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1. Il1'l'JWl!{JC~!'..l"<lN 

1.1. lJurirlg its mlleting in /lia,y-June 1';166, IVladrid, the lCNAF' Suboommi ttee on Statistics and Sampling oonBider~d the possibility of extending southwards the area for which Il: NA I' would collect catch/effurt statistics boY fishing areas and species, and rf.ferred these questions to the P'ifth Session of the Continuinb Working l'arty. 

1.2. Those matters were c,,"o.i.,lered "Jready boY the Continuing Working Party during its 'I'hird Session in 1963; its recommendations were not accel,ted by lCNAF' in 1963, whu considered it inappropriate under the circumstances then prevailing. 

1.3. Acting on the 1966 hellbook liecoIIIlIJendatioll 13 (ij) of the ICNAF Subcom I"; t tee on Statistics ",,,1 Sa[]]jllitJ{;, the Executive Secretary of lCBAF approached the United St" tee author:i ties for information i1.nd I<as informed by lett"r of 26 AUgl!1lt 1;166 that tho Unl ted States is not now using -'.r. reporting eys tem be,yoll(i terri torird 1m tClrs. However, the,y recolllmenlLed a scheme for a Stati,stlcal Area Ii, aml e.,l,Led that using dflGree lines for statistical divisions could ultimKtel,y fit into the s,ystem used in the Gulf anti Caribbean. The United States also recommended that Division 5Z be divided into 5Ze and )6W. Ideally, they stated, 5Zw would be included in proposed statistical llivisions 6A and 6B, but it llid not seem appropriate to them to have statistical. rlivisions whioh overlap Convention lines. 

1.4. Using )Jart of th" United States scheme proposed in August 1966, the Secretary of the Con tinuing ,forking .Party prepared a draft paper submitted ·,0 IC:Nllr'. Follol<ing distributton of draft copi8s of this paper through the Ebtecutlvo Secretary of lUNAr' ·to IW, UllSR awi Cana,iian authorities, the three countries questioned the net:eGClit,y for having the suba.rea divided ,.nto diviBions of one d"~r"p'. 7'he T!3J1 presented in December 1966 a second scheme for a Bti.ltistical Subarea 6 for oonsideration by the Continuing !forking Party. This scheme differs from its earlier proposal made in August 1;166. 

1.5. Canadian authorities have revie'f"d all the various alternatives and favour that presented in Decemoer 1966 by the US authorities. 

1.6. Ir) order that the Contlnuing WorUng Party may revieli this question further, the dp.taiis of th" variouB ,,,"homes ha.ve been assembled, document tl'fANA: ,)/67 /UE t,) prov;,1" tho t)"c:kgroll.ll'l, to.;ether with proposals for extendinp; th~~ 3'['ANA n,yB t.om tr; an arp.rt \-1hich, for the time b81ng, is to be called in tl'''3'" l'''P''''R the "South""" I; No.rth Atlantic ll • 

2. EX'l'li"Yl'll (~l' HLf.:.0i...'l'll I'1~~~_J:i~~Ll),~~I~JcE'fINUS 

2.1. Extrac t from the Hr:.r.~'~r.~_--':!.r .. tJ,"..'l'J-,j_r:.d ,,~"-~ of th" Con tinuing i'lorking Party 011 r'j"h"ry Statist.ic" ill the North AtLarltic Area, 1tJ-22 March 1963, Rome (FAa B'isheries l/eJ>ortr; No. '( - 11e/117)1 

"The Continuing Workilll( i'at'LjI lJote,l th'lt the eaotward limit on the Atlantic side of the IUNAr StatiFltic,>l Area iEl a line from the Greenland coast (Cape ~'arewell) due south 'llonl.; IJ~OOO' went longitude to 59°00' north latitude; thenoe due east to 42°UO' W"flt lcmr:iLl.IIle; thence dU8 south to 3';1°00' north la ti tude. It a180 noted U", t l;he SOLl t bern boundary of the lCNAr' Sta tiBtical Area rUllS from 42°00' WARt loneitude (lll" weBt along 39°00' north latitude to 71°40' wflnf; lonr:itwJoM; 1,1l("1l~(:1 due [Iort,n t.o the Rhode ls.land coast." 

* III tlw or.i.ginal ](f'l'url. thi" waD erroneously given as 71°00' west loni:',"i. tu.lie. 
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"The Continuing Working Party SllCI,;ppted that ICNA~' should oonsider at its 
next annual m, eting extension of its Statistical Area southward and that 
through this proposed southward sx.t'ension the line 42000' west longitude , 
be its eastward boundary. ~'his b01J.nllary would run from a pcint in 42000' !) 
west lon"itude and. 39°00' north lat,i t.ude due south to approximately 3("00' 
north lati turis (the BOil the,rnmoB t boundary of the ICES Sta tis tioal Area) and 
thence in a westerly, or llorth-westerly, or south-westerly direction to a 
point on the North Amerioa" shore; this point to be based on a reoommendation 
to be made by the United States having regard to an appropriate division of 
the fisheries along its AU"ntic seaboard." 

2.2 lCxtrll.ct from the ICNAF' Hedbook 1963, Part I (Standing Committee on 
Research and Statistics Proceedings 1~63): 

"(b) Statistical Areas 

The Subcommittee reviewed the proposal of the Continuing Working Party 
which outlined the extension of the Area of ICNAF's statistical 
responsibilities to the southward and 

recommends (52) 

that ICNAF should }lot extend its statistical boundaries." 

2.3. ~;x.tract from the lCNAF' Redbook 1966, Part I (Standing Committee on 
Research and. Statistics Proceedings 1966): 

"8. Elt.unoion 01' JUIlA]' StaUs tics Coll~ction Southward 

'rh" Subcommittee interpreted. tlrj" item to be within its field and 
oonsidered 'l'leEltionA about ooLloc tion and publication of catch/effort 
data by country, species anel Jir,hing area for the region off the 
east coast of North America ,,,,,,th of the IGNAF' Convention Area. 
From Article VI of the Convent.ion, paragraphs l(b) and 1(f), ICNAF 
is empo;le1'ed to request such ill form" tion. The Subcorruni ttee was 
informed by the Continuine: Work.ing Party Secretary that EAO collects 
for publica t.i on, to tal nominrd oa teh figures by countries and 
species 1'.11' the Westerll Central Atlantio, a region which includes 
the area of most in LBrest to leNAJ". 'rhe Suboommi ttee recot,'llized 
an urgent need for catch/effort stAtistics for the region between 
the ICNAF COllvention Area an,l Cape Hatteras, and agreed that a 
joint stati13tics coLlection sohpme for this region should be worked 
out. It COllFlidered that the COlltinuing Working Party was the most 
appropriate body to advise lUNAr' in this matter." 

2.4. Extr',ct from the draft report of the F'ifth Session of the Continuing 
WorkinG Party on Fishery Statistics in tbe North Atlantic Area (10-15 April 1961) 

"14.2 'rhe extension of the ICIM~ statioLical area to the water adjoining 
its southern boundary 

j. 

14.2.1 1'110 Contil1uing Workinc 1'ar ty reviewed document STANA:5/61/8E 
which contains a report prepared fly the Secretary in response to a 
request made by lCNA}' in 1966. It Hoted that this document also 
inclur!"" various proposals m>.>rl,' boY the United States Authorities. 

14.2." 'fhe Uontinuinr, V/orkillg l''lrty ~~commends I 

(a) that the Secretar,Y of the Continuing Working Party 
prf~Jlaro 1], new vOrSi()!l of the materials contained in 
,locurrrent S'fANA:5/67/BE to provide a description of 
th" prOI'tlBaJs mad.e by the United States in December 
1966 alld to preAent this vaper to the forthcoming 
meeting of lCNA}' at the sl1d of May 1967; 

(to) that lCr'JAV roview ,,"rl acoept the proposal made by 
the United States in December 1966." 

l'H~1.'USllLS ACC1Wl'};l! lJY HIB CUN'I'U/I) INU_ ~IOHKll~U l'Ali1':£ 

3.1. lCIM, shouJd "ollsid8r atlditl{; Subare" 6 to the five subareas now 
forming 1'~lrt of its A to.t-ir;ticnl ar08. ff'hj.s Subarea 6 would cover what 
is provini.otlalJy called th" "waters of t;h" Southwest North Atlantic". 
This pro,pofJod ~ulJ[l.ron 6 couJd be def.i.uf.'r:l aa follows: 
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Waters of the Southwest North Atlantio bounded by a line beginning 
at a point on tne ooast of Rhode Island in 71°40' west longitude; 
thenoe due south to 39000' north latitude; thenoe due east to 
42°00' west longitude; thenoe du~ south to 35°00' north latitude; 
thence due west to the coast of North America, thenoe northwards 
along the east coast of Hatteras Island, past Oregon Inlet along 
the Atlantio ooast of North Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, 
New Jersey, Conneoticut and Rhode Island to the point of beginning. 

3.2. It would appear that there are no obstacles to prevent ICNAF from 
extending its statistical area to beyond its Convention boundaries. This 
has already been done by inoluding in ICNAF's Statistical Area the territorial 
waters ad~()inin.~ :t.l:!!! ... ll-lC:!.sting f:i,ve suba1;eaR....Q:f. the ICNAF CQ.!J,v6,n.t;lo.A Area. , . 

~.3. This southward extension of ICNAF' to 35°00' north latitude, would 
result in the ICNAF Statistioal Area having a southern boundary at 'nearly 
the same latitude, i.e. 36°00' north, aa the ICES (Northeast Atlantio) 
Statistioal Area. The North Atlantio Region would then consist of (a) 
the Northwest Atlantio, oovered by ICNAF, and inoluding the Southwest 
North Atlantic waters, and (b) the Northeast Atlantic, oovered by the 
ICES Northeast Atlantio Statistioal Area. It would, therefore, take in 
all Atlantio waters lying to the north of a line drawn along 36°00' north 
latitude from Punta Marro~ui (the southernmost point of the ~uropean 
oontinent) due west to 42 00' west longitude, thenoe due south to 36°00' 
north latitude, thenoe due west ID a point near Cape Hatteras on the North 
Amerioan coast. 

3.4. Thl.S would require an adjustment in the statistios prepared by FAO 
on a worldwide basis aooording to major fishing areas. The catohes reported 
in the southwest north Atlantio, which have until now been inoluded in FAO's 
"\'iestern Central Atlantio", would have to be transferred for past, current 
and future yeare, to the Northwest Atlantio. These adjustments in the FAO 
tabulations should oreate no great difficulties to the ~~O Secretariat. 

3.5. Changes would have to be made in oertain parts of the notes for the 
completion of the STANA 2 ICNAF' Summary and STANA 1W forms. The map of 
the North Atlantio would have to be re-drawn with minor ohangee to indioate 
the extension of the ICNAF area to the new subarea, and the list of speoies 
would have to be expanded. 

3.6. However, it will be necsssary for ICNAF, when it lGakes this deoision, 
to deoide also on oertain details whioh would then have to 'be inoluded in 
the Notes for the STANA reporting system. These are as follows, (a) the 
preoise breakdown of the divisions of Subarea 6, and (b) the oommon names 
and soientifio nalGes of any species of commeroial significanoe in the 
proposed Subarea 6 not yet appearing as individual. entries in the ICNAF 
list of sp-".()ies~ These are to ]:)e adde.d to this ICNAF list. 

3.7. ICNA} could also oonsider the possibility of creating within 
Subarea 6 a separate division for the waters of Chesapeake Bay, by 
drawing a line either from Cape Charles to Cape Henry or by drawing 
it along 76 0 00' west longitude. Either of these two lil,es would 
separate the Chesapeake Bay waters from the open waters of the proposed 
divisions 6B and 6C, as shown in Appendix II. 
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