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List of Decisions and Actions by
the General Council
(17th Annual Meeting; 11-15 September 1995)

Substantive issue (propositions/motions)

Decision/Action
{ltem of the Report)

P

1. Participation in NAFO by two
Contracting Parties - Bulgaria &
Romania

2. Membership of the Fisheries Commission

3. Participation in the Second World
Fisheries Congress in Brisbane, Australia,
in 1996

4. Rules of Procedure, New Rule 2.2

5. Clarification of the use of "proxy voting"
at NAFO Meetings

6. Representation of NAFQ in other
International bodies
- NAMMUCO by Norway
- ICES by the NAFO Scientific Council

7. Report of STACFAC at the Meeting:
- New diplomatic demarches to Belize,
Honduras, Sierra Leone, New Zealand
- Intersessional Mecting of STACFAC,
in Brussels, in spring 1996

8. Report of STACFAD at the Meeting:
- Auditors Report
- Accumulated Surplus Account
- Bulgaria's and Romania's uncollectible

debt for 1995
9. Budget for 1996
10. Election of officeré:'
- Chairman and President of NAFO

- Vice-Chairman

11. Meeting dates in 1996-1998

The President of NAFO will contact the
authorities of those countries. The
Depositary, Canada, will communicate to

the countries; item 2.1.

All Contracting Parties, except Bulgaria and
Romania; item 2.2.

NAFO wili be represented by one of the
Contracting Parties participating in the
Congress; item 2.3.

Adopted: "The quorum shall not include the
Contracting Parties which have no right of
casting votes undet the provisions of Arricle
XV19 of the Convention”; item 2.4. '

Agreed on the interpretation by Canada;
item 2.6.

Agreed; item 3.2.
Agreed; item 3.3,

Adopted; item 4.3,

¢ Agreed - signed by the President; item 4.2c).

Agreed.

Adopted; item 5.

Adopted

$75,000 Cdn.

$33,229.56 Cdn to write-off

$996,000 Cdn ; item 5.2¢)
A. V. Rodin (Russia)

R. Dominguez (Cuba); item' 2.7. ~

Agreed; item 5.2f)
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1.7

Report of the General Council Meeting

17th Annual Meeting, 11-15 SeptemBer 1995
Dartmouth, Nova Scotia, Canada

PART 1 -
1. Opening of the Meeting (ltems 1-5 of the Agenda)

The meeting was opened by the Chairman of the General Council, E. Lemche (Denmark
in cespect of the Faroe Islands and Greenland) at 1020 hrs on 12 September 1995.

Representatives of the following thirteen (13) Contracting Parties were present: Canada,
Cuba, Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands and Greenland), Estonia, European
Union (EU), lcetand, Japan, Republic of Korea (Korea), Latvia, Lithuania, Norway,
Poland and Russia, which constitutes the quorum for decision making. Two Contracting
Parties, Bulgaria and Romania, were absent. The total number of registered delegates was
140. (Annex 1) - ; '

In the opening address the Chairman welcomed the participants emphasizing on
substantial issues facing NAFO as an international body and recalled his address from the

~ first NAFO News stating that "NAFO's greatest problem as an organization {(I'm not

talking about the lack of fish) is the vessels from non-Members, who are not respecting
the NAFQ regulatory regime. NAFO's grearest challenge is to find appropriate ways and
means - legal andfor economical - which will effectively reduce this undermining of
NAFQ". The Chairman underlined that the current NAFO Annual Meeting was
destined to set a new milestone in the development of NAFO for the multilateral
cooperation in international waters. He said this task ‘can be accomplished if ‘the
political will is there, and which would require that all Parties would be ready to
reconcile their positions they brought from home to this Meeting. In closing, the
Chairman wished all participants best luck in solving problems -and successful
accomplishments of the tasks of the Meeting.

The Representatives of the European Union and Canada presented their opening
statements to the Meeting. (Annexes 2 and 3)

The meeting appointed the Executive Secretary as Rapporteur.

The Provisional Agenda was adopted without amendment (Annex 4). In addition, the
Chairman introduced the timetable ¢laborated by the Chairmen of NAFO bodies on
Monday noting that the priority would be with the Fisheries Commission business and
all reports of the Standing Committees be finalized for distribution in the pigeon holes
on Thursday, 14 September 1995. This was accepted by the Meeting. *

Under item 4 of the Agzenda, the Chairman welcomed the Observers from the United
States of America and informed the meeting that A. Halldorsson from Iceland represents
NAMMCO as cbserver at the current Meeting.

On behalf of NAMMCO, Mr. Halldossson presented its opening statement to the
Meeting. (Annex 5)
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It was decided that Publicity (item 5) has to.be handled in the traditional way thar no
information shall be released to the public on the meeting proceedings during the current
annual meeting, and a General Council Press Release would be issued at the closing
session on Friday, 15 September

The Press Release was worked out as decided by the Heads of Delegations through the
following procedure: the text was prepared by the Executive Secretary based on
preliminary consultations with the Chairmen of NAFO bodies and then discussed by the
drafting group of representatives of Delegations. The Press Release was adopted by the
Meeting at the closing session on September 15. (Annex 6) -

2. Sﬁpervision and Coordination of the Organizational,
Administrative and Other Internal Affairs -
(ltems 6-11 of the Agenda)

Under item 6, "Review of Membership”, the Chairman noted that membership of the
General Council and the number of Contracting Parties are the same as last year - fifteen
{15) membess of NAFO. He informed the Meeting about his letters sent on behalf of
NAFQ to two Contracting Parties - Bulgaria and Romania -asking for clarification on
future participation and contributions of those members in NAFO business considering

-that there has not been any relations with those members for a number of years

(Romania - 10 years and Bulgaria - 4 years).

This question was referred 0 STACFAD, which recommended that the Chairman and

. other Contracting Parties once again contact both Pasties and, as well, communication

from Canada as Depositary country would be appropnate This was agreed by the
Meeting. :

With regards to the Fisheries Commission membership, the Chairman recalled the
provisions of the Article X111 of the NAFO Convention asking the Contracting Parties
of their intention to participate in the fishery in the Regulatory Area to determine the
membership. There has not been any announcement of non-participation therefore all
present members of NAFO at the Meeting would continue to be members of the
Fisheries Commission through 1996.

' .Item 7, A&mirllistrative Repore (C;C Doc. 95/ l).:wzl_s ref,er-red'to‘STA.(::FAD and then

adopted on presentation by the Committee.

To the subject of the possible financial implication of NAFOlreprefentation at the

Second World Fisheries Congress in Brishane, Australia in 1996, the Meeting decided

on proposal by Canada to nominate any Contracting Party who will artend the Meeting

. through consultations between the Executive Secretary and the Chairmen of the General
- Council and Fisheries Commission. The Executive Secretary will prepare a statement

for the Congress and this statement shall be approved by the Chairmen..

Item 8, Interpretation of the Provisions for "Quorum” in the NAFQ Convention and

Rules of Procedure, was referred to STACFAD. The Chairman explained that there was

during this year some different interpretations of the said provisions while considering
mail vore, and a unified interpretation should be agreed.
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a) STACFAD could not recommend any clear interpretation and suggested onlfy
that any changes should he consistent w1th provisions of Articles V and XIV of
the NAFO Convennon

Note from the Executive Secretary: The following provisions of the said Articles deal
with the quorum and decision making issue: :

Article V

"2. Except where otherwise provided, decisions of the General
Council shall be taken by a majority of the vores of all
Contracting Patties present and casting affirmative or negative
votes, provided that no vote shall be taken unless there is a
quorum of at least two-thirds of the Contracting Parties.

3. The General Council shall adopt, and amend as occasion
may require, rules for the conduct of its meetings and for the
exercise of its functions.

Article X1V

2. Decisions of the Commission shall be taken by a majority
of the votes of all Commission members present and casting
affirmative or negative votes, provided that not vote shall be
taken unless there is a quorum of at least two-thirds of the
Commission members. |

3. The Commission shall adopt, and amend as occasion may
require, rules for the conduct of its meetings and for the
exercise of its functions."

b) The Chairman emphasized on pragmatic interpretation of the provision of
"quorum” in view that the Contracting Parties not entitled to vote should not
be accounted for a quorum. He asked the meeting to adopt such an
interpretation.

The Representatives of Canada and lceland agreed with the Chalrmans
interpretation.

The Representative of the EU pointed out thar Article V of the Convention
provides repulation for the Contracting Parties in which case the two (2)
Contracting Parties in question - Bulgaria and Romania - are still Contracting
Parties.

The Canadian Representative noted that provisions of Article V.3 could be
effectively used for voting procedure, e.g. - the General Council may amend its
rules as occasion may require.

As the result of these discussions, the question has been postponed to the
closing session.
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2.5

2.6

c) At the closing session, the Chairman of the General Council introduced his
proposal for amending the Rules of Procedures of the General Council and
Fisheries Commission (by agreement with the Chairman of the Fisheries
Commission, Mr. H. Koster, EU} along the lines, w read:

Proposal for amendment of the Rules of Procedure:

< Rule 2 Voting - New Rule 2.2 - "The quorum shall not include the
Contracting Parties which have no right of casting votes under the provisions
of Article XV1.9 of the Convention.”

The Representatives of the Euwropean Union and Japan expressed their
teservations toward the possible legal implication of this amendment to the
Rules of Procedure.

d) As the result of ensuing substantive discussions, the Meeting adopted the
proposal based on the compromise suggested by the Canadian Representative
proposing the following:

"The proposal be adopted subject to those with legal reservations returning
within any year with any objections they might have, and the issue will be
revisited at thar time. I any objection presented to this proceeding during the
mail vote, this would be registered ar the next Annual Meeting.

Item 9, Modification of the Rules of Procedure, was referred to STACFAD. The
Chairman clarified that this was his idea for discussion of the item as NAFO Rules of
Procedure do not provide clear interpretation of the mail vote on the subject.

The General Council reviewed the recommendation by STACFAD (Part [1, item 13)
and agreed that provisions of the NAFO Convention, Article V for the General Council
and Arricle X1V for the Fisheries Commission, as well, Rule 4 of the Rules of Procedure
provide legal guidelines based un which a proposal could be adopted by majority of
Contracting Partiesfor members of Fisheries Commission present and casting affirmarive
or negative votes. Consequently, the decisions taken would be legally valid as expression
of the will of majority and therefure, it would not requite any special modification or
amendment of the Rules of Procedure.

Item 10, Clarification of the Use of "Proxy Voting" at NAFQ Meetings, was referred to
STACFAD (GC Working Paper 93/2). The Chairman advised the STACFAD
Chairperson abour "proxy vote” rule for the Scientific Council (Rule 2.3).

At the General Council session, the Chairperson of STACFAD reported that the
Committee could not reach any conclusion.

The Chairman of the General Council recalled the proxy vote practice at ICNAF times
when members of that past Organization would leave proxy vote with the Executive
Secretary indicating their position.
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. The Canadian Representative explained that there are two possible situations for proxy

voting: the first in which a Contracting Party does not attend a NAFO meeting and
gives it proxy vote to another Party in advance of the meeting; and secondly, a
Contracting Party attends the NAFO meting but leaves prior to the conclusion (pérhaps
to catch a flight) and gives its proxy vote to another Party. He noted that proxy voting
does not appear to be consistent with Articles V and XIV of the NAFO Convention.
While neither of the above two situations should be permirted under the Convention,
the first situation was primarily of concern. He underlined that the Canadian delegation
would be satisfied if the Contracting Parties agreed that the first situation is not
acceprable.

The General Council agreed with this suggestion.

Item 11, Election of Officers, was postponed to later sessions. At the closing session on
15 September, the Representative of Russia, A. Rodin, was elected Chairman and the
delegate from Cuba, R. Dominguez, was elected Vice-Chairman for the term of 1996-
1997. '

3. Coordination of External Relations (ftems 12-13 of the Agenda)

" Under item 12, the mecting noted the letter (GF/95-379 of 26 June 1995) dispatched by

the NAFQ Secretariat to the UN Headquarters regarding the large-scale pelagic driftnet
issue. The letter reaffirmed the NAFQ position that large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing
is not presently practiced in the NAFO Convention Area.

For Item 13, NAFO Observership at Other International Bodies, the Chairman noted
the two papers presented to the Meeting - NAFO/GC Doc. 95/3, Report by Norway at
the Fifth North Atlantic Marine Mammal Commission (NAMMCO) Meeting and

© NAFOQ/GC Doc. 95/4, Report by Denmark at the UN Conference on Straddling Stocks

and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks.

At the Request of the Chairman, the representative of Norway reconfirmed its
commitment to continue as NAFO Observer at NAMMCO meetings.

The Chairman stated that Denimark will cease its commitment of NAFO Ohbserver at the
UN Conference as the Conference has accomplished its task.

The Chairman noted the letter from the Vice-Chairman of ICES (L. S. Parsons, Canada)
suggesting closer relations between NAFQ and ICES through mutual observership. The
meeting agreed with the Chairman's proposal to continue and extend relations with
[CES through the NAFO Scientific Council.
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4.1

4.2

4. Fishing Actmty in the Regulatory Area Adverse to the
Ob]ectlves of the NAFO Convention (Items 14-15 of the Agenda)

Under item 14, the Chairman asked the Meeting if the Delegations had any additional
terms of reference for STACFAC discussions. He further explained that there was a
General Council Document 95/2 of the summary of diplomatic communications with
non-Contracting Parties and, in particular, one response, from the United States of
America, was very encouraging and positive. There has been no further discussions on
the understanding that all of the problems to this issue would be discussed at STACFAC.

The STACFAC report was presented to the Meeting by Mr. C. C. Southgate (EU),
Chairman of STACFAC including the following basic information and recommendations
(Part III of this Report):

a) During 1995, there has been a withdrawal of vessels registered in Panama,
Caymen Islands, St. Vincent and Grenadines, Venezuela and the USA, and
continued presence of vessels from Honduras, Belize and Sierra Leone in the
Regulatory Arca. The USA observer noted that the USA Govemment
discourages its vessels from fishing in the Regulatory Area.

However, in general, the non-Contracting Party (NCP) fishing activity still has
been very high. '

" b) The diplomatic contacts and demarches to NCPs dispatched at the 16th Annual

Meeting have had some positive effects (demarches to: Belize, Caymen Islands,
Honduras, Panama, Sierra Leone, St. Vincent and the Grenadines, USA,
Venezuela),

Therefore, this method of discouraging NCP activity should be continued in
combination with other actions discussed at the meeting.

¢)  STACFAC recommended the following measures to the General Council:

to adopt the texts of diplomatic demarches formulated by STACFAC
to Belize, Honduras, Sierra Leone and New Zealand {(new entry to the
NCP vessels in 1995) as presented in Annex 2 of STACFAC Report
(Part I11).

Note (from Executive Secretary):

The demarches were signed by the President of NAFO, Mr. E. Lemche,
on 15 September and delivered to the Canadian delegation, which
agreed to communicate the diplomatic demarches to the NCP's.

. to call in Spring 1996 an intersessional STACFAC Meeting to discuss

outstanding issues as per terms of reference attached in Annex 3 (Part
I).

- to establish conracts with other international organizations, probably
like NASCO, which faces a similar problem of NCP activity.
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The General Council adopted the STACFAC Report and recommendations agreeing on
a proposal by the Representative of the EU that the place of the intersessional meeting
will be in Brussels and the time of the meeting will be figured out through consultations

“among Contracting Parties and Chairman of STACFAC. The NAFO Secretariat will

undertake its usual liaison mission for the subject.

The Chairman of the General Council summarized from STACFAC Report that some
other international regional organizations like NASCO and NEAFC should be invited

- to the intersessional meeting.

5. Finance {Items 16-18 of the Agenda)

The items 16 through 18 were referted to STACFAD for discussion in the Committee
and presentation of the Report to the General Council.

The Chairperson of STACFAD, J. Quintal-McGrath (Canada) presented the Report (see
Part [I) on 14 September and highlighted the following issues:

a) " Under item 16 of the General Council Agenda, New Sharing of Contributions
Among Contracting Parties, the suggestion from Denmark for new calculation
of contributions was considered without any decision or recommendation to the

General Council.

b) Auditors Report transmitted to the Contracting Parties in March 1995 was
recommended for formal adoption.

c) The activity and participation of the NAFO Secretariat in the Pension Society
(Pension plan for NAFO employees) were approved by STACFAD and this was
recommended for adoption by the General Council.

d) The estimated total cost of the Hail System reports would be $7000 in 1995,
which amount is $2000 less than in 1994. This was due o less activity in the
Regulatory Area and more efficient management of the Hail System. The
delegates expressed their concern with costs and hoped to introduce more
effective auromatic computer system.

e) The major budgetary items of the Report were agreed as follows:
. the budget for 1996 to be adopted in the amount of $996,000 Cdn.; ;

the Accumulated Susplus Account be maintained at the level of
$75,000 Cdn,;

The outstanding contributions owing from Romania (1995) and
Bulgaria (1995) be deducted from Accumulated Surplus Account in the
amount of $33,229.56 Cdn. '
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6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

f) Meeting dates for the Annual Meeting (item 19 of the General Council
Apgenda) were recommended as follows in 1996-1998:

1996 - Scientific Council © -04-13 September

- Fisheries Commission - 09-13 September

- General Council - 09-13 September

1997 - Scientific Council - - 10-19 September

. Fisheries Commission - 15-19 September

General Council - 15-19 September

1998 - Scientific Council - 09-18 September

. Fisheries Commission - 14-18 September
General Council - 14-18 September -

The place of 1996 and 1998 meetings will be in the Halifax-Dartmouth area
unless any invitations to host the Annual Meeting would be extended and
accepted by the Contracting Parties. The 1997 Annual Meeting will be held
in St. John's, Canada.

The General Council reviewed the STACFAD Report and adopted the recommendations
as noted in this Report (please see decisions for Agenda items 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 of the
General Council Reportt). The budgetary and financial recommendations of the
STACFAD Report were adopted by the General Council, and the STACFAD Report
was adopted as a whole (Part II). :

6. Closing Procedure
Item "Time and Place of the Next Annual Meeting" was referred to STACFAD.

At the closing session, the Meeting agreed to hold the next Annual Meeting at
Dartmouth, N.S., Canada, through 9-13 September 1996.

There has not been any subject announced for discussion under item of Other Business.

[t was decided to handle the Press Release at the closing session. The Press Release was
adopted by the Meeting (Annex 6).

Acknowledgement by the General Council:

The representative of Japan, Mr. K. Yonezawa, took the floor with announcement that
he realized that the member of the Canadian Delegation, Mr. B. Applebaum, the
Director General of the Intemational Directorate of DFO in Ottawa will be retiring from
his position this year. Mr. Yonezawa recalled many years of distinguished participation
by Mr. Applebaum in the events of ICNAF and NAFO. He praised Mr. Applebaum for
his contributions and diligent work at NAFO

The General Council acknowledged this presentation by acclamation and wished Mr.
Applebaum further success in the furure.

The Chairman thanked all participants, the NAFO Secretariat and organizers of the
Meeting for fruitful work and adjoumned the }7th Annual Meting of NAFO at 1300 hrs
on 15 September 1995, .
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Adoption of Report
The Report of the General Council including proceedings of its Committees - STACFAD and

STACFAC - has been finalized through two (2) circulacions of the drafts to the Heads of
Delegations and, therefore, adopted in accordance with the established procedure.
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Annex 1. List of Participants

CANADA
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Representatives

W. A. Rowat (s;ee address above)

Advisers

.M. Allard, Seaku Fisheries, 650-32nd Ave, 6ch Floor, Lachine, Quebsc HE8T 3K5

C. ]. Allen, Resource Management, Depi. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent St., Cttawa, Ontario K1A 0E6

]- Angel, Canadian Association of Prawn Producers, 15 Dartmouth Rd., Suite 310, Bedford, N.S. B4A 3Xé

B. Applebaum, Director-General, Dept. of Fisheries and QOceans, International Directorate, 200 Kent Street, Ortawa,
Onrario K1A 0Eé

D. B. Atkinson, Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Centre, P. O. Box 5667, St. John's, Newfoundland ALC 5X1

J. S. Beckett, Fisheries Research Br., Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent St., Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0OE6

D. Bevan, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent St., Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6

W. R. Bowering, Northwest Atlanric Fisheries Centre, P. O. Box 5667, St. John's, Newfoundland A1C 5X1

W. B. Brodie, Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Centre, P. 3 Box 5667, St. John's, Newfoundland A1C 5X1

B. Bursey, P. O. Box 8700, St. John's, Newfoundland

A. W. Chester, Marlant HQ, FMO Halifax, Halifax, N. 8. B3IK 2X0

H. Copestake, Governmenr of the Northwest Territories, 219 Argyle St., Suite 510, Ortawa, Ontario K2P 2H4

L. J. Dean, Government of Newfoundland-Labrador, P. O. Box 8700, 5t. John's, Newfoundland A1B 4)6

A. Donohue, Dept. of External Affairs (DFAIT/NEX), Tower A, 8th Floor, Lester B. Pearson Bidg., 125 Sussex Drive,
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S. Dutton, Intergovernmental Affairs Secretariat, Government of Newfoundland and Labrador, P. O, Box 8700, 5t. John's,
Newfoundland A1B 4)6

V. Edgar, Office of the Depury Minister, Depr. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent Street, Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6

D. Elie, Office of the Deputy Minister, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent Street, Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6

D. L. Gill, International Directorate, Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent St., Stn. 1452, Ottawa, Ontaric K1A 0E6

N. Greig, P. O. Box 1058, Kuujjuaq, Quebec JOM 1C0

R. G. Halliday, Marine Fish Div., DFO, BIO, P. C. Box 1006, Dartmouth, N. S. B2Y 4A2

P. A. LaPointe, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 125 Sussex Drive, Ottawa, COntaric K1A 0G2

C. F. MacKinnon, Marine Advisor, Nova Scotia Dept. of Fisheries, P. O. Box 2223, Halifax, N. 8. B3] 3C4

E. McCurdy, cfo FFAW/CAW, P. O. Box 10, St. John's, Newfoundland A1C 5H5
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J. Quintal-McGrath, Internationa! Directorate, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent St., Ottawa, Ontario K1A OE6
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K1A OE6
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R. Steinbock, International Directorate, Dept of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent Street, Stn. 1452, Ottawa, Ontario
K1A OE6

G. B. Stensen, Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Centre, P. O. Bex 5667, St. John's, Newfoundland A1C 5X1

L. Stewart, Communicartions Directorate, Dept. of Fisheries & Oceans, 200 Kent St,, Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6

R. Stitling, SPANS, P. O. Box 991, Dartmouth, N. 8. B2Y 3Z6

L. Strowbridge, Offshore Surveillance, Nfid. Region, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, P.O. Box 5667, St. John's,
Newfoundland A1C 5X1
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G. C. Vernon, 180 Jona Streer, Ottawa, Ontario KiZ 78B4
W. E. Wells, P. O. Box 530, St. John's, Newfoundland A1C 5L1
B. Whelan, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, P. O. Box 5667, St. John's, Newfoundiand A1C 5X1

E. Wiseman, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, International Directorate, 200 Kent Street, Sin. 1452, Ottawa, Ontario
KiA OEé

CUBA

Head of Delegation

]. M. Benjamin, Depury Minisrer of Fisheries, Ministerio de la Industria Pesquera, Batlovento, Jaimanitas, Municipio Playa,
Ciudad de la Havana

Representative
J. M. Benjamin (see address above)
Advisers

R. Domingue:z, Cuban Fishing Fleet Representative, 1881 Brunswick St., Apt. 911, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada B3] 318
]. Lopez Piedra, Ministeric de la Industria Pesquera, Barlovento, Sta Fe, Flaya, La Habana

DENMARK (in respect of Faroes and Greenland)

Head of Delegation

E. L?lnche, Director, Gronlands Hijemmestyre, Pilestraede 52, Box 2151, Copenhagen, Denmark
Alternate

K. P Mortensen, Foroya Lands;sryri, P. O. Box E;?, FR-110 Torshavn, Faroe Islands
Representatives | -

E. Lemche (see address above)
K. P. Mortensen (see address above)

Advisers

F. C. Kapel, Greenland Instirute of Natural Resources, Tagensvej 135, 1 DK-2200 Kobenhavn N

S. Lage, Greenland Home Rule, Fiskeridirektoratet, Box 269, DK-3900 Nuuk, Greenland

0. Loewe, Minister Counsellor, Royal Danish Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2, Asiatisk Plads, DK-1448 Copenhagen K,
- Denmark

A. Nicolaisen, Fiskorannsoknarstovan, Fish. Lab, Noatun, P. Q. Box 3051, FR-110 Torshavn, Farce Islands

P. M. Pedersen, P. O. Box 310, 3900 Nuuk, Greenland

H. Siegstad, Greenland Institute of Natural Resources, Box 570, 3900 Nuuk, Greenland

ESTONIA

Head of Delegation
L. Vaaria, General Director, National Estonian Board of Fisheries, Lai Street 39/41, EE 0100 Tallinn
Representative

L. Vaarja (see address above)
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Advisers

T. Lukk, Ravala 9, Tallinn EE-Q100
T. Roose, National Estonian Board of Fisheries, Lai Street 39/41, EE-0100 Tallinn
V. Ruul, Vaike-Posti 11, EE-3600 Parnu

EUROPEAN UNION (EU}
Head of Delegation
Q. Tougaard, Commissien of the Fuzopear. Union, 200 Rue de Lo, B-1049 Brussels, Belgium
Representative
0. Tougaard (see address above)
Advisers

J. Beck, Ambassador and Head of Delegation of the Commission of the EU, 330-111 Alberr Street, Ottawa, Ontario
KIP 1A5 .

J. R. Borrel], Commission of the Furopean Union, 200, Rue de la Lot, B-1049 Brussels, Belgium

H. B. Baggendorff, Burostar, Commission of the EU, Batiment Jean Monret, BP 1907, L-2920 Luxembourg

H. Koster, Commission of the Furopean Union, Rue Joseph 11, 99, B-1049 Brussels, Belgium

F. Wieland, Rue de la Lei 200, B-1040 Brussels, Belgium

A. Astudilla, Commission of the European Union, DG XIV, Rue Joseph 11, 99, 1049 Brussels, Belgium, Brussels

P. Curran, Directorate (eneral for Fisheries, Commission of the European Union, Rue Joseph II, 99 B-1049 Brussels,
Belgium

P. Heller, Commission of the European Union, Rue de la Loi 200, B-1049 Brussels, Belgium

D. Cross, Eurostat, Commission of the EU, Batiment Jear Monnet, BP 1907, L-2920 Luxembourg

G. F. Kingston, Senior Adviser (Economic and Commercial Affairs), Delegation of the Commission of the EU, 330-111
Albert Streer, Ottawa, Ontario K1P 1AS

V. Cody, Council of the Furopean Union, Batiment Justus Lipsius, Rue de la Lei, (90.GH.41) B-1040 Brussels, Belgium

R. Conde, Secretaria General de Pesca Maritima, Jose Ortega y Gasset, 57, 28006 Madrid, Spain

M. L Aragon, Secretaria General de Pesca Maritima, Jose Ortega y Gasset, 57, 28006 Madrid, Spain

C. Dominguez, Secretaria General de Pesca Maritima, Jose Crtega y Gasser, 57, 28006 Madrid, Spain

I T. Santos, Secretaria General de Pesca Maritima, Jose Ortega y Gasser, 57, 28006 Madrid, Spain

J: Consarnau, Ministerio de Asuntos Exteriores, Plaza de la Provincia, |, Madrid, Spain

G. T. Conrad, Bundesministerium fiar Emahrung Landwictschaft und Forsten, Rochusstr. 1, 53123 Bonn, Germany

H. F. Cornus, Instinut fur Seefischerei, Palmaille 9, D-22767 Hamburg, Germany

M. Stein, Institut fur Seefischerei, Palmaille 9, D-22767 Hamburg, Germany

J. F. Gilon, Direction de Peche Maritimes, 3 Place de Fontenoy, 75007, Paris, France

D. Briand, IFREMER, B. P. 4240, 97500 St. Pierce et Miquelon, France

J. B. Nielsen, Slotsholmsgade 10, DK-1216 Copechagen, Denmark

H. Lassen, Danish Institure for Fisheries Research, Charlottenlund Slot, DK-2920 Charlottenlund, Denmark

M. Rouine, First Secretary, Permanent Representation of Ireland to the EUJ, Avenue Galilee 5, 1030 Brussels, Belgium

V. Fernandes, Embassy of Portugal, 645 Island Park Drive, Ottawa, COntario

M. H. Figueiredo, Direccao Geral das Pescas, Edificio Vasco da Gama, Alcantara, 1300 Lisbon, Porrugal

J. Rainha, Direccac Geral das Pescas, Edificio Vasco da Gama, Alcantara, 1300 Lisbon, Portugal

C. Gomes, Direccao-Geral dos Assuntos Europeus, Rua da Cova da Moura No. 1, 1100 Lisbon, Pormgal

A. Avila de Melo, Instituto Portugues de Investigacao Maritima (IPIMAR), Av. de Brasilia, Lisbor, Portugal

M. L. Godinho, Instituto Portugues de Investigacao Maritima (IPIMAR), Av. de Brasilia, Lisbon, Portugal

P. Franca, S. P. Miradoure, Av. Pedro Alvares Cabral, 3830 llhave, Porrugal

A. Paiao, Apartado 12, Gafanha da Nazare, 3830 Ilhavo, Portugal

}. R. Fuertes Gamundi, 'ANAVAR, 'ANAMER, 'AGARBA/, Puerto Pesquero, Vigo, Spain

R. Gordejuela, ANAVAR, Puerto Pesquere, Vigo, Spain

A. Hermida, Direccion Xeral de Pesca e Industrias Pesqueiras, Xunta de Galicia, C/Sar-N. 75, Santiago, A Coruna, Spain

M. Iriondo, Avda. Ategorrieta, 11, San Sebastian, Spain

J. M. Liria, ANAMER, Puerto Pesquero, Vigo, Spain

]. L. Meseguer, Asociacion de Empresas de Pesca de Bacalao, Especies Afinesy Asociadas (ARBAC), Enrique Larreta 10,
Madrid, Spain

F. J. Rodriguez, Cno. Jolastokieta 5, 20.017 Herrera-San Sebastian, Spain
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E. deCardenas, Instituto Espancl de Oceanografia, Aptdo 240, Santander, Spain

L. Motos, AZTI, Instituto para la Ciencia y Tecnclogia Pesquera, Av. Satrustegi 8, 20008 San Sebastian, Spain

A. Vazquez, Instituto de Investigaciones Marinas, Muelle de Bouzas, 36208 Vigo, Spain

C. C. Southgate, Roam 428, Nobel House, Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food, Smith Square, London SW1P 3HX
J. Casey, Fisheries Laboratory, Pakefield Rd., Lowestoft, Suffolk NR33 CHT, United Kingdom

ICELAND

Head of Delegation

A. Halldorsson, Ministry of Fisheries, Skulagata 4, 150 Reykjavik
Representatives

A. Halldorsson {see address above)

Advisor

). Sigurjonsson, Marine Research Institure, Skulagata 4, P. O. Box 1390, 121-Reykjavik

JAPAN
Head of Delegation

K. Yonezawa, cfo Fishery Division, Economic Affairs Bureau, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2-2-1 Kasumigaseki,

Chiyoda-ku, Tekyo
Representatives
K. Yonezawa {see address above)
Advisers

Y. Aoki, Embassy of Japan, 255 Sussex Drive, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada KIN 9E6

T. Harada, Far Seas Fisheries Div., Oceanic Fisheries Dept., Fisheries Agency Government of Japan, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki,
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100

O. Hiroko, Fisheries Agency of Japan, Kasumigaseki 1-2-1, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

Y. Kashio, Japan Fisheries Association, Suite 1408, Duke Tower, 5251 Duke Street, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada B3] 1P6

A. Mae, International Affairs Div., Fisheries Agency, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100

T. Murai, Deputy Director, Development Degt., Japan Marine Fishery Resources Research Center, Godo Kaikan Bldg. 3-27
Kioi-Cho, Chiyeda-ku, Tokyo 102

H. Chmori, Internarional Affairs Div., Fisheries Agency, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100

H. Yarmada, Rescurces Management Div., Seikai National Fisheries Research Institure, 49 Kokubu-Machi, Nagasaki 850

K. Yokawa, National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries, 5-7-1 Orido, Shimizu 424

M. Yoshida, Executive Managing Ditector, Japan Deep Sea Trawlers Association, 601 Ogawamachi Yasuda Bldg., 3-6
Kanda, Ogawa-Cho, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

REPUBLIC OF KOREA
Head of Delegation

D. B. Park, Fisheries Artache, Embassy of the Republic of Korea, 2450 Massachusetts Ave. N.W., Washingron, D.C. 20008
USA

Representatives

D. B. Park (see address above) '
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LATVIA

A

Head of Delegation

N. Riekstins, Director, Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Larvia, National Board of Fisheries, 63, Kr.
Valdemara Str, Riga, LY-1142

Representative

N. Riekstins (see address above)

Advisers

M. Lacis, Embassy of Latvia, 112 Kent Street, Tower B, Suite 208, Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5P2

A. Ugainis, Joint Stock Company "Brivais Vilnis", Pernavas Street, Salacgriva, Riga, LV-4033
A. Ukis, Fisheries Consulting Company, 63 Kr. Valdemara str., Riga, LV—114?

LITHUANIA
_ Head of Delegation
A. Rusakevicius, Deputy Minister, Di.rector of Fisheries Dept. Ministty of Agriculmure, 9, Juozapavichiaus str., Vilnius 2600
Representative

A. Rusakevicius {see address above)

NORWAY
Head of Delegation
P. Gullestad, Directorate of F?sherie‘s, P. O. Box 185, 5002 Bergen
Representative
P. Gullestad (see address above)
Adviser

T. Kenow, Directorate of Fisheries, P. O. Box 185, 5002 Bergen
A. Maraak, Fiskebatredernes Forbund, P. O. Box 94, 6001 Aalesund

POLAND

Head of Delegation

J. Fota, Consul, Polish Trade Commissioner's Qffice, 3501 Avenue du Musee, Montreal, {Juebec, Canada H3G 2C8
Representative

]. Fota (see address above)

Advisers

L. Dybiec, Ministry of Transpert and Maritime Economy, Sea Fishery Dept. Chalubinskeige Str. 4/6, 00-958 Warsaw
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RUSSIA

Head of Delegation

A. Rodin, First Deputy Chairman, Fisheries Commirtteé of the Russian Federation, 12 Rozhdestvensky Boul., Moscow
103031

Representative
A. Rodin (see address above)
Advisers

G. V. Goussev, Fisheries Committee of Russian Federation, 12 Rozhdestvensky Boul., Moscow 103031

V. Kolesnikov, Kaliningrad Regional Administration, Dm Denskoy Str. 1, Kaliningrad 236007

V. K. Ofitserov, Dm. Donskoy Str. 5, 23600 Kaliningrad

A. Okhanov, Fisheries Committee of Russian' Federation, 12 Rozhdestvensky Boul., Moscow 103031

V. N. Shibarev, PINRO, é Knopovich St., Murmansk 183763

T. Shmelkin, Dm. Donskoy Str. 5, 23600 Kaliningrad

V. N. Solodovnik, Embassy of the Russian Federation, 1609 Decatur St. N.W., Washington, D.C. 20011

V. P. Torokhov, Seviyba Co., Murmansk, 183000

F. M. Troyanovsky, Director, Knipovich Polar Research Institute of Marine Fisheries and Oceancgraphy (FINRO}, 6
Knipovich St. 183763, Murmansk

Y. Videneev, Representative of the Russian Federation in Canada on Fisheries, 2074 Robie St., Halifax, Nova Scotia,
Canada B3K 5L3

OBSERVERS

'UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

K. Blankenbeker, National Marine Fisheries ServicefNOAA, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910

H. Foster, U.S. Embassy, 100 Wellington St., Crttawa, Ontario KIP 5T1

A. Peterson, National Marine Fisheries Service, Box 166, Woods Hole, MA 02534

H. 8. Tinkham, Office of Marine Conservation, OES/OMC Room 7820, U.S. Department of State, Washington, D.C.

£ 20520-7818 . .

W. ]. Quigley, Coast Guard Liaison, Dept. of State, Office of Marine Conservation, 2201 C. St., NW, Room 7820,
Washington, D.C. 20520

F. Serchuk, NMFS, Northeast Fisheries Science Center, 166 Water St., Woods Hole, MA 02543-1097

L. Tobey, U.S. Consulate General, Cogswell Tower #9210, Scotia Square, Halifax, N.S., Canada B3] 3K1

SECRETARIAT

Dr. L. L. Chepel, Executive Secretary

T. Amaratunga, Assistant Executive Secretary

F. D. Keating, Administrative Assistant

B. J. Cruikshank, Senior Secretary

S. Goodick, Accounting Officer

F. E. Perry, Desktop Publishing/Documents Clerk
D. C. A. Auby, Clerk-Typist

G. Moulton, Stetistical Officer

R. A. Myers, Graphic Arts/Printing Technician
B. T. Crawford, Graphic ArtsfPrinting Technician
B. L. Marshall, Statistical Clerk



12

Annex 2. Opening Statement by the Representative of the European Union

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen.

The Annual Meeting this year is a particularly important one for the European Community. The
international context in which it will take place is marked by the recent dispute over Gteenland
halibut and the conclusion of the work of the United Nations Conference on Straddling Stocks
and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks. In this context, NAFO will have to prove this year, mote than
ever, that it is an effecrive multilateral organization where the problems of fisheries management
can be most adequately and effectively resolved.

At this meeting we will be discussing and hopefully adopting the "compromise of the chairman"
which came out of the June meeting of the Fisheries Commission and which constitutes an
indivisible package composed of two equally important elements, one relating to control and the
other to the sharing out of Greenland halibut. The new control measures envisaged in this paper
constitute an unprecedented effort towards the enforcement of conservation rules. If these
measures are adopted the NAFO Regulatory Area will probably become the most strictly
controlled international fishing area in the world. '

This is of course good news for conservation. But this tight regime can only become a positive
step towards an adequare management of the stocks if it is accompanied by a satisfactory solution
to the question that has caused so much trouble this year: the allocation of Greenland halibut,
We want to stress once again that we see the "compromise of the chairman" as an’indivisible
package to solve the recent conflicts. Adopting only a part of the package without a satisfactory
solution for the other part will be simply an invitation to repeat recent situations that we all wish
to leave behind.

This has been a particularly intense year. Never before NAFO has convened two intersessional
meetings of the Fisheries Commission. This indicates the exceptional circumstances surrounding
fisheries management thar we hope will not be repeated in the future. NAFQ has to go back to
normal, to a situation where fisheries are managed in a calm armosphere and only on the basis
of scientific evidence and objective criteria. Taking management decisions under the pressute of
media campaigns and public opinion is not a good practice.

The recent experience also shows that the best solutions are those reached through cooperation
by consensus which reflects all interests involved. We have now an opportunity to show that
NAFQ offers the Contracting Parties the appropriate framework ro discharge their obligation to
cooperate and that it can work effectively as a multilateral organization where no major decisions
are imposed.

The European Community reiterates its full commitment to a responsible and effective
conservation of fisheries resources based on multilateral cooperation in NAFO among all its
members.

Mr. Chairman, in this spirit we look forward to working closely with you and all participants to
secure a satisfactory outcome of this important meeting.
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Annex 3. Opening Remarks by the Representative of Canada

This meeting is an important one for NAFO and for Canada. The successful outcome of this
meeting would be vital for NAFO and rebuilding of the stocks in the Northwest Atlantic. The
main objectives of the meeting are to adopt the improved control and enforcement amendments
to the NAFO Conservation and Enforcement Measures which we agreed to at the Fisheries
Commission Special Meeting in Toronto in June this year. Also TACs and quotas for 1996 and
any additional conservation and enforcement measures should be adopted to protect stocks.

Our challenge continues to be the conservation of dwindling stocks, adoption of control measures
agreed at the said meeting in June, the careful analyses of advice received from the Scientific
Council, and sensible management decisions during this week in accordance with thar advice will
demonstrate commitment of all Parties to the objectives of NAFQ.

My delegation and [ are looking forward to working with all the other Contracting Parties in a
constructive and positive way and dialogue to tackle the challenges ahead for the benefit of all
members of NAFQO.
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Annex 4.. Agenda
I. Opening Procedure
1. Openihg by Chairman, E. Lemche (Dem.nark in respect of the Fa.ro.e Islands and
Greenland) '
2. Appointment of Rapporteur
3. Adoption of Agenda
4. Admission of Observers
5. Publicity |
I1. Supervision and Coordination of the Organizational,
Administrative and Other Internal Affairs
6. Review of Membership
a} General Council
b) Fisheries Commission
1. Administrative Report
8. Interpretation of the Provisions for "Quorum" in the NAFO Convention and Rules of
Procedure
9. Madification of the Rules of Procedure:
a) "Dead"lines for voting
b) Waiving of the Rules of Procedure
¢) Presentation of Proposals for discussion
10. Clarification of the use of "proxy voting” at NAFO meetings
11. Election of Officers: Chairman and Vice-Chairman
[1l. Coordination of External Relations
12. Communication with the United Nations re large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing

13.  NAFO Observership at other Interational Bodies

a) NAFQO Observer at NAMMCO
b) NAFQO Observer at the UN Conference on Straddling and Highly
Migratory Fish Stocks
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15.

16.
17.

18.

19.
20.
21

22.
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IV. Fishing Activities in the Regulatory Area Adverse to the
Objectives of the NAFO Convention

Consideration of Non-Contracting Parties activities in the NAFO Regulatory Area and
agreement on the task of STACFAC at the current meeting

Rep(‘th of STACFAC at the Annual Meeting and decisions on actions
V. Finance
New Shariné of Contributions Among Contracting Parties
Report of STACFAD at the Annual Meeting
Adoption of the Budget for 1996
V1. Closing Procedure
Time and Place of Next Annual Meeting
Other Business
Press Release

Adjournment
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Annex 5. Statement by the Observer of NAMMCO

On behalf of NAMMCO [-would like to express my sincere thanks for having the opportunity
to participate, as an observer, at this 17th Annual. Meeting of NAFO.. This meeting is of
particular interest to NAMMCO as it is held just after the completion of the joint NAFO-ICES
Symposium on the Role of Marine Mammals in the Ecosystem.

It is much in place that scientists from both sides of the Atlantic Ocean have joined in their
efforts to understand better the key issues that are at stake. Increased emphasis is now put on
multi-species management or more ecological directed approaches in the fisheries management
in the North Atlantic. Individually and together, states have managed to systematise their work
in this field. The joint NAFO/ICES Symposium will certainly be an important basis for future
work, also some aspects of the future work of NAMMCO.

To enhance the development of multi-species management, the Council of NAMMCO has
requested its Scientific Committee to monitor stock levels and trends in stocks of all marine
mammals in the North Atlantic. It may be of interest to the member states of NAFQ to know
that harp and hooded seals are among those species that are given priority in the work of the
Scientific Committee of NAMMCQ and that the joint [CES/NAFO Working Group on Harp and
Hooded Seals has been requested for advice on these stocks.

Cerrain attitudes against utilization of marine mammals have had detrimental effect on the life
of the people that were entirely dependent on their utilization. Some of these people were
fortunate enough to be able to switch to other fisheries. Other were deprived their source of
living. It is overwhelmingly. likely that the unrestricted protection of certain marine mammal
species will have a damaging effect on the people that base their life on fisheries. One of
NAMMCO s main role is to inform the rest of the world about this,

lt is 1mportant to contmue. w1th all our effort, to study the role of marine mammals in the
ecosystern and their interactions with other marine living resources. Otherwise we will not be
able to take well founded managemem decxsaons for.areas where marine mammals are abundant.

Co-operation is needed in th:s area between :,c1enusrs wnth the necessary expertise. NAMMCO
is fully prepared for such co-operation. . . ....0 ., " 4.

AT
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Annex 6. Press Release

The Seventeenth Annual Meeting of the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization
(NAFQ) was held in Dartmouth, Nova Scotia, Canada through 11-15 September 1993,
under the chairmanship of E. Lemche, Denmark (in respect of the Faroe [slands and

Greenland), President of NAFO. All sessions of the NAFO bodies - General Council,
Fisheries Commission, Scientific Council convened at the Holiday Inn.

There were 140 participants from thirteen (13) Contracting Parties - Canada, Cuba,
Denmark {in respect of the Faroe Islands and Gréenland), Estonia, European Union
(EU), Iceland, Japan, Republic of Korea, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway, Poland, and Russian
Federation (Russia). Observers were admitted from the United Srates of America, the
North Atlantic Marine Mammal Commission, and the International Council for the

. Exploration of the Sea (ICES).

The following NAFO meetings have been organized through the year discussing major
substantial issues in preparation for the Annual Meeting: Special Scientific Council
Meeting (NAFQ Headquarters, November 1994); Special Fisheries Commission Meeting
{Brussels, February 1995); STACTIC Meeting {NAFO Headquarters, May 1995); Special
Fisheries Commission { Toronte, Canada, June 1993); Regular Scientific Council Meeting
(Keddy's Inn, Dartmouth, Canada, June 1995); Symposium "The Role of Marine
Mammals in the Ecosystem” (Holiday Inn, Dartmouth, Canada, September 1995).

The Marine Mammal Symposium gathered a prominent audience of leading scientists
from around the world and best industry experts in this field. The results of discussions
and its publication by NAFO will undoubtedly greatly enrich the knowledge about
marine mammals and their interaction with fisheries.

The Scientific Council, under the chairmanship of H. Lassen {European Union),
reviewed and assessed the state of stocks in the NAFO Convention Area. The scientific
advice for the management and conservation of fishery resources in the NAFO
Convention Area was reported to the Fisheries Commission. In summary, the Scientific
Council recommended: there has been a continual decline in the mean estimates of
biomass of cod stock in the Labrador-Newfoundland Area Divisions (Div.} 2]+3KL.
Therefore, the scientific advice has been to continue the fishing moratorium to let stock
rebuild: similar advice was recommended on cod stock in Div. 3NO.

Due to the uncertain status of the redfish stock in Div. 3L and 3N, the advice was that
catches should not be higher than in previous years. The Flemish Cap redfish stock (3M)
was prognosed as increased probably due to the reduced fishing mortality in the previous
years. All stocks of flatfishes (American plaice, witch flounder, and yellowtail flounder)

were forecast at very low levels: no directed fishery should be allowed for those stocks in
1996.

The Fisheries Commission, under the chairmanship of H. Koster (European Union),
considered the Scientific Council recommendations and took decisions on a number of
substantial issues intended to improve the conservation and management of the fishery
resources in the Regulatory Area.
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The Fisheries Commission unanimously agreed to the advice by the Scientific Council
to maintain the ban on fisheries for depleted stocks of Cod in Div. 3NO and 3L in the
Regulatory Area, American Plaice in Div. 3M and 3LNQO, Yellowtail in Div. 3LNQO,
Witch in Div. 3NO and Capelin in Div. 3NQ. {(Quota Table is attached) With regards
to Greenland halibut, it was decided to set the TAC for 3LMNO at 20, 000 tons
consistent with the scientific advice.

The foliowing major conservation measures have been agreed and introduced into the
NAFO Regulations:

- improvements to inspection procedures and to dispositions of apparent
~ infringements;

- a modification of the hail system by incorporation of catch reports and other
practical features;

. a minimum retention size for Greenland halibut of 30 ¢m;

- fishing plans for vessels fishing Greenland halibut in the Regulatory Area;

- to implement during the period of 01 January 1996 to 31 December 1997 a Pilot
Observer Project for 100% observer coverage of all vessels fishing in the
Regulatory Area and satellite tracking devices on 35% of all vessels.

The Fisheries Commission agreed to continue a moratorium on shrimp fishery in Div.
3LNQ. The shrimp fishery in Div. 3M will be regulated by mesh size 40mm and sorting
grates, as well as a system of fishing effort control.

The General Council discussed several outstanding issues with regard to undermining
activities- by non-Contracting -Parties in the Regulatory Area and adopted the
recommendations of the Standing Committee on Fishing Activities of Non-Contracting
Parties in the Regulatory Area (STACFAC, Chairman C. C. Southgate, EU).

On this issue, it was noted with satisfaction that the number of Non-Contracting Parties'
vessels, outside of the NAFQO regime, has substantially decreased. However, non-
Contracting Parries fishing acrivity continues to threaten stocks in the Regulatory Area.

The support of NAFO diplomatic demarches from one non-Contracting Party - the
United States of America, was very strong and resolute indicating full curtailment of the
USA vessels activity in the NAFO Area and unequivocal support of the NAFO
objectives.

The wvessels of the following countries still fishing in the Regulatory Area - Belize,
Honduras, New Zealand, Sierra Leone have been addressed through the NAFO
diplomatic demarches asking them to withdraw their vessels from the NAFO Regulatory
Avrea.

The General Council strongly emphasized that any such fishing activity would be
conerary to the letrer and spirit of the recent draft United Nartions Agreement on
straddling stocks and highly migratory stocks and the objectives of NAFO.

~
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i Major elections took place for the constituent and subsidiary bodies of NAFO for the

next term of two (2) years, 1996-1997:

President of the Organization and Chairman - A. V. Rodin (Russian

of the General Council . Federation)

Vice-Chairman of the General Council - R. Dominguez {Cuba)

Chairman of the Fisheries Commission - H. Koster (EU)

Vice-Chairman of the Fisheries Commission - P. Gullestad (Norway)

Chairman of the Scientific Council - W. R. Bowering (Canada)

Vice-Chairman of the Scientific Council - H. P. Cornus (EU}

Chairman of the Standing Committee on

Research Coordination (STACREC) - D. Power (Canada)

Chairman of the Sranding Committee on

Finance and Administration {(STACFAD) - J. Quintal-McGrath (Canada)

Vice-Chairman of STACFAD - {EU})

Chairman of the Standing Committee on .

International Control {STACTIC) - D. Bevan (Canada)

8. Decisions taken at this year NAFO Annual Meeting signify a new era of enhanced
cooperation to conserve and manage the fish stocks of the Northwest Atlantic,
General Council ‘ NAFQ Secretariat
NAFO Dartmouth, N.S.,

Canada
15 September 1995
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_PART II

Report of the Standing Committee on Finance
and Administration (STACFAD) ‘

Monday, 11 September 1995 (1415-1730 hours} -
Tuesday, 12 September 1995 (1545-1750 hours)
Wednesday, 13 September 1995 (1000-1215 hours})
Wednesday, 13 September 1995 (1500-18C0 hours)
Wednesday, 13 Seprember 1995 {1930-0020 hours)

1. Opening

The Chairperson, J. Quintal-McGrath (Canada), opened the meeting and welcomed the
participants (Annex 1). S

2. Appointment of Rapporteur _
F. Keating and S. Goodick df the NAFO Secretariat were appointed Rapporteuss.
3. Adoption of Agenda
The provisional agenda was adopted as circulated to Contracting Parties (Annex 2).
| | 4. Auditors' Report for 1994 |

The Auditors' Report was circulated to the STACFAD participants for their review and
comments. : .

The Executive Secretary informed STACFAD that the Auditors” Report was circulated to the
Heads of Delegations in eatly March, 1995 and no comments had been received on the Report.

It was brought to the attention of the STACFAD participants that the liability as of 31 December
1994 resulting from the enhanced employee termination benefit package in the Staffl Rules
amounted to approximately $110,300. It was noted once again that the Organization is funding
this liability at the rate of $10,000 per annum as approved by the General Council at its
September 1994 annual meeting.

STACFAD recommended to the General Council that the Auditors' Report for 1994 be adopted.
5. Meeting of the Pension Society

The Chairperson informed participants that the annual meeting of the International Fisheries
Commissions Pension Society took place in Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada during 24-26 May 1995.
The NAFQO Secretariat was represented by De Chepel, T. Amaratunga, F. Keating and S. Goodick.
The Executive Secretary was asked by the Chairperson o introduce STACFAD Working Paper
95/1 (Report of the Meeting of the Pension Saciety). With regard to the Administrative Agent's
fee, it was noted that pursuant to the Rule 3.2i) of the Rules of Procedure for the General
Council and Rule 4.4 of the Financial Regulations, the Executive Secretary was-authorized to
allocate the noted funds to the 1995 NAFO Budget from the Accumulated Surplus Account.



\\LL

6. Review of Cost Implications for the NAFQO Secretariat
of the Hail System in the Regulatory Area

The Executive Secretary introduced STACFAD Working Paper 95/2. It was noted that an
estimated $7,052.00 (approximately $2,000.00 less than in 1994) would be spent on the
transmission of Hail Reports from the NAFO Secretariat ro Contracting Parties with inspection
vessels in the Regulatory Area. This reduction resulted from a dectease in the number of

transmissions and the implementation of a more efficient system for the management of hails in
the NAFO Secretariat.

The Representative from Norway inquired about the content of the transmissions from the
Secretariat. The Executive Secretary explained that a summarized report of the hails received is
transmitted at the end of each working day. The Representative from Norway could foresee that
there would be a requirement for changes to the pilot project in such a way that each Contracting
Party should be able to access a database monitored by the Secretariat for current fishing vessel
activity. This would eliminate daily transmissions from the Secretariat.

The representatives from Latvia and Russia inquired about the duplicarion of hail transmissions
to Brussels and the EU inspection vessels from the Secretariat. Direct contact between Brussels
and the EU inspection vessels would reduce the Secretariat's costs.

The representative from the European Union noted the above concermns and informed the
Committee that the Inmarsat transmissions from the NAFQO Secretariat to the inspection vessel
was requested because of the clarity of the rransmissions. He also noted that future transmittals
would hopefully be done by E-Mail, or any other automated computer system which would reduce
incurred costs.

7. Administrative Report and Financial Statements for 1995
{estimated from 31 July 1995)

The Administrative Report (NAFO GC Doc. 95/1) was referred to STACFAD from the General
Council and reviewed by the Committee.

The Committee was informed of the Scientific Council recommendation for rhe Assistant
Executive Secretary to atrend the CWP ad hoc consultation planned for July 1996 in Rome; the
17th Session of CWP in Hobart, Australia during January 1997; and 2nd World Fisheries
Congress, under the auspices of the FAO, to_be held 28 July - 2 August 1996 in Brisbane,
-Australia.

It was noted that the 17th Session of CWP would not take place until early 1997 and Canada
could represent NAFO at the 2nd World Fisheries Congress, therefore, no additional cost
implications would be incurred in the 1996 budget estimate.

The representative from the European Union requested an explanation on the role of the 2nd
World Fisheries Congress before he could make a decision on this additional budget item.

The Chaitman of the Scientific Council explained that the main topic of the 2nd World Fisheries
Congress deals with the management of fish stocks artended by managers, University personnel
and fishery researchers.



33

The representative from the European Union stated that on the one hand, if NAFQ is to be
represented as an Observer only, then a Contracting Party could be suitable to represent NAFO.
On the other hand, if a presentation is required on behalf of NAFQ, it would be more appropriate
that a member of the NAFO Secretariat attend.

STACFAD was in agreement that if NAFO should be represented at the 2Znd World Fisheries
Congress, the cost implications was a major item of concern. STACFAD offers to the General
Council for their consideration the following alrernatives:

1. NAFQ could be represented by any Contracting Party attending the conference with no
budgetary cost implications to NAFO.

2. NAFQO could be represented by the Secrerariat with cost implications of approximately
$7,500 to the NAFO budget.

The Executive Secretary reviewed each financial statement in detail and drew attention to the
contributions receivable from Contracting Parties shown in Statement 111 ($149,119). It was noted
that payment has been received in full from the European Union.

The Representative from Latvia advised that to the best of his knowledge its payment was
processed and was surprised that its membership contribution was still outstanding. He stated that
he would investigate this matter following the meeting.

The Representatives from Cuba, Lithuania and Poland advised that their contributions would be
forthcoming.

The Executive Secretary also noted that outstanding contributions from Bulgaria and Romania
should be handled in the same manner as suggested by NAFO Auditors, and written off. The total
amount of $33,228 is deemed uncollectible and has been written off o the Accumulated Surplus

account as shown in Statement IV of the Financial Statements. '

8. Review of Accumulated Surplus Account

The Executive Secretary reviewed the Statement of Accumulated Surplus and it was noted that
the year end balance is estimated to be $233,496 provided that all outstanding membership
contributions are received. As in past years it is suggested that $75,000 would be appropriated to
maintain a minimum balance in this account. :

The estimated unappropriated Accumulated Surplus balance ($158,496) at the end of 1995 will
be used to reduce contributions due from Conrracring Parries.

The Representative from the Russian Federation inquired whether there was any contact with the
Governments of Bulgaria and Romania with regard to their outstanding contributions. The
Executive Secretary informed the Committee that attempts to contact the respective Governments
from the Secretariat and the President of NAFO were not responded to.

The Executive Secretary noted that NAFO will once again apply for the ex gratia grant from the
Province of Nova Scotia. The Representative from Canada offered to contact the proper
provincial authorities should their be any delays in receiving the payment of this grant.



STACFAD recommended to the General Councit that the Accumulated Surplus be maintained
at $75,000 and the balance (approximately $158,496) be used to reduce membership contributions
of Contracting Parties for 1996. '
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9. Preliminary Budget Estimate for the Fiscal Year
Ending 31 December 1996

The Executive Secretary presented the preliminary budget estimate for 1996 (GC Working Paper
95/1} and drew attention to the fact that the Secretariat showed fiscal restraint by maintaining
the 1996 budget estimate at the same level as the previous budget forecast.

The Representative from Canada stated that they would be hard pressed to allocate funds to
NAFO for salary increases as shown in the budget while the Canadian Government is
experiencing a wage freeze.

STACFAD recommended that the salary budget estimate of $596,500 remain as presented on the
condition that no salary increases be implemented until the Canadian Govemment lifts its federal
wage freeze.

STACFAD recommended to the General Council that the budget of $996,000 be adopted
(Annex 3).

Preliminary calculations of the 1996 billing for Contracting Parties was reviewed by the
Committee (Annex 4).

10. Preliminary Budget Forecast for the
Fiscal Year Ending 31 December 1997

STACFAD noted the preliminary budget forecast of $1,008,000 for 1997 would be reviewed in
derail during the 18th Annual Meeting {(Annex 5).

1. Election of Officers: Chairman and Vice-Chairman

J. Quintal-McGrath of Canada was re-elected as Chairperson of STACFAD for a term of two
years (1996-1997).

The Committee recommended that the EU representative be elected as Vice-Chairman of
STACFAD. The EU representative reported to the Committee that the EU has accepted the
nomination for Vice-Chairman and would advise STACFAD of the candidate's name at a later
date.

12. Time and Place of the 1996, 1997 and 1998 Meetings

The location of the Annual Meetings in 1996 and 1998 are to be held in the Halifax-Dartmouth
area if no invitations to host the Annual Meetings are extended by a Contracting Party and

accepted by the Organization. The Committee was informed of the decision of the General
Council to hold the 1997 Annual Meeting in St. John's, Newfoundland.
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The dates of the next Annual Meetings ate as follows:

1996 - Scientific Council . 04-13 Seprember
N Fisheries Commission - 09-13 September -
- General Council - 09-13 September

1997 - Scientific Council - 10-19 September -
- Fisheries Commission - 15-19 September
. General Council . 15-19 September

and STACFAD recommended that the dates of the 1998 Annual Meeting be as follows:

1998 - . Scientific Council - 09-18 September
- Fisheries Commission - 14-18 September
General Council . 14-18 September

13. Other Business

The following items were referred over from the General Council for the consideration and
clarification by STACFAD:

Item 6(a} of the General Council Agenda, Review of Membership of the General Council

This item was discussed under item 8 of this report.

STACFAD recommended that the Chairman of the General Council once again contact the
Governments of Bulgaria- and Romania as to their intentions with respect to participation in
NAFQ affairs and Contracting Parties should consider other appropriare alternatives including
representations by the Canadian Govemment as Depositary and representations by NAFO and
Contracting Parties. :

Itern 8 of the General Council Agenda, Interpreration of the Provisions for "{Quorum" in the
NAFQ Convention and Rules of Procedure

This item was discussed in derail by the members of STACFAD. It was recognized that there have
been no problems in recent years in achieving a quorum in the General Council and the Fisheries
Commission; however a problem could develop in the future. STACFAD could not reach a
conclusion but suggests that any changes should be consistent with Articles V and XIV of the
NAFQO Convention. :

Item 9 of the General Council Agenda, Modificarion of the Rules of Procedure: a) "Dead"lines
for voting; b) Waiving of the Rules of Procedure; ¢} Presentation of Proposals for discussion

This item was discussed by STACFAD. The Committee concluded that Articles V and XIV of .
the NAFO Convention and Rule 4 of the Rules of Procedure allow the rules of procedure to be
amended by a simple majority of those casting affirmative or negative votes. Accordingly it was
concluded there is no need for unanimous consent to waive or modify any procedures in order to
allow for legally binding decisions of the Gneral Council or Fisheries Commission. It concluded
that at any meeting, or if there is no actual meeting and a mail vote is done instead, the NAFO
body can decide by a majority vote, of those voting "yes" or "no" to amend any procedural rules
they choose to waive or modify.



36

STACFAD suggests that all Oontractmg Parties be notified. when any such modifications,
amendments or waivers are made.

Item 10 of the General Council Agenda, Clarification of the use of "proxy voting” at NAFQ
Meerings

After a lengthy and thorough round table discussion of GC Work:ng Paper 95/2 the Committee
could nor reach any conclusions.

ftem 16 of the General Council Apenda, New Sharing of Contributions Among Contracting
Parties

The Chairperson nored that this item had been refetred to STACFAD by the General Council
and- asked-the representative of Denmark to present its explanation.

The representative of Denmark suggested that catches in the Regulatory Area should be taken for
the purposes. of calculating the contributions of the Contracting Parties explaining that the
inclusion of carches from the Convention Area results in a much larger contribution from
Denmark.

Representatives from other Contracring Parties at the Meeting expressed their concerns as they
could not accept the Danish suggestion. They were unanimous considering the economic and
legal implications.

In particular, the Representative of Russia especially emphasized on the provisions of Articles [
and I of the Convention noting thar the.major objective of the NAFO Convention and
contributions of the Contracting Parties are very closely related to the concept of the Convention
Arca. Therefore, the suggestion by Denmark to establish a new sharing formula based on the
catches-in the Regulatory Area would be contradictory to the NAFO Convention and its basic
principles. B .

The Representative of Cuba ¢oncurred .with the. Russian atatement Jreiterating that any changes
ina sharmg formula would require amendments to the Convention.

The_ Rep_resent_ati\{es of Estonia and Latvia were very much concemed with a very high increase
of the costs of their catches if a new sharing formula were introduced. The Estonian
representative emphasized that dues should be allocated on the basis of carches in the Convention
Area in au:ordam,e with the provisions of the NAFO Convention.

The represenrative from Denmark {in respect of Faroe Islands ar\d'Greenland) thanked the
Committee for their time and comments and stated that Denmark would like to continue to
pursue the subject at the next Annual Meeting.

N . 14. Adjournment

The Chairperson thanked the members of the Secretariat for their support and all participants for
their cooperation and participation in the meetings.

All participants expressed sincere thanks to Ms. Quintal-McGrath for her efforts as Chairperson.

The meeting adjourned on 14 September 1995 at 0020 hrs.
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Annex 1. List of Participants

Name

Contracting Party

]. Quintal-McGrath

R. Steinbock

R. Dominguez
J. Lopez

E. Lemche
S. Lage
T. Roose

L. Vaarja

E. Kingston
H. Lassen

Y. Acki
H. Omori

D. Park

N. Riekstins
A. Ukis

A. Rusakevicius

P. Gullestad
T. Konow

L. Dybiec
]J. Fota

V. Solodovnick
L. Chepel

F. Keating
S. Goodick

Canada
Canada

Cuba
Cuba

Denmark (in respect of Farce
Isiands and Greenland)
Denmark (in respect of Faroe

I[slands and Greenland)

Estonia
Estonia

European Union (EU)
European Union

Japan
Japan

Republic of Korea

Latvia
Latvia

Lithuania

Norway
Norway

Poland
Poland

Russian Federation

NAFQO Secretariat
NAFQ Secretariat
NAFO Secretariat
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10.

11

12,

13.

14.

Annex 2. Agenda

Opening by the Chairperson, J. Quinral-McGrath (Canada)
Appointment of Rapporteur | |
Adoption of Agenda

Auditor's Report

Meeting of the Pension Sociery

Review of Cost Implications for the NAFO Secretariat of the Hail System in the
Regulatory Area

Administrative Report and Financial Starements for 1995 (July)
Review of Accumulated Surplus Account

Preliminary Budget Estimate for 1996

Preliminary Budget Forecast for 1997

Election of Officers: Chairman and Vice-Chairman

Time and Place of 1998 Meeting

Other Business

Adjournment
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Annex 3. Preliminary Budget Estimate for 1996

Approved Preliminary Preliminary
Budget Budget Farecast Budget Estimate
for 1995 for 1996 for 1996
1. Personal Services
a) Salaries $ 589,000 $ 589,000 ) $ 596,500°
b) Superannuation and .
Annuities 78,000 80,000 85,0000
c) Additional Help 1,000 . 1,000 500
d) Group Medical and -
Insurance Plans 40,000 ‘ 42,000 41,000
e) Termination Benefits 18,000 . 20,000 26,000¢
f} Accrued Vacation Pay 2,000 2,000 1,000 -
g) Termination Benefits
Liability 10,000 10,000 10,000
2. Travel 6,000 25,000 18,0004
3. Transportation 1,000 1,000 1,000
4. Communications 57,000 58,000 62,000
5. Publications 22,000 22,000 22,000
6. Other Contractual Service 46,000 48,000 48,000
7. Materials and Supplies 32,000 34,000 30,000
8. Equipment 5,000 5,000 5,000
9. Annual and Mid-Year Meetings 42,000 42,000 35,000¢
10. Computer Services 15,000 17,000 15,000
$ 964,000 $ 996,000 $ 996,000

This amount includes salary increases effective June 16, 1996. No salary increases are to be expended until the Canadian
Government's wage freeze is lifred.

The amount includes $6,500 for the administration of the pension fund.
¢ This figure is for 1996 credits and conforms with NAFO Staff Rule 10.4(a).

This figure includes home leave to Russia for Executive Secretary and family; two persons to meeting of Directors and Executive
Secretaries of the seven International Commissions located in North America re discussion of pension scheme for employees, May
1996, Washington, D.C. USA; Assistant Executive Secretary attendance at the ad hoc Interagency Consultations of the CWP,
Rome.

This figure includes the cost for September Annual Meeting and the June Scientific Council Meeting if held in the Halifax-
Dartmouth area.
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Annex 4. Preliminary Calculation of Billing J(;t.'n' 1996

Preliminary calculation of billing for Contracting Parties
against the proposed estimate of $996,000.00 for the 1996
financial year (based on 15 Contracting Parties to NAFO),

Budget EStMAte. ..ccvcvriiceimsvsennsiscns s ssrsnsssvesens $996,000.00
Deduct: Amount from Accurmnulated Surplus Account................. 158,496.00
Funds required to meet 1996 Administrative Budget.....cccvnnrne.. $837!504.00
60% of funds required = $502,502.40
30% of funds required = 251,251.20
10% of funds required =  83,750.40
% of Total
Nominal ~ Cacch in the
Carches Convention Amount
Contracting Parties for 1993 . Area 10% 30% 60% Billed
Bulgaria . . - $16,750.08 - $ 16,750.08
Canada' 587,964 71.46 $71,22597 16,150.08 $359,079.30 447,055.35
Cuba 2,765 0.34 - 16,750.08 1,688.63 18,438.71
Denmark (Faroes' and Greenland ¥ 103,388 12.57 12,524.43 16,750.08 63,140.76 02,415.27
Estonia 6,934 0.84 - 16,750.08 4,234.71 20,984.79
European Union! 70,838 8.61 . 16,750.08 43,261.93 60,012.01
Iceland 2,196 .27 . 16,750.08 1,341.13 18,091.21
Japan 6,076 0.714 - - 16,750.08 3,710.71 20,460.79
Republic of Korea . - - 16,750.08 . 16,750.08
Latvia' 8,585 1.04 . 16,750.08 5,243.00 21,993.08
Lithuania 3,904 0.47 - 16,750.08 2,384.24 19,134.32
Norway! 13,445 1.63 - 16,750.08 8,211.08 214,961.16
Poland . - . 16,750.08 - 16,750.08
Romania - . - 16,750.08 - 16,750.08
Russia' 16,713 2.03 . 16,750.08 10,206.91 26,956.99
822,808 100.00 $83,150.40 $251,251.20 ©$502,502.40 $837,504.00
It:unds tequired to meet 1 January - 31 December 1996 Administrative Budget $837,504.00

i Provisional Sratistics used when calculating 1993 nominal catches.

! Faroe [slands = 12,876 metric tons
U Greenland = 90,512 metric tons
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Annex 5. Preliminary Budget Estimate Forecast 1997

Personal Services

a) Salaries $ 609,000
b) Superannuation and Annmtms ‘ 87,0007
¢} Additional Help ‘ 1,000
d) Group Medical and Insurance Plans : 41,000
e} Termination Benefits 20,000P
f} Accrued Vacation Pay ‘ 1,000
g) Termination Benefits Liability . 10,000
Travel 15,000¢
Transportation ' ‘ 1,000
Communications 63,000
Publications : 22,000
Other Contracrual Services . 48,000
Materials and Supplies ‘ 30,000
Equipment . . 5,000
Annual and Mid-Year Meetings ‘ 40,0004
Computer Services 15,000
$1,008,000

The amount includes $6,500 for the administration of the pension fund.
This figure is for 1997 credits and conforms with NAFQO Staff Rule 10.4(a).

This figure includes two persons to meeting of Directors and Executive Secretaries of the seven
International Commissions located in North America re discussion of pension scheme for employees, May
1997, Victoria, B.C.; Assistant Executive Secretary attendance at the ad hoc Interagency Consultations of
the CWP. '

This figure includes the cost for Annual Meeting, September 1997, St. John's, Nfld, Canada and the
Scientific Council Meeting, June 1997, Dartmouth, N.S., Candda
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1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

2.1

PART III

Report of the Standing Committee on Fishing Activity
of Non-Contracting Parties in the Regulatory Area (STACFAC)

1. Opening of the Meeting (items 1-3 of Agenda)

The meeting was opened by the Chairman C.C. Southgate (EU) at 1015 hrs 11
September. Sessions were held through September 11-13, 1995, '

The following Contracting Parties were represented: Canada, Denmark [in respect of the
Faroe Islands and Greenland] (Denmark), Estonia, EU, Iceland, Japan, Korea, Norway,
Russia.

Observers from the United States of America were present.
E. Mundell (Canada) was appointed rapporteur.

The agenda was adopted as presented (Annex 1). At the suggestion of the Chairman,
it was agreed to review the facts of the current situation and then to consider proposed
measures, parricularly in light of international developments since the last meeting,
notably the FAO "Compliance” Agreement, the UN Convention on Straddling and
Highly Migratory Stocks, opening for signature in December 1995 during the UN
General Assembly, and continuing work in the FAQ on a Code of Conduct.

2. Information on Activities of Non-Contracting
Parties in the Regulatory Area (items 4-7)

Sightings Information - The Chairman reviewed the contents of the Canadian report on
sightings in 1994 (STACFAC Working Paper 95/2}, noting that although the level of
activity had decreased from previous years, non-Contracting Party fishing activity
continued to threaten stocks in Div. 3M. The Chairman pointed in particular to
estimated non-Contracting Parties' groundfish catches of 22,500 tonnes in 1994. Trends
in 1994 were: withdrawal of véssels from certain non-Contracting Parties; doubling of
effort and catches by USA vessels in 1994; and new activity - a New Zealand vessel
fishing shrimp in 3M. The representative of Korea reminded that Korean vessels had
been withdrawn in 1993 and that Korea had joined NAFO. The EU delegate advised
that EU information on 1994 sightings would be provided shortly. Canada reviewed
orally information on non-Contracting Party fishing activity in 1995, noting the absence
of vessels registered in Panama, Cayman Islands, St. Vincent and the Grenadines and
Venezuela and continued presence of vessels from Honduras, Belize and Sierra Leone.
The USA Observer explained efforts of the US Government to discourage its vessels
from fishing in the Regulatory Area and the absence of USA activity in the Regulatory
Area in 1995, The USA Observer noted the USA's historical presence in the
Regulatory Area.
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Diplomatic Contacts - The Chairman drew the attention of representatives to GC Doc.
05/2 and GC Doc. 95/2 (Addendum) containing correspondence between the NAFO
Secretariat and non-Contracting Parties and reviewed joint demarches to non-
Contracting Parties authorities by NAFO Contracting Parties during 1994, Canada
summarized its own diplomatic contacts in 1994 and 1995 with the Governments of the
USA, Panama, Honduras and Belize, adding that no dlplomattc contacts had been
possible with Sierra Leone.

Landings and Transshipments - The EU representative tabled information on imports
from non-Contracting Party vessels in 1994 into Spanish ports and noted that no such
landings in Spanish ports had been recorded to the end of July 1995. The representative
of Canada expressed interest in data from Korea on any landings there by the vessel
Danica. Canada's closure of its ports to non-Contracting Parties' vessels was noted.

Imports - The Japanese representative provided import information for 1994 (STACFAC
Working Paper 95/1), commenting that it is not possible to distinguish groundfish
products from the Regulatory Area from such products from other parts of the world. He
also noted that imports were stable over 1993-94 and represented only three percent of
total imports. Measures to target these imports would have to avoid barriers to legitimate
trade in such products. The Chairman observed that import information tabled to date
reveals that Japan is not a main market of non-Contracting Parties caught fish from the
Regulatory Area but has not mdxcated much else on the nature of the market for this

fish.

3. Consideration of Measures to Discourage
Activities by Non-Contracting Parties (items 8-10)

The Chairman noted that measures for discussion were those raised at the 16th Annual
Meeting, which had not been discussed as planned at an Intersessional Meeting of
STACFAC, namely, port closures and restriction of landings and right of arrest and other

 deterrent measures, including the Canadian draft resolution on possible arrangements for

boarding, inspection and arrest of non-Contracting Parties’ vessels. The Chairman
observed that these measures could not perhaps be rerained in their present form, given
recent international developments, notably the recent Agreement for the implementation
of the provisions of the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982
relating to the conservation and management of straddling fish stocks and highly
migratory fish stocks.

Port Closures and Restriction of Landings - The Chairman summarized the different
approaches: closure of ports to individual vessels versus closure of ports to all fishing
vessels of non-Contracting Parties, noting that a general ban might be more enforcable.
The representative of Canada stated that closing ports to all fishing vessels of a non-
Contracting Party was effective and an important disincentive to registration of these
vessels. The representative of Estonia cautioned against banning port access to vessels
in emergency situations and noted the need to avoid taking action without prior
notification and to give an offending state the opportunity to remove a vessel from the
Regulatory Area. The Chair agreed that states might not be aware thar vessels flying
their flag were fishing in the Regulatory Area nor of the significance of this situation.
The EU representative noted that non-Contracting Parties' vessels fishing in the
Regulatory Area might not necessarily be violating the NAFO rules. The representative
of Canada noted that NAFQ rules incorporated a variety of conservation measures in
addition to TACs and quotas and that any fishing by non-Contracting Parties' vessels
in the Regulatory Area in practice undermined the NAFO conservation regime.
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3.3

34

3.5

3.6

3.7

The representative of Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands and Greenland) observed
that diplomatic demarches had had some success and should be continued. He proposed
that Contracting Parties should focus as a first step on discouraging the activities of the
remaining vessels by denying them port facilities. This method had been successfully
followed by NASCO and had the advantage of being in accordance with GATT and
IMO rules. The EU representative agreed that diplomatic demarches had been successtul
bur observed that the rime had come for additional steps. The representative of Canada
supported closure of ports against specific vessels as a first step.

Representatives considered the implications of the new Agreement on Straddling and
Highly Migratory Stocks and whether its provisions should be taken into account in
proposed action by Contracting Parties to discourage non-Contracting Parties' vessels
from fishing in the Regulatory Area. It was agreed that the implications of the new
Convention, not yet in force, were not clear and that this would be premature.

The representative of Estonia raised the question of cooperation with other regional
otganizations. The Chairman supported this suggestion, noting that the problem of non-
Contracting Parties fishing occurred in other waters and often involved vessels from the
same states of registry. N

Discussion of sending diplomatic letters to non-Contracting Parties whose vessels are
continuing to fish in the Regulatory Area raised the question of references in the letters
to further action, such as port closures. Representatives considered that such references
might be problematic, given uncertainty by Contracting Parties as to legal competence
and authority. The representative of Canada warned that the credibility of NAFO could
be jeopardized if action were threatened but not taken for lack of legal means. It was
agreed that diplomatic letters could be sent without such references, pending an
intersessional meeting to discuss various further measures and subsequent re-drafting of
the diplomatic letrers, as appropriate.

It was agreed that diplomatic letters would be sent immediately to Belize, Honduras and
Sierra Leone, whose vessels have continued to fish in the Regulatory Area in 1995 and
to New Zealand, the state of registry of a vessel that fished briefly for shrimp in Div. 3M
in 1995. Terms of reference for an intersessional meeting of STACFAC to discuss further
measures were also discussed and agreed. During the latter discussion, the representative
of Canada proposed thar the intersessional meering also begin to consider the
implications of the new UN Agreement. The EU representative noted that assessing the
implications of the new Agreement would be a task of broad scope that would be better
left for consideration at the 18th Annual Meeting and would be premature to include
now in the terms of reference for a STACFAC intersessional meeting. The EU
representative added that the FAQ Code of Conduct, anticipated to be agreed later this
year, would also be relevant, particularly as it might include provisions on trade aspects.
The Chair agreed, noting that the scope of the new UN Agreement would have
implications for NAFO beyond the mandate of STACFAC. This was agreed. It was also
agreed that the draft resolution tabled by Canada at the 16th Annual Meeting, proposing
arrangements for boarding, inspection and arrest of non-Contracting Parties' vessels, had
been overtaken by the new UN Agreement and would not be discussed as a specific item
at the Intersessional Meeting.



4.1

4.2

5.1

6.1

45
4. Report and Recommendations to the General Council (item 11)

STACFAC recommends that the President of NAFO write to the Foreign Ministers of
Belize, Honduras, Sierra Leone and New Zealand, as at Annex 2.

STACFAC recommends that the General Council approve a STACFAC lntersessnonal
Meering with Terms of Reference as set out in Annex 3.

It is proposed that the Chairman of STACFAC coordinate consultations among
Contracting Parties on dates and a location for the Intersessional Meeting.

5. Other-Matters (item 12}
There was o other business.
6. Adjournment (item 13)

The meeting adjourned at 18h3( on 13 September 1995.
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10.
.
12.

13.

Annex 1, Agenda
Opening by the Chairman, C. C. Southgate (EU)
Appointment of Rapporteur |
Adoption of Agenda

Review of 1995 information on activiries of non-Contracting Party vessels in the
Regulatory Area

Review of 1995 information on fandings and transshipments of fish caught in the
Regulatory Area by non-Contracting Party vessels

Review of information on imports by Contracting Parties of groundfish species regulated
by NAFO from non-Contracting Parties whose vessels have fished in the Regulatory Area

Reports by Contracting Parties on diplomatic contacts with non-Contracting Party
governments concerning fishing by their vessels in the Regulatory Area

Examination of options open to Contracting Parties and the General Council to
discourage activities by non-Contracting Parties in the Regulatory Area

Consideration of steps to deter reflagging of Contracting Party vessels for the purpose of
fishing contrary to NAFO conservation and management decisions

Other NAFO measures against stateless vessels and vessels from non-Contracting Parties
Report and Recommendations to the General Council
Other Matters

Adjournment
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‘Annex 2. Diplomatic Letters to Non-Contracting Parties

The Honourable Dean O. Barrow
- Minister of Foreign Affairs
Belize

Dear Mr. Minister:

Further to my letter of November 1994, | have been instructed by all members of the Northwest
Atlantic Fisheries Organization (NAFO) present at its 17th Annual Meeting to raise again at the
highest level their concern about fishing activity by vessels flying your flag in the NAFO
Regulatory Area.

NAFQ was established in 1979 inter alia to implement the ocbligations of States under
international law regarding conservation and management of fishery resources in the Northwest
Atlantic beyond the areas in which coastal States exercise fisheries jurisdiction, referred to as the
"Regulatory Area”™ of NAFO.

The Contracting Parties to NAFO have made very substantial reductions in their permicted
catches and introduced moratoria for the most severely depleted stocks. The fishing interests of
the Contracting Parties of NAFO have thus made sacrifices in order to sustain resources for the
future. They therefore expect thar Non-Contracting Parties will respect their actions and not
undermine them.

The Contracting Parties are deeply concemned that Non-Contracting Parties permitting vessels
flying their flags to fish in the NAFO Regulatory Area do not comply with their obligations to
cooperate in conservation and management and that such vessels have continued to be present
in the NAFO Regulatory Area fishing on resources which are at historically depleted and critical
levels.

[ note with satisfaction that Belize has deregistered the vessels "Gadus" and "Albri II" but have
to report that they continue to fish in the Regulatory Area under the flag of Belize. 1 would
therefore be grateful if you could confirm that these vessels no longer have any connection with
Belize. Furthermore, the following vessels registered in Belize have again been observed fishing
in the area to the severe detriment of critical resources: "Cidade de Aveiro”, "Santa Joana", "Santa
Princesca” and "Austral". The "Santa Joana" flies at different times the flags of either Belize or
Sierra Leone.

The Government of Belize has stated that it does not wish to undermine the effectiveness of
NAF('s conservation and management regime. The Contracting Parties to NAFO have
collectively and individually taken diplomatic initiatives to urge States which do not cooperate
with NAFO to withdraw their vessels from the Regulatory Area. Several States have already
complied. NAFQ again urges the Government of Belize to withdraw its vessels forthwith and to
take effective measures to prevent their return to the Regulatory Area. There is real urgency for
the immediate withdrawal of these vessels given the critical state of many of the NAFO-managed
fish stocks.
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The Contracting Parties to NAFO draw the attention of the Government of Belize to the FAQO's
Compliance Agreement adopted unanimously at the November 1993 meeting of the FAQ
Council. The FAO Compliance Agreement lays down legal conditions for the regulation of High
Seas fishing by Flag States and provides a suitable basis on which the Government of Belize could
prevent its vessels from fishing in the NAFO Regulatory Area, undermining the conservation
measures applied by NAFO Contracting Parties.

On behalf of the Contracting Parties to NAFO present at its 17th Annual Meeting: Canada,
Cuba, Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands and Greenland), Estonia, European Union,
Iceland, Japan, Republic of Korea, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway, Poland and the Russian Federation.

{DATE) E. Lemche

President and
Chairman of General Council
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The Minister of External Relations
Honduras

Dear Mr. Minister:

Further to my letter of November 1994, | have been instnucted by all members of the Northwest
Atlantic Fisheries Organization (NAFQ) present at its 17th Annual Meeting to raise again at the
highest level their concern about fishing activity by vessels flying your flag in the NAFQO
Regulatory Area.

NAFQO was established in 1979 inter_alia to implement the obligations of States under
international law regarding conservation and management of fishery resources in the Northwest
Atlantic beyond the areas in which coastal Startes exercise fisheries jurisdiction, referred to as the
"Regulatory Area” of NAFO.

The Contracting Parties to NAFO have made very substantial reductions in their permitted
catches and introduced moratoria for the most severely depleted stocks. The fishing interests of
the Contracting Parties of NAFO have thus made sacrifices in order to sustain resources for the
future. They therefore expect that Non-Contracring Parties will respect their actions and not
undermine them.

The Contracting Parties are deeply concemed that Non-Contracting Parties permitting vessels
flying their flags to fish in the NAFO Regulatory Area do not comply with their obligations to
cooperate in conservation and management and that such vessels have continued to be present
in the NAFO Regulatory Area fishing on resources which are at historically depleted and critical
levels.

1 note with satisfaction that Honduras has deregistered the vessel "Espadarte”. However, the
"Danica”, registered in Honduras, has again been obsetved fishing in the area to the severe
detriment of critical resources.

The Government of Honduras has stated thar it does not wish to undermine the effectiveness of
NAFQ's conservation and management regime. The Contracting Parties to NAFO have
collectively and individually taken diplomatic initiatives to urge States which do not cooperate
with NAFO to withdraw their vessels from the Repulatory Area. Several States have already
complied. NAFO again urges the Government of Honduras to withdraw its vessels forthwith and
to take effective measures to prevent their retum to the Regulatory Area. There is real urgency
for the immediate withdrawal of these vessels given the critical state of many of the NAFO-
managed fish stocks. ‘

The Contracting Parties to NAFO draw the attention of the Government of Honduras to the
FAQ's Compliance Agreement adopted unanimously at the November 1993 meeting of the FAO
Council. The FAO Compliance Agreement lays down legal conditions for the regulation of High
Seas fishing by Flag States and provides a suitable basis on which the Govemment of Honduras
could prevent its vessels from fishing in the NAFO Regulatory Atea, undermining the
conservation measures applied by NAFO Contracting Parties.
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On behalf of the Contracting Parties to NAFO present at its 17th Annual Meeting: Canada,
Cuba, Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands and Greenland), Estonia, European Union,
Iceland, Japan, Republic of Korea, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway, Potand and the Russian Federation.

(DATE) E. Lemche

President and
Chaimman of General Council
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Secretary of State
Sierra Leone

Dear Mr. Ministet:

Further to my letter of November 1994, 1 have been instructed by all members of the Northwest
Atlantic Fisheries Organization (NAFQ) present at its 17th Annual Meeting to raise again at the
highest level their concern about fishing activity by vessels flying your flag in the NAFQ
Regulatory Area.

NAFQO was established in 1979 inter_alia to implement the obligations of States under
international law regarding conservation and management of fishery resources in the Northwest
Atlantic beyond the areas in which coastal States exercise fisheries jurisdiction, referred to as the
"Regulatory Area" of NAFQ.

The Contracting Parties to NAFO have made very substantial reductions in their permitted
catches and introduced moratoria for the most severely depleted stocks. The fishing interests of
the Contracting Parties of NAFO have thus made sacrifices in order to sustain resources for the
future. They therefore expect that Non-Contracting Parties will respect their actions and not
undermine them.

The Contracting Parties are deeply concerned that Non-Contracting Parties permitting vessels
flying their flags to fish in the NAFO Regulatory Area do not comply with their obligations to
cooperate in conservation and management and that such vessels have continued to be present
in the NAFQ Regulatory Area fishing on resources which are at historically depleted and critical
levels.

The following vessels registered in Sierra Leone have again been observed fishing in the area to
the severe detriment of critical resources: "Leone”, and "Santa Joana". The "Santa Joana" flies
at different rimes the flags of either Sierra Leone or Belize.

The Govemment of Sierra Leone has stated that it does not wish to undermine the effectiveness
of NAFQO's conservation and management regime. The Contracting Parties to NAFO have
collectively and individually raken diplomatic initiatives to urge States which do not cooperate
with NAFO to withdraw their vessels from the Regulatory Area. Several States have already
complied. NAFO again urges the Government of Sierra Leone to withdraw its vessels forthwith
and to take effective measures to prevent their return to the Regulatory Area. There is real
urgency for the immediate withdrawal of these vessels given the critical state of many of the
NAFO-managed fish stocks.

The Contracting Parties to NAFO draw the attention of the Government of Sierra Leone to the
FAQ's Compliance Agreement adopted unanimously at the November 1993 meeting of the FAQ
Council. The FAQO Compliance Agreement lays down legal conditions for the regulation of High
Seas fishing by Flag States and provides a suitable basis on which the Government of Sierra Leone
could prevent its vessels from fishing in the NAFO Regulatory Area, undermining the
conservation measures applied by NAFO Contracting Parties.
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On behalf of the Contracting Parties to NAFO present at its 17th Annual Meeting: Canada,
Cuba, Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands and Greenland), Estonia, European Union,
Iceland, Japan, Republic of Korea, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway, Poland and the Russian Federation.

{DATE) E. Lemche

President and
Chairman of General Council
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Minister of Foreign Affairs . :
Wellington '

Dear Mr. Minister,

The Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization {NAFQ) is a regional fisheries organization
established in 1979 inter alia to implement the obligations of States under internarional law
regarding conservation and management of fishery resources in the northwest Atlantic beyond the

areas in which coastal States exercise fisheries jurisdiction, referred to as the "Regulatory Area"
of NAFO.

NAFQ has established a ban on shrimp fishing in the Regulatory Area except for Division 3M
(the Flemish Cap} and closely monitors the state of the shrimp stock in 3M with a view to
ensuring their effective conservation. It is therefore with concern that all members of NAFO
present at its 17th Annual Meeting noted that a vessel flying the flag of New Zealand has been
sighted fishing for shrimp in the Regulatoty Area. Since New Zealand is not a Contracting Party
to NAFQO I have been asked to request your cooperation in ensuring that NAFO conservation and
management measures are not undermined.

I attach a note containing details of the vessel concerned and its activity in the Regulatory Area.

(Date) . : E. Lemche
President and Chairman of
the General Council
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a)

c)

d)

Annex 3. Terms of Reference for STACFAC Intersessional
Meeting, Spring 1996

To consider measures to discourage non-Contracting Party vessels from fishing activities
which undermine NAFQ's conservation and management measures for the Regulatory
Areg;

In particular to draw up a scheme to prevent landings of fish caught in the Regulatory
Area by identified non-Contracting Party vessels;

Such prohibited landings should include species regulated by NAFO but could also

~include other species caught in contravention of NAFO conservation measures;

To consider the implications of a NAFO system of denial of port facilities to fishing
vessels from Non-Contracting Parties which fail to cooperate.

Other issues.
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