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L. The Third Annual Mecting of the Fisheries Commission ol NAFO was called to order by the Chairman, Mr.
J. B. P. Farncll (EEC), at 1445 hrs 8 September in the Lord Nelson Hotel, Halifax, Nova Scotia,with
the presence of rupresentatives from all Commission members excepr Romania, Bulgaria, Faroe lslands and
lceland,  (Sece Appendix [)

2. Under Agenda Trem 2, Rapporteur, Elizabeth Mundell (Canada) was appointed Rapporteur.

J. Under Agenda Trem 3, Adoption of Agenda, the ISSR delegate commented that ltem 18 of the Provisional
Apenda circulated in NAFO Circular Letter 81/56 dealing with minimum mesh size for groundtish in the
Repulatory Area, should refer to repulated groundfish, not all groundfish, The Chairman agreed that
that was a correct interpretation. The Chairman also proposcd to add under Administration a new ftem,
number 9A, Mlcction of Officers. That was agreed. (See Appendix 11)

4. Under Agenda ftem 4, Admission ol _Observers, the Chairman suggested that the Commission should adopt
the same procedure regarding the Admission of Obscrvers as that adopted by the Cencral Council carvlier
that day. He then welcomed as Observers representatives from Spain, the USA and Korea.

5. Under Agenda ltem 5, Publicity, it was agreed that the usual practice be followed whereby the Chairmen
of the Fisheries Commisslon, the Ceneral Council and the Scicntific Council, together with the Exccutive
Secretary, would agree upon a Press Release for issuance at the close of the Meeling.

it was noted that that Report was subject again to final approval because the word "last" had been
inserted in the first line of the minutes relating to [tem 29(b). The Report of the Sccond Special
Meeting FC Doc 81/1V/4 Revised was approved without comment.

6. Under Agenda Item 6, Final Approval of the Reporl of the Second Annual Mecting, FC Doc 80/IX/16 Reviscd,

7. Under Agenda trem 7, Approval of the Report of the Third Special Meeting, FC Doc 81/V1/7, the Spanish
Represcentative intervened to protest the Resolution 1/81 passed at that Mecting and requested that it
be withdrawn. The Spanish Representative then delivered a statement on that question, which he re-
quested be circulated to all delegations as a NAKO document (FC Doc. 81/1X/13). As there were no turther
comments the Report of the Third Special Meeting, including the text of Resolution 1/81, was adopred
as recorded in FC Doc 81/VI/T.

8. Under Agenda [tem 8, Review of Commission Membership, it was noted that there had been no change in the
Commission Membership since the last meeting of the Fisheries Commission.

9. Under Agenda ltem 9, Review of Rules of Procedure, a discussion took place under Item Y(a) of the
Proposal to replace rule 4.1 so that a Draft Provisional Agenda would be sent 100 days before the date
fixed for the opening of the meecing. Recalling the earlier debate on this question in the General
Council, the Chaigmag suggested that the Proposal be amended to read 90 rather than 100 days. The
bxcecutive Secretary noted that it was not uncommon to have mecvtings of the Fisheries Commission
within 90 days and that therefore insufficient time would be allowed for circulation of a Draft Provi-
sional Agenda. At the suggestion of the Chairman, it was agreed to adopt the present text amended to
read 90 days, and Lo discuss later, if necessary, the question of establishing Rules of Procedurc re-
lating to emergency meetings. (See Appendix [11)

Lo. Undec Agenda Terem 9(b), it was_agreed that there would be no change in the status and privileges of
Observers in the Fisheries Commission.

ratified.

12, At the suggestion of the Chairman, ft was agrecd that Ageada Ltems 1Y, 12, 13, 14 and 15 wvould be
considered by STACTIC. It was agreed Ffurther that STACTIC would convene at 0900 hrs Wednesday, 9
September, to clect a Chafrman and begin discussion of these Agenda ltems.

13, Under Agenda Lltem L6(a), Management Measures lor l'ish Stocks in the Regulatory Arca, Cod in Div. IM,

ke d Bl

the Chairman called first for a report by the Chairman of STACFIS, Dr. C. M. Winters (Canada). Dr.

Winters noted cthat the assessment of cod in Division 3M had been provided at the Special Meeting of
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March 1981 and since then no new data had become available on which to base any new advice. lle there-
forv proposed that assessment of that stock be deferred until early 1982. The Delegate of Canada
suggested that the Fisheries Commission attempt to take a decision in the context of the scientific
advice currently avallable. He noted that it was always possible to have another meeting to study that
stock Lf the scientlfic advice were to change significantly. He further noted that even if a declsion
could not be made for the whole of 1982, it was at least necessary to make a decision for the first
half of that year. The Delegate of the EEC suggested that any radical change in the scientific advice
on thls stock would be unlikely. He therefore stated that the Fisheries Commission should proceed to
plan a long term management strategy on the basis of existing advice. The Delegate of Cuba agreed

with Canada in that the Commlssion should be prepared to discuss that stock at another meeting if the
scientific advice were to change dramatically. Following a short break, the Delegate of Canada
acknowledged that it would probably be necessary to be pragmatic and realistic concerning 3M cod. He
noted that that gtock had already been discussed at length at previous meetings, and added that although
{ishing mortality of Fg,] level would allow for a TAC of 5,000 M.T., this would undoubtedly prove un-
acceptable to Commission members. On the contrary, ke went on, it would probably be impossible to set
a 3M cod TAC at a level lower than approximately 12,000 M.T. He therefore formally proposed that the
1982 TAC for 3M cod remain close to the 1981 level and further that the TAC stay at that level until
the biomass reached half the level required for the long term sustainable catch at Fpay or, in other
words, until the biomass of 3M cod approximately doubled in size. He cited in making that proposal

the dccislon taken by the Fisheries Commission in its Second Special Meeting concerning cod in Division
3NO. The Delegate ol Canada then specified that the 3M cod TAC should be set at 12,405 M.T. and that
members should retain the allocations of 1981, with 50 M.T. for Others.

The Delegate of the EEC expressed his support of the general approach proposed by Canada, including
the proposal to have a long-term management plan for Div. 3M cod as for cod in Div. 3NO. In his
opinion, however, scientific advice should be taken more seriously; consequently he proposed that a
lower TAC should be established, and that allocations be reduced for all members on a pro rata basis.

AL that point in the debate, the Chairman reminded the members that the Faroese Delegation had not yet
arrvived and that it would be unwise to continue discussion much further on a stock in which the Faroese
Delegation had such a considerable interest. Before discussion on that item closed, however, there
were a few brief interventions. The Delegate of Norway supported the Canadian proposal, and, alluding
to Norway's particular requircments for allocations from that stock discussed at previous meetings,

he also supported the proposal to make the same allocations to members as in 198l. The Delegate of
Portugal expressed his support for the statements made by Canada and Norway. The Delegate of Poland
supported the Canadian proposal. The Observer from Spain sought clarification as to whether the
Canadian proposal involved a spucial reservation lor Spain or whether Spain's allocation would tall
into the Others category. The Chairman responded that the subject under discussion at that point was
TAC"s, not allocations, but that the proposed TAC of 12,405 M.T. would be allotted among Parties to

thee NAFO Convencion and there would therefore not be a special reservation for Spain. The Observer
trom Spain requesced assurances that the question of allocations would be discussed later. The Chairman
satisfied Spain on this point. Tt was then agreed to defer further discussion of the item until thc
arrival of the Farocse Delegation.

Under Agenda Frem 1o(b), Redfish in Div. 3M, the Chairman of STACIIS stated that the scientilic advice

was Lo retain a TAC for Ul stock of 20,000 M.T. That was agreed withoul comment.

Under Agenda Teem J6(ce), American plaice in Div. 3M, the Chairman of STACFIS, pointed out that that
was mainly a by-catch stock, that no new scientific data were available and recommended that the TAC
should remain at 2000 M.T. That was agreed without comment.

Under Agenda Teem 17, Management Measures for fish stocks overlapping national fishing limits, the
belegate of Canada made a procedural suggestion that those stocks be the subject of informal multi-
ateral consultations with the Canadian Delegation before being discussed in the Fisheries Commission.
The Chafrman concurred in that suggestion,

Under Apenda ltem 18, Minimum mesh size for groundfish in the Regulatory Arca, the Chairman cited
the documentary references on that suybject, as listed in the Agenda, and drew from those references
Lthe conclusion that the scientific evidence was too incomplete to permit advice on this problem. The

Delegate of Cuba suggested that the Scientific Council be asked to clarify this issuc. 1he Chairman
replicd that it was unlikely that the Scientific Council could consider this problem dufhﬂ;]tﬁ current
session.  The Chairman of STACFLS proposed that the Scientific Council try, during its current session,
to identifly the precise deficiency of the data hase and to have the results of that study available

for the June 1982 meeting. The Chairman propoesed that discussion of that itom be postponed until the
next anpual weeting. The Delegate of Canada elaborated on the reasons for the inclusion of that item

iv the Agenda of the annual meeting. He pointed out that Canada had, as of July 1, L1981, introduccd
regulations requiring a miaimum mesh size of 130 mm, ivrespective of material, within the Canadian zone.
Canada had thevetore thought that NAFO might wish to adopt a similar regulacion in order to e¢nsure

consistency of conservation efforts on both sides of the 200 mile limit. He also pointed out that
ditferent mesh size regulations would have practical implications. Canada would not press the issue,
however, if other members did not share her concern about the practicial difficultics.
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The Delegate of the USSR stated that Soviet selectivity studies had shown that there was no scientific
hasis for the Canadian regquirement of a 130 wm minimum mesh size in the Canadian zone and that a
Gimilar repulation should not be introduced in the Regulatory Area.  He offered to make the results

gl 1 he Soviet ctudies available to the Selencitic Councll,

The Delegate ol Cuba sympathized with the Canadian approach but cxpressed his concern about the ccono-
mic Lr{u‘}ic(m_jons of this measure for the Cuban flect. He therclore supported the position of the USSK.
He also thought that SCR Doe 81/1%/87 should be given full consideration during that same gession

by the Scientific Council and that no decision on the matter should be taken before that,

The belepate of the EEC stated that the Togical procedure would be to let the Scientific Council von-
sider the question, and then refer it to STACTIC.

After some further discussion, the Chairman instructed STACTIC to add ltem 18 to its agenda, in order
to cstablioh whether that issue needed to be discussed further in the Scientific Council or the
Commission.

Undey Agenda Ttem 19, Review ol the Tnternational Scientific Observer Program, (FC Doc 80/1X/16, Revised,
Section 14, pages 2 and 3), it was noted that nada had volunteercd to prescnt a4 report on that program
but that that report was not yet available. 1t was therefore agrecd to defer discussion on that jrem.

Under Agenda Ltem 20, Conservation and Enforcement Measurcs for NAFO, it was noted that certain enforce-
ment measures had been adopted and were set oul in FC Doc 81/1X/8. ‘The Chairmin directed the
iLtontion ot the wembers to Part Hhy Sects A ol the latter Document, which indicated that Delinitions

ol Gear were (o be added at o baters date. He informed the members that the delinitions were to be
tound i SCH Doc BI/1X/20 and that the combination of this Document and FC Doc 81/1X/8 would
provide aovcomplete (ext oo that subject. The Executive Secretary added that propress toward
thee translation ol thewe scientoiic deflinitions anto repulattons was not complele and that another

meeting of the Worl ing Group on that problem would be necessary.  The Chairman replied that he hoped
e Working troup would be able to mect on Wednesday, 9 Seprember,  The Excoutlive Sceretary would try
and convene Uhe meecing.

The Chairman then suggested that the Fisheries Commission recess until the following day in order 1o
AlTow STACTIC to begin ils deliberations. L was_agreed that intergovernmental consultations on over-
Japping stocks would bhepgin at LI00 hrs September 9.

The Fisheries Commission recessed at 1700 hrs of September B and reconvencd at 1530 hrs Wednesday,
Y September 981,

The Heeting began with turther consideration of Agenda ltem 16(a), Hanagement Measures for fish stocks

in the Regulatory Arca, Cod in biv, 3M. The Chairman initiated discussion by summarizing the two
proposals neerning that ock: A Canadian proposal to fix a TAC of 12,405 M.T. with atlocations to

NALO members remaining at the 1981 tevel, and an EEC proposal for a lower TAC reflecting the scicentilic
advice, with pro rata reductions of allocations to NAFO meuwbers.

Mie Delegate of the EEC commented first on the item, expressing his request that the TAC for cod in
biv. 3M be brought more into line with the screntific advice. He added, however, that after further
consideration he would bhe willing to supporr the Canadian proposal. He qualificd rhat support by
confirming that the proposed TAC of 12,405 M.T. should be clearly understood as a maximum figore which,
depending on the scientiric advice, could be reduced in future. The Delegate of the EEC thercupon
withdrew his proposal of the previous day. Following a request by the Delegate of the Faroe lslands

for a reiteration of the Canadian proposal, cthe Observer from Spain asked whether the current discussion
related to the TAC for cod in Div. 3M or tu allocations of that stock. The Chairman clarified that

the Canadian proposal involved both the TAC and allocations and cxpressed his underscanding that it
made no allowance for a special rescrvation for Spain. The Delegate of Canada confirmed the withdrawal
ol the special rescervation tor Spain.  He alseo expressed his support for the ¢ vicw that the TAC of
12,405 M.T. was very much a maximum figure which would remain in ctficcr until there was a signilicant
change in the scientific advice on the stock.

The Delepate of Japan intervened to express his anxiety about the atmosphere in NAFO which secmed to
have assumed a rather confrontational nature with wember countrics on the one hamd versus non—member
countrics on the other. e added that the proposed reduction in the TAC JTor cod in Div. M was in the
order of 300 M.T., a tiny amount which would have little effect on the stock one way or the other. He
asked whether LU would not be possible to work tuward a more conciliatory atmosphere.

The Chairman respoonded that the Japanese point was well taken, that it was nccessary to operate in NAFO
within a political as well us a biological coviroament. The Delegate of Canada addressced himsetl to
the Japanese statement by affirming that the Canadian proposal was by no means Cintended to provoke
conlrontation., He pointed out that the 1982 allocations to members were to remain at 1981 levels

and that non-wmembers could always join NAFO and receive allocations. He noted that Spain, tor instance,
was not willing to join NAFQ or to abide by its regulations. ‘The Canadian proposal, he added, was
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dedicated ro the necessity of conscrvation efforts and to the principle of cquitable treatment for all

members .,

The Chairman then stated that the most important .ssue for the Fisheries Commission was not the ques-
Elbh_13“1;;&: 300 M.T. of cod in Div. 3M but the fact that the proposed TAC for that stock was 12,405
M.T. cven though the scientific advice clearly supggested a much lower TAC, around 5,000 M.T. The
Obscrver from Spain noted the inconsistency of the NAFO position, which admitted observers but ignored
the interests of those observers. The Chairman countered that on the contrary NAFO had been careful
for the past three years to recognize the interests of Spain by fixing a special reservation for that
country.

The Delepate of the EEC vxpressed the view that a consensus seemcd to be emerging in support of the
proposcd TAC tor cod in Div. 3M. He added that the discussions would naturally be reopened if any new
members were to joln NAFO and that the NAFO Convention provided for such an eventuality. The Observer

from Spain asserted that NAFO did indeed seem to be cngaged In 8 confrontation in that certain accusation

agalnst Spain had resulted in withdrawal of its s»oecial reservation.

Upon a request from the Chairman for more direct srogress toward a decision on the item, the Delepate
of 115¢J@u15ij§)fng§'ﬁih forward his view that the Canadian proposal was the only politically viable
solution to that delicate question. Regarding the special rescrvation for Spain, the Delegate of the
Faroe Tslands hoped that Spain would join NAFO and thus eliminate the problem.  Thus the Canadian
proposal was adopted.

Under Agenda Ltem 16(b), Redfish in Div. 3M, the Chairman invited proposals on allocations of that
stock, a TAC of 20,000 M.T. having been agrecd to the previous day. The Delegate of the EEC proposed
that the allocations be basced on the 1981 allocaticns. That was apreed.

Under Agenda Ttem 16(c), American plaice in Div. 3M, it was agrecd that the already agrecd TAC of

2,000 M.T. should be distributed on the basis of the 1981 allocations.

Under Agenda Lltem 17, Management Measures for fish stocks overlapping national fishing limits, the
Chairman cited the FC Working Paper 81/1X/8 which represented the outcome of the intergovernmeatal
consultations that morning on overlapping stocks. He invited the Delegate of Canada to introduce the
paper

Since noue of the information Lo the paper was new to any of the Delegations, the Delegare of Cunada
vreiterated only briefly cach of the proposals for the various stocks. The Chairman suggested that
the allocation proposal be considered stock by stock and invited comments or alternate proposals.

On Agenda brem L7(a), Cod in Div. 3NO, che Obscrver from Spain indicated that he had the same comment
to make as he had made before on 3M cod, that is, that Spain had hoped for a special rescrvation.
There were no other comments on the Canadian proposal for the stock, and It was therefore agreed.

Under Agenda ltem 17(b), Redfish in Div. 3LN, the Delegate of the EEC expressed his disappolntment

that the Canadian proposal had not been revisced on the basis of the discussion on that stock during the
intergovernmental cousultations in which the EEC had requested a quota of 350 tons. He therefore
repeated hls proposal which he stressed was carcfully calculated to increase the EEC allocation of that
stock within the agreed TAC with a minimal effect on other Contracting Parties. The proposed alloca-
tions were as follows: Canada 9850 tons, Cuba 2200 tons, EEC 350 tons, USSR 10,750 tons, GDR 850 tons,
Portugal 850 tons, Other 150 tons.

The Delegate ot the USSR protested strongly against the EEC proposal. The Delegate of Cuba also
indicated his 1ndhillty to support the proposal on the grounds that it would be dangerous to introduce
into the Flsheries Commission the principles underltying the EEC proposal.  The Delepate of the FEEC
replicd that his proposal was based on the degree of parcicipation by the FEC in the tlghvry in the
recent past.  Between 1973 and 1976, he went on, the EEC participatton had amounted to 1.417 of the

TAC Tor  (he stock and the actual  FEC request derived from this figure.  The request was justificd

I the fact that a study of che participation of certain other parties revealed that their shares of
the TAC were much greater than thelr catches as a proportion of the total TAC. 1In addition the EEC
proposal was so modest that agreement to it would constitute no hardshlp for the other partics aficcted
while it would at the same time provide an adequate basis for re-vntry into the Vishery next year by
the FEEC fishermen.  There was then further discussion on the princlple of proportionate participation
and thie absolute effects of lower TACs by the Delegates of the USSR and the ERC. As no general agree-
ment seemed fortheoming, the Chairman postponed further discussion on the item.

Under Agenda Tvem 17(c), American plaice in Div. 3LNO, the Canadian proposal was agreed.




30,

38.

The Observer lrom Spain requested confirmat ion that the Cansdian propusals had, with only 1wo

Under Agendi Ltem 17(d), Yellowtail flounder in biv. SLNG, che Dedegate of the ERC expressed disappoint-
metl that its allocarion ol 430 .T. was rather less than the applivation of the 1981 proportion: would
provide glven the I(ncrease in the TAC for that stock. He therefore proposed an allocation of 440 M.'l‘:
The Delegate of Canada acknowledged that an frercase fn the TAC should result in increascs in allocation:
to lioni,rm:Ling Partdes but denicd that the nereases should fonvariably Le proecisely on a pro orata basis.
He described tie Canadian @ishery on that stock as a major one, on which Canadian communitics were

highly dependent and which had been severcly restrained in past vears.  He claimed that Canadian
Cishermen were entitbed Lo bencefit more than others by the improvement in the condition of the stock.

He stated that the increasced Canadian allocation of 22,470 tons would still coustrain Canadian [isher—
men, while an allocation o 430 tons would not constrain EEC fishermen.

The Delegate of the EEC responded that EFC fishermen had also wmade sacrifices to protect vellowtail
tlounder in division 3LNU.  The Delepates of the EEC and Canada then discussed o preater detail the
deprec to which their respective fisheries of that stock had becen constrained.  The consideration of
that stock closed without o decision with the statement by the Delepate of Canada that the 30 ton
increase in the FEC allocation over that of 1981 was sufficient to satisfy the principle that increases
in allocations should follow an iucrease ia the TAC.  Discassion on (he  btem was then postponed.

Under Apenda Trem L/(¢), Witeh Ploundex in Di NO, the Canadian proposal was agreced.

Under Agenda trem L7(f), Capelin in Div, 3LNO, the Delepate of the USSR cited the provisiuvnal report
ol the sclenriffe Council of June 1981 (pp. 29-30) and proposcd (hat a tinal decision on that stock

be deferred to early 19820 The Chairman asscerted that a decision should be taken now on the basiy of
existing scientific advice and aldded that any decision could alwavs be recoonstdered if the scientific
advice changed sipniticancly. The Delegate of the

USSR conflrmed that he was at this stage neither
requesling a Special Meeting on Capelin in Div. SLND nor sugpesting that fortheoming scientific advice
vould be much changed from the existving advice. e simply wished to have recorded the possibilivy
that the decision on that stock might have to be reconsiderved Later.  Fuarther discuossion tol lowed on
the timing of mecting. of the Fishoerios Commission, the Scicatilic Council and Special Meetings.  The
Canadian proposal on capelin in divisions 3LNO was then agreed on the anderstanding that discussion
an fature meetiops ol the Fisheries Comwission would contioue under another agenda ivtewm,

Undue Agenda Tremw F7(y), Squid (/1)

#) in Subarcas 344, the Ubserver Trom Spain made the sdme comment

on Uit stock proposal as on the proposals Tor cod in divisions M oand 3NO.  He stated his inability
to apree with the denial ol the Spanish interests in these three stocks and his wisie to have this on
cevord. Cthe Chasrman reminded the participavts of che chanpe in the distribution of Lhe quotas tor

Sguid OO0 ee) i Subarcas WA and noted that the amomt ol 2,250 tons formeriy rescerved for Spain was
to be sharced by Canada and the FEC The Delegate of the FEEC pointed out that some contusion mipht

result from the abnence of tigures against Conada and the C.o That did not signity that those two

porticn had no allocations but only that the exact sharing arrangement was to he determined later by
Canada and che EEC. Ie proposed a footnote samilar to the statement setting out that arrangement in
G Doe H5O/1X/ Vo, paragraph 30¢0) . The Delegate or €
supgested that the Delegations of Canada and the

anadia concarred with the ddea of a footnote, but

0 consult on the language of the footnote and pre-
sent G Larer to the Fisheries Commission for approval. Vit was agreced and the proposed allocation
v adopted subject to final sectlement of the drafcing point raisced.

The Cholman thea observed that alternate proposals remained on only two stocks - Redbish in Dive 31N
and Yellowtail flounder in Div. 3INO.  He proposed that the Commission resume discussion on those two
outstanding stocks at a later stage o the mecting.

seeptions
bueen accepted.  On recedving that conrirmation, he delivered a statemeat (FC Doc 8L/LE/12) . The
Chairman  thanked the Ubserver trom Spain for the statement and expressed his approval of the Spanish

nteation Lo restrice the fishing etfort of the Spanish flect in the area outside the 200-mile bimic.

Due to the latencss ot the hour, the Commissivu recessed and the Mecting recovened at 1100 birs
Thursday, 10 Scprember 1981,

Followling a suggestion by the Chairman, it was apreed 1o make a4 formal request Lo the Execut jve
Seeretary to arrange that, in lTaturce, the mectings of Standing Committees and Working CGroups take
place in advance of meetings ol the Fisherics Commission, In that way, the reporc, ol these Comuittees
and Groups would be availuble 1or tmmediate consideration by the Fishoeries Commisnion and unnecessary
delays in Lts work would be avoided.

Leowan agrecd to consider the report of STACTIC, on Agenda Ttews L oto 15 and 18 on Friday, Sceptember
e,

Under Agenda Ttem 19, Review ol the Tnternational Scicntific Observer Program, the Delegate of Canada

stated that a written report would not be provided and instead a bricf review ol the Program was put
lorward.  Desplte an cxecllent bepinuning in 1980 with 7 aprccements and 218 observer days in the
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JULed more prompt 1y o L Fxecative Seeretary.

oder Agend o frem 12, Fishing Vessel Repistration, the Fisherics Commission in accordance with the
LA reconmendat fon requentod that the bxecutive Secretary isaue as sooun as the data would be

it Lab e o updated List ot vessels registered to Fishoin the Kegulatory Arca.

pder Apenda Ltem L3, Entorcoment in Division 3, the Fisheries Comanission noted tie STACTIC conclusion
i bad Leen made in expanding enforcement activity in Division 3M, the burden of

e shooed cquitably in the past. The Delepate of Norway stated that he envisaged
unde rtooi

that, althoush progr

culforcement bad not

coiic practioal probfems for Norway in the cuforcement scheme proposed in FC Doe 81/1X/10.  He
to cansult with Canada to sec whether those difticulcics could be resolved satistactorit, . The Delogate ol

Lipan poloted vut that, conorary to the STACTHC report,  Japan would be anabibe 1o send o patrol
vesnel Lo biviston 3M In 19820 Lt was then agraed chat the jooposal contafned ta FC bov 81/1%/L0
desoerved further scudy and thiat carl Contracting Parcy would subndt to the Executlve Scoictary betore

the end ot VU8 Jre specitic plans for enlfurcenont_activity in Divisfon 3M for 1982,

vuld pro-

Uider Avenda brem 14, Inspectors! ¢ EBxecutive S ary

vide ddentity cards in the

dnder Apendas Ttem FTE Mininum e Siee for Croandlish in the Regolatory Avea, it was noted that it liid
nat been possibie to achicve a conscensus in STACTIC because of the lack of advice trom the Scientific

Cowncd boon that matter. 3
cocutrtee advive would Tikely Lo avallable,



H1.

"y,

Two more items taken leom the STACTIC Report were Lhen discussed: Review of STACTIC Forms and Procedure
for Communicating with non-Members of NAFO.  Under the first item, Review of STACTIC Forms, the

I'TC should be held
Lo advance

crivs Commisslion_dapreed with the recommendation that a one diy session of N

of the next mecting ol the Fisherles Commission to review that item and others.

Communicating with non-Members ol NAFO, it wa discussed whether
such comunivation, of fnspection resulty for instance, should be sent dirvect to the nou-member con-
corned or sent to the Excoutive Seerctary.  The Delegare of Canada argued in favour of sending the

Under the second item, Proceduoe Lor

intormation Lo the Dxecutive Sceretacy.  The Chatrman noted that there scemed to be apreement chat

intarmat ion should be sent to the Fxecutive bSecretary bul no consensas as o what the Sceretary - ould

do with sach ontowmation, LU was

Under Agenda Teem 20, Conscrvation and Enforcement Measures, it was noted that the Working Group on
: agrevd the Morking Group would provide fi :
Lo the next annual mccting of the Fisheries Commission.

the subject had beceuw unable Lo mecet. Lt

Under Apenda Ttens, U and 17, concerning Fish s Ao the Regulators Arca and Stocks overlapping
nattonal fishong Himicts, the Commission agrecd on a table showing TAC and quotas For LIR2Z. (e

Appendiz V). Onoa proposal trom tne Delegate of Capada i1 was agreed to record that the footnote

concerning cod in Division M should read as follows:

lhe TAC Wil not be inerveased beyvond 12,409 MOT until

the Scivatilic Council advises that the age 3 plas mean
bionass has reached a level approximotely cqual to one
hall the mean age 3 plus equilibrium biomass associated
with tisning at Fpax and assuming lony term average re-
cruitment levets "

O sqaid (o0 few) i Subacreas § o plus 4y the Delegate of the FEC stated chat he and the Delepate of

Canada had agreed on the relevant footnote appended Lo the Cab 1. (See Appendix V). He wished to have
recorded, however, the BEC view that the allocations of squid between Canada and thre FlC should be
shiared In o manner te obe determined by the Tarties so as not to exceed the dilference between the TAC
and the total  or ocher altocaticns.  The Delegate ol Canada expressed the view that the concept ol

shaviag and joint determinacion would not be appropriate in the circuwstances and that 1t would be
sulbicient to =ay that cach ol the two Partics should Jimit its allucation so that the combined total
vill not excerd the difference between the total of the other allocations and the TAC.

Unde o Agenda Teens 20, Time and P lace ol Next Meeting, it was agreed that the next annual mecting would
Lo held in Halitaz Septemwber TH-1/, 1982 and that meetiogs of STACTIC and Working Groups

would be scheduled for September T4 io advance oi the Fisheries comnission wecting.

Ax o there was no turther basiness, the Third Annual Meceting of the Fisheries Conmission adjourncd at
1150 heso, L Septewnber 1981, The press statewent i= at Appendix V.
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br. A. W. May, Assistant Deputy Minister, Atlantic Fisherivs Service, Fisheries and
Ocvans, 240 Sparks Street, Ottawa, Ontario KIA OE6

CANADA

Head of Delepation: Dr. A. W. May
(sce address above)

General Counclhl

Mr. B. Applebaum, Dircctor, International Fisheries Relations Branch, Dept. of
Fishertes and Oceans, 240 Sparks Street, Ottawa, Ont.

br. A. W. May (Sec address above)

Mr., L. S. Varsons, Director General, Atlantic Operations, Dept. ol Fisheries and
Oceans, 240 Sparks St., Ottawa, Ont.

Fisheries Commission

Dr. A. W. May (Sce address ahove)
Dr. W. M. Murphy, President,Mersey Seafoods Ltd., P. 0. Box 1290, Liverpool, N. S.
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Dr. W. C. Doubleday, Fisherics Research Branch, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans,
244 Sparks St., Ottawa, Ount.

Pr. R. G. Halliday, Marine Fish Division, BIO, P. 0. Box 1006, Dartmoucth, N. S.

Mr. A. T. Pinhorn, Rescarch and Resource Services, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans,
P. 0. Box 5667, St. John's, Nfld.

Mr. R. Wells, Research and Resource Services, Dept. of Fisherics and Oceans,
P. 0. Box 5667, St. John's, Nfld.

Advisvrs

Mr. S. A. Akenhead, Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Centre, P. 0.Box 5667, St. John's,
Newtoundland
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Ottawd, Untario

Mr. T. Amaratunga, lonvertebrates Div., Fisheries and Oceans, P. 0. Box 550, Halifax,
Nova Scotia

Mr. P, (. Amiro, Fisheries and Oceans, P. 0. Box 550, Halitax, Nova Scotia

Mr. J. . Anderson, Flaheries and Occans, P G0 Box 5667, St dobin s, Newlowndland
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Se. John's, Newlound Laad

Mr. S. W. Barctlett, Fisheries and Oceans, 240 Sparks St., Ottawa, Ontario

Mr. J. S. Beckett, Yisheries Research Branch, Fisheries and Oceans, 240 Sparks Sc.,
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Mr. A. Best, President, Independent Fish Producers Assoctation, Box 9, Southern
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Mr. A. R. Billard, lxccutive Dircctor, Eastern Fishermen's Federation, P. 0. Box
384, Stn "M, Halifax, N. S.

Mr. D. R. Bolllvar, Manager, I'lect Strateygy, National Sea Products, P. 0. Box 2130,
flalifax, N. S.

Mr. C. A. Borstad, Scakem Oceanopraphy, 204% Mills Road, Sidney, British Columbia

Mc. P. F. Brodie, Marine licology Lab, BIO, P. 0. Box 1006, Dartmouth, N. S.
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Mi. D. M. Brown, Intergovernmental Affairs Analyset, Ground Floor, Confederation Bldg.,
St Johin's, Newtoundland

Mr. A. Canphell, Dircctor General, international Dircctorate, Fisheries and Oceans,
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Mr. L. ©.. balley, Fisheries and Oceans, PO Box 5667, st. John's, Newfoundland
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ML B G Dawe, Fisheries and Oceans, Box hob7, st John's, Newfoundlund

Me. K. Drinkwater, MEL, Blo, I'. 0. Box 1006, Dartmouth, Nova Scotia

Mi M. . Dunbar, lnstitute of Occanography, MeGill University, 3620 University Ave.,
Montreald, Guebec

Mr. E. B Dunie, Divector Genceral, Newtoundland Region, Fisheries and Oceans, PooUO.
Box 9u67, St. John's, Newloundland

Mr. H. K. Gdel, Fisheries and Oceans, Marine Scivnces and Tnformation, 240 Sparks St.,
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Mr. P. Fonlaine, Divectour Far lnterim, birceetion de ta Recherche Scientifique et
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Rie Finstein, Ste. Fou, tucbee

Mr. 0. A, Cagne, Marvine Fien bive, BIO, PO 0. Box 1000, bartmouth, N. S.

J. Gagnon, bata Quality and Products Scction, MEDS, Fisheries and Oceans, 240 Sparks St..,
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Ms. C. AL Gavaris, Fisherieo and Oceans, ' 00 Box 5667, St.Johin's, Newtoundland
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Mi. FL B Dhee, AJchic D Meng BLO, P 00 Box 1006, Dartmouth, Nova scotia
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Mr. C. L. Jdones, tuota Manapement Coordinator, Fisheries and Oceans, P. 0. Box 550,
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Mr. J. K. Keeley, Marine Favivonmental Data Serviee, 240 Sparks St., Ottawa, Oulario
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Dept. Fisheries, Box /%1 St John s, Newlouadland
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Mr. C. Lilly, NAFC, Flolerics and Occans, Box 56b7, St. John's, Newfoundland

Mo, AL AL l.bnyﬂ\r(l, Dircotor, Marine Resoucces, N.S. Dept. of Fisheries, Box 2223,
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Pro C. o Ho Winters, Rescarch and Resource Scrvices, Fishertes and Oceans, P 0. Box
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Ministerio de la Industria Pesquera

Fasenada de Potes Y Atares
Habana, Cuba

General Council

Dr. J. A. Varea (Sce address above)
Capt. N. Gomez, c/o Pickford & Black, P. 0. Box 1117, Halifax, N. S.
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Advisers
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teneral Councl]

Mr. M. Leigh (See address above)
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Mr. M. LebBolloch, Chet do uarticr des Atfarres Maritimes, B8 L2060 F=9/7500 Saint
Piloerre, St. Pierce er Mivue lon
Mr. AL Pipnat Ui, Tralran babaasey Y Slater s
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l]_lﬁ»l(}l»/\_@{ DEHOC BATHC KE 1'7lll£_J_]_l:
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General Counvil

M. KoPlapeomaan (See address above)
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l”[_k"‘llrvl'[_l’l
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JAPAN
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Fistiery Division
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(cont'd)
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Advisers
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J=7-1 Kasumagancki, viivoda=Ku, Tokvo, Japan o

Mr. V. timto, Nippon Suisan kaisho, Halofas 0fflee, toth Floor, Toronto Dominion
Bauk Bldg., [79) Barviupton Si., Halitax, N. 5.
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Heid ol Belepation:  Mr.o H. Kasmussoen
Director-General
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»
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Internations] Cooperation Dept.
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J1=420 Szewccin, Poland
Ceneral Council
M. W, Kalinowski (See address abovi)
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Mr.o Wo Polaczek, Trade Commissioncrs Ol lice of Poland, 4501 Ave du Musce, Montreal, Que.
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Head of Delepation: Mr. J. Miranda Mendes, Ditector General
Dircecao Geral do Desenvolvimento o
Coordenacao das l'escas, Secretaria da
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Mr. J. Miranda Mendes (Seo address above)
Mr. 1. G. Boavida (Scv address above)
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Mr. b. Sabourenkov, Ministry of Fisheries, 12 Kozhdestvensky Boul., Moscow K-45,
L0304, USSR
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e, V. Znamensky, Mluistiy of Fisherles, 12 Qozhdestvensky Boul., Moscow K-49,
10304, USSR
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Mr. M. Ii. Lee, Korean Embassy, 151 Slater Streer, Ottawa, Oncario
Mr. N. W. Park, Korean tmbassy, L51 Slater bStreet, Burnside Bldg., Suite 608,

Ortawa, Ontario

SPALN

Mr. AL Collado, First Scoretiary, Embassy ot Spain, 350 Sparks St., Rm. 802, Ottawa, Ont.

Mr. K. Detipuel, Subsceeretaria de Pesca, Ruiz de Alarcon 1, Madrid, Spain

Lo, M. €. Larraneta, Iostituto Investigaciones Pesqueras, Muclle de Bouzas, Vigo, Spaiu

Dr. E. €. Lopes=Veiga, S. Cooperative de Armadoves de Pesca del Puerto de Vigo (ARVD),
Apartado 1078, Vige Pentevedra, spain

fe. Jo Ll Beseguer, Subseeretarta de Pesca, Ruiz de Alarcon 1, Madrid, Spain

Mr. . Prac, Dirccetor vencral de Kelactones Pesqueras Internacionales, Dirccceion
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App. [ (cont'd)
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UNTTLD 3IATES OF AMERICA

ML L. b chambe i, Avlaotic Lovironmental Group, National Mavine Fisheries Scrvice,
RE /A Narragausctl, RELUSA 02b62

M. Do S, Cresting, Hallonal Marine Fisheries Service, 14 Dlm Street, Federal Bldg.,
Gloncester, Mass., Usa 01930

M. M. PLoYahayv, BOAA, NMES, Sandy Hook Marine Lab, dliphlands, NoTo UsA 07716

Mr. . Jd. Grabam, Fiooacrtes Rescacch baboratory, West Boothbay ilacbour, Matne, USA 049579

by, MooD. Grosslein, Sorthwest Fisheries Conter, National Marine Fisheries Scrvice,

Voods Hole, Mau:n ., TSN Uo s

Mro Ro oML Hayes, 0.5.0.60 Oceanographie Ynic, Bldy. 1591, Navy Yard Annex, Washington,
DG, USa 2059

Ms.o AL MO T Lange, dational Marine Pisheries Service, Northeast Fisheries Center,
Woods Hole, Mass.. USA 00047

Mr. Do G0 Mountaln, Northooast Fisher fes Centre, Woods Hole, Mass., USA 02543

Moo AL Restonydeo, OFFice of Internal lonal Frsherics AV faits, NOA/NMES/P-1A2,
PI00 Whitehaven Street W, Washington, D.C.,  USA 20235

Mr. M. Sisscnwine, Deputye Chicef, Resource Assessmoent Div,, Northeast Fisheries Center,
Wouds Hole, s, Ush 00040

Mr. B Stevenson, Maine Depo. of Marvioe Kesources, West Boothibay Harbour, Malove,
Uusa 04571

Mo Voo Anthony, Nertheast Fisheries Center, NMES, Woods Hole, Mass., USA 025473

Mro vl Waring, Nationadl Marine Fisherics, Northeast Fisheries Center, Woods Hole,
Mass ., UsAa 029543

SECHETARLAT

Capt. o Coln tardoso, Faevative Soecrctary, NAFO

Mr. Vo Mo Hodder, Assislant Hxecative Seercetary, HAFO

Meo Wo e Champion, Adminisorative Assistant, NAFO
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Mrs . B. Cruikshank, Senior Secrcetary, NANO

Mrooao ML Moulton, Senior Statistical Clerk, NAFO
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Lo Perry, Statistical Clerk, NALO
1

i

ey

Martin, Statistical Clerk, NAFO
L Bullen, Data Processing Clerk, NAFO

SEURITARIAT ASHESTANCE,

Moo b troulx, International Divectorate, Fisherice and Oceans, 8th Floor Wesit,
240 Spavks L., OULnwn

ntario
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Gl o Precedure Lot Fisherics Coms s bon

Sotice ol cdwendaent o Role 4

URDER OF BUSTNESS

Kule 4

4.1 Acdralt provisonal eenda dor cach anncal o special mecet iug o) che Fisheries Comission,
or anv of it subeddiary bodies, shall Le prepared by the hxecutive Seervetary, in accordance
with dnstractions frow the Chaimman, or thee Chairman of the yelevant subsidiary hody, and
boeodisparehed b the biecattue Seeretary tooal b Contracting Fartivs, their reprosentatives,
and Davited alcoorvers, noe Tess than 90 days betore the date fixed for the opening ol the
e L.

4.2 oprovicoonad apenda tor cach annual urospeciat meering of the Fishweries Comnission, ov any
ol B subee o wodes s bl T b prepaared by the Execulive Scectetary, in accordance with
the o tovetions Trom Lhe Chacrman, o the Chairman of the relevant subsidriars Body ) taking,
THlo secoant any  cupesbions or comments received Totlowing deistribution of the dratte pro-
vicdonal apenda, o Lo dispatched by the Fxecalive Sccretary o all Contracoong Patlicos,
thett represontative oo and iavited obnervers, not less than ol days befoare the date 1ixed
For the opoeedng of the meeting.

4.1 Excopl o provid i paragraph 4040 no arder of basiness shall be the sabject ol o decison,
untless the oboje ot mtter has been ioeladed in thie provisions ! apenda and lained inoa
e randam,  clhrcularod bothe Exeout ive Secoretacy 1o all the vepresentatives ol the members,
topether with the corvesponding provisional agenda.

4.0 Fhe Frsherton conms tou, by wmajority of the voten ol ali weibers present and casting

abtiviative op nepgative votes, may Ltahe decigionn invotving amendment of these Rules ol
Procedive, provided that no o vote shall be tiken untess there s a quorun of al least

(wo-
theivds o the menber .
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Report ot the

Stamding Comiitted on Interiational fiﬁ\’r‘n_lAr.«\rl_A CACTI)

1. The cord sanuad Mecting ol the Standinge Commitlee on Tnternational

Control (VTACTE 7w copencd v toe Chabrman ot Finhorices Commiseron, Mr.

Froroe Tl Delepatoas trom lanan, BEEC, USSE, Caba, Portagal o and Canada were
i cnent

o Flectron o! ML 5. Parsons (Cinnnda) was elected

Chiad ran .,

i, ‘\«lnlil o o ’I\S‘.}.‘ malits T Provisoonad Apendn wors amended by adding,

Lwo ttea caferred to AT by the Fisherivs Commisston, with respeet Lo bnspector

Pdentite Cards and Soooman Mesth stzae tor cpulated spectes ol groundtish o the

Ropulatoey Arca. Chppendr 1)

4. Appointment ol Rapporcear.  Mro Ro Pricr was appointed as Rapporteur.
. Review o) Annuaad Return ol Intris wents, o Tl Chairman stated that the
Lrccutive Secretary had dnrormed hiwm that the anouad returns were incomplete. He

tequested the dedepates present to indicate vhen the ceuttve Secerctary could expect

tleein veturns. The Coban belegate stated tney would sobmitc their returns on
September 9rhe The cnbic Belepate eated ey Bad aleeads submitted theio retorns
Lo 1U80 and ave now prepared to o submit o a report oon Tyst. 1o was aprecd that these

returns would be summayized o document o be issuced b Chie Seeretariat. STACTIC
noted that there appeared to be cosiderab e delave o Lhe submisston ol the required
intorvoation amd draws Lo e Comnlssion’'s attention the necd tor more timely sub-
tiosion to the NAFO Sccorctariat by Contracting Parties ol returng on inspections and
tntringenents and dispositron of infringements .

[ Review _4_)__11 SEAUTTC Poris . The Chadrman deferred the diseassion o) this
Ptem pending clavitication Trom the hxcoulive Secretary .

Areas The

Kepgulator

7. Review of Repivtration ot Ve

hing in

Chairman scated the Exccutive Secrctacy hod apparent iy received, to date, intormation
onlv bvom Canada. The Chadrman veterred to Che minntes of the Tast Annual Mecting
toowhich Canada and Portugal had indicared they would apdate their submioa o, . M
Portupuese delepaie sarcd this inlornation was on il wav (0 the EXxeeul e Seoretary .
Lt owas agrecd that the Scecrvetariat be coquestoed to dssue an updated 1ist ol vesscls

reviaterod o bl in i Feglatory Avea.



8. Consideration of Enforcement in Bivision 3M.  The Chairman reviewed the
record of the previous weeting of the Fisherics Conmission in which an expansion

of 3M enforcement by the memburs of NAFO was proposed. At that time, Canada, USSR,
£EC, Cuba and Portugal had indicated a commitment to paviicipate in this proposal
for increased cnforcement in Division 3M.  The Chairman requestued the delegates

to indicate their level of partivipation in 1981 and plans for 1982, ‘The delegate
from the EEC stated that because of exrernal facrors the level of participation by
the EEC {leet in the Northwest Atlantic had been less than originally anticipated
for 1981. Since the Level of participation in the Joint Fnforcement Scheme was
dependent on the level of fishing activity in the NAFO arca by the LEC, there would
be nou participation in 1981 by the EEC. lle was hopeful that the EEC would be able
to participate in 1982 but could not make a tirm comuitment at this time. The
dedegate trom Cuba indicated that Cuba had met her commitment in 981, A Cabau
inspector accompanied a Canadian patrol vessel which patrolled in the NAFO Regulactory
Area. The delegate from Canada stated chat Canada had planned to provide 90 sca
days in Divisiouw M in 198L. During the period January 1 to August 31, Canada has
patrolled fn 3M for 38 davs.  Due to other commitments the sea days allocvated to

3M had to be reduced.  However Canada bad provided 71 hours of air surveillance in
3M and cavried out 49 inspections ol Toreign Uishing vessels ot which 18 were in
apparent violation of NAFO regulations. The Portuguese delepate stated they were
ready Lo carry oul joint inspections in 981 but have not carricd out anv to-datce.
However, thuey hope to do so in the near future. In 1982 they intend to carry on
this activity throughout the year. The USSR delegate stated that in 1981 wwo

Soviet patrol vesscls have been engaged In joint entorcewent in the NAFO Regulatory

Area. One vessel, the ZERBACAN, had been oo patrol from Foloraary 1/ to May 31

for 104 days. During this period the ZURBACAN conducted 27 inspections (14 Spanish,
Y Portupucse, 2 Cuban, 2 lapanese).  In addltion 10 Soviet vessels were inspected.
A second vessel, the UMBRINA commenced her patvol on June 2 and will remain in the
NAFO Regulatory Arca until Uctober. To-date the UMBRINA has conducted 29 foreign
inspections (173 spanish, 13 Portuguese, 3 Cavadian) and in addicion 7 Soviet. The
USSR delegate indicated hat 5 Spanish vessels boarded did not allow inspections
below decks and that a joint Canada/USSR inspection conducted on oue Spanish vessel
on August 22 bl notod appearent Il e bnpemen s el e b and Yo kaeep ng . I
1982 the USSR will send two patrol vesscls to conduct inspections in Division IM.
The USSR delegate cealtirmed that on February 16, 1981 the USSR had submictted its

report on infringements and vessel registration for 1980.

19 - App. LV (C%H:d)
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The Chairman requested that the delegate from Canada present the Canadian

proposal contained in NAFO/FC Doc. BL/1X/10. The Canadian delepate stated that

the proposal was that each Contracting Party provide an enforcement capability in
proportion to its allocation in bivision 3M. Tor every 100 M.T. of allocation it was
suggested that cach Contracting Party commit 1 patrol day. The Chairman asked dele-

gates for comment on the Canadian proposal. The delepate from USSR stated the USSR

could support the Canadian proposal. The delegate from the FEC indicated that

although it was an interesting proposal, they could not support it because the scale
is based on allocations, and catches do not necessarily equate to allocations. He
further indicated that, in his view, the proposal was too rigid and that a more
flexible approach is required. He stated that a wide range of factors determine the
ability of a nation to partlicipate in the enforcement scheme. The Chairman summarized
the comments and suggestoed that the proposal be discussed further at a subsequent
mecting.

9. Inspector ldentity Cards. The Chaloman stated that the Executive
Secretary had requested cach Contracting Party to estimate the number of ldentity
Curds that it would ruquire. Replies had been received from all Contracting Partics
except three. [t was agreed that the Executive Secretary be requested to provide
these [dentity Cards in the quantities requested.

Lo. Minimum Mesh Size for Repulated Species of Croundfish in the Regulatory

Arca.  The Chalrman referred to the Canadian proposal tabled at the September 1980
meeting fn which Canada proposcd a minimuwm mesh size ot L30 mm irrespective of material
in order to ensure consistency with the regulation that had been adopted in the
Canadian zone of jurisdictlon. This proposal had been retervved by the Fisheries
Commission to the Scientific Council for review. ‘To-date the Scientific Council

has not provided any definitive advice on this issue. "The Fisheries Commission had
requested STACTLC to determine whether there is a problem with the adoption of a
common mesh size irrespective of material. The USSR delegate aygreed that therc are
advantages to a common mesh size but the simplest solution would be for Canada to
adopt 120 mm minimum mesh size for its arca of jurisdiction. The USSR delcgate
Indicated that there was no scientific advice to support a uniform minimum mesh

size of L30 mm. He further indicated that all NAFO weasures and regulations should
b based on scientific studies. 1ln addition the adoprion of such a regulation would
create economic problems for USSR vessels.  The delegate from Cuba expressced decp
concern with regard to this proposal. He indicated that more scicentific data

should be gathuered on this subject. e noted that in the redfish fishery (here



-1 - App. LV (Cout'd)

was a greatl escapement of redfish when using 120 mm mesh size and the adoption of
this proposal would not decrease this problem.  In fact, in the case of redfish a
reduction in the mesh size may be appropriate.  The delegate from Canada indicated
that the concerus with respect to redlish had been taken into consideration. The
Cuhan delegate reiterated his concern that more scicentific cvidence is required
before establishlng 130 mn as a unitorm minimum mesh size irrespective of material.
He stated Cuba would also have cconomic concerns with the proposal.  The EEC delegate
stated that the EEC could support the Canadian proposal. The Chairman noted that the
scientific Council had not yet provided firm advice on the uniform minimum mesh size

proposal and that there way not be time at this mecting for the Scientific Council

to provide advice on this issue.  He suggested thatr this item be discussed farther
fn the Fisheries Commission f scientific advice were to be forthcoming before the
end of the Annual Meeting; otherwise, the matter would have to be deferred to the
next Annual Meeting.

The Chalrman advised the delegates he would speak to the Chairman of
the Scicentific Council to ascertain when further advice on the proposal could be
expected.  He then requested views on whether the existence of different regulations
within the Regulatory Arca and the Canadian zone of jurisdiction would pose major
problems.  The EREC delepate stated that it would not be a serious problem since
130 mm is already requirced for EEC vessels fishing West of Greenland.  The Portuguese
delegate  stated he would be interesced to know why Canada increased the mesh size.
The Canadian delegate stated that the preamble of the proposal outlined the Canadian
rationale for increasing the mesh size. Enforcement ofticers and vessel captains
found it next to impossible to determine applicable mesh size due to difficultics
In establishing the material used (n the manufacture of nets. The rationale was

once of practical enforcement. The delesate from the USHR stated that there would

be problems since Soviet fishermen would have Lo usce two trawls; however, USSR

vensels would be able to cope pending further scientific advice.

L. The Chairvman adjourned the meeting at 1810 hours Tuesday, Septcember 8.
L2. The Chairman, Mr. .. S. Parsons, reconvened the STACTIC meeting ac 0925,

10 September. Delegates from Japan, Poland, EEC, USSR, Cuba, Faroes, and Canada
were present.  The Chairman welcomed those members who were not present at the [icst
session and outlined the 3 items which were deferred from the last mecting.  ‘The
three items to be discussed further were:

(a4) Mesh =ize
(b) Enforcement in 3M

(¢) Review ot - VACTLC forms
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3. Minimun Mesh Size for Repulated Species of Groundfish in Regulatory Area.

The Chalrman stated in respect Lo mesh size that he had agreed to meet with the Chair-
man of the Scientific Council to determine if they would be able at this meeting to
provide more definitive advice on the implications of a uniform minimum mesh size.

e had been Informed that the Sciencific Council would be unable to produce a report

at this meeting other than what was reported at the June meeting.

4. Consideration of Enforcement in Division 3M. The Chairman summarized

the discussions on this item at the first session and indicated some progress had

been made on expanding the enforcement activity in 3M not only by individual Contract-
ing Parties but through joint enforcement activities. He briefly reviewed the
actlvity by Contracting Farties in 1Y81 and pointed out that some Contracting Parties
had expressed support for the proposal while others felt it was too rigid and that

a more flexible approach was requived. The Canadian delepate stated Canada would

like to sce an expanded program adopted in Division 3M along the lines indicated in
the proposal, however, Canada was preparcd to conslder alternative means of accomplishing
this. The main point was that the participation of Contracting Parties should bear
some relation to the fishing activity by those Contracting Parties in 3M. He added
that Canada is willing to cooperate with other nations through joint enforcement

in Division 3M. The delegate from Cuba expresscd the view that the paper is a basis

from which to develop an enforcement program and that the proposed formula would be
uscful as a guide to minimum requirements. His delegation would Llike to study the

proposal further, following which Cuba would forward its specific plans to the NAFC

Secretariat. The f@lugatguj!}mlljuly1£>rcj[vra[ud that patrol effort would dcpend on the EEC's
overall Level of fishing activity (o the Convention Arca. He noted that the Canadian
proposal had served as a uscful reminder to all Contracting Parties that thwe burden

of cnforcement has not been equally shared to-date. le agreed with the Cuban delegate
that the delegatious should further consider the proposal and forward to the NAKRO
Secretariat cheir plans for 1982, The Faroes delegate asked the Chairman to review
the caloreement activity fo 3M In 1981, The Chaioman complicd.  The Faroese delegate
further asked whether foreign inspectors could go on Canadian patrol vessels. The
Canadian delegate indicated they welcomed foreign inspectors on Canadian patrol
vessels for training purposes. He added that if Contracting Parties found it diffi-
cult to send patrol vesscls to the Regulatory Area they should consider placing

fnspectors on thelr fishing vessels. 1f this was done then the NAFO Secrerariat

must he informed that the designated fishing vessels would he carrying inspectors,,
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The Pollsh delegate indicated that they did not have mach fishing activity in 3M but
could support the Canadian proposal. le indicated they intend to send an inspector

on board a lishiog vessel In 1982, The Faroes lelegate stated he was unable to

make any commitments at this time pending further study ol the document. He,
however, expresscd interest in the possibility of sending an dnspector on a Canadian

patrol vesscl. The delegate £

IS

n Japan stated that they would be unable to send an

luspector ta 3M in 1982, The delegate from Canada requested that those Contracting

Partles who intend to send patrol vessels or inspectors to the Regulatory Arca in-
fuorm the NAFO Secrclariat in order that maximum coverage of the Area be made with
the resources available.

In sumnacy, (he Chairman noted propress had been made in ¢xpanding
entorcement activicy in 3M.  There scemed to be general agreement that the burden
of enforcement should be shared equitably, taking into account the level of
tishing activity in the Regulatory Arca by the respective Contracting Parcies. Lt
was generally acknowledged that this task had not been cquitably shared in the
past and that efforets should continue to ensure that the enforcement responsibilities
arc sharced by all Contracting Partics. STACTIC agreed that the proposal contained
in NAKFO FC Doc 8L/LX/10 should be studled fartcher by all Contracting Partices following
the Annual Meeting and that each Contracting larty he requested Lo submit to the
Sceretarviat bhefore the end of 1981 Its specific plans for enforcement activity in
Division 3 in LY8Z.

(N Review ol STACHIC Fory The Chaivman tabled three forms that the

Fisherics Commission had requested be revicwed in light of the revisions to the
Conservation and Untorcement Measures.  These were:

(a)  Aunnual report of dinspections and intringemnents
(b)  Disposition of annual reports ol inspections and infringement:

(¢) Repistration ol vessels

and asked or comments.  After some discussion thoe d

delepate recommended that

the NAFO Scervetariat draft revised forms to be discussed at a S'l'l\("[‘.lC meeting Lo

be held  one day caclicr than the next schoduled Annual Mecting of the Fisheries
Commi, ., lon ol NAIFO. STACTTC aprecd to recommend to the Commizsion that (1) g one-
day session of STACTIC e schedoled to advance of the next scheduled meeting of

the Fisheries Commission to review this and other items; (2) that Contracting Partics
be requested to cxumine the forms and submit any suggestions for revisloan to the
Lxceulive Scaretary before the end of 1981 and (3) that the Exccutive Secretavry

be requested to produce draft revised forms in advance of the mecting sugpested

in (1) and taking into account =such sugpestions fuor revision.

(Cont'd)
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16. The Chairman asked if there was any further business. The Canadian
delegate noted that there was no clear provision within existing NAFO rules for

the communication to non-members of the results of inspections carried out in the
Regulatory Area on vesscels 'of non-members. STACTLC agreed that the Commission

be rvquested to address this issue at its current meeting with a view to clarifying
procedures. One possibility would be to require that the results of such inspections
be forwarded to NAFO Secretariat for transmission to the appropriate authorities of
non-member states.

17.

There being no further business the Chairman thanked the delegates for

their participation and adjourned the wmeeting at 1010.
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Standing Committee on lnternationa I Control (5TACTIC)

Agenda

L. Opening by Chairman of the Fisheries Commission, Mr. J. B. P. Farnell (EEC)

Flection of Chairman

re

3. Adoption of Agenda

4. Appointment of Rapporteur

). Review of Annual Returns of Infringements

b.  Revicw ot STACTIC Forms

7. Review of Repistration of Vessels fisaing in the Regulatory Area
8. Consfderation of bnforcement in Division 3M

Y. lnspector's ldentity Cards

LO.  Minimum Mesh Size
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RORTHWEST ATLANTLC FISHERLES ORGANTZATLON

THIJD ANNUAL MEETING - SEPTEMBER 1981

Press Noticue

1. Ihe dhird Aunual Meeting of the Norchwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization (NAFO) was held at Halifax,
Novit Seutia, Canada, duriog 8-18 September 198}, under the chairmanship of Dr. AL W. May, President
o) NAFU and Head of the Canadian Delegation.  The meetings of the General Council and Fisheries Commtssion
were held 8-11 Sceplember and the mectings of the Scientiflic Council from 8-18 September.

Do Atrending the mectings woere delegates trom the following Contracting Parties:  Canadi, Caba, Huropcean

Feonowic Commund bty (EEC), Faroe lslands, CGerman Democratic Republic, Japan, Norway, Poland, Portugal,
Lhe Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. Observers were present from Spaln, the United States of

Awerica, and Korea.

boooon Lhe basis of scientific advice provided by the Scientific Council from its mecting in June 1981,
apreciient was reached on conservation and management measures in 1982 cegarding total allowable calches
(IAC"s) and allocations Tor certain tish stocks, three of which arce eontirely outside the Canadian 200
mile tishing zone in NAFO Division 3M and six stocks overlapping the 200 wmile fishing zonce in Divisions
S, 3N, and 30 (Table 1) . Allocations were lso made for the 1982 TAC for the short-Timnmed squid
(oo DL oechieoswey In Subarccas, 3 oand 4.

4. The vlection of officers for the next twu-year period was also carcled out. Dr. V. K. Zitanov (USSR)
varo clected Chairman of (he Ceneral Council with M. Leigh (EEC) as Vice-Chalrman., Dr. W. M. Murphy
(Canada) was clected Chalrman ol the Fisherics Commission with Dr. J.A. Varca (Cuba) as Vice=Chairman.

Il September 1981 Office of the NAFO Secrctariat
Dartmouth. Nova Scoria.

nada
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Table 1. Toral allowable catches and quotas (metric tons) for 1982 of particular stocks in Subareas 3 and 4 of the NArO Couvzntlioun Area.

(The values listed include quantities to be taken both inside and outside the 200-mile fisheries zone, where applicable.)

CONTRACTING PARTY coD REDFISH AMERICAN PLAICE YELLOWTAIL WITCH CAPELIN S?%?Z:
M JLN 3M 3LNO 3LNO 3NO 3LNO 3+4
Bulgaria - - 300 - - - - - - 500
Canada 100 5,800 5,500 10,9000 250 54,200 22,470 3,000 30,0003 =
Cuba 480 850 1,550 2,250 - - - - - 2,250
Eurcopean Econocmic Community 2,405 210 1,200 - - 700 430 - - -2
Faroe Islands (Denmark) 2,900 - - - - - - - _
German Democratic Republic - - 850 - - - - - -
Iceland - - - - - - - - -
Japan - 400 - - - - - - 2,250
Norway 1,200 - - - - = - - -
Poland 500 - - - - - - - 1,000
Portugal 3,300 1,100 600 850 250 - - - - 500
Romania - - - - - - - - 500
Union of Soviet 1,270 4,340 10,3530 10,900 1,000 - - 1,950 - 5,000
Socialist Republics
Others 50 700 100 150 500 1900 100 50 - -
TOTAL 12,4057 17,0007 ;;,UUO 25,000 ;,GTQ 55,000 23,000 5,000 30,000 150,005-
Lrma TAC will not be increased bevond 12,205 M.T. until the Scientirfic Council advises thact the age 3+ =mean “iomass has reached a level aporoximarely equal

one-+all the mean age 3+ aguilibrium biormass associated with fishing at Fnax» and assuming long term average recruitment le

vals,
TAC snall not be increased until such time as the Scientific Council reports that age 3+ anuual mean biomass has reached 200,000 metric tons.

Raserved for Canadian fisning in 3L.

‘anv juora listed for squid may be increased bv a transfer from any 'coastal stace' as defined in Article 1, para. 3 of the NAFO Convention,

nrovided that zha TAC for squid 1s noc exceedad. Transiers made to Contrac ; Parties conducting fisheries for squid in the Regulatory
Area shzll 2 raported to the Executive Secrerarv, and the report shall bde d2 as promptly as possible.

The -pening date for the squid (Illex) fishery is L Juiv 1982.

iarz, \llocarcions o0 these

= ro Canada and che ZEC Ze

diffarence betwssa the tozdl

ing Parcies and the TAC.
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