that flagging issues would be among the issues
which would be covered by the proposed Code of Conduct on Responsible Fishing, the Committee
emphasized the importance of elaborating them, without delaying other components of the Code
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of Conduct. In this respect, some countries expressed concern that the urgency given to flagging
might hinder progress on the overall development of the Code of Conduct as a package.

81.  The Committee encouraged the Director-General to explore the possibility of convening a
technical consultation with a view to finalizing the draft Agreement. The Committee suggested the
first week of the June Session of the Council, or the week immediately prior to that session, as a
possible time. The Committee recognized that, since the convening of such a technical meeting
had not been provided for in the Programme of Work and Budget for this biennium, the technical
meeting could only be held if sufficient extra-budgetary funds could be found. In this connection,
it was suggested that all possible donors, including OECD members, should contribute to both the
operational costs of the meeting and to the financing of attendance from developing countries.

82.  The Committee recommended that in addition to the document elaborated as a result of the
discussions of the working group and the comments provided by FAO members, the Secretariat
should prepare a document summarizing available information and data relating to the problem of
flagging and reflagging of fishing vessels, and the problems caused by such practices in the
conservation and management of living marine resources: It recommended aiso that this document
should be submitted to the technical meeting envisaged in paragraph 81.

MEDIUM-TERM PERSPECTIVES IN FISHERIES 1994-99 AND THE WORK OF FAO IN
FISHERIES DURING 1994-95

83.  The Committee considered jointly the Medium-Term Perspectives in Fisheries (Document
COF1/93/8) and the proposals for the Work of FAO in Fisheries during 1994/95 (Document
COF1/93/9).

84.  In addressing the medium-term perspectives, the Committee recognized that the purpose of
its discussion was to provide a contribution to the preparation of the Organization-wide medium-
term plan covering the period 1994/99, as directed by the FAO Conference.

85.  The Committee endorsed the objectives and longer term priorities outlined in the document,
which adequately reflected the challenges faced by the members of the Organization in the area
of fisheries and the Organization’s capacity to assist them in tackling the most pressing fisheries
problems.

86.  Several delegations, however, stressed the importance of defining priorities amongst the list
of nine objectives given in document COFL/93/8. The development of an international Code of
Conduct on Responsible Fishing and the promotion of sustainability in worldwide fisheries, were
highlighted.

87.  The Commitiee noted with satisfaction that the particular areas of additional attention had
been developed on the basis of UNCED Agenda 21, the International Conference on Responsible
Fishing, the Technical Consultation on High Seas Fishing and the FAO/WHOQO International
Conference on Nutrition.

88.  Some delegations expressed concern at the possible duplication of effort with other agencies
on some specific environmental issues. However, the Committee was assured that FAQ took the
lead only in those areas falling within its mandate or as mutually agreed with other agencies and
that much of the work on environmental issues was undertaken in close collaboration with agencies
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such as UNEP, the World Bank and 10C; as an example, three projects were currently being
executed by FAO on behalf of UNEP.

89.  With regard to the priorities of the main technical programmes to achieve the medium-term
objectives, the Committee identified the following as having a particularly high priority: fisheries
information including adequate monitoring of the status .of the stocks; assistance in policy advice
and planning for sustainable fisheries; marketing and quality assurance; and inter-couniry
cooperation through FAO regional fishery bodies.

90. The Committee reaffirmed the unique role of FAO as a worldwide repository for
information on fisheries, and supported the continued development of data bases for holding and
disseminating this information. The Committee noted the need to provide the extra-budgetary
resources required, in order that the Organization be able to deal with the increased work load
which might fall upon FAO as a result of its involvement in a possible intergovernmental agreement
on reflagging.

91.  The Committee stressed the importance of FAQ continuing to coordinate its activities with
those of other UN agencies, NGOs and other organizations concerned with marine affairs. In this
context, the Committee also noted the valuable role of FAO in supporting regional fishery
organizations and economic groupings interested in fisheries.

92.  The Committee emphasized the importance it attached to increased attention being paid to
the provision of policy and management advice to developing countries. It also expressed the need
for FAO to continue to bring its multidisciplinary competence to bear on fishery management
problems.

93.  Some members observed that they would have liked to see more focused objectives, and
quantitative indicators against which to measure the achievements, included in the document in
order to facilitate priority sctting by the Committee.

94.  Referring to Document COFL/93/9, the Committee noted the particularly difficult context
which had influenced the formulation of budget proposals for the 1994/95 biennium and had led
the Director-General to reluctantly propose reduced overall allocations for FAQO’s technical and
economic programmes, including the Major Programme 2.2 Fisheries. Among other factors, the
difficulties experienced by many Member Nations in meeting their financial obligations had been
taken into account, leading to the Director-General framing his proposals without any overall net
programme growth. Some delegations were not satisfied that sufficient data concerning the setting
by FAO of its priorities for the Organization as a whole had been provided to justify the
disproportionately large reduction proposed for the Fisheries Programme.

95.  The Committee generally supported the activities proposed for implementation in 1994/95.
Some delegations were concerned with the implications of the insertion of areas of additional
attention on activities to be undertaken in this biennium, in view of the likelihood of there not being
any increase in resources.

96. The Committee noted that reductions were envisaged in the following arcas and for the
following reasons: under Sub-programme 2.2.2.1, the need for FAO assistance in stock assessment
in inland waters had considerably declined and a series of technical aquaculture documents had been
completed; under Sub-programme 2.2.2.2, the work done in marine stock assessment would now
be done in a manner requiring less funds; under Sub-programme 2.2.2.3, the creation of some
databases had been completed; under Sub-programme 2.2.2.4, fewer resources will be required in
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support of the Regional Market Information Network as these services become independent
intergovernmental organizations; under Sub-programme 2.2.3.1, less emphasis would be given to
global perspective studies on the world fisheries situation following the completion of a major study
during the current biennium. The need for more work on the interaction between marine mammals
and fisheries was noted.

97. It was noted with satisfaction that the withdrawal of direct intervention by FAO in some
instances was because national capability had been established. However, this did not mean that
close contact or collaboration had ceased but that it had been replaced by a genuine strengthening
of information exchange, to mutual benefit.

98.  The Committee appreciated the constant efforts of FAO to benefit from co-financing and
extra-budgetary support for specific activities.

99.  Some delegations commented on the lack of more precise information, for them to be able
to assess the full scope of proposed activities and whether they corresponded fully to areas of
FAO‘s comparative advantage. The Committee was advised that its present discussions were part
of a long consultative process and that the summary nature of the document before it, in keeping
with Conference directives, did not permit more comprehensive information to be provided at this
stage. The Committee stressed its expectation that this information would be available to the
- membership before it is asked to pronounce definitively on programme choices and activities.

100. 'While fully recognizing the financial constraints which had prevailed over the formulation
of proposals for the 1994/95 biennium, the Committee stressed earlier expectations of strengthened
FAO’s fisheries activities. The current and future demands placed on FAQ’s fishery programme
made such strengthening even more imperative. The Committee therefore expressed the hope that
the reduction in resources for Major Programme 2.2 Fisheries could be reversed in the formulation
of the full Programme of Work and Budget.

101. The Committee agreed that the fisheries proposals, and its own comments, provided a sound
basis for the elaboration of the full Programme of Work and Budget of the Organization in fisheries
for 1994-95,

ANY OTHER MATTERS

102. The observer from the Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living
Resources (CCAMLR) informed the Committee on measures which CCAMLR had taken to
conserve and manage the living marine resources of the Antarctic. These included measures to
minimize the risk to resources never fished or very little fished and about which minimal or no
scientific data are available. The Commission had also adopted precautionary catch limits on the
Ixill fishery in the southern Atlantic and the southern Indian Oceans. These approaches have
proven useful in the Southern Ocean in managing new and developing fisheries.

DATE AND PLACE OF THE TWENTY-FIRST SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE

103. It was agreed that the Committee should meet in Rome in the spring of 1995. The exact
date would be determined by the Director-General in consultation with the Chairman.

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

104. This report was adopted on 19 March 1993,
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ARGENTINA

Dl GIOVAN BATTISTA, Excma. Sra. ileana

Ministro Plenipotenciario/Representante
Permanente de la Repulblica Argentina ante la
FAQ

Embajada de ia Republica Argentina

Piazza dell’'Esquilino 2 - IV piso

00185 Rome

BALTAR, Roberto

Director Nacional de Pesca

Secretarfa de Agricultura, Ganaderfa y Pesca
Buenos Aires

GONDRA, Ernesto Martinez

Direccién de Consejerfa l.egal

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores y Culto
Buenos Aires

AUSTRALIA

BARNES, David

Assistant Secretary

Fisheries Policy Branch

Minerals and Fisheries Group

Department of Primary Industries and
Energy

Canberra ACT 2600

KAVA, Rosanne {Ms)

Counsellor {Agriculture & Minerals)
and Alternate Permanent Representative
of Australia to FAO

Australian Embassy

Via Alessandria 215

00198 Rome

BANGLADES
BELGIUM

TAQUET, Colette (Mile)

Représentante Permanente Adjoinie auprés
de la FAO

Représentation Permanente du Royaume de

Belgique auprés de fa FAQ

Via Omero 8

00197 Rome



HOVART, Pierre

Directeur de la Station de Péche Maritime
Ministéra de I'agriculture

Ankerstraat 1

Ostende

BRAZIL

REBELLO, Alcir

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
Federative Republic of Brazil 1o FAQ

Ermnmbassy of the Federative Republic of Brazil

Piazza Navona 14

00186 Rome

LIGOCKI, Malo {Ms)

Jefe de Departamento Pesca v Acuicultura
Ministério do Meio Ambiente

Sain Av. L4 Norte Ed. Sede IBAMA
Brasilia DF

TIMM, J.V.

Manager of the Sectorial Chamber of Fisheries

and Aguaculture
Nationa! Council of Agriculture Policy
Ministerio da Agricultura
Esplanada dos Ministerios
Brasilia D.F.

BULGARIA
BURUNDI

BIRIZANYE, S.E. M. Louis

Ambassadeur

Représentant Permanent de la République du
Burundi auprés de la FAD

Ambassade de la République du Burundi

Corso d’ltalia 83

00198 Rorne

CAMEROON

MOUKIA MBOME, Gottlieb

Directeur des Péches

Ministére de I'élevape, des péches et des
industries animales

Yaoundé

FOUDA, Godefroy Athanase

Expert

Ministére du Plan et de FAménagement
du Territoire

Direction de ' Aménagement du Territoire

Yaoundé
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YANGA, Thomas
Représentant Permanent Adjoint de la
Républigue

du Cameroun auprés de la FAO
Ambassade de la Républiqgue du Cameroun
Via Siracusa 4-6
00161 Rome

CANADA

GHERSON, Randolph

Ambassador for Fisheries Conservation
Ministry of External Affairs :
Ottawa

APPLEBAUM, Bob

Director General

International Directorate
Department of Fisheries and Oceans
Dttawa

ROBERTS, Ralph

Director

Forests and Oceans

Canadian International Development Agency
Hull

DAVY, F. Brian

Associate Director

{Aquatic Resources)

Environment and Natural Resources
international Development Research Centre
Qttawa

FAUTEUX, Paul

Deputy Director

l.egal Operations Division
External Affairs

Ottawa

BERUBE, Martine {Ms)

Department of Fisheries and Oceans
200 Kent

Ottawa

ANDRIGO, Robert F,

Permanent Representative of Canada to FAQ

Canadian Embassy

{Office of the Permanent and Alternate
Permanent Representatives)

Via Zara 30

00198 Rome



CAPE VERDE

LISBOA RAMOS, S.E. M. Aguinaldo

Ambassadeur/Représentant Permanent
de la République du Cap-Vert auprés
de fa FAQ

Ambassade de la République du Cap-Vert

Viale Algeria, 85

00144 Rome

EVORA ROCHA, Carlos Alberto

Directeur général des péches

Ministére des péches, de !'agriculture et de
'animation rurale

B.P. 206

Praia

CHAD

BAMANGA ABBAS, Malloum

Chargé d’affaires a.i.

Ambassade de la République du Tchad

{Mission diplomatique de la République du
Tchad & Rome)

Via Antoniotto Usodimare 46

00154 Rome

CHILE

COUVE, Andres
Subsecretario de Pesca
Ministerio de Economia
Teatinos 120 Piso 11
Santiago

BRUNETTI, Pedro

Jefe Dpto. Andlisis Sectorial
Subsecretaria de Pesca
Ministerio de Economfa
Bellavista 168, Piso 19
Vaiparaiso

CHINA

JIANSAN, Jia

Deputy Director
Department of Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture
Beijing

HUANG, Shuolin

Associate Professor
Shanghai Fisheries University
Shanghai
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NI, Hong Xing

Official

Department of International Co-operation
Ministry of Agriculture

Beijing

Y1, Xianliang

Official

Department of Treaties and Laws
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Beijing

OLOMBIA

MARULANDA GOMEZ, Excmo. Sr. fvan

Embajador

Representante Permanente de la Republica de
Colombia ante la FAO

Representacién Permanente de la Republica de
Colombia ante la FAQ

Via Giuseppe Pisanelli 4, int. §

00196 Rome

SANCHEZ, José Vicente
Consejero

Representacién Permanente de la Republica de

Colombia ante la FAQO
Via Giuseppe Pisanelli 4, Int. §
00126 Rome

CONGO

MIERASSA, S.E. M. Clément

Ministre du Développement industriel, de la
Péche et de I'Artisanat

Ministére du Développement Industriel, de la
Péche et de I'Artisanat

B.P. 2117

Brazzaville

TOUTISSA, Jean Claude

Conseiller Juridique

Ministere du Développement Industriel, de la
Péche et de I'Artisanat

B.P. 2117

Brazzaville

DOMBA, Félix

Directeur de la Péche Maritime

Direction Générale de ia Péche

Ministere du Développement industriel, de la
Péche et de I' Artisanat

B.P. 1650

Brazzaville



AYON BOUE, Didier Cyriagque

Attaché de Cabinet

Ministére du Développement industriel, de la
Péche et de I'Artisanat

B.P. 2117

Brazzaville

MOMBOULI, Michel

Conseiller/Représentant Permanent Adjoint de la
Républigue du Congo auprés de la FAO

Ambassade de la République du Congo

Via Modena 50

00184 Rome

COSTA RICA

SANTIESTEBAN MONTERO, Hilda Maria {Srta.)

Ministro Consejero/Representantie Permanente
Alterno de la Replblica de Costa Rica ante
la FAQ

Representacién Permanente de la Republica de
Costa Rica ante la FAQ

Via M. Pantaleoni 23

00191 Rome

GAGO PEREZ, Yolanda (Sra.)

Ministro Consejero/Representante Permanente
Alterno de fa Republica de Costa Rica ante
la FAO

Representacién Permanente de la Republica de
Costa Rica ante la FAO

Via Sante Vandi 100

00173 Rome

SUNOL PREGO, Marcela {Sra.)

Consejero

Representacién Permanente de la Repdblica de
Costa Rica ante la FAO

Via Sante Vandi 100

00173 Rome

HAG, Yasmin (Srta.)

Primer Secretario/Representante Permanente
Alterno de la Republica de Costa Rica ante
la FAQ

Representacién Permanente de la Republica de
Costa Rica ante la FAO

Via Sistina 86

00187 Rome

COTE D'IVOIRE

YOMAN, Konan Daniel
Représentant Permanent adjoint de la
République de Cote d'ivoire auprés
de la FAO
Ambassade de la République de Cote d'lvoire
Via Lazzaro Spallanzani 4-6
00161 Rome

CUBA

NUIRY SANCHEZ, Excmo. Sr. Juan

Embajador ante la FAQ

Representacién Permanente de la Republica de
Cuba ante ia FAO

Via Licinia 13a

00153 Rome

ALVAREZ RODRIGUEZ, Manuel

Jefe Departamento de la Direccion Relaciones
Internacionales

Ministerio Industria Pesquera

Barlovento

Jaimanitas, Santa Fe

Ciudad Habana

LEYVA, Cristina Maria {Sra.)

Funcionaria Direccién Relaciones
Internacionales

Ministerio Industria Pesguera

Barlovento

Jaimanitas, Sante Fe

Ciudad Habana

YPR

LOIZIDES, Chrysanthos

Agricultural Attaché

Permanent Representation of the Republic of
Cyprus to FAO

Piazza Farnese 44

00186 Rome

DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF KOREA

LI, H.E. Jong Hyong

Ambassador to FAO

Permanent Representative of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea to FAO

Permanent Representation of the Demaocratic
People’'s Republic of Korea to FAQ

Via Ludovico di Savoia 23

00198 Rome

CHONG, Yun Hyong

Counselior

Deputy Permanent Representative of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to
FAO

Permanent Representation of the Demaocratic
People’s Republic of Korea to FAQ

Via Ludovico di Savoia 23

00128 Rome



KIM, Yong Chang

Counsellor

Permanent Representation of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea to FAQ

Via Ludovico di Savoia 23

Q0198 Rome

KIM, Hyon Ju

Second Secretary

Permanent Representation of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea to FAQ

Via Ludovico di Savoia 23

001928 Rome

Li, $i Hong

Third Secretary

Permanent Representation of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea to FAO

Via Ludovico di Savoia 23

00198 Rome

DENMARK

Ve
GLISTRUP, John
Minister Counselior
Permanent Representative of Denmark to FAQ
Royal Danish Embassy
Via dei Monti Parioli 50
00197 Rome

LAUGER, Hanne {Ms)
Head of Section
Ministry of Fisheries
Stormgade 2
DK-1470 Copenhagen

MIKICELSEN, Niels

Head of Section

Ministry for Foreign Affairs
Asiatisk Plads 2

DK-1448 Copenhagen

BORCHSENIUS, Anette (Ms)
Head of Section

Ministry of Industry
(Copenhagen

POULSEN, Ole
Counsetlior

Ministry of Fisheries
Stormgade 2

1470 Copenhagen

-922 -

RASMUSSEN, Marit {Miss)

Assistant to the Permanent Representative of
Denmark to FAQ

Royal Danish Embassy

Via dei Monti Parioli 50

00197 Rome

DOMINICA
ECUADOR

YEPEZ, Galo

Primer Secretario

Embajada de la Repuiblica del Ecuador
Via Guido d’Arezzo 14

00198 Rome

BASSANTE, Guillermo

Consejero

Embajada de la Republica del Ecuador
Via Guido d’Arezzo 14

00198 Rome

EGYPT

ABOUL-NAGA, Adel Mahmoud

Agricultural Counsellor and Alternate Permanent
Representative of the Arab Republic of Egypt
to FAO ,

Embassy of the Arab Republic of Egypt

Via Salaria 267 {Villa Savoia)

00192 Rome

SABET, Ashraf

Head of Fisheries Centre
AMTA

Ministry of Agriculture

2 Wagsh Pasha Str.
Alexandria

L. SALVAD

JIMENEZ, Maria Eulalia (Sra.)
Consejero/Encargado de Negocios a.i.
Embajada de la Repuiblica de El Salvador
Via Gualtiero Castellini 13

00197 Rome

VIDES, Eduardo

Representante Permanente Alterno de
El Salvador ante la FAQ

Embajada de la Republica de El Salvador

Via Gualtierg Castellini 13

00197 Rome



ESTONIA

VAARJA; Lauri

Director General

National Estonian Board of Fisheries
Liivalaia 14

Tallinn

SUETT-ASKERSTAM, Elena

Ambassador to FAQ

Permanent Representation of the Republic of
Estonia to FAQ

Via dei Corazzieri 94

00143 Rome

LINIKOJA, Taidus

Deputy Director General

National Estonian Board of Fisheries
Liivalaia 14

Tallinn

EUROPEAN ECONOMIC COMMUNITY (Member

Organization)

VAN DEPOELE, Laurent

Head of Unit

European Economic Community
200 rue de la Loi

1049 Brussels

Belgium

TOUGAARD, Ole

Head of Unit

European Economic Community
200 rue de la Loi

1049 Brussels

Belgium

PAPA, Gian Paolo

Permanent Representative designate of the
Commission of the European Communities

Via Poli 29

00187 Rome

NAUEN, Cornelia {Mrs)

Senior Fisheries Cooperation Officer - DG
VIII/D/S

European Economic Community

200 rue de la Loi

1049 Brussels

Belgium

CARBERY, John

Conseiller Juridique

European Economic Community
170 rue de la Loi

1048 Brussels

Belgium
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LAPERE, Luc

Principal Administrator
European Economic Community
170 rue de ia Loi

1048 Brussels

Belgium

SACK, Jorn

Legal Advisor

European Economic Community
200 rue de la Loi

1049 Brusseis

Belgium

REY SALGADO, Juan Carlos
Principal Administrator
European Economic Community
200 rue de la Loi

1049 Brussels

Belgium

ABADIA, Tomas

Principal Administrator
European Economic Community
Rue Beliard No. 28

Brussels

Belgium

WIELAND, Friedrich
Administrator

European Economic Community
200 rue de la Loi

1049 Brussels

Belgium

DELGADO SANCHO, Luis

EEC Officer

European Economic Community
Via Poli 29

00187 Rome

Eij

FINLAND

NISKANEN, Pekka

Senior Fisheries Adviser

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
Box 232

SF-00171 Helsinki

ARO, Markku

Director of Bureau

Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry
Box 232

SF-00171 Helsinki



STENIUS-MLADENQV, Birgitta (Mrs)
Minister Counsellor

Permanent Representative of Finland to FAO
Embassy of the Republic of Finland

Via Lisbona 3

00198 Rome

PERTTUNEN, Irma Liisa (Virs)

Counsellor

Deputy Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Finland to FAQ

Embassy of the Republic of Finland

Via Lisbona 3

001928 Rome

FRANCE

LAUREAU, S.E. M. Jacques

Ambassadeur auprés de 'OAA

Représentation permanente de la France auprés
de 'OAA

Corso del Rinascimento 52

00186 Rome

BERGER, Christian

Conseiller scientifique

Représentation permanente de la France auprés
de 'OAA

Corso del Rinascimento 52

00186 Rome

SILVESTRE, Daniel
Ministére de Ia mer
3 Place de Fontenoy
75011 Paris

PARRES, Alain

Délégué génératl de V'Union des armateurs 2 la
péche de France

59, rue des Mathurins

75008 Paris

DE VERDELHAN, Claude
Chercheur IFREMER
Ministére de la mer

50 Rue Marius Lacroix
17000 La Rochelle

GABON

MADINGOU, André Jules

Chargé d'études

Ministére des eaux et des foréts, de la péche
et de I'environnement

BP 199

Libreville
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DIAS DA GRACA, ivone (Mme)

Représentant permanent adjoint de la
République gabonaise auprés de la FAQ

Ambassade de la République gabonaise

Via Como 40

00161 Rome

GAMBIA®
GERMANY

BAIER, Alois

Minister Counselior

Permaneént Representation of the Federal
Republic of Germany to FAQ

Via Francesco Siacci 2¢

001927 Rome

WERBKE, Axel

Ministerialrat
Bundesministerium fur Verkehr
Schuman Platz 1

Bonn 2

GHANA

TURKSON, Joseph

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Ghana to FAO

Embassy of the Republic of Ghana

Via Ostriana 4

00199 Rome

GREECE

POLITIS, H.E. Constaniin G.

Ambassador to FAQ

Permanent Representation of Greece to FAQD
Viale Liegi 33, Palazzina B

00198 Rome

KOLIOU-PETRAKAKOQU, Constantina (Mrs)

Deputy Permanent Representative of Greece
10 FAQ

Permanent Representation of Gresce to FAQ

Viale Liegi 33, Palazzina B

00198 Rome

HAITI

BONAPARTE, S.E. M. Christian
Ambassadeur auprés de la FAQ
Ambassade de la République d’'Haiti
Via Ruggero Fauro 59

00197 Rome



HONDURAS

RAMIREZ DE LOPEZ, Concha Marina (Sra.)
Ministro Plenipotenciario

Embajada de la Republica de Honduras

Via Giambattista Vico 40 - Int. 8

00196 Rome

HUNGARY

PINTER, K.

Ministerial Counsellor
Ministry of Agriculture
Budapest 55, Pf.1. H-1860

INDIA

GiLL, M.S.

Secretary

Ministry of Agriculture )

Department of Agriculture and Cooperation
Krishi Bhavan

New Delhi 110001

JOSEPH, K.M.

Fisheries Development Commissioner
Ministry of Agriculture

Department of Agriculture and Cooperation
Krishi Bhavan

New Delhi

BHAGWAN, Vishnu

Minister (Agriculture)

Embassy of the Republic of India
Via XX Setterbre 5

00187 Rome

INDONESIA

WAHYONO, Untung

Director of Planning

Directorate General of Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture

JI. Harsono Rm, 3

Pasar Minggu

Jakarta 12550

WIBOWO, Tri

Agricultural Attaché

Office of the Agricultural Attaché
Embassy of the Republic of Indonesia
Via della Divisione Torino 6

00143 Rome
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SUSENOQ, Mr.

Senior Official of Directorate General of
Fisheries

Department of Agriculiure

Ji. Harsono Rm No. 3

Pasar Minggu

Jakarta 12550

IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF)

KAVOUSSIAN, A.

Deputy for Planning and Programme
Fisheries Department A
Ministry of Jihad-e-Sazandegi
Teheran

MAYGOLINEJAD, E.

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
Islamic Republic of Iran 1o FAQ

Permanent Representation of the islamic
Republic of Iran 1o FAO

Via Aventina 8

00153 Rome

SAAIDI, L.

Deputy for Fisheries and Fishermen Affairs
Fisheries Department

Ministry of Jihad-e-Sazandegi

Teheran

SALEHI, H.

Director-General of International Affairs
Fisheries Department

Ministry of Jihad-e-Sazandegi

Teheran

HAGHPANAH, V.

Deputy for Research
Fisheries Department
Ministry of Jihad-e-Sazandegi
Teheran

IRAQ

HASSAN, H.E. K.M.

Minister Plenipotentiary to FAQ

Permanent Representation of the Republic
of Irag to FAO

Via della Camilluccia 355

00135 Rome



IRELAND

McDAID, Adrian

First Secretary

Permanent Representation of ireland to EC
Ave. de Galilée 5

1030 Brusssls

Belgium

ISRAEL

RIMON, Tzipora (Ms)

Minister-Counsellor

Permanent Representative of Israel to FAQ
Embassy of the State of Israel

Via Michele Mercati 12

00197 Rome

MENASHE, Yossef

Manager of Project and Development
MERHAY Ltd,

Tel Aviv

ITALY

MELATTI, Giuseppe

Ministero della Marina Mercantile
Viale deli’Arte, 16

00144 Rome

PERDICARO, Renato
Primo Dirigente
Ministero dell’ Agricoltura
Via del Caravaggio 107
00147 Rome

RELINI, Giulio

Professore Associato Ecologia Animale
Ministero della Marina Mercantile
Universitd di Genova

Via Balbi 5

16126 Genova

SAVI, Paoclo

Comitato ltaliane Codex Alim. FAQ/OMS
Ministero dell’ Agricoltura e Foreste

Via Lago di Lesina 22

00199 Rome
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JAPAN

NOMURA, ichiro

Counselior

Oceanic Fisheries Department

Fisheries Agency of Japan

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo

HANAFUSA, Katsuma

Deputy Director

International Affairs Division

Qceanic Fisherigs Department

Fisheries Agency of Japan

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries

7-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chivoda-ku

Tokyo

MATSUMOTO, Kenji

Deputy Director

Fishing Boat Division

Oceanic Fisheries Department

Fisheries Agency of Japan

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo

OHKUMA, Atsushi

Officer

International Affairs Division

Qceanic Fisheries Department

Fisheries Agency of Japan

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo

ISHIDERA, Takayoshi

Minister/Permanent Representative to FAD
Embassy of Japan

Via Quintino Sella, 60

00187 Rome

NIWA, Akira

Alernate Permanent Representative of Japan

to FAQ
Embassy of Japan
Via Quintirio Sella 60
00187 Rome



OZAKI, Eiko

Chief, Section i

International Department

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries Cooperative
Associations

2-3-22 Kudankita, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo

GOMEZ DIAZ, Gabriel

Planning Division

Planning and Development Department
Overseas Fisheries Cooperation Foundation
Akasaka 2-17-22, Minato-ku

Tokyo

KENYA

MBOGOH, Benson C.

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Kenya to FAQ

Embassy of the Republic of Kenya

Via Icilio 14

00153 Rome

KOREA (REPUBLIC OF)

LEE, Tae Sik

Deputy Director-General

international Economic Affairs Bureau
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Seoul

AHN, Duck Soo

Deputy Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Korea to FAO

Embassy of the Republic of Korea

Via Barnaba Oriani 30

00197 Rome

KIM, Mean Johng

Director

international Cooperation Division

National Fisheries Administration

Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries

Seoul

LEE, Yong Il

Assistant Director

International Legal Affairs Division
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Seoul

KIM, Young Gyu

Assistant Director

Fisheries Production Division
National Fisheries Administration
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries

Seoul

YOON, Kiho

Alternate Permanent Represenative of the
Republic of Korea to FAO

Embassy of the Republic of Korea

Via Barnaba Oriani 30

00197 Rome

CHEE, Choung il

Professor of International Law
Sungkyungwan University
Seoul

KUWAIT

AL-RASHOUD, Adnan K.

Director of Fisheries

Public Authority for Agriculture and
Fish Resources

P.O. Box 21472

Safat

LATVIA

UKIS, Andris

Vice-Minister

Ministry of Maritime Affairs
63, Kr. Valdemara str.
Riga, LV-1142

LESOTHO

KHOJANE, Gerard Phirinyane
Ambassador

Embassy of the Kingdom of Lesotho
Via di Porta Pertusa 4

00165 Rome

LIBYA

SEGHAYER, Mansour Mabrouk

Counsellor/Alternate Permanent Representative

Permanent Representation of the Socialist
People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriva to FAO

Via Nomentana 365

00162 Rome



LITHUANIA

RUSAKEVICHIUS, Algirdas
Deputy Minister

Director of Fisheries Department
9, Juozapavichiaus str.

2600 Vilnius

ZEMAITIS, H.E. Algirdas

Ambassador to FAO

Permanent Representation of the Republic of
Lithuania to FAQ

Via al Quarto Miglio 111

00178 Romse

MADAGASCAR

RABE, Raphae!

Chargé d'affaires a.i.

Ambassade de la République démocratique de
Madagascar

Via Riccardo Zandonai 84A

00194 Rome

MALAWI
MALAYSIA

JUSOH, Mazlan

Deputy Director-General
Department of Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture
Jalan Sultan Salahuddin
50624 Kuala Lumpur

SAAD, Che Ani

Alternate Permanent Representative of
Malaysia to FAQ

Embassy of the Federation of Malaysia

Via Nomentana 287

00162 Rome

TAMBI, A.B. Ghaffar A,

Assistant Agriculture Attaché
Embassy of the Federation of Malaysia
Via Nomentana 297

00162 Rome

MALI

MALTA

MONTANARO MIFSUD, H.E. Francis

Ambassador to FAO

Permanent Representation of the Republic
of Malta to FAO

Lungotevere Marzio 12

00186 Rome

-28 -

MAURITANIA

MAURITIUS

MUNBODH, M.

Principal Fisheries Officer

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries
and Natural Resources

NPF Building

Port Louis

MEXICO

CAMACHO GAOQS, Carlos

Subsecretario de la Secretarfa de Fomento
y Desarrollo Pesquero de la Secretarla
de Pesca

Ministerio de Pesca

Ciudad de México

VELAZQUEZ HUERTA, Ricardo

Ministro/Representante Permanente Alterno
de México ante la FAQ

Embajada de los Estados Unidos Mexicanos

Via Lazzaro Spallanzani 16

00161 Rome

GUTIERREZ TINOCO, Juan Miguel

Ministro

Embajada de los Estados Unidos Mexicanos
Via Lazzaro Spallanzani 16

00161 Rome

LEAL, José Elfas

Consejero {Asuntos Pesqueros)

Embajada de los Estados Unidos Mexicanos
Via Lazzaro Spallanzani, 16

00161 Roma

MOROCCO

BERRAHOU, Abdellatif

Directeur

Institut de Recherches

Ministere des péches maritimes et de la marine
marchande du Maroc

ISPM

Rue de Tiznit

Casablanca 01

SINACEUR, Mustafa Menouar
Représentant permanent adjoint
Ambassade du Royaume du Maroc
Via Lazzaro Spallanzani 8-10
00161 Rome



SEMLALI, Mohamed

Ingénieur d'Etat

Chef de Service Coopération

Ministdre des péches maritimes et de la marine
marchande

Quartier Administratif

Agdail

Rabat

BOUALI, Ali

Chef de service des investissements

Ministére des péches maritimes et de la marine
marchande

Nouveau Quartier Administratif

Rabat

ARIFl, Abdesselem

Représentant Permanent Suppléant
Ambassade du Royaume du Maroc
Via Lazzaro Spallanzani 8-10
00161 Rome

MOZAMBIQUE

MASSINGA, H.E. Moisés Rafael
Secretary of State for Fisheries
Secretariat of State for Fisheries
Rua Consiglieri Pedroso 343
Caixa Postal 1723

Maputo

CINTURAQ QUINHENTOS, Jose

Cooperation Officer for the Secretariat
of State for Fisheries

Secretariat of State for Fisheries

Rua Consiglieri Pedroso 343

Caixa Postal 1723

Maputo

SOUSA, Maria Imelda (Ms)

Director of Fisheries Research Institute
Av. Mao Tsé Tung 387

Caixa Postal 4803

Maputo

MYANMAR

PHONE, H.E. U. Aung

Ambassador/Permanent Representative of the
Union of Myanmar to FAO

Embassy of the Union of Myanmar

Via Vincenzo Bellini 20

00198 Rome
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KYI, U. Tun

Second Secretary/Alternate Permanent
Representative of the Union of Myanmar to
FAO

Embassy of the Union of Myanmar

Via Vincenzo Bellini 20

00198 Rome

NAMIBIA

ISHITILE, Axel Zeppy

Director of Fisheries Operations

Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources
Private Bag 133565

Windhoek

THHUIKO, Undamuje

Marine Biologist

SADC

Ministry of Figheries and Marine Resources

Sector Coordinating Unit for Marine Fisheries
and Resources

Private Bag 1335b

Windhoek

NEPAL

NETHERLANDS

PRILLEVITZ, H.E. F.C.

Minister Plenipotentiary to FAO

Permanent Representation of the Kingdom of
the Netherlands to FAQ

Via delle Terme Deciane 6

00153 Rome

BAL, A.

Department for Development Cooperation
in Agriculture

Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management
and Fisheries

Bezuidenhoutseweg 73

The Hague

JANUS, P.R.

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
Kingdom of the Netherlands 1o FAO

Permanent Representation of the Kingdom of
the Netherlands to FAQ

Via delle Terme Deciane 6

00153 Rome

ROEST, Frederik C.

Senior Fisheries Adviser
International Agricultural Centre
P.O. Box 83

Wageningen



LEIUNSE, Gijsbertus, J.W.

Manager

Nautical College of Fishery Education
Vincent van Goghlaan 7

1741 Jr Schagen

NEW ZEALAND

BOGLE, Christine H. {Ms)

Alternate Permanent Representative of
New Zealand to FAQ

Embassy of New Zealand

Via Zara 28

00198 Rome

NIGERIA

GAFFAR, J.A.

Director

Federal Department of Fisheries
Abuja

BATURE, F.

Minister

Permanent Representation of the Federal
Republic of Nigeria to FAQ

Via Orazio 14-16

00193 Rome

NORWAY

REPPE, Bjorn
Adviser

Ministry of Fisheries
P.O. Box 8118 Dep.
0032 Oslo

ENGESAETER, Sigmund
Head of Division
Directorate of Fisheries
P.O. Box 185

5004 Bergen

BAKKEN, Erling

Research Director

Institute of Marine Research
P.O. Box 1870 NORDNES
5024 Bergen

BJORU, Kirsten (Ms)

Adviser

Norwegian Agency for Development
Cooperation

P.0. Box 8034 Dep.

0030 Oslo
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KONGSVIK, Turid (Ms)

Alternate Permanent Representative of
Norway to FAQ

Royal Norwegian Embassy

Via delle Terme Deciane 7

00153 Rome

SAETERSDAL, Gunnar
Senior Scientist

Institute of Marine Research
P.0. Box 1870 NORDNES
5024 Bergen

OMAN

BEN HAMDAN ALYAHYH!, Hamad

Conseiller délégué aux relations extérieures
{Organisations internationales)

Ministry of Agriculiure and Fisheries

P.0O. Box 467

Muscat

PAKISTAN

RASHID, Shahid

Agricuttural Counsellor

Embassy of the Isiamic Republic of Pakistan
to FAO

Via della Camilluccia 682

00135 Rome

PANAMA

MALTEZ, Horacio

Representante Permanente Adjunto

Embajada de la Repudblica de Panamd ante la
FAO

Viale del Vignola 39

00196 Rome

PAPUA NEW GUINEA

GABUT, Joseph

Head of Department

Fisheries and Marine Resources
P.O. Box 165 {Kanudi)

Port Moresby

PERU

ROSSL LINK, Excmo. Sr. Enrique

Embajador ante la FAO

Representacion Permanente de la Repdblica
del Perd ante la FAO

Lungotevere Portuense 150 - int. 17

00153 Rome



ANAVITARTE, Luis

Consejero

Representacién Permanente de la Repdblica
del Perd ante la FAD

Lungotevere Portuense 150 - Int. 17

00153 Rome

VASSALLO, Gabriella (Srta.)

Tercero Secretario

Representacion Permanente de la Republica
del Perd ante la FAQ

Lungotevere Portuense 150 - Int. 17

00153 Rome

ARIAS-SCHREIBER, Alfonso
Delegado Alterno del Peru
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
Ucayali 363

Lima

PHILIPPINES

CHIOCO, Marte

Defense Attaché

Embassy of the Republic of the Philippines
Via S. Valentino 12

00197 Rome

POLAND

KARNICK!, Zbigniew
Director General

Sea Fisheries Institute
Ul. Kottataja 1
81-322 Gdynia

BIELAWSKI, Jan

Permanent Representative of the Republic
of Poland to FAQ

Permanent Representation of the Republic of
Poland to FAO

Via Pietro Paolo Rubens 20

00197 Rome

OLBROMSKI, Jerzy

Deputy Director

Sea Fisheries Department

Ministry of Transport and Maritime
Economy

Ul. Chalubinskiego 4/6

00-928 Warsaw

PAWLAK, Stanislaw

Deputy Director

Legal and Treaty Department
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Al. Szucha 23

Warsaw
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MAJEWICZ, Andrzej

Senior Specialist

Sea Fisheries Department

Ministry of Transport and Maritime
Economy

Ul. Chalubinskiego 4/6

Warsaw

PORTUGAL

VASCONCELOS, Marcelo
Director General

Ministry of the Sea
Edificio Ministerio do Mar
Av. Brasilia

1400 Lisboa

MONTEIRO, Eurico

Deputy Director General of Fisheries
Ministry of the Sea

Direccao Geral Pescas

Av. Brasilia

1400 Lisboa

BWANDA

SAINT LUCIA
SAINT VINCENT AND THE GRENADINES

SAUDI ARABIA (KINGDOM QF)

ELKHERELJ, H.E. Waleed

Minister Plenipotentiary to FAO

Permanent Representation of the Kingdom of
Saudi Arabia to FAQO

Via della Piramide Cestia 63

00153 Rome

GAZZAZ, Madani

G.M. Fisheries Research Centre
Ministry of Agriculture and Water
P.0. Box 2580

Jeddah 21461

AL-SHORA, Bashier

Fisheries Researcher

Ministry of Agriculture and Water
P.0. Box 258c

Jeddah 21661

ENEGAL

COLY, César

Ministre Conssiller

Ambassade de la République du Sénégal
Via Lishona 3 - llf étage

00198 Roma



SEYCHELLES
SIERRA LEONE

SPAIN

CONDE DE SARQ, Rafael

Director General de Recursos Pesqueros

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pesca y
Alimentacién

¢/ Oriega y Gasset 57

28009 Madrid

HERRERO HUERTA, Juan Bautista

Sub-Director General de Recursos Internos
Comunitarios

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pesca y
Alimentacidn

¢/ Ortega y Gasset 57

28009 Madrid

ARANDA MARTIN, Carlos

Representante Permanente de Espafia ante
la FAOQ

Embajada de Espafia

(Oficina del Representante Permanente)

Largo dei Lombardi 21

00186 Rorme

GARCIA Y BADIAS, Jaime

Representante Permanente Adjunto de
Espafa anie la FAD

Embajada de Espafia

{Oficina del Representante Permanents)

l.argo dei Lombardi 21

00186 Rome

CADENAS DE LLANO CORTES, Maria
de! Carmen (Sra.)

Jefe de Seccion

Subdireccidn General de Recursos Internps
Comunitarios

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pesca vy Alimentacion

c/ Ortega y Gasset 57

280082 Madrid

DOMINGUEZ, Carlos

Legal Advisor

Ministerio Asuntos Exteriores
Gran Via 6

28027 Madrid

TORRES-DULCE, Antonio

Direccién General de Relaciones Pesqueras
Internacionales

Ministerio de Asuntos Exteriores

Pza. de la Provincia 1

28012 Madrid
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SRI LANKA

PERERA, H.E. Joseph Michasl

Minister of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources
Ministry of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources
Inner Harbour Road

Trincomalee

PELPOLA, H.E. George N.M.P.

Ambassador

Embassy of the Democratic Socialist Republic of
Sri L.anka to FAQ

Via Giuseppe Cuboni 6-8

00197 Rome

ATAPATTU, Anton R.

Director )

Department of Fisheries and Aguatic Resources
Maligawatte

Colombo 10

MAGEDERAGAMAGE, Neil C.
Counsellor/Alternate Permanent Representative
Embassy of the Democratic Socialist

Republic of Sri Lanka
Via Giuseppe Cuboni 6-8
00197 Rome

PERERA, W.P.P.A.M.K. {Ms)

Private Secretary to the Minister of
Fisheries and Aquatic Resources

Ministry of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources

Inner Harbour Road

Trincomalee

SUDAN

WAZILAND

SWEDEN

STROMBLOM, Bengt
Assistant Under-Secretary
Ministry of Agriculture
Drottninggatan 21
5-10333 Stockholm

JOHANSSON, Anna (Ms)
First Secretary

Ministry of Agriculture
Drotininggatan 21
$-10333 Stockholm



LINDQUIST, Armin

Assistant Director-General
Swedish-National Board of Fisheries
institute of Marine Research
S5-45321 Lysekil

WILEN, Bo

Permanent Representative of Sweden 1o FAO
Royal Swedish Embassy

Piazza Rio de Janeiro 3

00161 Rome

TORELL, Magnus .
Senior Programme Officer
SIDA

S-10525 Stockholm

SWITZERLAND

TANZANIA

MWAKAWAGO NGELAUTWA, H.E. Daudi

Ambassador and Permanent Representative
1o FAQ

Embassy of the United Republic of Tanzania

Via Giambattista Vico 9

00196 Rome

KONG'ONHELI MHELLA, Joseph

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
United Republic of Tanzania t0 FAQ

Embassy of the United Republic of Tanzania

Via Giambattista Vico 9

00196 Rome

THAILAND

JAIYEN, Kitjar

Deputy Dirgctor-General

Department of Fisheries

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
Rajdamnern Avenue

Bangkok 10200

YUKTANONDA, Sumalee (Ms)

Director of Foreign Fisheries Affairs Division
Department of Fisheries

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
Rajdamnern Avenue

Bangkok 10200

SOMKANAE, Mongkol

Minister Counsellor {Cominercial)
Office of Commercial Affair
Royal Thai Embassy

Via del Serafico 135

00142 Rome
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KORSIEPORN, Pinit

Alternate Permanent Representative of Thailand

to FAD
Office of Agricultural Affairs
Royal Thai Embassy
Via Zara 9
00198 Rome

TUNISIA

BACCAR, Chedly

Directeur de Ia Planification et de la
Formation

Direction Générale de la Péche et de
I'Aquaculture

Tunis

TURKEY

OKURER, Gursu

Permanent Representative of the Republic of
Turkey to FAO

Permanent Representation of the Republic of
Turkey to FAO

Via Palestro 28

00185 Rome

AGCA, Haluk

First Secretary

Permanent Representation of the Republic of
Turkey to FAQ

Via Palestro 28

00185 Rome

UGANDA

SAKIRA, Wilberforce

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Uganda to FAQ

Embassy of the Republic of Uganda

Via Giuseppe Pisanelli 1

00196 Rome

UNITED KINGDOM

BEALES, Richard W.

Senior Fisheries Adviser

Overseas Development Adminisiration
94 Victoria Street

London SW1E BJL

GOLDSACK, John Redman

Minister/Permanent Representative of the
United Kingdom to FAQ

British Embassy

(Office of the Permanent Representative)

Viale Aventino 36, Int. 1

00153 Rome



ALLEN, Raymond

FAQ Desk Officer

Overseas Development Administration
94 Victoria Street

London SWI1E 5JL

SOUTHGATE, Christopher

Principal

Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food
Nobel House

Smith Square

fLondon

FISHER, D.J.

Head of Maritime Section

Foreign and Commonwealth Office
L.ondon

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BUCHHOLZ, Frank D.

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
United States of America to FAQ

Permanent Representation of the United States
of America to FAQ

Via Aurelia 294/A

00165 Rome

TUTTLE, Robin (Ms)

Foreign Affairs Officer

National Marine Fisheries Service
U.S. Department of Commerce
Washington, D.C.

SNEAD, Larry L.

Director

Office of Fisheries Affairs
U.S. Department of State
Washington D.C.

DILDAY, William E.
Foreign Affairs QOfficer
U.S. Department of State
2201 C Street N.W.
Washington D.C. 20510

BALTON, David A.
Attorney-Advisor

U.S. Department of State
© 2201 C Street N.W.
Washington D.C. 20510
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URUGUAY

LUPINACCI, Excmo. Sr. Julio César
Embajador

Embajada de Ia Republica Oriental del Uruguay
Via Vittorio Vengto 183 - V piso

00187 Rome

DUBRA, Graziella (Sra.}

Ministro/Representante Adjunto de la Republica
Oriental del Uruguay ante la FAQ

Embajada de la Repdblica Oriental del Uruguay

Via Vittorio Veneto 183 - V piso

00187 Rome

VENEZUELA

HERRERA TERAN, Francisco

Director General de Pesca y Acuicultura
Ministerio de Agricultura y Crfa

M.A.C. Parque Central

Torre Este, Piso 10

Caracas

PULVENIS, Jean Francois

Embajador

Director de Fronteras Marftimas y Terrestres
Direccién General de Fronteras

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores

Torre M.R.E. Esq. de Carmelitas

Caracas

VALERO RUBIN, Santos

Bidlogo Asesor

Direccién General de Fronteras

Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores

Torre M.R.E., Piso 13, Esq. de Carmelitas
Caracas

VIANA DEL BARRIO, Marfa Concepcitn

Tercer Secretario

Relaciones Exteriores

Representacién Permanente de la Republica
de Venezuela

Via Antonio Gramsci 14/6

00197 Rome

GIMENEZ, Carlos

Director Ejecutivo de la Asociacién
Venezolana de Armadores Atuneros

Caracas

DE ARMAS, Rosa Maria P. {Sra.)

Presidente

Camara Nacional de Procesadores de la
{CANPESCA)

Caracas

Pesca



ARMAS, Armando

Director

Camara Nacional de Procesadores de la Pesca
{CANPESCA)

Caracas

VIET NAM

NINH THI, Binh (Mme)

Représentant Permanent Suppléant de la
République Socialiste du Viet Nam auprés de
la FAO

Ambassade de la Républigue Socialiste du
Viet Nam

Piazza Barberini 12

00187 Rome

YEMEN

BAKHEDER, Ahmad Yelim
Deputy Assistant in Fisheries
Ministry of Fisheries Resources
Sana’s

TALEB, Ahmad Mohamad

General Director for Studies and
Development

Ministry of Fisheries Resources

Sana’a

ZAIRE

SAMBA MOOMI, Te Avelela
Représentant permanent adjoint
Ambassade de la République du Zaire
Via del Circo Massimo 7

00153 Rome

ZAMBIA

LUNGU, J.P.

Alternate Permanent Representative of Zambia
to FAQ

Embassy of the Republic of Zambia

Via Ennio Quirino Visconti 8

00193 Rome

OBSERVERS FROM FAO MEMBER NATIONS
NOT MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE

BURKINA FASQO

KIEMTORE, Christophe

Représentant Permanent Adjoint du Burkina
Faso auprés de Ia FAQ

Ambassade du Burkina Faso

Via Alessandria 26

00198 Rome
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ETHIOPIA

YILALA, Assefa

Alternate Permanent Representative of Ethiopia
to FAO

Embassy of Ethiopia

{Office of the Permanent Representative to
FAQ)

Via Andrea Vesalio 16

00161 Rome

LUXEMBOURG

RIEHL, Marc
Programme Officer

Lux Development

7 Rue Alcide de Gasperi
L-1615 Luxembourg

COAKLEY, Ned
Consultant

Lux Development

7 Rue Alcide de Gasperi
L-16195 Luxembourg

SOMALIA

MUSSE FARAH, H.E. Abbas

Ambassador to FAO

Permanent Representation of the Somali
Democratic Republic to FAO

Via dei Villini 9

00161 Rome

SYRIA

MAHFOUZ, Razane (Mrs)

Counsellor

Embassy of the Syrian Arab Republic
Piazza d’'Aracoeli 1

00186 Rome

ZIMBABWE

MUPEZENI, Kossam

Alternate Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Zimbabwe to FAQ

Embassy of the Republic of Zimbabwe

Via Domenico Chelini 3

00197 Rome



OBSERVERS FROM UNITED NATIONS MEMBER

STATES

CZECH REPUBLIC

VA’'CHA, Frantisek

Research Institute of Fish Culture and

Hydrobiology
Vodiiany

RUSSIAN FEDERATION

KORELSKIJ, V.F.
Minister of Fisheries
Ministry of Fisheries
Rozhdestvensky Blvrd 12
Moscow 103031

NIKOLAEV, V.M.

Chief

Foreign Relations Department
Ministery of Fisheries
Rozhdestvensky Blvrd 12
Moscow 103031

OGORODNIKOV, N.D.
Member

Russian Federation Parliament
Moscow

BOGDANOQV, S.1.

Embassy of the Russian Federation
Via Gaeta 5

00185 Rome

FOKINE, L.A.

Chief of Section

Foreign Relations Department
Ministry of Fisheries
Rozhdestvensky Blvrd 12
Moscow 103031

SHEVTCHENKO, V.V,

Embassy of the Russian Federation
Via Gaeta b

00185 Rome

PERMANENT OBSERVER TO FAQ
HOLY SEE

WAGNER, S.E. Monseigneur Alois
Archevéque

Observateur Permanent du Saint-Siége

auprés de la FAG
Palazzo S. Calisto
100120 Cité du Vatican

LE GALL, Rev. Fr. Francois
Expert

Palazzo S. Calisto

-00120 Cité du Vatican

BERNARDI, M, Lelio
Expert

Palazzo S. Calisto
I-00120 Cité du Vatican

PETRILLO, M. Saverio
Expert

Palazzo S. Calisto
1-00120 Cité du Vatican

REPRESENTATIVES OF UNITED NATIONS AND

SPECIALIZED AGENCIES

INTERGOVERNMENTAL OCEANOGRAPHIC

COMMISSION

PISSIERSSENS, Peter
Consultant

10C {of Unesco)

1, Rue Miollis

75732 Paris

France

UNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT

PROGRAMME

REYNOLDS, Philip S.

Senior Programme Officer

Division for Global and interregional
Programmes

UNDP

One United Nations Plaza

FF-1276

New Yorl, NY 10017

United States of America

SHEHADEH, Ziad
Executive Secretary, SIFR
IDRC

250 Albert St.

Ottawa,

Canada KIG 3HB

UNITED NATIONS ENVIRONMENT
PROGRAMME

ASTRALAGA, Margarita (Ms)
Programme QOfficer

UNEP

P.0. Box 30552

Nairobi

Kenya



UNITED NATIONS INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
ORGANIZATION

QUAQUICH, Ahmidou
industrial Development Officer
UNIDO

P.0. Box 300

A-1400 Vienna

Austria

WORLD BANK

LOAYZA, Eduardo

Fisheries Adviser

Agriculture Technical and Natural Resources
Division

The World Bank

1818 H Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20433

United States of America

WORLD FOOD PROGRAMME

BROWN, Jane {Ms)

Senior Programme Officer

Project Design and Programming Service
Operations Department

World Food Programme

Via Cristoforo Colombo 426

00145 Rome

ltaly

CBSERVERS FROM INTERGOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS

COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION OF
ANTARCTIC MARINE LIVING RESOURCES

TUTTLE, Robin

Representative of Commission for the

Conservation of
Antarctic Marine Living Resources and
Chairman of CCAMLR Standing Committee
on Administration and Finance

Washington D.C.

COMITE REGIONAL DES PECHES DU GOLFE DE

GUINEE

NDOUNGA, Francois Baptéme

Secrétaire général

Comité Régional des Péches du Golfe de Guinée
B.P. 161 '
Libreville

Gabon
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ESPIRITO SANTO, Guilherme

Assistant du secrétaire général

Comité Régional des Péches du Golfe de Guinéde
B.P. 161

Libreville

Gabon

TSIABAKA, Théophile

Collaborateur du secrétaire général

Comité régional des péches du Golfe de Guinée
B.P. 161

Libreville

Gabon

COMMONWEALTH SECRETARIAT

FAKAHAU, Semisi

Project Officer (Fisheries Development)

Food Production and Rural Development
Division

Commonwealth Secretariat

Marlborough House

Pall Mall

London SW1Y BHX

United Kingdom

COUNCIL OF EUROPE

LAGORCE, Pierre
Committee on Agriculture
33210 Langon

France

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA
COMMISSION

JOSEPH, James

Director

I-ATTC

Scripps institution of Oceanography
8604 La Jolla Shores Drive

La Jolla

CA 92037-1508

United States of America

INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE
CONSERVATION OF ATLANTIC TUNAS

FERNANDEZ, Antonio
Executive Secretary
{CCAT

Principe de Vergara 17-7
28001 Madrid

Spain



INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL FOR THE
EXPLORATION OF THE SEA

KARNICKI, Z.8.
Vice-President of ICES
Sea Fisheries Institute
UL. Kottataja 1
81-322 Poland

NORTH ATLANTIC SALMON CONSERVATION

ORGANIZATION

WINDSOR, Malcolm
Secretary

NASCO

11 Rutland Square
Edinburgh EH1 2AS
Scotland

United Kingdom

ORGANISATION FOR ECONOMIC
COOPERATION AND DEVELOPMENT
/

HOLMBERG, Lars

Head, Fisheries Division

Directorate for Food, Agriculture and
Fisheries

OECD

2, rue André-Pascal

75775 Paris Cedex 16

France

ORGANIZACION LATINO-AMERICANA DE
DESAROLLO PESQUERQ (OLDEPESCA)

RIVERA BENAVIDES, Angel
Encargado de la Direccién Ejecutiva
OLDEPESCA

Calle Las Palomas N° 422
Urbanizacién Limatambo

Apartado 10168

Lima 34

Peru

DA COSTA, Antonio

Co-Director Europeo del Programa Regional de

Apovo al Desarrollo de la Pesca en el Istmo
Centroamericano

Calle Las Palomas No. 422

Urbanizacién Limatambo

Apartado 10168

Lima 34

Peru
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MAZAL, Carlos
Consultant

OLDEPESCA

Calle Las Palomas N°® 422
Urbanizacion Limatambo
Apartado 10168

Lima 34

Peru

SOUTH PACIFIC FORUM FISHERIES AGENCY

WRIGHT, Andrew

Deputy Director

South Pacific Forum Fisheries Agency
Box 629

Honiara

Sologmon Islands

NICHOLS, Paul

Manager, EC Projects

South Pacific Forum Fisheries Agency
Box 629

Haoniara

Solomon Islands

SOUTHEAST ASIAN FISHERIES DEVELOPMENT
CENTER

DUANGSAWASDI, Maitree
Secretary-General

SEAFDEC

956 Olympia Bldg, 4th Floor
Rama IV Road

Bangkok 10500

Thailand

OBSERVERS FROM NON-GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS

GREENPEACE INTERNATIONAL

SENNI, Domitilla {Ms)
Political Advisor
Greenpeace International
Viale Manlio Gelsomini 28
00153 Rome

Italy

GIANNI, M,

Coordinator

High Seas Fisheries Campaign
Greenpeace International

139 Townsend St.

San Francisco, LA 94114
U.S.A.
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MARTINEZ, Anna Rosa (Ms) INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATIVE ALLIANCE
Greenpeace Spain

Ses Rafaletes 16, 9J VISAN]J, Lino

Porto PL, 07015 ICA Alternate Representative to FAQ
Palma de Mallorca Confederazione Cooperative ltaliane
Balearic Islands Borgo Santo Spirito 78

Spain 00193 Rome

INTERNATIONAL ALLIANCE OF WOMEN INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF WOMEN
PILLAY, Sarojini (Ms) ROSSINI VAN HISSENHOVEN, Lydie (Ms)
Permanent Representative to FAO ICW Permanent Representative to FAQ
Via Mar della Cina 142 Via Tailandia 26

00144 Rome 00144 Rome

italy

WORLD WIDE FUND FOR NATURE

OBEN, Dorothy (Ms)

Alternate Representative LUTCHMAN, Indrani {Ms)
Via Cechov 115 B3 Fisheries Officer/Co-ordinator
00142 Rome International Fisheries Strategy
ltaly World Wide Fund for Nature
Panda House
INTERNATIONAL CENTRE FOR LIVING Weyside Park
AQUATIC RESOURCES MANAGEMENT Catteshall Lane
Godalming
MACLEAN, Jay L. Surrey GU7 1XR
Director United Kingdom
Information Division
ICLARM
MC P.0O. Box 2631
Makati
Metro Manila 0718
Philippines

OFFICERS OF THE COMMITTEE AT THE TWENTIETH SESSION

Chairman: Mr Rafael Conde de Saro (Spain)
First Vice-Chairman: Mr Berrahou Abdellatif (Morocco)
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Sweden

Brazil
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DRAFTING COMMITTEE
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APPENDIX C

List of Documents

Provisional annotated agenda and timetable
Review of FAQ’s programmes in fisheries (1991-92) - Regular Programme
Review of FAQ’s programmes in fisheries (1991-92) - Field Programme

World fisheries ten years after the adoption of the 1982 United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea

Conservation and rational utilization of marine living resources with special
reference to responsible fishing

High seas fishing

Fisheries research needs of developing countries
Medium-term perspectives in fisheries 1994-99
The work of FAQ in fisheries for 1994-95

Reflagging of fishing vessels and fisheries management

Provisional list of documents

Provisional list of delegates and observers
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APPENDIX D

Opening Statement of the Director-General ¥

Madam Chairperson,

Excellencies,

Distinguished Delegates and Observers,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

WELCOME

It is with great pleasure that I welcome you on behalf of the Director-General o the
Twentieth Session of the Committee on Fisheries. I also wish to extend a particular word of
welcome to Their Excellencies the Ministers of Fisheries of Angola, Congo, Mozambique, Sri
Lanka and the Russian Federation, and the Vice-Ministers of Chile, Latvia, Lithuania and Mexico
who are honouring this Session with their presence, as well as to Dr Gunnar Saetersdal, the
eminent Norwegian fishery scientist who has kindly accepted the Director-General’s invitation to
deliver a keynote address.

1 have the honour to present to you the statement of the Director-General.
INTRODUCTION

Madam Chairperson

Excellencies, ‘
Distinguished Delegates and Gbservers,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

Your presence and that of the numerous delegations here today is a continued affirmation
of the importance attached by your governments and organizations to the work of this Committee.
It has eamed a unique reputation as an international forum for the regular examination of major
technical and policy issues confronting world fisheries and for the consideration of further actions
to promote the contribution of the sector to human nuirition and economic and social progress.

Before turning to the specific issues before you, I would first like to introduce to you the
recently appointed senior members of the FAO Fisheries Department:

- Dr Wolfgang Krone, well known to the members of the Committee, who has been
designated in April 1992 as Assistant Director-General ad interim of the Department upon
the departure of Dr Armin Lindquist; and

- Mr Paulino Gonzdlez Alberdi, who has been appointed as the new Secretary of COFI and
Assistant to the ADG upon the retirement of Dr Deb Menasveta.

1/ Delivered by Mr H.W. Hjort, Deputy Director-General
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MAJOR EVENTS

Madam Chairperson,

The agenda proposed for this session of the Committee is exceptionally full, challenging and
wide-ranging. You will have noted from the documents before you, that your Committee’s
emphasis on the necessity to promote the conservation and rational utilization of living marine
resources as well as promoting environmental protection in relation 1o sustainable development of
fisheries have been underlined by the events which have taken place since your last session of
COFL

In this connection, I do not need to stress the close relationship between the concept of
responsible fishing and the sustainability of development, as the former is a prerequisite for the
latter. You will no doubt recall that the concept and conditions for sustainable development in
fisheries was debated in depth at the Ninety-fifth Session of the FAQ Council in June 1989 during
which it was stated that "... the rising demand for fish could be met by managing the fishery
resources in a rational and timely manner, by seeking utilization of fish through the reduction of
post-harvest losses, including by-catch discards and by accelerating aquaculture development”. The
Council had also on that occasion urged FAO to progressively translate the concept of sustainable
development into practical and operational policies and programmes, taking into account that
overcoming poverty is a prerequisite for sustainable development.

As a result, the high priority given to ensuring both conservation of marine resources and
sustainable development in fisheries, has generated intense activity not only within FAQ but also
in the international fisheries community, with our Organization playing a leading role.

Firstly, I would like to mention the International Conference on Responsible Fishing, which
was held in Canctn from 6 to 8 May 1992, This Conference was organized by the Mexican
Government whose President, H.E. Carlos Salinas de Gortari, fully shared FAQ’s and COFI’s
concerns on the need to ensure the conservation and rational utilization of living marine resources,
including the promotion of responsible conduct of fishing operations.

I take this opportunity to again express my appreciation through you, Madam Chairperson,
to the Government of Mexico for having organized such an important Conference, to which FAQ
was happy to contribute in its preparations. As you know, the Conference’s achievement was the
adoption of the Cancin Declaration which was submitted to UNCED and which played a major role
in the discussion of this issue in Brazil.

The Declaration was subsequently endorsed by the 102nd Session of the FAQ Council which
recommended that the Organization take the necessary steps to prepare an International Code of
Conduct for Responsible Fishing, in consultation with international Organizations, taking the
Declaration into account. Such a Code should take into account all biological, environmental,
socio-economic, technological and commercial aspects of marine fisheries and coastal aquaculture.
An outline for this future Code of Conduct has been prepared by the Fisheries Department and is
submitted for your consideration. I hope that the outcome of your discussions will give me the
necessary guidelines for the further elaboration of the draft of the Code. However, because of the
many factors that are involved in the responsible practice of fisheries, we will try to prepare for
the next Session of your Committee a first draft of the main part of the Code, including the
Guidelines for the Conduct of Fishing Operations and its annexes.
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Secondly, I would like to mention the active participation by the Fisheries Department in
the preparatory process of UNCED and the Conference itself. This included the elaboration of
basic documents which were fundamental for the discussions on the environmental implications of
fishing activities in the open sea and coastal areas and on the interrelation of these activities with
other uses of the same zones.

In this connection, I wish to mention two related issues: (i) high seas fishing; and (i)
flagging of vessels fishing on the high seas.

You will recall that at the Nineteenth Session your Committee had recommended that FAO
convene in September 1992, a Technical Consultation on High Seas Fishing in collaboration with
the UN Division of Ocean Affairs and the Law of the Sea (DOALOS). The recommendations
stemming from this Technical Consultation are before you for your consideration.

Consideration of high seas issues was also prominent in the United Nations Conference on
Environment and Development (UNCED). Chapter 17 of Agenda 21 dealing with the oceans,
includes a special section on the sustainable use and conservation of living marine resources of the
high seas. National and international management and conservation of straddling stocks and highly
migratory species were highlighted as being particularly important and requiring attention. At
UNCED it was agreed that States should convene, as soon as possible, an intergovernmental
conference under United Nations auspices, taking into account relevant activities at the subregional,
regional and global levels, with a view to promoting effective implementation of the provisions on
straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish stocks of the 1982 Convention on the Law of the
Sea. The conference, drawing, inter alia, on scientific and technical studies by FAQ, should
identify and assess existing problems related to the conservation and management of such fish
stocks, and consider means of improving cooperation in fisheries among States, and formulate
appropriate recommendations, The work and the resulis of the conference should be fully
consistent with the provisions of the 1982 Convention, in particular the rights and obligations of
coastal States and States fishing on the high seas. I wish fo assure you that we intend to cooperate
actively with the United Nations Secretariat to ensure the success of this conference.

With regard to the flagging of vessels fishing on the high seas, I wish to recall that the issue
was raised at the International Conference on Responsible Fishing held in Cancun, at UNCED in
the framework of Agenda 21 and subsequently at the 102nd Session of the Council, which agreed
that the issue of reflagging of fishing vessels into flags of convenience {0 avoid compliance with
agreed conservation and management measures, should be addressed immediately by FAO with a
view to finding a solution which could be implemented in the near future. It is with pleasure that
I submit for your consideration and advice the outcome of an informal expert group meeting
convened by FAO in February 1993. Your special attention is drawn to the draft text of the
"Agreement on the Flagging of Vessels Fishing on the High Seas 10 Promote Compliance with
Internationally Agreed Conservation and Management Measures” on which we would appreciate
your comments and suggestions for onforwarding to the 103rd Council Session and the 27th
Conference Session.

REVIEW OF CURRENT PROGRAMME OF WORK AND PROPOSALS FOR THE 1994-95
BIENNIUM

Let me now turn to other items on your agenda.
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One of your tasks this week will be the review of the implementation of the Programme of
Work of FAO in Fisheries during the present biennium. I am convinced that this review will
confirm the progress achieved in implementing the recommendations of your last Session as well
ag the decisions of our Governing Bodies.

However, 1 must make reference to some negative developments which have cccurred over
the last two years and which are beyond the control of the Organization. In fact, I refer to the
decline in the financial support to FAO’s Field Programme in Fisheries and, in particular, to the
five Programmes of Action, approved by the 1984 World Fisheries Conference and extended in
1989 for another period of five years by recommendation of your Committee. Unfortunately, the
extra-budgetary contribution from donors to the implementation by FAO of the activities
contemplated in these Programmes, which attained its maximum in 1989 with US$ 18 million,
decreased to US$ 15.5 million in 1991 and to a little more than US$ 13.4 million in 1992, that is
to say, a reduction of more than 25 percent in nominal terms and much more in real terms,
compared to 1989. A further decrease is forecast for 1993 according to current available
information,

Similar difficulties in funding are faced by the rest of our Field Programme, that is, by
projects executed at national level and in most cases this is due to the changes in the modalities of
project execution by UNDP. Nevertheless, I should like to reiterate my appreciation to those
agencies and donors which have supported these Programmes since their approval by the World
Fisheries Conference. The scope and orientation of the many Special Action Programmes operated
in the Organization are currently being reviewed, and I will submit my proposals for streamlining
them to the next Conference. It is considered that the Fisheries Programmes could be merged into
one Special Action Programme for Responsible and Sustainable Fisheries.

With regard to the Programme of Work proposed for the Fisheries Department in the 1994-
95 biennium, I do not need to emphasize that the activities presented fall within the framework of
the long-term objectives contained in the Strategy for Fisheries Management and Development,
approved by the 1984 World Fisheries Conference, and of the medium-term objectives of FAQ in
fisheries approved by the Twenty-sixth Session of the FAQO Conference in 1991, These medium-
term objectives have been revised to reflect the actual situation of world fisheries and the new tasks
in fisheries proposed for the Organization. After your discussion of these revised objectives, they
will become an integral part of the Medium-term Plan of the Organization for the period 1994-99,
which I shall submit for the consideration of the Twenty-seventh Session of the Conference in
November.

As already mentioned, 1 have given high priority to the promotion of the sustainability of
world fisheries, including the integration of the fisheries sector into management policies of coastal
areas, and to the restoration of resources to levels consistent with the UN Convention for the Law
of the Sea and with the recommendations of UNCED, as well as to the elaboration of a Code of
Conduct for Responsible Fishing. Of course, we shall take into account not only the strict financial
aspects of the sustainability of fisheries but, as recognized by our Council, also the social aspects
of the fishery activities, and especially the role of fish as food, particularly in those less developed
countries where the poorest strata of the population have little or no access to other forms of animal
protein. In fact, we would not accomplish our mandate if we forgot the role that the Organization
must play in the fight against poverty and hunger as one of the preconditions to ensure sustainable
development.



- 47 -

In this context, the Programme will also continué to give high priority to key elements of
ongoing activities which, inzer alia, include: fishery policy and management advice; small-scale
fisheries and community development, including training and credit; fishery data and information;
promotion of the role of women in fisheries; and fish trade information and technical advisory
services. An area of increased attention will be the promotion of applied fishery research at
national and regional levels. For this purpose, greater emphasis and closer coordination of our
significant activities in various research disciplines in support of fishery development and
management will be aimed at. FAO has always played a leading role in promoting fishery
research, and we wish to contribute to the process of defining applied fishery research needs in
developing countries and of formulating technical assistance proposals in this field, particularly
through the network of regional fisheries bodies, which will also have to play a vital role in the
implementation of regional research programmes.

CONCLUSION

Madam Chairperson, Distinguished Delegates and Observers, the enormous tasks that the
Organization is committed to undertake in the ficld of responsible and sustainable fisheries during
the next biennium, as well as the priority to technical programmes which has always been given
by the FAO Conference, would fully justify an increase in the resources allocated to Major
Programme 2.2: Fisheries. However, I regret that the present circumstances do not permit us to
envisage an overall programme growth in the next Programme of Work and Budget. Iam therefore
unable to propose on this occasion an increase in the level of the resources allocated to the Major
Programme. I hope that in spite of this, the Committee will understand that my proposals have
been based on a careful evaluation of priorities and they include activities in all important priorities
arising from events over the past few years.

At a time of declining regular programme resources for fisheries programmes, we must rely
to a greater degree than ever before on extra-budgetary resources to enable FAO to assist Member
Nations to sustainably develop their fisheries resources. 1 count on your understanding and
support.

I wish you success in your deliberations.
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APPENDIX E

Address of the Chairman, Mr. Rafael Conde de Saro

Mr. Deputy Director General
Mr, Assistant Director General of Fisheries
Distinguished delegates,

It is for me an honour to have been elected to chair this Session of the FAO Committee on
Fisheries and, on behalf of Spain, I should like to thank all those who made it possible. I hope that
with the collaboration of all the delegates and the wise counsel of FAQ we shall accomplish the task
that is before us.

The excellent performance of the outgoing chairperson is our best guarantee of success.

All the items before us are important and some of them are particularly delicate. I would
like, in particular, to draw the committee’s attention to the challenge that is before us to agree on
satisfactory solutions for the definition and conduct of responsible fishing.

With your permission, and given the importance of the issue, I would like to say a few
words on responsible fishing as a concept, a process and an obligation.

1. Responsible Fishing as a Concept,

Looking back, we see that the concept of responsible fishing was introduced at the 19th
Session of FAQ’s Committee on Fisheries, where it was acknowledged that the Organization had
an essential role in promoting an international agreement on the responsible conduct of fishing
operations, and that its technical efforts could be translated into guidelines for a code of conduct
for responsible fishing, taking into account all the technical, socio-economic and environmental
factors involved.

And here, we have the first indication of what responsible fishing implies: the almost
symbiotic relationship with a code of conduct and the need to bear in mind the factors I have just
mentioned.

In an attempt to move forward along these lines, the Government of Mexico, in close
collaboration with FAQ, organized the International Conference on Responsible Fishing. From this
Conference emerged the Cancin Declaration on Responsible Fishing, which represents a major
achievement of international cooperation, in the quest for solutions to the many problems
confronting this activity, to which our attention was drawn during the Second Conference on
Ministers of Fisheries, held in La Toja, Spain in 1991.

The Cancun declaration, well known to you all, outlines the major areas to be included
within the context of responsible fishing and is a first step toward the shaping of the process.

2. Responsible Fishing as a Process

The Declaration of Canciin agreed on ways to develop and put the concept into effect: the
elaboration of a code of conduct, the declaration of the decade for responsible fishing, the
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convening of an intergovernmental conference on high seas fishing and the consensus or agreement
on trade measures within the context of GATT.

Another major international initiative, the UN conference on Environment and Development
(UNCED), took place at about the same time. UNCED tackled an important aspect of international
fisheries: straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish species, and called for an
intergovernmental conference under UN auspices to deal with these issues.

This new initiative now has an obvious bearing on what has been called responsible fishing.
Indeed, for obvious economic, logistical reasons, and for the inherent synergetic effects, FAQ’s
work on responsible fishing, which formed the basis for the technical consultation held in
September last year was to be incorporated into the preparations for this conference. However,
it would appear that Cancin’s recommendation to hold a conference on high-seas fishing has in fact
lost momentum,

Given the similarity of the objectives pursued, it would be regrettable if we were unable to
include all the initiatives currently proposed in a single process. In this context, the conference on
straddling fish stocks and highly migratory fish species is a splendid opportunity to move forward
on at least two crucial areas for the future code of conduct for responsible fishing: the strengthening
and confirmation of the States’ obligation to work together in conserving and exploiting marine
resources; and the roles and functions that the multilateral fisheries bodies should and can fulfil.

In both cases the inclusion of these questions within the broader framework of responsible
fishing based on the criteria of equity, interdependence and shared responsibility may be necessary
to avoid confrontation and ensure that satisfactory solutions based on consensus and cooperation
are found.

In this connection, the important achievement of FAQO’s technical consultation on high seas
fishing should be reflected in the adoption of the conclusions of this consultation by this Committee.

Of course, the 20th Session of FAQ’s Committee on Fisheries will represent a new and
further step toward the success of this process.

It is our task to determine the scope of the code of conduct, define its components, agree
on and programme its implementation. This will not be easy, for, as I said earlier, the strength
of the concept of responsible fishing, which covers so many aspects is, perhaps (and even though
this may seem paradoxical), also its weakness : if we try to limit its scope for individual reasons
or interests by dispensing with certain aspects, we may run the risk of finaily achieving only a
small fraction of its potential.

We should also strive to design a code of conduct that is closely associated with fisheries
strictu sensu. To do so, we must be able to identify the areas which, although closely associated
with fisheries, may have other dimensions, or form patt of other processes.

We should not eliminate essential areas, but rather establish a conceptual framework and
more & manageable, yet coherent and synergetic structure for actions.

For this to be possible, we must redefine responsible fishing as an obligation,
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3. Responsible Fishing as an Obligation

Every State that intends to be involved in fisheries must exercise this obligation, otherwise
responsible fishing could never be achieved. Every state must personally assume this responsibility
as no one can do so on its behalf.

Also the fishery sector of every country must also assume its responsibility with respect to
the exploitation of living marine resources. It is not an easy task. It calls for greater awareness
and increased control and surveillance. Basically the fisheries sector worldwide must realize once
and for all that freedom of the seas is no longer possible, the reason perhaps being that the myth
of inexhaustible marine resources has now been destroyed.

'The survival of fisheries depends on the good management of fisheries resources. The fact
that these resources are renewable is a point in their favour. A point against, is "the tide always
rises" attitude. Neither mankind nor the fisheries sector can be allowed such a luxury. Once the
groundwork has been laid for a conceptual framework for responsible fishing including the three
aspects: concept, process and obligation, we would then have to see how it fits into the “reality”
of the fisheries sector and how we meet our challenge to shape it and put it into effect.

A review of the fisheries sector points to four areas where clarification, strengthening and
exercise of the responsibilities of the individual states, of the states in their capacity as members
of an international community and of the fisheries sector are necessary.

Firstly, the material dimension of fishing is the fishing vessel. If the state holds the key to
responsible fishing, it follows that the flagstate that can and must meet its obligations. If the
flagstate is to be made accountable, iransparency must be the watchword where the flag is
concerned.

FAQ ’s efforts in drawing up an international flagging agreement are important and
necessary. It is not a case of questioning the practice of reflagging, but of eliminating the element
of convenience that this may imply.

The State’s objective must be clear and irreproachable, that is to say that no State can allow
unscrupulous individuals to use its flag to endanger fishery resources, or to query the obligations
that the convention on the law of the sea imposes on it. Indeed, one State that indulges in
irresponsible fishing could jeopardize the efforts of all the others.

Secondly, action should also be taken at the level of shipowners, captains and crews. Here,
whatever measures we agree upon shall be subject to two limitations: one, of a legal nature; the
limitations deriving from a constitutional or conventional state; and the other, pracucal the
possibility of actions taken outside national jurisdictions being successful.

Thirdly, there is the spatial aspect of fisheries. Here, of course, we must bear in mind that
responsibility and control will go beyond former jurisdictional limitations and seek consistency
through resource management and conservation policies. What is called for is the global approach
recommended in the Cancin Declaration and by the FAO consultation, and solutions through
cooperation, dialogue and international agreement. If is in this field too that it will be possible to
test the validity, process and obligation of respongible fishing,
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It is also absolutely necessary to unite efforts and avoid individual and confrontational
approaches.

In congclusion, 1 would like to make one last comment: there is, although perhaps through
different approaches, broad agreement concerning the problems facing world fisheries today. There
is also an institutional framework at national or international level that limits or determines our
capacity to act, be it at legal level, within the context of UNCLOS, at GATT level, and at
environmental level through UNCED.

Contradictions may exist, but if we are honest and objective, we will admit that many are
a direct consequence of too many unilateral approaches. It is not a question of trying to find
individual solutions. On the contrary, the key lies in assuming at national as well as State and
sector levels the obligation that is part and parcel of responsible fishing, and then exercising that
obligation within the context of international cooperation.
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APPENDIX F

Draft Agreement on the Flassing of Vessels Fishing
on the High Seas to Promote Compliance
with Internationally Asreed Conservation

and Management Measures

INTRODUCTION

The present commentary has been prepared by the Secretariat in an effort to reflect the
views expressed and points raised during the sessions of the Working Group established by the
Committee of Fisheries during its Twentieth Session held in Rome on 15-19 March 1993. Due to
the limited time available, the commentary was not discussed by the Working Group itself.
Governments that consider that their views have not been fully reflected in the commentaries, or
have supplementary views, should communicate their views to the Secretariat by 15 April 1993.
These views will be circulated to members of the Committee as a supplementary document, and both
the present commeniaries and the supplementary views will be submitted to any technical meeting
convened to consider the draft Agreement. This of course does not in any way restrict the right of
governmenis to make further comments or proposals at the time of the technical meeting.

The commentaries merely list comments or proposals made in the format of "a view was
expressed that... " No attempt has been made to reflect the degree of support or otherwise that each
comment or proposal received. In most cases different or opposing views were expressed. The
commentaries should therefore be regarded merely as a listing of problems raised, rather than as
the views of the Working Group as to the possible resolution of those problems. The expression "a
view was expressed that”, or "it was suggested that” should also therefore not be taken as implying
that this was the view only of a single member of the Working Group.

AGREEMENT ON THE FLAGGING OF VESSELS FISHING ON THE
HIGH SEAS TO PROMOTE COMPLIANCE WITH INTERNATIONALLY
AGREED CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES

Commentary:

The view was expressed that the title of the draft agreement should refer to
"applicable conservation and management measures” instead of "agreed” in order
to be consistent with the expression used irn the Canciin declaration and in Agenda
21. In addition, a view was expressed that the title of the draft Agreement should
refer more to the Control or Recording of Vessels Fishing on the High Seas to
promote compliance with Applicable International Conservation and Management
Measures. It was also suggested that the title should refer to "flag state
responsibility for vessels eic.” or alternatively to "flagging or reflagging”.
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Preamble

The Parties to this Agreement,

Recognizing that, under Article 117 of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, all
States have the duty to take, or to cooperate with other States in taking, such measures for their
respective nationals as may be necessary for the conservation of the living resources of the high
seas;

Commentary:

The view was expressed that the reference to precise articles in the UN Convention
on the Law of the Sea should be replaced by references to the "relevant” articles
of the Convention.

The following additional preambular paragraphs referring to the high seas were
also suggested:

" Recognizing that, under Article 87 of the United Nations Convention on the Law
of the Sea, the high seas are open to all States. Freedom of the high seas is
exercised under the conditions laid down by the Convention and by other rules of
international law.

" Recognizing that all States have the right for their nationals to engage in fishing
on the high seas.”

" Recognizing the right of all States to engage in fishing on the high seas, as
established in Article 116 of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea
and, especially in the case of developing countries, to develop their fishing sector
in accordance with their national policy.”

Mindful that the flagging of fishing vessels as a means of avoiding internationally agreed
conservation and management measures for living marine resources seriously undermines the
effectiveness of such measures;

Calling upon States which do not participate in international and regional fisheries organizations
or arrangements to join or, as appropriate, to enter into understandings with such organizations and
arrangements with a view to achieving compliance with mtemaﬂonally agreed conservation and
management measures;

Recalling that Agenda 21, adopted by the United Nations Conference on Environment and
Development, calls upon States to take effective action, consistent with international law, to deter
reflagging of vessels by their nationals as a means of avoiding compliance with applicable
conservation and management rules for fishing activities on the high seas;

Further recalling the Declaration of Canciin, adopted by the International Conference on
Responsible Fishing, also calls upon States to take effective action, consistent with international
law, to deter reflagging of fishing vessels as a means of avoiding compliance with applicable
conservation and management rules for fishing activities on the high seas;
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Noting that the Council of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAQO) at
its 102nd session recommended the conclusion, as quickly as possible, of an international agreement
to prevent reflagging of fishing vessels for such purposes;

Conscious of the fact that in order to resolve the problem effectively, it is necessary to deal more
broadly with the issue of flagging of fishing vessels, and the responsibility of States for the
operation of fishing vessels entitled to fly their flag;

Recalling that flag States have responsibilities under international law for vessels flying their flag,
including fishing vessels, support vessels and vessels engaged in transhipment of fish;

Commentary:

The view was expressed that this preambular paragraph should be deleted. It was
also suggested that the word "recalling” should be replaced with the words "
Taking into account”,

Noting that the issues raised by the flagging of fishing vessels fall within the issues that would be
covered as a part of the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing, as called for in the Cancin
Declaration and now under consideration within the framework of FAO;

Commentary:

The view was expressed that the words "flagging of fishing vessels" should be
replaced with the words "flag state responsibility for fishing vessels”. It was also
suggested that the words "now under consideration within the framework of FAO"
should be moved up to follow directly the words "Code of Conduct for Responsible
Fishing”, It was further suggested that the references to the Declaration of
Canciin and the relationship between the present Agreement and proposed Code
of Conduct on Responsible Fishing should be dealt with in separate preambular
paragraphs.

Desiring to conclude an international agreement within the framework of FAQ, under Article XIV
of the FAQO Constitution;

Have agreed as follows:

Article T
DEFINITIONS
For the purposes of this Agreement:
(2) "fishing vessel” means any vessel of 24 metres or more in length used commercially

or equipped for commercial use for the purposes of catching fish or other living
marine resources;



Commentary:

®)

Commentary:
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Commentary:

The view was expressed that the phrase "used commercially or eouipped for
commercial use for the purposes of caiching fish or other living marine resources”
should be replaced by the phrase "used or iniended for use for the purposes of the
commercigl exploitaiion of living marine resources” . ¥i was further indicoted that
references to the length of the vessels could be more appropriately placed in Article
II, A view was further expressed that it should be made expressly clear thai ifiis
definition would not include support vessels. The new definition could then read
as follows:

o (a) "fishing vessel” means any vessel used or intended for use jor the
purposes of the commercial exploitation of living marine resources [bug
shall not include support vessels and vessels engaged in she transshipmeni
of fishl; "

“length" means the length as defined in the International Conveniion on the Tonnage
Measurement of Ships, 1969; '

The view was expressed thai, insiead of a inere reference io the Convention of
1969, the compiete definition used in that convention should be gquoted as follows:

" (b) "length"” means 96 per cent of the total length on a water line and 85
per cent of the leasi moulded depth measuied frowm the iop of the keel, or
the length from the fore side of the stem to the axis of the rudder stock on
that waterline, if that be greater. In ships designed with o rake of kegl ihe
waterline on which this length is measured shall be parailel to the designed
waterline; "

"internationally agreed conservation and management measures” means measures to
protect, conserve or manage one or more species of living marine resources that are
adopted, approved or agreed in accordance with iniernational law as reflected in the
1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and, in particular, such
measures adopted or approved by international or regional organizations, subject to
the rights and obligations of their members;

The view was expressed that the paragraph should read as follows:

d (c) "applicable international conservaiion and managemeni measures”
means measures {0 conserve or manrage one or morve species of living
marinc resources that are adopted, approved or agreed in accordance with
the principles of international law set out in the 1982 Uniied Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea, by globai, regivnal or subregional
Jisheries organizations, subject to the rights and obligations of iheir
members, or by other international agreements;"”
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It was also suggested that the words "and, in particular” in the original text could
be replaced by the words "such as, among others”,

"register” with respect to fishing vessels, means a record of fishing vessels, in which
are recorded pertinent details of the vessel. It may constitute a separate record for
fishing vessels or form part of a general record of vessels;

The view was expressed that the words ""register” with respect to fishing vessels,
means a record of fishing vessels,” should be replaced by the words ""record of
JSishing vessels” means a list of fishing vessels, "

"bareboat charter” means a contract for the lease of a vessel, for a stipulated period
of time, by virtue of which the lessee has complete possession and control of the
vessel, including the right to appoint the master and crew of the vessel, for the
duration of the lease;

The view was expressed that the words "in accordance with the laws of each
country” should be inserted after the words "stipulated period of time”.

"State" includes any regional economic integration organization to which its member
States have transferred competence over matters covered by this Agreement, and
"vessels entitled to fly its flag" or "vessels entitled to fly the flag of a State” includes
vessels entitled to fly the flag of a member State of a regional economic integration
organization;

The view was expressed that, for the sake of clarity, the sentence "in relation to
a regional ecoromic integration organization means” should be inserted after *flag
of a State’ so that the paragraph would read as follows:

" (f) "State” includes any regional economic integration organization to
which its member States have iransferred competence over matters covered
by this Agreement, and "vessels entitled to fly its flag" or "vessels entitled
to fly the flag of a State”, in relation to a regionel economic integration
organization, includes vessels entitled to fly the flag of a member State of
a regional economic integration organization.”

It was also suggested that the definition could be shortened o read as follows:
"vessels entitled to fly its flag" and "vessels entitled to fly the flag of a State”,

includes vessels entitled to fly the flag of a member State of a regional economic
integration organization."”
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The following further definitions were also suggested:

" (g) "Certificate of deletion” means a ceriificate issued by, and
bearing the original signature of, a duly authorized official of the State of
registry certifying that a vessel has been deleted from the register of that
State.”

" (h) "Port State"” means a State in whose port or off-shore terminal a vessel
is voluntarily present, such vessel being one that does not fly the flag of
that State and being one which is believed to have engaged in activities in
violation of applicable international conservation and management
measures. "

" (@) "Regional economic integration organization” means an organizotion
constituted by sovereign States which has competence in respect of matters
covered by this Agreement and has been duly authorized, in accordance
with its internal procedures, to accept this Agreement.

In this context it was also pointed out that the above definition of regional

economic integration organization should perhaps be brought precisely into line

with the definition already contained in Article 1I1(4) of the FAO Constitution.
Article IT

APPLICATION

This Agreement shall apply to all fishing vessels that are used or intended for fishing on the

high seas.

Commentary:

It was indicated that the original wording of the agreement was too restriciive as
its application was limited to vessels above 24 metres in length. This criterion
would not cover activities in particular areas in which no exclusive economic zones
have been declared so far (e.g. the Mediterranean sea). It was therefore suggested
that the original Article II should be replaced by the following:

"I1.  Subject to paragraph 3 below, this Agreement shall apply to all fishing
vessels that are used or intended for fishing on the high seas.

2. Any fishing vessel of 24 metres or more in length shall be deemed to be
used or intended for use for fishing on the high seas.

3. For any region in which exclusive economic zones or other zones of
extended national jurisdiction over fisheries have not been generally declared by
the coastal States bordering that sea, this Agreement shall not apply to fishing
vessels of less than ... metres in length flying the flag of a coastal State concerned
and operating exclusively in such region."
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The following additional wordings were alse suggesied:

" This Agreement shall apply -

(i)  to ali fishing vessels that are used or intended for fishing on the
high seas beyond the limits of exclusive economic zones;

(1) io fishing vessels of .... metres or more in length, used or intended
Joruse for fishing in regions where the coasiel States have not yet declared
exclusive economic zones, and flying the flag of such a coastal State;

OR

(i) io all fishing vessels, over a lengih to be fixed within the framework
of regioral agreements, used or intended for use for fishing in regions
where the coastal States have noi yet declared exclusive economic zones,
and flying the flag of such a coastal Stave.”

Article IIf
REGISTRATION OF FISHING VESSELS

1. Each Party shall, for the purposes of this Agreement, maintain a register of fishing vessels
entitled to fly its flag and shall take such measures as may be necessary to ensure that all fishing
vessels to which this Agreement applies are entered in that register.

2. Any Party which deletes from its register a fishing vessel to which this Agreement applies
shall promptly inform other Contracting Parties, through FAQ, of such deletion.

Commentairy :

The view was expressed ihat for the sake of clarity the last part of the sentence
should read as follows: *...inform FAQ of such deletion, and FAQ shall promprly
inform the other Contracting Parties”. New paragraph 2 would then read:

"Any Party which deletes from its register a fishing vessel to which this agreement
applies shall promptly inform FAO of such deletion, and FAO shall promptly
inform the other Contracting Parties".
3. Where an owner or operator of a fishing vessel requests deletion of the vessel from the
register of a Party, that Party shall refuse to delete the vessel from its register if, on the basis of
enquiries it has made and all other information available, it has sufficient grounds to believe that
the vessel will be used to undermine the effectiveness of internationally agreed conservation and
management measures,

Comimentary

A view was expressed that the obligation placed on the Pariy requested to delete
a vessel from its register should be less strictly stated. Another view was that the
legal basis expressed in the draft Agreement for the action of refusing to delete @
vessel from the register was too subjective. It was ulso suggested that the reference
to deletion from the register should not be included in the draft Agreement. A
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suggestion was also made that the words "or issue ¢ certificate of deletion” should
be inserted after the words "delete the vessel from its register”.

4, No Party shall register a fishing vessel to which this Agreement applies unless it:

6] is satisfied that the vessel, if previously registered in another State, has been deleted
from the register of that State or will be so deleted co-terminously with its
registration by the Party concerned; and

(i)  has sufficient grounds to believe that the vessel will not be used to undermine the
effectiveness of internationally agreed conservation and management measures.
Commentery:

A view was expressed that the legal basis set out in the draft Agreement for the
action of refusing to register a vessel was also too subjective. It was also suggested
that the reference to refusing to register fishing vessels should not be included in
the draft Agreement.

5. In the case of a bareboat chartered fishing vessel:

i) each Party shall apply the provisions of this article, muzatis mutandis, provided that
suspension of a bareboat chartered fishing vessel from a register shall satisfy those
provisions pertaining to deletion of such a vessel from a register; and

(i)  for the purposes of this Agreement, the charterer shall be considered the owner of
the vessel during the period of the charter.

Commentary:

The view was expressed that the words "If bare-boat chartered fishing vessels are
registered under its national law" should be inseried ai the beginning of the
paragraph.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the following further paragraph could appropriately be
inserted at this point:

"§.  Each Party shall take measures to ensure that fishing vessels entitled to fly
its flag shall not be permitted to change their character as fishing vessels for the
purpose of avoiding the measures provided for under this Article.”

Article XV
ALLOCATION OF FLAG
1. No Party shall accord any fishing vessel to which this Agreement applies the right to fly its

flag unless it is satisfied, in accordance with its own national legislation, that there exists a genuine
link between the vessel and the Party concerned.
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Comimentary:

A view was expressed that the words "genuine link" should be deleted.

2. (a) In determining whether or not there exists a genuine link for the purposes of paragraph
1, each Party shall give due weight to all relevant factors, including in particular:

i) the nationality or permanent residence of the beneficial owner or owners of the
vessel in accordance with their national law;

(i)  where effective control over the activities of the vessel is exercised.

(b) Nothing in this paragraph shall affect the rights and obligations between the Member
States of a regional economic integration organization pursuant to the treaty or treaties establishing
that organization.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the words "beneficial owner” should be replaced by the
words "legal owner" and that therefore paragraph 2 (i) should read as follows:

" (i} the nationality or permanent residence of the legal owner or owners of
the vessel in accordance with their national law .

It was also suggested that paragraph 2 should be deleted on the grounds
that it went beyond what the international community had managed to
agree upon in the Law of the Sea Convention.

3. No Party shall accord a fishing vessel to which this Agreement applies the right to fly its
flag unless it is satisfied:

)] that the vessel does not have the right to fly the flag of another State; or

(i)  that the right of the vessel to fly the flag of another State will cease to exist on the
allocation to that vessel of the right to fly the flag of the Party concerned.

Article V
FLAG STATE RESPONSIBILITY
1. Each Party shall take such measures as may be necessary to ensure that fishing vessels
entitled to fly its flag do not engage in any activity that undermines the effectiveness of

internationally agreed conservation and management measures, including, as appropriate, by making
any such activity an offence under its national legislation.
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gommentaz 4

A view was expressed that paragraph I should rather read as follows:

o Each Party shall take such measures for fishing vessels entitled to fly its
Sflag as may be necessary for the conservation of marine living resources on
the high seas, including those measures to ensure making contravention of
such measures an offence under its national legislation. "

2. In particular, no Party shall allow any fishing vessel entitled to fly its flag to fish on the
high seas unless it has been authorized to do so by the appropriate authority or authorities of that
Party. A fishing vessel so authorized shall fish in accordance with the conditions of the
authorization.

3. Each Party shall ensure that all fishing vessels that it has registered under paragraph 1 of
Article IIT are marked in such a way that they can be readily identified in accordance with generally
accepted standards, such as the FAO Standard Specifications for the Marking and Identification of
Fishing Vessels.

4. Each Party shall ensure that each fishing vessel entitled to fly its flag shall provide such
information on its operations as may be necessary to enable the Party to fulfil its obligations under
this Agreement.

5. Each Party shall take appropriate enforcement action in respect of any activities by vessels
entitled to fly its flag in contravention of this Article. Sanctions applicable in respect of such
contraventions shall be of sufficient gravity as to be effective in securing compliance with the
requirements of this Article.

Commentary

A view was expressed that the following new Article could be appropriately inseried
in the draft Agreement at this point:

" Article VI
CONTROL
Every fishing vessel when in a port of another Party shall be subject to control by
officers duly authorized by such Party in so far as control is directed towards

verifying that such vessel has not been used for any activity that undermines the
effectiveness of applicable international conservation and management measures. "
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Article VI
INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION
1. Parties shall cooperate as appropriate in the implementation of this Agreement, including:

) by assisting in the determination of the registry of fishing vessels reported to have
engaged in activities undermining internationally agreed conservation and
management measures;

(i)  through the exchange of evidentiary material relating to such activities.
Commentary;
A view was expressed that the paragraph could be reworded as follows:

"I.  Parties shall cooperate as appropriate in the implementation of this
Agreement, including:

@) by establishing the lists of fishing vessels flying their flags and having
engaged in activities undermining internationally agreed conservation and
management measures;

(ii)  through the exchange of information relating to such activifies.

2. Parties should enter into cooperative agreements or arrangements of mutual assistance by
port States with flag States on a global, regional, sub-regional or bilateral basis so as to promote
the achievement of the objectives of this Agreement.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the term "port State” should be defined. It was also
suggested that the words "as well as, when and as appropriate, with coastal States”
should be inserted after the words "port States with flag States". New paragraph
2 would then read " Parties should enter into co-operative agreemenis or
arrangements of mutual assistance by port States with flag States, as well as with
coastal States when and as appropriate, on a global, regional, sub-regional or
bilateral basis so as to promote the achievement of the objectives of this
Agreement."

Article VII
EXCHANGE OF INFORMATION
1. For the purpose of identification of its fishing vessels, each Party shall make readily
available to FAO the following information with respect to each fishing vessel entered in the

register required to be maintained under paragraph 1 of Article III:

() name, port of registry, and previous names (if known);
(it) previous flag (if any);
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(iii) International Radio Call Sign (if any);
(iv) name and address of owner or Owners;
(v} where and when built;

(vi) type of vessel;

(vil) length.

Commentazy;

A view was expressed that the words "(if any)" in subparagraph (iii) should be
deleted and replaced with the words "or, in the absence of such a call sign, the
country registration number”. It was also suggested that the contents of
subparagraph (iv) should be moved to and incorporated in subparagraph (i) of
paragraph 2 of this Article. It was further suggested that subparagraph (vi) should
be moved to and incorporated in subparagraph (ii) of paragraph 2.

2. Each Party shall, tc the extent practicable, make available to FAO the following additional
information with respect to each fishing vessel entered in the register required to be maintained
under paragraph 1 of Article III:

() name and address of manager or managers (if any);
(ii) type of fishing method or methods;
(iii) moulded depth;
(iv) beam;
(v) power of main engine or engines.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the reference to the power of main engine or engines
in subparagraph (v) should be completed by indicating the criteria by which the
power should be measured, e.g. horse-power or Kilowatiage.

3. Each Party shall promptly notify to FAO any modifications to the information listed in
paragraphs 1 and 2.

4, FAO shall circulate periodically the information provided under paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 to
all Contracting Parties, and, on request, individually to any Party or, subject to any restrictions
regarding confidentiality, to any international or regional fisheries management organization.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the contents of this paragraph should be divided into
two separaie parts, dealing respectively with the circulation of information to
Contraciing Parties and to fisheries management organizations. The foliowing
could be such a possible reformulation:

"4, FAQ shall circulate periodically the information provided under paragraphs
1, 2, and 3 to all Parties, and, on request, individually to any Party. FAQ shall
also, subject to any restrictions imposed by the Parly concerned regarding the
distribution of information, provide such information on request individually to
any international or regional fisheries management organization. "
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It was also suggested that paragraph 4 should require FAQ to make the register
information available for consultation and to facilitate such consultation.

5. Each Party shall make available to FAO up to date lists of vessels authorized to fish under
paragraph 2 of Article V, and shall inform FAQ promptly of any addition to or deletions from
those lists.

6. Each Party shall report promptly to FAQO full particulars of any activitics undermining the
effectiveness of internationally agreed conservation and management measures, including the
identity of the fishing vessel or vessels involved and sanctions imposed by the Party in respect of
such activities.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the words "whatever their flag might be" should be
inserted after the words "or vessels involved”. It was also suggested that the
paragraph should only refer to actions to be taken by the flag State.

7. FAQ shall circulate promptly to all Parties, and, on request individually to any Party or,
subject to any restrictions regarding confidentiality to any international or regional fisheries
management organization, the information provided under paragraphs 5 and 6.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the contents of this paragraph should be divided into two
separate paris, dealing respectively with the circulation of information to Parties
and to fisheries management organizations. The following could be such a possible
reformulation: '

"4,  FAQ shall circulate promptly the information provided under paragraphs
S and 6 to all Parties, and, on request, individually to any Party. FAO shall also,
subject to amy restrictions imposed by the Party concerned regarding the
disiribution of information, provide such information promptly on request
individually to any international or regional fisheries management organization.”

8. Parties shall exchange information relating to the implementation of this Agreement, including
through FAO and other appropriate international and regional organizations.

Article VIII
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE

Parties should cooperate, at a bilateral, regional or global level, with the support of FAQ
and other international bodies to provide assistance, including technical assistance, to Parties that
are developing countries in order to promote the achievement of the objectives of this Agreement.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the concept of the duty of parties to cooperate should not
be made conditional on support from FAQ or other international bodies, and that
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these two concepts should be dealt with separately in the paragraph. This could
also be dealt perhaps by adding the words "as appropriate” after the words
"international bodies”. It was also suggested that the word "bodies” was
inappropriate and should be replaced by the word "organization”,

Article IX
NON-PARTIES

1. Parties shall encourage any State or entity not Party to this Agreement to adhere to this
Agreement or to adopt laws and regulations consistent with the provisions of this Agreement,

Commentary;

A view was expressed that the word "entity” should be deleted from the first port
of the sentence and that the words "any State or entity” could be inserted before
the words "to adopt laws". The paragraph would then read as followss

“I.  Parties shall encourage any State not Party to this Agreement to adhere io
this Agreement or any State or entity to adopt laws and regulations consistent with
the provisions of this Agreement. "

2. Parties shall cooperate in taking actions, consistent with international law and their
respective domestic laws, to induce fishing vessels entered on the register of a State or entity not
Party to this Agreement not to engage in activities that undermine the effectiveness of
internationally agreed conservation and management measures.

Commentary;

A view was expressed that the words "and their respective domestic laws" should
be deleted from this paragraph. The paragraph could also be redrafted along the
lines of Article XXII of the Convention on the Conservation of Antarctic Marine
Living Resources as follows:

"2.  Parties shall cooperate in taking actions, consistent with international law,
io the end that fishing vessels entered on the register of a State or entity not Party
to this Agreement do not engage in activities that undermine the effectiveness of
applicable international conservation and management measures.”

Article X
SETTLEMENT OF DISPUTES
1. Any Party may seek consultations with any other Party or Parties on any dispute with regard

to the interpretation or application of the provisions of this Agreement with a view to reaching a
mutually satisfactory solution as soon as possible.

2. In the event that the dispute is not settled through these consultations, the Parties in question
shall consult among themselves with a view to having the dispute settled by negotiation, inquiry,
mediation, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settlement or other peaceful means of their own choice.
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3. Any dispute of this character not so settled shall, with the consent in each case of all Parties
to the dispute, be referred for settlement to the International Court of Justice or to arbitration.
Failure to reach an agreement on referral to the International Court of Justice or to arbitration shall
not absolve Parties to the dispute from the obligation to continue to seek to resolve it by any of the
various peaceful means of their choice.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the words "in each case” should be deleted. It was also
suggested that reference should also be made vo the Internavional Tribunal for the
Law of the Sea in addition to the International Court of Justice and arbitration.
It was also suggested that the last sentence could be reworded as follows: "In the
case of failure to reach agreement on referral to the International Court of Justice
or arbitration, the Parvies shall continue to consult and cooperate with a view to
reaching seitlement of the dispute in accordance with the rules of international law
relating to the conservation of living marine resources”,

Arxticle XI
ACCEPTANCE
1. This Agreement shall be open to acceptance by any Member or Associate Member of FAQ,

and to any non-Member State that is a member of the United Nations, or of any of the specialized
agencies or of the International Atomic Energy Agency.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the words "or of the International Atomic Energy
Agency" should be deleted.

2. Acceptance of this Agreement shall be effected by the deposit of an instrument of acceptance
with the Director-General and shall take effect on receipt of such instrument by the Director-
General.

3. The Director-General shall inform all Parties, all Members of FAO and the Secretary-
General of the United Nations of all acceptances that have become effective.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the paragraph could more appropriately be redrafied as
SJollows:

"3, The Director-General shall inform oll Parties, all Members of FAO and the

Secretary-General of the United Nations of all instrumenits of accepiance received.
i

It was alse suggested that the following new paragroph be added io this
Article; g
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"4, An instrument of acceptance submitted by a regional economic integration
organization shall be accompanied by a declaration explaining the extent of the
organization’s competence with respect to maiters governed by this Agreement.
Such organizations shall also inform the Depositary, who will inform the other
Parties, of any substantial modification in the extent of their competence over these
matters. "

Article XII
ENTRY INTO FORCE

This Agreement shall enter into force as from the date of receipt by the Director-General
of the tenth instrument of acceptance.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the number of the instruments of acceptance required
should be left blank, and that consideration be given to the possibility of combining
a numerical specification of acceptances received with some criterion relating to
participation of countries accounting for a certain proportion of the total world
catch. It was also suggested that the words "as from" should be replaced by the
words "upon”.

The addition of the following new paragraph was also suggested:
"2.  For the purpose of this Ariicle, an instrument deposited by a regional
economic integration organization shall not be counted as additional to those
deposited by member States of such an organization.
Article XIII
RESERVATIONS

Reservations to this Agreement shall be governed by the provisions of the Vienna
Convention on the Law of Treaties of 1969.

Commentary:

A view was expressed that the reservations should not necessarily be welcomed for
this Agreement. It was suggesied that the wording of the present Article should be
made more precise. The following are two alternative wordings suggested:

" Acceptance of this Agreement may be made subject to reservations in accordance
with the general rules of public international law as reflected in the provisions of
Part I, Section 2 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties of 1969."

"I, The Director-General shall receive and circulate to all Pariies the fext
of reservations made by States at the time of notification or accession.
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2. A reservation incompatible with the object and pu)pose of the present
Agreement shall not be permitted.

3. Reservations may be withdrawn at any time by notification to that effect
addressed to the Director-General, who shall then inform all Parties. Such
notification shall take effect on the date -on which it is received by the Director-
General.

Article XIV

WITHDRAWAL

Any Party may withdraw from this Agreement at any time after the expiry of two years
from the date upon which the Agreement entered into force with respect to that Party, by giving
written notice of such withdrawal to the Director-General who shall immediately inform all the
Parties and the Members and Associate Members of FAO of such withdrawal. Notice of
withdrawal shall become effective at the end of the calendar year following that in which the notice
of withdrawal has been received by the Director-General.

Article XV

AUTHENTIC TEXTS

The original of this Agreement, of which the English, French and Spanish texts are equally
authentic, shall be deposited with the Director-General of FAO.

Coimmmentary:

A view was expressed that this paragraph could appropriately be reworded as
JSollows:

" The Arabic, Chinese, English, French, and Spanish texts of this Agreement are
equally authentic. "

Article XVI

DUTIES OF THE DEPOSITARY

"The Director-General shall be the Depositary of this Agreement. The Depositary shall:

(a)

(b)

(©)

send certified copies of this Agreement to each Member and Associate Member of
FAOQ and to such non-Member States as may become party to this Agreement;

arrange for the registration of this Agreement, upon its entry into force, with the
Secretariat of the United Nations in accordance with Article 102 of the Charter of
the United Nations;

inform each Member and Associate Member of FAO and any non-Member- States as
may become Party to this Agreement of:
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6] instruments of acceptance deposited in accordance with Article XI;
(ii) the ﬁate of entry into force of this Agreement in accordance with Article XII;
(ili) reservations and objections to reservations in accordance with Article XIII;
and
(ivy  withdrawals from this Agreement pursuant o Article XIV,
Commentary:

A view was expressed that this Article could be more appropriately located as ¢ new
Article XI before the present Article orn Acceptance.
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APPENDIX G

Keynote Address by Dr Gunnar Saetersdal

FISHERIES RESEARCH AND FISHERIES MANAGEMENT, ‘
HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVES AND SOME CURRENT CHALLENGES

I am very honoured indeed to have been given the opportunity of addressing this
distinguished audience. With its world wide participation of fishing nations COFI is a body
uniquely representative of our fisheries world with all its competence and all its problems.

As befits my present state of life and career I will use this opportunity to take you with me
in tracing some main events in the history of fishery science and fisheries management from the
early times onwards, and then express some views on the present challenges with these perspectives
in mind. My hope would be that this exercise might contribute to the background for your
important discussions of current problems of management at this session of COFI.

I have worked in programmes of fishery research and management in many important
fishing regions around the world, but my most comprehensive experience is from the Northeast
Atlantic and much of what I say will draw on that experience.

A few years back when the report of the Brundtland Commission "OUR COMMON
FUTURE" had been submitted and was studied and reviewed at various levels, I was asked from
a source in one of our Ministries back home whether any of the programmes of FAO’s Department
of Fisheries were relevant to the Report’s central concept of sustained development or sustained
resource use. The answer was of course very simple and easy: there are hardly any of the
programmes of the Department that are not relevant to the concept.

To regulate fisheries so that the resources are maintained and will give sustained yields is,
as we all know, a central issue in our fisheries world and it is an issue that has been in the focus
of interest of several generations now of fishermen, fisheries administrators and fisheries scientists.
This of course does not mean that the related problems have been dealt with and solved, a correct
representation is, I think, to say that the problems have been struggled with over a great span of
time. Important advances have beén made in our knowledge and understanding and we have
progressively been addressing new and more complex issues related to that apparently simple
objective: sustained resource usage. And we will no doubt continue to do so for a long time into
the future.

Perhaps the best illustration of the early concern for sustainable resource use is the creation
in the first years of this century, of the International Council for the Exploration of the Sea, ICES,
in the Northeast Atlantic. This region, bordered by seafaring nations became the cradle for the
early stages of modern fisheries and consequently also for fisheries science and fisheries
management. The history of fisheries of that region therefore describes many of the problems
encountered and the advances made at that time and later in the growing world fisheries.

I would like to dwell a few moments on the concerns for the resources and for the fisheries
which about one hundred years ago led to the creation of this international organization for
cooperation in marine science and fisheries.
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One of the causes of concern was a decline in the yields of the great northern cod fisheries
off the coast of North Norway. Fluctuations in the catches from this centuries old fishery were well
known, but the decline which occurred towards the end of the last century was drastic, on a scale
similar to that which has taken place in the cod fisheries in the Northwest Atlantic recently. The
absence of the fish caused great suffering, even famine among the coastal population which
depended entirely on fishing for their living, so the grounds for concern were substantial and real.

In a digression I would like to remark that natural resource fluctuations, of which this was
an example since the cod stock was at that time only lightly fished with passive gear, is a
phenomenon which still greatly complicates both fisheries research and fisheries management in
many areas. Among other things it is often difficult to distinguish between the effects on a resource
of the fishery itself and of unfavourable environmental factors. And a rate of exploitation which
is safe and sustainable with a favourable environment, can lead to overexploitation of a stock which
is under environmental stress. This problem of resource fluctuations has thus been with us and has
caused concern since the early start of modern fisheries.

Turning back again to those early years, the other main issue causing concern for the future
of the fisheries was related to the growing trawl fishery in the North Sea where large amounts of
undersized and immature fish were taken as by-catch. What effect would this in the long term have
on the productiveness of the stocks? Or as it was put more generally in the objectives of the first
programme of international cooperation: to determine whether or how far variations in the available
stock were caused by the operations of man and if so what measures of restrictions and protection
should be applied. With these questions the search was on for a model for the exploitation of fish
stocks. Nearly half the century actually passed before the scientists had developed such models.
This slow advance is not so surprising, the sea is wide and deep and hides its secrets well.

The scientist’s early understanding of the reactions of fish stocks to exploitation was helped
by a gigantic fishing experiment created by the greatly reduced fishing in the North Sea during the
First World War. When fisheries were resumed after the war, the stocks had changed,
demonstrating that reduced fishing effort would result in higher catch rates and larger fish.
Together with the development of methods to age the fish, this experience encouraged the search
for a general theoretical basis for quantifying fishery effects and estimating potential yields.

One stage towards this goal was attained already in the 1930s and it is worth noting because
it still has relevance to many of the worlds fisheries today although it may seem a rather plain
statement. This is the "Great law of fishing" formulated by the UK scientist Michael Graham which
states that unlimited fisheries becomes unprofitable: "Because of increased fishing effort resulting
from improved efficiency and addition of capital, industrial fisheries will, if left to themselves move
in a self-defeating process towards a marginal state”. This represents a version of the tragedy of
the commons, or more generally the problem of open access.

So already in the 1930s the need for regulations of the fisheries was clearly recognized in
the Northeast Atlantic. Fishery scientists made great advances in the next decades and with the
presentation of Beverton and Holt’s exploitation model around the middle of the century, we can
say that fishery science was in principle available as a workable tool for a science-management
system.

But science, although of basic importance, forms only one part of a successful system of
fishery regulations, the other part being the human political side. And as in so many other aspects
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of international relationships, the road towards workable systems in international fisheries was long
and tortuous. And we are of course still not at the end of that road.

Tracing then this political side we find that the first international fisheries convention was
agreed in the Northeast Atlantic in 1937. This convention dealt only with mesh sizes and size limits
for fish. Another world war intervened allowing the stocks in the area to recover and in an effort
to make the best possible use of this, the United Kingdom called an "Overfishing Conference” in
London in 1946 and proposed a convention which in addition to mesh sizes and size limits of fish
included restrictions on fleet capacity. Quota- or fleet capacity regulations were, however, too
radical tools for international management at that time and the 1946 Convention for the Northeast
Atlantic Fisheries and its "Permanent Commission" was severely limited by lack of power. In 1962
a new convention with wider powers was agreed with the Northeast Atlantic Fishery Commission,
NEAFC replacing the Permanent Commission.

With NEAFC we enter the last phase of the open-access regime in this region, perhaps the
most frustrating period in European fisheries history. The European fishing nations now had a well
established and fully recognized science-management system through ICES, NEAFC and the
national fisheries administrations, an apparently effective set of tools. Still the fishing pressure was
allowed to increase excessively in this period so that eventually a majority of the stocks were
diagriosed as overfished and iwo large pelagic stocks depleted. Much the same experience can be
recorded from open access commissions in other areas such as ICNAF in the Northwest Atlantic
and later, ICSEAF in the Southeast Atlantic and it seems fair to claim that these regional coastal
conventions in general failed in their main objectives of safeguarding the resources and ensuring
a sustained development of their use.

Since regional fisheries commissions still have some actuality and represent a model which
is under consideration for management systems in open access high seas areas, it is of interest to
examine why the performance of those old coastal area commissions was generally speaking so
disappointing.

The main problem appears to have been that the advice was not acted upon at all or only
half-heartedly, with recommended TACs and fishing seasons expanded by the responsible
managers. There may at times have been lack of trust on the part of the managers in the advice,
but based on my personal experience of work in NEAFC over its last five-year period of life it was
evident that the many countries concerned were unable to act in unison for a common long-term
benefit against short-term individual interests. One reason for this sad lack of performance may be
sought in the working procedures of the commissions. The procedures for adopting regulations of
the fisheries which would safeguard the stocks were not sufficiently separated from those of
allocating quotas and fishing rights among the participants, resulting in compromise solutions which
caused increased pressure on the resources. This may perhaps be a point worth noting in the
creation of new regional conventions for the high seas.

The main experience I have drawn on up till now has largely been from the early and
intensively fished waters of the Northeast Atlantic and we have followed main events up to the
advent of the LOS regime. For considering that we need a global approach.

From about 1950 onwards world fisheries entered a phase which can be termed a second
revolution of industrial fisheries. Total global catches expanded steadily and very rapidly from some
20 mill tons in 1950 to about 65 mill tons in 1970. This was achieved by technological advances
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in equipment and vessels and through large-scale expansions in the fleets of old and new fishing
nations some of which developed a worldwide operation.

When referring to the spectacular revolution of world fisheries in the second half of this
century, FAQ’s contribution must be recorded. Through field programmes, creation of regional
fisheries organizations, development of global information systems, support of fishery science,
technology and training just to sketch some of the activities, the Organization had a profound
influence on the development of world fisheries. The full history of that role has yet to be written.

But the 1970s came to appear as a bleaker period after two decades of rapid expansion, We
have heard of the failure of the NEAFC to safeguard the stocks in the Northeast Atlantic where
fishing nations saw the collapse of several large stocks of small pelagics in the late 1960s. South
African and Namibian sardines collapsed at about the same time and the Peruvian anchovy in
1971/72. This last event stopped the growth of total world catch and it even declined for some
years. Thus during the early 1970s the state of the fisheries both from a global point of view as
well as from that of important fishing regions gave cause for concern. Improved management was
seen as an urgent need and the open access status appeared as the main obstacle to better
management. It was expected that the Extended Fisheries Jurisdiction for coastal states under the
LOS Convention would solve or at least alleviate that problem.

The other main expectation to the extended coastal state jurisdiction was a redistribution of
wealth in favour of the coastal countries and especially a more equitable distribution in favour of
those in developing regions. This latter was in part related to the effects which the new regime was
expected to have on the fisheries by long distant fleets from developed fishing nations off the coasts
of developing nations which amounted to some five million tons of annual catch.

To what extent were the expectations to the LOS regime then fulfilled? There is a wide and
varied experience of this and to give a comprehensive reply to that question is beyond the scope
of this brief address. But I will offer some general comments and look at a few selected highly
fished areas.

Addressing first briefly the question of a more equitable distribution of resource wealth
between developed and developing states, we can record a significant increase in the share of
developing countries catches from the sea in the late 1970s and during the 1980s, from less than
40% to more than 50%. It seems likely that this at least partly must be related to the extended
coastal jurisdiction. Catches by long-distance fleets off developing regions remained largely
unchanged for a long period, but now with some benefits accruing to the coastal nations concerned
in the form of licence fees and other payments. These are, however, modest compared to the total
gains that may be obtained from a full national use of the resources and we must assume that this
latter is the long-term objective of most coastal nations. Several new fishing nations did in fact
emerge in the developing regions after the establishment of the new regime and we are likely to
see new additions to these, especially with the declines in recent years in the activities of distant
water fleets in coastal areas. The expectations to a more equitable sharing of the resources under
the 1.OS regime seem thus at least partly to have been fulfilled.

Now, as regards the consequences for fisheries management there can be no doubt that the
LOS regime in general represented a watershed. Responsibility for the conservation of the coastal
shelf resources, more than 80% of the total, now came to rest with the coastal nations, more clearly
identifiable parties than a fishery convention. Some problems of international nature still remained
in many coastal fishing areas, notably the conservation and allocation of shared stocks. But the
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institutional arrangements were now simpler with fewer participants often forming bilateral
commissions. Allocation of shared stocks among neighbouring coastal states became a new
problem, but this was fairly easily resolved when properly attended to, such as in the Northeast
Atlantic. The LOS Conventions provisions for the highly migratory species and the straddling
stocks have proved less practicable and useful. The international community is trying to find
solutions to the problems of high seas fisheries and my further comments will not include these
types of resources.

An important advance of the LOS Convention was also that it set out generally accepted
standards and objectives for the exploitation of fishery resources, but still left coastal states a fair
degree of freedom to pursue national objectives in their fisheries policies.

Did these improvements then result in better management and improved state of the
resources? The answer is for some stocks and regions yes, but not perhaps to the extent expected.

Under the new regime the world marine catch has increased with another 24 million tonnes
up to the end of the 1980s. It cannot of course be argued that this came from improved
management, but this rate of growth would on the other hand hardly be expected under a
worldwide state of mismanaged fisheries. But this recent growth no doubt brought us closer to a
full utilization of the worlds fishery resources as perhaps is indicated by the stagnation of the world
catch figures in recent years.

The stock histories from some specific highly fished areas for the period of the shift of
regimes in the 1970s and 1980s may prove of interest for evaluating the effect of the new regime.
In the Northeast Atlantic the legacy from the commission regime included several depleted stocks
of smalil pelagics, among them the largest, the North Sea- and the Atlanto-Skandian herrings. After
the establishment of the EEZs, total fishing bans and other radical regulation measures were
introduced and enforced, and all of the main stocks have recovered their former state. A few of
the demersal stocks in this area have also responded to reduced rates of exploitation and protection
of juveniles, but for others the managers did not succeed in reducing the fishing pressure and the
stocks remain at low productive levels.

In another intensively fished area, the Northwest Atlantic, the coastal states, especially
Canada started the era of the EEZ regime by setting much improved standards for resource
conservation and with the best intentions of preserving and rebuilding the stocks. The fact that the
stocks instead entered a period of substantial decline is not easily explained in terms of fishery
effects, although the problem of control and surveillance of the fishery on the straddling stocks may
have played a part. Possible effects of adverse trends in the climate in these high northern grounds
causing natural stock fluctuations such as are well known for West Greenland, may have
contributed to the decline.

Lastly, I would like to mention one region where the new regime recently brought about
greatly improved management with resulting stock recoveries, the Southeast Atlantic. Until 1990
the rich shelf off Namibia was under open access and fished by an international fleet. The fishing
nations concerned attempted to manage the fisheries and conserve the stocks through an open
commission, ICSEAF. The work of this commission was, however, not more successful than that
of other similar bodies and it left a legacy of depleted demersal stocks. Upon declaring an EEZ
after independence in 1990, Namibia introduced effective regulation measures for the fisheries and
can now record rapidly recovering demersal stocks.
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This is of course only a fragmentary analysis of the performance of fisheries management
under extended coastal state jurisdiction. But I believe it demonstrates that the state of open access
was indeed a main obstacle to rational management and that management can succeed under the
new improved conditions. But why is the overfishing problem then still with us?

Before trying to answer that question it may be useful to attempt to assess roughly the
present dimension of that problem, or in other words the state of world fisheries today.

Several of the documents submitted to this meeting of COFI dealing with this subject paint
a rather bleak picture of the present state of world fisheries management pointing to a proliferation
of unprofitable fisheries and overexploited stocks.

When reviewing these documents I found that it would perhaps have been useful if a clearer
distinction had been made between the biological state of the resources and the economic state of
the fisheries. In drawing the conclusions in the documents, economic considerations seems to have
weighed heavily for the analysts, especially in order to draw attention to the many cases of excess
fleet capacity in world fisheries. But unprofitable primary sectors cannot always be equated with
depleted stocks. It is, I think within the prerogatives of governments to formulate policies and set
the objectives for their national fisheries as long as the resources are maintained at productive
levels. Such objectives many be varied and include goals which represent obstacles to a high
profitability of the primary sector such as, for example, social allocation of resource wealth and
increased employment opportunities.

In the context of biological, social and economical objectives of fisheries, it is of interest
to note that the body which provides advice on fishery management recently changed its policy with
regard to the formulation of the advice. The norm is now that managers are presented with a
number of options for regulation measures together with their consequences among which they can
choose. Recommendations for specific regulations are only submitted for stocks which are
diagnosed as outside safe biological limits. The issue of safeguarding the stocks is thus to some
extent separated from economic and social objectives of fisheries.

I believe then that with a purely biologically based assessment of world fishery resources
there would not be a proliferation of stocks which had to be given this diagnosis of "outside safe
biological limits". Still we cannot fail to record that there are a number of cases of stocks in poor
condition in various fishing regions, presumably caused by excessive fishing and other management
failures and these of course represent a biological and economical waste. So overfishing is still a
problem which is need of our attention.

There are certain to be a number of different causes for the managément failures some of
which may be sought in the economical and political fields. Among those the failure to make proper
use of a science advisory system may have contributed to the failures in recent times.

The traditional exploitation models treat fish stocks as single self-contained units. With low -
fishing pressure this was a workable model and may still be so for many resources, but as we reach
full utilization of resources in more and more regions, the interrelationships between resource units
often appear to become a critical issue. Fisheries may disturb the balance between stocks, in some
cases simply because we reduce or remove their main source of food. An example of an
interrelationship which through research has recently reached the management level is the fisheries
for cod and other demersal fish and for their main prey species, capelin and herring in the North
Atlantic. When allocating quotas for the fisheries for capelin and herring in this region, the
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managers now set aside special annual quotas of these species for the cod and haddock at levels of
their estimated predation needs.

The failure to take into account such stock interrelationships and added to that, the
incomplete understanding of the impact on the stocks of changes in the physical and biological
environment may have represented an important obstacle to effective management in this recent
period when resources are being fully utilized. A rate of exploitations which is safe and will
preserve a stock under favourable or normal environmental conditions, may prove to be too high
if the resources come under environmental pressure. Also changes of ecosystem components other
than those induced by fishing may be important. In the Northwest Atlantic the present situation of
unexploited seal populations and relatively high fishing pressures on the cod stocks is new and may
not be sustainable. Another example of a similar questionable case is whether the high fur seal
stocks on the Namibian coast may represent an ecological obstacle to the recovery of the Namibian
pilchard stock.

Ecosystem management which takes stock interrelationships and environmental impacts into
account is a concept which has been under development over a period of time. There are, as I have
mentioned, recent examples of encouraging advances, but the full generation of the knowledge and
insights which must form the basis for its application requires very substantial research efforts.
Some of the problems may be insolvable because of the complexity of the problem or because
research costs would be prohibitive, such as long-term prediction of stock fluctuations caused by
environmental changes, disruptions as in the El Nifio of the Peru Current or climate shifts as in the
northern cod stocks. But even in such cases improved monitoring of early recruitment and of
biological stock parameters may provide a basis for adjustment of the fishing pressure to the new
ecological conditions.

If these developments in marine and fisheries science are encouraged, we can look forward
to more comprehensive advice on the biological basis for fisheries management in the future, It
would thus seem that ecological considerations must form a cornerstone in the new code of conduct
to characterize better fisheries management, to be developed under the concept responsible fishing.

But these deeper insights into the fish resources and their environment cannot be obtained
for free. There is a need for substantial support of fisheries investigations and this kind of research
is unfortunately not cheap. The secrets of the sea cannot be revealed behind a desk ashore, the
scientist must be there, on the research vessel at sea to observe and record. But I believe on the
other hand, it is often the case that the costs of research in fisheries make out a much smaller
proportion of the total value of the industry than research costs in other industries and similar
sectors, an argument which may perhaps soften a minister of finance.

The need for increased support of fishery and other marine research is worldwide and the
challenges to the scientist in the developing regions is at least as great as to those in the developed
fishing nations. Examples are the special conditions in tropical waters and the complex problems
in the rich, but unstable upwelling systems of the Peru, California, Canary and Benguela currents.
Many developing fishing nations have made great efforts to build up effective administrations in
support of fishery management, but there is, as shown by a recent investigation, a need for further
support of these efforts by the international community. With more than 40 years’ experience of
technical assistance in fisheries, FAQ’s Department of Fisheries is in a central position to take on
major responsibilities and functions in a period of renewed international support of fishery research.
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I hope that with this brief review of main events in the histories of fishery science and
fisheries management I have been able to demonstrate that sustained resource utilization has been
upheld as an overall objective throughout. Substantial achievements towards this goal have been
made even in the revolutionary period of technological innovations and expansion of world fisheries
which we have experienced over the last 40 years.

As we now seem to approach a state of full resource utilization and a period of consolidation
of world fisheries, we find that we are still burdened with traditional overfishing problems in some
areas and we confront new challenges to rational management in the need to take account of stock
interrelationships and environmental effects.

You have a number of important problems concerning the state of world fisheries on your
agenda for this 20th session of COFI. I hope you will give special attention to the main issues
which I have touched on here. Your deliberations and conclusions are important and can affect
further developments in these fields in significant ways.
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