Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization

Serial No. N1863 : ' GC Doc. 90/10

{(Revised)

12TH ANNUAL MEETING ~ SEPTEMBER 1990

Report of the General Council

Tuesday, 11 September - 1020-1150
Friday, 14 September - 1050-1240

The Chairman of the General Council, Mr. K. Hoydal (Denmark on behalf of
the Farces and Greenland) opened the meeting at 1020 and gave a brief
address on the difficult times which were being suffered in the main
fisheries of NAFO.

The Chairman then addressed what the Council would certainly consider the

sad duty of mourning the death of Mr. L., Day who had been Executive
Secretary for many years in ICNAF until its end in 1979 and during 1979-
80 in NAFC. A moment of silence was kept by the whole Council standing
in respectful homage.

The Chairman then proposed that the Executive Secretary be nominated
Rapporteur which was agreed.

Before proposing the adoption of the Agenda, the Chairman invited the
representatives present to address the Council for any general observations
which they would wish to draw. (See List of Participants - Appendix 1)

The delegate of Canada saluted all delegations present and referred to the
difficult problems affecting the fisheries of the region. There were
serious reductions in stocks like 3NO cod ‘and the two stocks of Redfish
in the Regulatory Area. 3LNO American plaice and Yellowtail flounder were
reduced to historically low levels. Fishing for cod in 3M was still
subject to a ban, even though some vessels seemed to ignore that
restriction. NAFO must seek innovative scolutions to deal with that.

The problem of fishing by Non-Member countries was serious and continued
to develop. Last estimations resulted in wvalues of 35,000 tons of
important species in that area being harvested during the year. It was
particularly worrisome that as catch rates declined and fisheries became
less viable, vessels of non-member countries shifted their efforts to other
stocks. :

It was pleasant to report important developments in the relations of Canada
and the EEC. They had had very important exchanges of views from which
three important working groups had been created:

1. Scientific Cooperation
2. Surveillance and Control
3. Non-Contracting Parties Activities

Canada hoped that during the meeting it would be possible to report further
on the work of those groups. It was to be expected that some of that work
would be taken up by NAFO.
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Scientific advice by an independent panel had been received by Canada
regarding the status of the 2J3KL cod stock. That advice was provided to
NAFQO scientists in June. The report recommended unequivocally drastic
steps . to save the stocks from further decline. 1In spite of all known
difficulties and painful restrictions, Canada was committed to the
rebuilding of the stock, would expect the cooperation of all NAFO members
in that effort and it would seek the continuation of the moratorlum in 3L
Cod in the Regulatory Area durlng 1991

Finally the delegate of Canada was glad to invite all other délegations
to a reception that night hosted by Canada

The Chairman then nroposed the adoptlon of the Agenda {see Appendix 2)
which was agreed.

He then addressed the observnrs of the USA who were extended the welcome
of the Council.

The Chairman then declared that at 1330 the Heads of Delegations were
called to meet in order to decide about a telephoned request of Greenpeace
to be admitted as an observer.

It was then decided tec deal with Publicity in the traditional manner.

The Chairman then gave the floor to the Chairman of the Working Group on
Non-Contracting Party Fishing Activity who presented the Report of that
Working Group {see Appendix 3). .

The Chairman thanked the Chairman of the Working Group and proposed that,
in order that the Council would have time to study the report, it would
be placed again before the Council on Friday. This was agreed.

The Chairman called the attention of the Council to the exchange of letters
with the Under-Secretary General of the United Nations on information on
large scale pelagic driftnet fishery - Resolution 44/225.

The delegate of Canada suggested that STACTIC should examine this
correspondence and then report back to the General Council.

The Chairmén, coming to item 8 of the Agenda, requested the approval of -
the Council of Proceedings of the 10th and 1ith Annual Meetings, September

1988 and 1989, which were approved.

The Chairman placed before the Council the consideration of a new Rule of

Procedure on approval of Proceedings of the General Council. The delegate

of Denmark {in respect of Faroes and Greenland) thought the idea was not -

practical, but suggested that it should be presented to STACFAD so that
they could appreciate the proposed procedure., This was agreed.

The Chairman then proposed that items 10, 11, 13, 14 to 18 of the Agenda
be also forwarded te STACFAD for an opinion.

On the matter of the Seleétion of a New Executive Secretary, the Chairman
informed the Council that the Nominating Committee was in the process of
finalizing the decision and had hopes of presentlng cne, late Thursday.

Friday the final decision should be made.
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The head of the delegation of the EEC asked for the floor to state that
unfortunately he had not been present when the head of the delegation of
Canada had made his declaration on the new found position of collaboration
between the two delegations in several spheres of activity concerning

fisheries. He just wished to confirm the newly found good cooperation
between the twe delegations and the sincere wish his delegation had to
progress with the cooperation in the belief that everybody would gain from
the new relationship.

The Chairman stated that he was happy that for the time being the Agenda
had been considered from top to bottom and reminded the delegations that
the meeting of heads of delegations would be called to order at 1330.

The meeting was adjourned at 1150.

The Chairman started the meeting on the morning of Friday by welcoming the
presence of the observer from Mexico.

He then thanked the delegation of Canada for the pleasant reception offered

"on Tuesday evening and the delegation of the EEC for the reception on the

inspection vessel "Eithna" on Wednesday evening.

Returning to the subject of thieats to Conservation due to Non-Member
Activities in the Regulatory Area, the Chairman reported that a lot of work
had been going on and some proposals were to be placed before the Council

{GC Docs. 90/8 and 90/9)

The delegate of the EEC, introducing GC Doc. 90/8, recalled the efforts
made by NAFO trying to find a practical satisfactory solution to that
difficult problem., In fact Canada, the EEC and the USSR were associated
as sponsors of a Resolution dealing with that serious threat to the stocks
in the Requlatory Area, proposed to be adopted by the General Council,

The Resolutiocn, in spite of its importance, did not resolve the problem.
It was nevertheless a serious effort to lay the foundations to restricting
to the maximum those activities and containing their results. NAFO members
should proceed carefully with a wview to the overall possible legal and
pelitical implications and teo the international obligations that
Contracting Parties were to adhere to,

It was proposed that the Resolution be immediately adopted by the Council,
and that the practical implications be dealt with as scon as possible by
the Committee replacing the working party which had been proposed last year
and had had a first meeting in March at the NAFQ Headquarters.

The delegate of the EEC explained that the other paper (GC Doc. 90/9) set
down the terms of reference for the new Standing Committee which was to

replace the previous working group. It was also proposed that the General
Council would approve that paper.

The delegate of Poland proposed that the 5th paragraph of the Resolution
be amended by adding that NAFQC was open to the access of any other
countries or parties.

The delegate of Canada suggested that the proposed text was the result of
careful consideration by many Contracting Parties and consequently any
amendments could not be accepted without prolonged analysis.

e gy
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The Chairman stated that, as it was a fact that NAFO was open to the access
of other parties, and that the propeosal as it stood was the result of a.
congensus, he would ask the delegate of Poland if he could accept the text
as it was. The delegate of Poland accepted that point of view,

The delegate of Canada proposed that the first meeting of the new Standing
Committee take place before the 15th December, the precise date to be
agreed through diplomatic channels. He further suggested that at that
meeting the Committee would elect its first chairperson and invited the’

Committee tc have that first meeting in Halifax.

The Chairman ruled that it 'was so agréed and thanked the delegate of Canada.
for the invitation.

The delegate of Cuba declared that he had waited for the unanimous
agreement just obtained, because the head of his delegation felt that he
was not in a position to fully support it without further consultations
which were not possible within the time available. The delegation was
certainly not against the agreed text and it did not even desire to
abstain., It just wished to declare that as soon as it would arrive in
Cuba, if any particular point would have to be made, would take the liberty
of making it then.

The delegate of Japan lamented that his delegation had not been given

sufficient opportunity and time to have its thoughts reflected in such an
important Resoclution. He had noted that the Resoclution had been very

carefully phrased, but his country might have international obligations

which might make it very difficult to agree fully with the approved text.

He certainly ‘did not wish to open an argument at such a late stage. He

just wished to place on record that without any attempt to introduce

amendments, - Japan’s acquiescence was without prejudice to its basic

position with respect to international law and practices, including

international agreements, to which Japan was party.

The Chairman then concluded that the record would show that the Resclution
(GC Doc. 90/8) and the formation of the Standing Committee - STACFAC (GC
Doc. 90/9) had been approved and the invitation for its first meeting in.
Halifax had been accepted and thanked and the ‘interventions of Cuba and
Japan had been noted and recorded.

The delegate of the USSR stated that the USSR had become co-author of the
Resolution even though its country shared the concern of other countries
regarding the problem. He would not like to intreoduce any alteration to
the document which had taken so long to be prepared. He believed however

that there might be three words that could be inserted with advantage to
all NAFO parties, as they were part of the NAFO Convention. He proposed
to add to the last paragraph of the Preamble and alsco in paragraphs 1 and

" 2, instead of just the word "conservation”, the words "optlmunlutlllzation,
_rational management and conservation”.

.The Chairman suggested that he would like to maintain hils previous ruling:

the General Council had adopted the Resolution and the formation of the
Standing Committee and the interventions of Poland, Cuba, Japan and the

‘USSR had been noted and properly recorded. He asked whether that was

acceptable. That was agreed.
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The Chairman explained that the Fisheries Commission had received
information from STACTIC on the matter of large scale pelagic drift nets.
He suggested that the Council subscribe to the recommendation from STACTIC
which gave instruction for the Executive Secretary to handle that matter.
That was agreed.

The Chairman addressed the last of the Agenda items which had been referred
to STACFAD. He gave the floor to the Chairpersen of STACFAD wheo had been
elected unanimously to the chair at the commencement of its proceedings
and who presented a summary report of that Standing Committee. The full
report is appended (Appendix 4).

The Chairman thanked the Chairperson for her presentation and all the
Committee for its hard work and opened the discussion of the Report.

The delegate of Denmark (on behalf of the Faroes and Greenland) remarked
that Staff Rules had been in the Agenda for the last five years. It was
regrettable that NAFO had not been able to deal with the matter over such
a long period. He doubted the wisdom of expecting STACFAD and afterwards
the General Council to approve all the rules dealing with alli the details.
Another wiser way would be to allow the Executive Secretary to determine
all Staff Rules which did not have financial implications. Only those
Rules having financial implications would be subject to the appreciation
of STACFAD and approval of the General Council.

He suggested that point 35, at the bottom of page 28 of the STACFAD Report,
should not be adopted by the General Council and in its place the General
Council would request STACFAD to come up with final proposals at the next
annual meeting with respect to Staff Rules, while the rules without
financial implications be elaborated by the Executive Secretary.

The delegate of the USSR proposed that the report be adopted. He referred
to the mention of the 1993 meeting in the report and stated that the USSR
was still interested in organizing the meeting of that year in the USSR,
although it was still too early to put forward the invitation. He would
like simply to inform the Council that the invitation would come in due
time. '

The delegate of the EEC regretted that it was still not possible to adopt
the S5taff Rules at the present meeting because he felt that there had been
a lot of work invested in the proposed Staff Rules over the past years and
it was felt that a very valuable draft had been presented to STACFAD. The
Community wished to underline that an adoption at the next meeting should
be possible.

The Chairman concluded that the Council had adopted the STACFAD report with
its recommendations. Agenda items 9, 10, 11, 13 and 14 had thus been
cleared. It had considered the Staff Rules under item 15, with a strong
indication that the matter had to be finished at the next Annual Meeting.
Agenda items 16, 17 and 18 had also been approved.
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The Chairman then reported on the Selection of a New Executive Secretary,
Agenda item 12. The procedure determined by the General Council had been
followed; the Committee, formed as it was determined, had received 10
applications and had met several times. It had been difficult to decide
as most applications were of high standard. Finally they were in a
position to recommend Dr. Shepel to be chosen to be the next Executive
Secretary. This was agreed by acclamation.

The Chairman then gave the floor to Dr. Shepel who was congratulated by
the Chairman.

Dr. Shepel thanked the General Council. His being chosen was a great
honour and a great responsibility. Honesty, diligence and the principles
of equity would guide him., The Council had credited him by choosing him
and he would repay it with hard work and trying for perfection in that
work. .

The Chairman called the attention of the Council to the fact that the
present meeting would be the last Annual Meeting under the responsibility
and authority of the present Executive Secretary, Captain Cardoso. There
would still be some months during which he would be responsible for the
running of the Secretariat and in charge of the functioning of NAFO. One
of Capt. Cardoso’s last duties would be to introduce the new Executive
Secretary to his duties in NAFO.

His recollection of Capt. Cardoso went quite a long time back; he
remembered in the early 70s when the Parties really started to recognize
in NEAFC and ICNAF that Portugal had a very good spokesman and head of
delegation who always spoke very forcefully for the interests of his
country, always made a great impression and he could assure the Council
that Cardoso was never dull and that was the least one could say about
Cardose. The Captain had been NAFQ Secretary practically all the time
since NAFO had existed, so really his history of NAFO was NAFO’s history.

The Chairman revealed that all Contracting Parties had agreed between
themselves in the Council that they would show a small token of gratitude
by presenting a gift teo the Executive Secretary.

The gift was brought with a bouquet of flowers and the applause of all
present.

The Chairman wished the Executive Secretary on behalf of NAFQ a very happy
retirement and all good luck in the future.

The Executive Secretary started by saying that if it were true that he used
to speak very easily and freely, at that moment he was under a certain
difficulty. The first person that came to his mind was Lew Day. The one
that had been in the same position of Executive Secretary before him. He
wished to remember Day because all that he, Cardoso, did as Executive
Secretary, he learned with Mr. Day and kept with it always. Unfortunately
that friend had passed away. Lew Day was a person who was practical and
simple and right. He, Cardoso, tried.to follow the same steps. It had
been difficult, wvery difficult, because everybody was aware that
unfortunately in the last 10 years a hard fight had been on. The Executive
Secretary was so glad that finally that €ight was over. It should have
been over a long time before so that he could have shined. In the past
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he always was displeasing somebody. But he could not have done otherwise,
because one, like him or Lew Day, had to stay in the middle, friends with
everybody, though not pleasing everybody.

He was very touched by the gift and he certainly wished everybody all the
best. And he would certainly implore for Heaven's sake everyone to
continue to try and agree, although defending like mad one’s interests.
He terminated with his thanks.

The Chairman declared that the Press Release would be handled as usual
(Appendix 5). There was no Qther Business.

The Chairman decided to cleose the meeting by wishing everybody happiness.
The delegate of Canada responded by praising the Chairman’s fine sense of
timing and efficiency, looking forward to the opportunity of future
meetings. The meeting was adjourned at 1240.




Appendix 1
LIST CF PARTICIPANTS-12th ANNUAL MEETING
BULGARIA
Head of Delegation: L. Yanev

Chairman "RIBNC STOPANSTVO"™

No. 3 Industrialna Str

Bourgas
Alternate

P. Kplarov, Research Secretary, Institute of Fisheries, Boul. Chervenocarmeisky No. 4, 9000 varna

Representative

L. Yanev [see address above}

C. Panayotov, Trade Commissioner of Bulgaria, 100 Adelaide Street W, Sulte 1405, Toronteo, Ontarioc
M5H 183

Advisers

P. I. Roussinov, Directer "Foreign Economic Ccoperatidn", "RIBNO STCPANTSVO", No. 3 Industrialna
5tr., Bourgas. '

CANADA

Head of Delegation: P. Meyboom
Deputy Minister
Fisheries and Jceans
200 Kent Street
Ottawa, Ontario X1h QE6

Alternate

V. Rabinovitch, Assistant Deputy Minister, International Relations, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans,
200 Kent Street, Ottawa, Ontario K1A CE6

Representatives

P. Meyboom (see address abave)

M. Yeadon, Vice-President, Fleet Operations and Government Relations, National Sea Products, P. O.
Box 2130, Halifax, Nova Scotia B3L 4R7

D. Gill, East Bloc Officer, International Directorate, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent
Street, Ottawa, Ontario K1A QE&

Advisgers

C. J. Allen, Resource Allocation Br., Atlantic Fisherles, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent
St., Ottawa, Ontario KI1A QE®6

B. Bpplebaum, Director-General, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent Street, Cttawa, Ontarlo
K1A QE6

B. BE. Armstrong, Office of Ambassador for Marine Conservation, Dept. of External Affairs, 125 Sussex
Dr., Ottawa, Ontario KIA 0G2

J. 5. Beckett, Director, Fisheries Research Branch, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent Street,
12th Floor, Ottawa, Ontario X1A QE6

N. Bellefontaine, Regional Director, Fisheries & Habitat Management, Dept. of Fisheries, Scotia Fundy
Region, P. O. Box 550, Halifax, N. 5. B3J 257

R. Belliveau, Deputy Director, Fisheries Trade Policy Div., Dept. of Externmal Affalrs, 125 Suasex
Drive, Ottawa, Ontarlo KiA 0G2

J. P. Lussiaa-Berdou, Ministere de lfAgriculture, des Pecheries et de l'Alimentation, 200A Chemin
Ste Foy, Quebec, QC GIlR 4Xé

A. Blum, Director General, Furopean Community Bureau, Dept. of External Affairs, 125 Sussex Drive,
Ottawa, Ontario K1A DG2

W. R. Bowering, Dept. of Fisheries & Oceans, P. O. Box 5667, St. John's, Newfoundland AlC 5X1

R. Cashin, Fishermen Food and Allied Workers, P. O. Box 10, St. John's, Newfoundland

B. Chapman, President, Fisheries Assoclation of Newfoundland and Labrader Ltd., P. 0. Box 8800,
st. John's, Newfoundland AlB 3RI :
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H. Clarke, Vice-President, Fishery Products Intl., 70 O'Leary Avenue, P. O. Box 550, St. John's,
Newfoundland :

L. J. Dean, Adm Pollcy Planning, Dept. of Fisherles, Gov't of Nfld-Labrador, P. O. Box 8700, st.
John's, Newfoundland Al1R 4J6 .

D. Delcorde, International Commisslions Finance and Administrative Officer, 1452-200 Kent Street,
QOttawa, Ontario Kih OE6

E. 'B. Dunne, Director General, Newfoundland Reglon, Dept. of Flsheries and Oceans, P. O. Box 5667,
St. John'’s, Newfoundland AlC 5X1

L. Forand, A/Director, Atlantic Div., International Directorate, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200
Kent 5t., Ottawa, Ontario KlA 0E&

J. E. Hache, A/Assistant Deputy Minister, Atlantic Fisheries, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent
5t., Okttawa, Cntaric K1A 0Eé : ’

C. L. Jones, Senior Advisor, Foreign Fisheries, Dept. of Fisherles and Cceans, P. 0. Box 550,
Halifax, Nova Scotla BR3J 257 )

J. A. Lugar, Executlve Assistant, Seafood Producers Association of Nova Scotia, P. 0. Box 991,
Dartmouth, Nova Scotia B2Y 3Zé6

C. MacKinnen, Marine Advisor, Groundfish and Seaplants, N. S. Dept. of Fisheries, P. 0. Box 2223,
Halifax, Nova Sceotla B3J 3C4 .

E. McCurdy, Secretary-Treasurer, Fishermen Food and Allied Workers, P. O. Box 10, St. John's,
Newfoundland

P. McGuiness, Vice-President, Fisheries Council of Canada, 77 Metcalfe S$t., Suite 505, Ottawa,
Cntario K1P 5Lé

B. Mewdell, Communicatlions Manager, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent Street, Room 1411,
Cttawa, Ontario K1A QK6

E." Mundell, International Directorate, Dept. of Fisherles and Oceans, 200 Kent Street, Ottawa,
Ontario K1lA OE6 ' :

W. M., Murphy, Mersey Seafoods Ltd., P. 0. Box 1290, Liverpool, Nova Scotia BOT 1K0

M. C. C'Connor, Manager, Fleet Services, Natlonal Sea Products, 1959 Upper Water St., 6th Floor,
Halifax, Nova Scotia

A. Peart, Ministers Office, Dept. of Fisherles and Cceans, 200 Kent St., 15th Floor, Ottawa, Ontarlo
K1A GEB

R. J. Prier, Director, Conservation and Protection, Dept. of Fisherles and Oceans, P. 0. Box 550,
Halifax, Nova Scotla B3J 257

D. Rivard, Senior Advisor, Marine Fish, Fisheries Research Br Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200
Kent Street, Cttawa, Ontarie KlA QE6

M. short, Director, Inshore Fishery, Fishermen Food and Allied Workers, Box 10, 53 Bond St., St.
John’ s, Newfoundland

J. M. Sloan, Communications Mgr.,External Affairs & Internaticnal Trade, C-2, BPT...Lester B. Pearson
Bldg., 125 Sussex Drive, Cttawa, Ontario KZP 1R3 )

R. Stirling, President, Seafood Producers Assn. of N. §., P. 0. Box 931, Dartmouth, N. 5. B2Y 326

L. Strowbridge, Enforcement Coordinator (Offshore), Nfld. Region, Dept, of Fisheries and Oceans, P
C. Box 5667, st. John's, Newfoundliand BAalC 5x1

N. Taylor, Assistant International Flsheries Officer, Stn. 1452, Dept. of Fisherles and Oceans. 200
Kent Street, Cttawa, Ontarlio K1lA QE6 '

G. Traverse, Chief Resource Management Div., Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, P. O. Box 5667,
St. John's, Newfoundland AlC 5X1 '

H. Trudeau, Director, Atlantic Operations, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, 200 Kent 5t., Ottawa,
Ontario KI1A OE6

D. Vardy, Deputy Minister of Fisheries, Govermment of Newfoundland, P. Q. Box 8700, Confederation
Bldg., St. John's, Newfoundland AlB 4J6

K. Veinot, Chief, Enforcement & Tralning, Dept. of Fisheries and Oceans, P. 0. Box 550, Halifax, Nova
Scotia B3J 257

F. Way, Nfld. Dept. of Fisheries, Confederation Bldg., St. John'a, Newfoundland Al1C 577

E. Wiseman, Counsellor (Fisheries), Canadian Mission to the Buropean Communities, 2, Av de Tervuren,
1040 Brussels, Belgium

F. Woodman, Chairman, Fisheries Councll of Canada, 77 Metcalfe St., Suite 50%, Ottawa, Cotario

K1P 5L6
CUBA
Head of Delegation: A. Carcedo
Director, Relaciones Internacionales
Ministeric de la Industria Pesquera’
Barlovento, Sta Fe, Havana
Alternate

0. Muniz, Representative of the Cuban Fishing Fleet in Canada, c/o Pickford and Black Led., P, 0.
Box 1117, Halifax, Nova Scotia B3J 2X1
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Representatives

A. Carcede (see address above) .
hdvisers
B. Garcia, International. Organizations Specialist, Direccion ,dé Relaciones AInternacionales,
Ministerio de la Industria Pesgquera, Barlovento, Sta Fe, Playa, La Habana ’
DENMARK {in respect of Faroes-and Greenland)
Head of Deleqation- E. Lemche
. . ._-Gronlands Hjemmestyre
Sjaeleboderne 2
. . DK 1122 Copenhagen
Denmazk
Alternate
§ . ! h Lo .
K. Hoydal, Director of Fisherles, Foroya Landsstyri, Box 64, FR-110, Farce Islands

Reéresentatives

E. Lemche (see address abcve}

0. H. Larsen, Head of Section, Ministry of Poreign Affairs, Asiatisk Plads 2, DK 1448 Copenhagen
Advisers o

5. Christensen, éréenland Home Rule, Box 269, 3900 Nuuk, Greenland

M. Olsen, -Skaltavegur 30, FR-700, Klaksvik, Faroe Islands

M. Olsen, Joensen & QOlsen, 700 Klaksavik, Farce Islands

Sv, BAa. Horsted, Gronlands Fiskeri Undersogelser, Tagensvej 135, DK-2200, Kobenhaven N, Denmark
H. Hovgaard, Greenland Fisheries Research Institute, Tagensve]j 135, DK 2200, Kobenhaven N, Denmark
H. Lassen, Gronlands Fiskeri Undersogelser, Tagensvej 135, 1, DK-2200, Kobenhaven N, Denmark

H.

Leth, Head of Sectiocn, Greenland Home Rule, Box 269, 3900 Nuuk, Greenland

I

EURQPEAN ECONOMIC COMMUNITY (EEC)

- Head of Delegaticon: = P. Hillenkamp
. _Acting Counsellor
: Commission of the European Communities
200 Rue de la Loi
B1049 Brussels

Representatives

P. Hillenkamp (see address above)
Advisers
J. Lecomte, Ambkassador, Delegation of the Commission of the European Communities, 350 Sparks st.,

(2]

=

Suite 1110, Ottawa, Ontario KLR 758

Newman, Administrator-Inspection and Contrel, Commission of the European Communities, 200 Rue de
la Loi, 1049 Brussels

Noe, Principal, Administrator, Directorate General for Fisherles, Commission of the European
Communities, JII 89, 6/40, 200 Rue de la Loi, B 1049 Brussels

I. Duck, Director, Secretariat General of the Council of the EEC, 170 Rue de la Lol, Burssels
1048

Zampini, Embassy of Italy, 275 Slater St., Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5H9

J. Dunkley, Inspection and Control DG XIV, Commission of the Buropean Communities, Rue Joseph II
99, 7/24, 1049 Brussels

abadia, Principal Administrator, Commission of European Communities, Rue de la Loi 200, B-1049
Brussels

. F. Kingston, Senior Assistant, Economic & Commercial Affairs, EEC Delegation 350 Sparks St., Suite

1110, Cktawa, Ontario K15 1a3

Albugquerque, Director de Servicos, bDireccao Geral das Pescas, Av Brasilia, 1400 Lisboa, Portugal

I. Aragon, Jefa de Seccion, Ortega y Gasset 57, Madrid, Spain

Bollen, Ministry of Agriculture Marine Management and Fisheries Bezuidenhcutsweeg 13, P 0 Box
20401, 2500 EK The Hague, The MNetherlands

Sy
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C. Soto Calvo, Subdirectora General de Relacliones, Pesqueras Internaclenales, Jose Ortega y Gasset,
57, 28006 Madrid, Spain
E. Cardenas, Instituto Espanol de Oceanografia, P. O. Box 240, santander, Spain
H. P. Corhus, Sea Fisherles Institute, Hamburg 50, Federal Republlic of Germany
J. Fontan, General Manager, ASPE c¢/Policarpe Sanz 1, QOficina JO1, Spain
G. P-Gandaras, Instituto de Invest. Marinas, Eduardo Cabello No. 6, Bouzas, Vigo, Spain
H. Gonzalez Garcia, ANAVAR & AGARBA, Puerto Pesquero, Edificie Vendedores, Oficina 1-6, Apdo 1078,
Vigo 36200, Spaln .
M. L. Godinhe, Instltuto Naciocnal de Investigacao das Pescas, Av. Brasilia, 1400 Lisbon, Portugal .
M. Iriondo, Avda Ategorrieta, 11, Donostia, Spain
B. W. Jones, Sea Fisheries Laboratory, Lowestoft, Suffolk NR33 OHT, United Kingdom
A. de Mele, Instituto Nacional de Investigacao das Pescas, Av. Brasilia, '1400 Lisbon, Portugal
J. L. Meseguer, Secretario General, Asoclacion de Empresas de Pesca de Bacado, Especles Afines y
Asociadas (ARBAC}), Enrique Larreta, 10-Madrid, 28036 Spain
Ph. Moguedet, IFREMER, B. P. 4240, F-97500 Saint Pierre et Miquejon
A. J. Parres, Delegue General, Union des Armateurs a la Peche, 59 Rue des Mathurins, F-75008 Paris,
France
D. Pelletier, IFREMER, B. P. 1049, F-44037, Nantes-Cedex, France
D. Piney, Charge de Mission pour les Conventions Internationales, Direction des Peches, Ministere
de la Mer, 3 Place de Fontenoy, 73700 Paris, France
C. A. Sousa Reis, President, Institutoc Naclonal de Investigacao das Pescas, Av. Brasilia, 1400 Lisboa
M. Roitmann, Fisheries Counsellor, Danlsh EEC-Representation, 73 Rue D’Arlon, B-1040 Brussels
H. schlapper, Bundesministerium fur Ernahrung, Landwirtschaft und Forsten, Rochusstr. 1, D-5300 Bonn
1, Federal Republic of Germany

C. C. Southgate, Room 428, Nobel House, Ministry of Agriculture, Fisherles and Food, Smith Square,
London SW1P 3HX

A. Vazquez, Instituto de Investigaciones Marinas, Muelle de Bouzas, Vigo, Spaln

GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC |

Head of Delegation: M. Heinemann
Under-Secretary of State
Minlstry of Agriculture, Food and Forestry
Kopenlckel Allee 58-63
Berlin

Representatives

M. Helnemann {see address above)
N. Poerschke, 150 Kent Street, Sulte 710, Ottawa, Ontario KI1P 5P4

W. Ranke, Head of Department, Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Forestry, Kopenickle Strape 58-63,
Berlin

JAPAN

. Head of Delegation: K. Yonezawa :

c/o Flshery Division

Economic Affairs Bureau
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
2-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo

Representatives

K. Yonezawa (see address above)

Advisers

Y. Ackl, Flshery Division, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyc 100

H. Inoue, Nippon Sulsan Ltd., 2 Otemachi, Chiyoda-ku Tokyec, Japan

T. Hasegawa, Japan Fisheries Association, Suite 1101, Duke Tower, 5251 Duke Street, Halifax, Nova
Scotia, Canada B3J 1P6

T. Mori, Fisheries Agency, Ministry of Agriculture, -Forest and Fisherles, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki,
Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo

Y. Uozumi, Far Seas Fisheries Research Laboratory, 5-7-1 Oride, Shimizu City

M. Yoshida, Japan Deep Sea Trawlers Assoclation, 601 Yasuda Bldg., 3-6 Kanda. Ogawa-cho, Chlyoda-
ku, Tokyo
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NORWAY
Head of Delegation: . P. Gullestad
: Directorate of Fisheries -
P. O. Box 1BS
5002 Bergen
Representatives
P. Gullestad (see address above):
POLAND

Head -of Delegation: J. L. Kleniewski
: Principal Advisor
Dept. ¢f International Cooperation
Ministry of Transport and Maritime Economy
ul. Chalubinskiego 4/6
00-950 Warsaw

Alternate
J. Zygmanowskl, ODRA Deep Sea Fishing Co., ul. Jana Scoltana 6, 72-602 Swinoujscie

Representatives .

J. L. Kleniewskl (see address above)
J. Stremlau, Consul, Pelish Trade Commissioner’s Office, 3501 Ave du Musee, Montreal, Canada

UNION OF SOVIET SCOCIALIST REPUBLICS (USSR)

Head of Delegation: . V. K. Zilanov
Deputy Minister
Ministry of Fisheries
12 Rozhdestvensky Boul,
Moscow K-31, 103045

Representatives
V. K. Zilanov (see address above):

Advisers

V. Fedorenke, Representative of the USSR in Canada on Fisheries, 2074 Robie St., Apt. 2202, Halifax,
Nova Scotia, Canada B3K 5L3

A. A, Mikhallov, Assistant to the Representative of the USSR on Fisheries in Canada, 2074 Robie St.,
Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada

Y. Riazantsev, All-Union Research Institute of Marine Fisheries and Oceanography {VNIRO), 17 V.
Krasnoselskaya, Moscow B-140

V. P. Serebryakov, Head Laboratory, VNIRO, 17 V. Krasnoselskaya, Moscow, USSR 107140

L. .shepel, Chief of Division for Affairs with Canada, USA, Indo-Pacific Region, Ministry of
Fisherles, 12 Rezhdestvensky Boul., Moscow K-31

V. Solodowvnik, Executive Secretary, Soviet-American Fisheries Commission, Ministry of Fisheries,
12 Rozhdestvensky Boul., Moscow K-31

V. Tsoukalov, Deputy Chief, Industry Dept., Ministry of Flsheries, 12 Rozhdestvensky Boul., Moscow
K-31

OBSERVERS
MEXICO

F. 5. Scsa y Avila, Vice-Director of Politics and International Treaties, Av. Alvaro Obregon 269,
8 piso, Mexico 06700, D.F.




S.
J.

Alexander, Consul, 910 Coquell Tower, Scotla Square, Hallfax, Nova Scotla, Canada B3J 3Kl
L. Balley, Foreign Affalrs Speclalist, Office of Internatlonal Affalrs (F/IAl), NMFS/NCAA/DOCC,
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

1335 Bast-Rest Highway, Sllver Spring, MD 20910

DC 20520-7818¢

. 5. Tinkham, Senlor Atlantic Fisharieg Officer, US Dept. of State, OES/OFA; Rm 5806, Washingtoen,

SECRETARIAT

C. Esteves Cardoso, Executive.Secretary
Amaratunga, Assistant Executive Secretary
H. Champion, Administrative Assistant

D. Keating,

J. Crulkshank, Senlor Secretary
C. A. Auby, Clerk-Typist

Moulton, Senleor Statistical Clerk
Crawford, Clerk-Duplicator Operator

Myers,

Clerk-~Duplicator Operator

Finance and Publications Clerk-Sten
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Appandix 2

12th Annual Meeting of NAFOQ-
--Lord Nelson Hotel, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada
5-14 September 1990

General Council

Agenda

« OPENING PRCCEDURES

Opening by Chairman, K. Hoydal {(Denmark in respect of Farces and Greenland)
Appointment of Rappeorteur
Adoption of Agenda

Admission of Observers:

a) Permanent invitaticns
b} Applicatiocn by Greenpeace International (See item 20 of GC Doc. B9/4, Revised) .
Publicity

SUPERVISION AND COORDINATION OF INTERNAL AFFATRS AND EXTERNAL RELATIONS

6. Threats to Conservation in the Regulatory Area-Report of the Working Group on Non-
Contracting Party Fishing Activity ({See GC Doc. 90/6 and items 21 to 28 and Appendix 7, also
itmes 37 to 43 and Appendix 10, all of GC Doc. 89/4, Revised)

7. Request from the Under-Secretary General of the United Nations on information on large-
scale pelagic driftnet fishing-Resolution 44/225 of the General Assermbly of the Urnited
Nations. (See exchange of letters appended to Note 1 to this Appendix)

ADMINISTRATION

8. Approval of Proceedings of 10th and 1ith Annual Meetings, September 1988 and 1989 (See GC
Doc., 89/4, Revised, items 14 to 16)

9, New Rule of Procedure on approval of Proceedings of meetings of the General Council {See GC
Doc. 89/4, Revised, items 14 to 16 and Note 2 to this Appendix)

10. Review of Membership:

a) General Couﬁcil {There are no alterations)
b} Fisheries Commission {(There are no alterations. See item 29 of GC Doc. 89/4, Revised
and item 4 of Appendix 8 to the same Document}

11. Administrative Report

12. Selection of New Executive Secretary

FINANCE

13, Auditor’s Report

14, Meeting of the Pension Society

i5. Staff Rules

16. Review of Meeting Dates and Date of Annual Meeting (See the 6§ final paragraphs of item 32
of GC Doc. 89/4, Revised and item 4 of its Appendix)

17. Report of STACFAD



CLOSING PROCEDURES

18.
13.
20,

21.

Time and Place of Next Meeting
Other Business
Press Statement

Adjournment
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Notes to the General Council Agenda by the Executive Secretary

1

NOTE 1

An exchange of letters between the Under-Secretary General of the United
Nations and the Executive Secretary of NAFO makes clear what information
was required (see attached letters).

Large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing is the concern, but this type of
fishing does not take place in the Regulatory Area and therefore has never
been regulated by NAFO, or ICNAF previously.

In any case, guite a few regional fisheries organizations apart from NAFO
will not meet before July 1950, so that they also will be unable to reply
officially that early.

NOTE 2
It is proposed for consideration by the General Council that:

1) Present Rule B.3 be designated Rule 8.3.a.
2) A New Rule B.3.b be added, reading:

"Summary records of the proceedings of an annual meeting are to be
presented for general approval at the next annual meeting.
Excepticnally and only in relation to its own statements and
interventions, a Contracting Party may request additional time to
amend them, in which case its amending instructions must reach the
Executive Secretary within 90 days counted from the last day of the
meeting and final approval will take place at the next annual
meeting."

It is felt that this procedure should be considered excepticnal as, even
if it only applies to one’s own statementa, forces the approval of the
Report to be delayed one year so that ample time is given to all other
Contracting Parties to study the newly introduced amendments.




‘ , Attachment to-Note 1
17 : : of GC Agenda

Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Qrganization
P. O Box 638 » Dartmouth = Nova Scotia « 82Y 3v¥9 = Canada
Telephona (902) 469-9103 « Talex 019-31475 » Fax (902) 469-5729 -

In all correSpondence,
please refer to:

GF/90-114

10 April 1990

Mr. Satya N. Nandan
Under-Secretary-General
Special Representative of the Secretary~
General for the Law of the Sea
Office for Ocean Affairs and the Law of
' the Sea
United Nations
N.Y. 19017
Usa

Dear Mr. Nandan:

I acknowledge with thanks receipt of your letter of 22 March
1990 informing NAFO of the Resolution 44/225 on large-~scale pelagic
driftnet fishing, adopted by the General Assembly on 22 Decembex
1989, and enclosing copy of that Resolution.

I cannot let you know the reply of NAFC by July 1990 because
the matter has to be placed before the Fisheries Commission and the
reply decided by the General Council, bodies which will only have
an opportunity to consider this matter at the annual meeting which

will take place only in September.

For the moment I can only inform you that pelaqgic driftnet
fishing does not take place in the Regulatory Area of NAFO and
therefore we do not have to control it.

I also do not think that it exists within the fishing zone of
Canada, but in any case management rules within that zone, which
is in the Convention Area, are under the jurisdiction of Canada and
therefore NAFQO 1s not being addressed in this respect.
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. As other international fisheries organizations might also f£ind
it impossible to respond to your Important requests before July
1990, and in any case, following the internal rules of this
Organization, I will propose to the respective Chairmen to include,
in the Agenda of the annual meetings of the Fisheries Commission
and the General Council, the consideration of the General Assembly

request,
Yours sincerely,

C. Esteves Cardoso (Capt.)
Executive Secretary

JCEC:Dbjc
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AgrgagncE

22 March 1990

Dear Mr. Cardoso:

I wish to refer to resoluticn 44/225 on large-scale pelagic driftnet
fishing and its impacts on the living marine rescurces of the world's oceans
arxd seas adopted by the General Asseambly on 22 December 1989 (copy of which
is attached}. ,

Operative paragraph 6 of this resclution:

"Requests specialized agencies, particularly the Focd and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations and other appropriate organs, :
organizations and programmes of the United Nations system, as well as the
various regional and subregional fisheries crganizations, to study '
urgently large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing and its impacts on the.
living marine resocurces arnd to report their views to the
Secretary-General ;" ‘

Accordingly, I wish to draw your attention to the request of the General
Assembly. Should NAFO wish to submit its views on the subject to the
Secretary-General these should be conveyed before July 1990 so that they can
be taken into account in the preparation of the report which the
Secretary-General will submit to the forty-fifth sessicn of the General
Assembly.

Yours sincei‘ely,
- At
h—_.__._‘__-___-_'.-"‘
Satya N. Nandan
Under-Secretary-General
Special Representative of the Secretary-General

for the Law of the Sea
Office for Ocean Affairs and the law of the Sea

Mr. J. C. Esteves Cardoso
Executive Secretary

Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization (NAFO) == o TR
P. O. Box 638, Dartmouth WL an 3
Nova Scotia A ' ' ERACGI RN I--1 B
B2Y 3Y9, Canada o o _J
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%\é General Assembly bistr.
GENERAL
\ A/RES/44/225

15 March 1990 -

Forty-fourth session
Agenda item 82 (f)

RESOLUTION ADCPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
[on the report of the Second Committee (A/44/746/Add.7)]
44/22%. Large-scale pelagic driftnet fishinq and its impact

on the living marine resources of the world's
—oceans and seas

The General Assembly,

Noting that many countries are disturbed by the increase in the use of
large-scale pelagic driftnets, which .can reach or exceed 30 miles (48 kxilcmetres)
in total length, to catch living marine resources on the high seas of the world's
oceans and seas, ' '

Mindful that-large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing, a method of fishing with a
net or a combination of nets intended to be held in a mere or less wvertical -
position by floats and weights, the purpose of which is to enmesh fish by drifting
on the surface of or in the water, can be a highly indiscriminate and wasteful
fishing method that is widely considered to threaten the effective conservation of
living marine resources, such as highly migratory and anadromous species of fish,
birds and marine mammals, '

Drawing attention to the fact that the present resolution does not address the
question of small-scale driftnet fishing traditionally conducted in coastal waters,
especially by develbping countries, which provides an important contributiocn to
their subsistence and economic development, : )

Expressing concern that, in addition to targeted species of fish, non-targeted
fish, marine mammals, seabirds and other living marine resources of the world's
oceans and seas can become entangled in large-scale pelagic driftmnets, either in
those in active use or in those that are lost or discarded, and as a result of such
entanglement are often either injured or killed, ' ‘

90-06777 2218Z (E) _ : e
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A/44/225
Page 2

. Regognizing that more than one thousand fishing vessels use large-scale
pélagic driftnets in the Pacific, Atlantic and Indian Oceans and in other areas of
the high seas, .

: . Racpanizing also that any regulatary measure to be taken for the conservation
and management of living marine resources should take account of the best available
scientific data and arnalysis, ’

Recalling ‘the relevant principles elaborated in the United Nations Convention
on the Law of the Sea, 1/ :

Affirming that, in accordance with the relevant articles of the Convention,
all members of the international community have a duty to co-operate globally and
regionally in the conservation and management of living resources on the high seas,
and a duty to take, or to co-cperate with others in taking, such measures for their
nationals as may be necessary for the conservation of those resources,

Recalling that, in accordance with the relevant articles of the Convention, -it
is the responsibility of all members of the international community to ensure the
conservation and management of living marine resources and the protection and
preservation of the living marine environment within their exclusive economic zones,

Noting the serious coacern, particﬁlarly among c¢oastal States and States with
fishing interests, that the overexploitation of living marine resources of the high
seas adjacent to the exclusive economic zones of coastal States is likely to have
an adverse impact on the same resources within such zones, and noting also, in this
regard, the responsibility for co-operation in accordance with the relevant
articles of the Convention,

Moting further that the countries of the South Pacific Forum and the South
Pacific Commission, in recognition of the importance of living marine resources ko
the people of the South Pacific region, have called for a cessation of such fishing
in the South Pacific and the implementation cof effective management programmes,

Taking note of the adoption of the Tarawa Declaration on this subject by the
Twentieth South Pacific Forum at Tarawa, Kiribati, on 11 July 1989 2/ and the
adoption by South Pacific States and territories of the Conﬁéntion on the
Prohibition of Driftret Fishing in the South Pacific, at Wellington on .

24 Movember 1989, 3/ ' ’

H ‘ .
1/ Official Records of the Third United Nations Cenference on the Law of the
Sea, vol. XVII (United Wations publication, Sales No. E.84.V.3), docume=nt
A/CONF.H2/122. .

2/ See A/44/463, annex.

£y See A/44/807.
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Moting that some members of the international community have entered into
co-operative enforcement and monitoring programmes for the immediate evaluation of
the impact of large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing, : :

Recoganizing that some members af the international community have taker steps
to reduce their driftnet operations in some regions in response to regional
. concerns, ’

U Calls upon all members of the intermational community, particularly those
with fishing interests, to strengthen their co-operation in the conservacion and

<: -management of living marine resources;

S 2. Calls upon all those involved in large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing to
¢co-pperate fully with the international community, and especially with coastal
States and the relevant international and reglonal organizations. in the enhanced
collection and sharing of statistically sound scientific data in order to continue
to assess the impact of such fishing methods and to secure conservation of the
world's living marine resgources;

3. Recommends that all interested members of the international community,
particularly within regional organizations, contiaue to consider and, by
30 June 1991, review the best availatle scientific data on the impact of
large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing and agree upon further co-operative regulation
and monitoring measures, as needed;

4. Also recommends that all members of the intermational community, bearing
in mind the special rcdle of regional organizations and regional and bilateral
co-operation in the conservation and management of living marine resources as
reflected in the relevant articles of the United Nations Convention on the Law of
the Sea, agree to the following measures:

{(a) Moratoria should be imposed on all large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing
by 30 June 1992, with the understanding that such a measure will not be imposed in
a region or, if implemented, can be lifted, should effective conservation and
management measures be taken based upon statistically sound analysis to be jointly
made by concerned parties of tae international community with an interest in the
fishery resources of the region, to prevent unacceptable impact of such fishing
' practices om that region and to ensure the conservation of the living marine

resources of that region: ) ‘

{b) Immediate action should be taken to reduce progressively large-scale
pelagic driftmet fishing activities in the South Pacific region with a view to the
cessation of such activities by 1 July 1591, as an interim measure, until
appropriates conservation and management arrangements for South Pacific albacore
tuna resources are entered into by the parties concerned;

{c) Further expansion ¢f large-scale pelagic driftnet fishing or the high
seas of the North Pacific and all the other high seas outside the Pacific Ocean
should cease immediately, with the understanding that this measure will be reviewed
subject to the conditions in paragraph 4 {2} of the present resolution;
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3. Encouragas those coastal countries which have exclusive economic zones

adjacent to the high seas to take appropriate measures and to co-operate in the
ccllection and submission of scientific information om driftnet fishing in their
own exclusive economic zones, taking into account the measures taken for the
consevvation of living marioe resources of the high seas:;

6. Requests specialized agencies, particularly the Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations, and other appropriate organs. organizations and
programmes of the United Nations system., as well as the various regional and
subregional fisheries organizations. urgently to study large-scale pelagic driftnet
fishing and its impact on living marine resources and to report their views to the
Secretary-General; '

7. Reguests the Secretary-Ceneral to bring the present resolution teo the
attention of all members of the international community, intergovermmental
organizations, non-governmental organizations in consultative status with the
Economic "and Social Council, and well-established scientific institutions with
expertise in relation to living marine resources; _ :

8. Requests the Secretary-General to submit to the General Assembly at its
forty-fifth session a report on the implementation of the present resolution,

- 85th plenarv meeting
22 December 1989
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Appendix 3 - N

Presentation to the General Council of the Report of the NAFO
Working Group on Non-Contracting Parties Fishing Activities

by
Orlando Muniz, Chairman of the Working Group
Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,

The Working Group on Non-Contracting Parties Fishing Activities met from
the 27th to the 29th of March of this year at the NAFQO headgquarters in Dartmouth,
Nova Scotia, with the participation of representatives of Canada, Cuba, Denmark
{in respect'of the Faroe Islands and Greenland), the EEC and the USSR.

First of all, I would like to avail myself of this opportunity to reaffirm
my sincere thanks to all members of the Working Group and to the NAFQ Secretariat
for their collaboration. In particular, I wish to express my deep appreciation
to Capt. Esteves Cardosc and Mr. Robert J. Prier, for their valuable assistance
throughout the meeting.

In forwarding to the General Council the report of the Working Group,
together with other documents directly related to its subject, I would like to
underline the following points: ’

Our mandate called for the examination and presentation to the General
Council of possible options on how to deal with the serious threat which the
fishing activity of Non-Contracting Parties represents for the goals and purposes
of NAFO.

This objective was realized: GC Doc. 90/6 contains a detailed report of
our deliberations, as well as what we consider valuable comments and suggestions
put forward by the representatives of all the Contracting Parties present. Also,
in GC Doc. 90/3 and 90/4, you will find not one but two lists of possible
options, presented by Canada and the European Economic Community, respectively.

Unfortunately, neither document may be placed before this Council as a
recommendation of the Working Group.

In our opinion, this must not be seen as a failure of the Group'’s work,
but rather as a clear demonstration of the essential complexity of the problem,
the diversity of variables to be taken into consideration and, above all, the
necessity of preliminary consultations at the highest level between Contracting
Parties.

These consultations should attempt to identify both, irreconcilable
differences as well as points of possible agreement and coincidence of views.
Only then will the work of this Group (or of any other entity which should take
up this task) result in options, agreed to by all Parties, that can be submitted
for the consideration and approval of the General Council.

Finally, we hope that the report of the Working Group and the occasion of
the present Annual Meeting could prove to be the basic tool and the opportunity
for such consultations and much needed results.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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Appendix 4
Draft Report of the Standing Committee on
Finance and Administration (STACFAD)
Monday, 10 September 1990 - 1500-1750
Tuesday, 11 " " - 0900-1000 and 1430-1715
Wednesday, 12 " " - 1430-1530
Thursday, 13. " " - 1000-1015 and 1415-153¢
Opening by NAFQ Chairman
1. In the absence of the Chairman of STACFAD, Mr. M. Ibbotson (EEC), who had

communicated that he could no longer serve with the Committee, Mr. K.
Hoydal, Chairman of the General Council, took the chair to open the
proceedings and move the election of a new chairman, ‘

The following Contracting Parties were present: Canada, Denmark (on behalf
of the Faroes and Greenland), EEC, Japan, Norway, Poland and USSR, as well
as the Executive Secretary with two members of the Secretariat. All
participants are listed in Annex 1.

Election of Chairman

After ascertaining that the EEC was not in a position to offer anyone for
election as Chairman, Mr. K. Hoydal called on the participants of
Contracting Parties to propese a chairperson for STACFAD, The delegate
of Norway proposed Debbie Gill of Canada who was elected unanimously.

Appointment of Rapporteur

The Chairperson proposed the appointment. of a Rapporteur. The delegate

of Norway propogsed the Executive Secretary who was appointed Rapporteur.

Adoption of Agénda

The Provisional Agenda as circulated was adopted (Annex 2), having been
approved unanimously with the understanding that items 11 to 14 inclusive
would be dealt with later in the proceedings.

Review of Membership

It was recognized that no alterations had taken place.
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11.

12,
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Auditors’ Report

STACFAD reviewed the Auditors’ Report.

Poland and Canada asked for clarification on important differences in the
expenditures in salaries in 1988.

The differences were explained by the Secretariat. STACFAD recommended
that the Report and associated financial statements for 1989 be approved.

Auditors’ Remarks

After that the Chairperson directed the attention of the Committee to the
letter addressed by the Auditors on 27 June 1990 to the Executive Secretary
(Annex 3) touching upon accounting policies and upon interest revenue.
It was agreed that all questions of interest revenue should be referred
to the Executive Secretary.

Accounting Policies

The delegate of the USSR suggested that NAFO should study international
accounting standards as suggested by the auditors,’

The adviser from Canada indicated functional international accounting

standards were in the process of being developed and that such a process
required continuous study and further development.

Allowance for Uncollectible Accounts Receivable

The Auditors recommended that an allowance be set up at the end of each
year for those accounts that are one or more payments in arrears and that
recommendation was adopted by STACFAD,

Recording of Ex-gratia grant

The Executive Secretary explained that the ex-gratia grant received from
the Province of Nova Scotia was an amount which could be refused at any
time. He also explained that the recommendation of the Auditors, that
the payment be set up as an account receivable would be difficult to follow
because the Secretariat could not calculate 1nd1v1dual income tax returns
and apply that amount in the current year.

The adviser from Canada suggested that the Executive Secretary write to
the appropriate authorities within the Province of Nova Scotia using the
1989 Auditors report as the vehicle to secure the payment of the ex-gratia
grant and in attempting to obtain the assurance that the grant would be
ongoing. He also suggested that the Executive Secretary apply before the
Annual Meeting, each year, for the ex gratia grant for the previous years.
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14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

21.

22.
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Meeting of the Pension Society

The Chairperson asked the Executive Secretary to elaborate on the high
deficit of NAFO corresponding to past service liability. The Executive
Secretary explained that considerable monies could be saved if the amount
were paid in less than the amortized period of 9 years.

The Polish representative asked that more detailed information be presented
to STACFAD before any decision could be taken on the subject.

The adviser from Canada also requested more detailed information be made
available before the 1991 Annual Meeting and STACFAD recommended that the
present system of payments be maintained in the interim.

Staff Rules.

The discussion centered upon the issue that the current revised proposals
were placed before STACFAD only at the meeting and there was insufficient
time to analyze the issues, Canada suggested that a decision on Staff
Rules be deferred so that the incoming Executive Secretary would have an
opportunity to review the rules. The Chairperson felt that time was needed
by STACFAD to study the Staff Rules and to allow the Executive Secretary
to circulate a paper showing coats.

The Executive Secretary pointed out that Staff Rulea have been on the
STACFAD agenda for 5 years and have changed greatly from the first draft
which was based on other International Organizations. Those rules were
not acceptable because of costs. Therefore, the present Staff Rules were
based on national rules and those proposed by the former Chairman of
STACFAD, Mr. M. Ibbotson.

The adviser from Canada thanked the Executive Secretary for the explanation
and also for his efforts in formulating Staff Rules but felt that more time
was required to study those rules.

The Executive Secretary explained that most items in the Staff Rules did
not involve any financial obligations to Contracting Parties and hoped
that the rules would be looked at during the meeting rather than deferred
once again.

The delegates of the USSR and Poland and the adviser from Canada asked
what the cost implications would be for Contracting Parties,

The Executive Secretary explained that Rule 10.4 was the only rule with

cost implications and that the costs would be circulated to the members
of STACFAD. '

The delegate of EEC asked if the staff were in agreement with the Staff
Rules in Working Paper 90/2. The Executive Secretary stated that the
staff of the Secretariat were in agreement with Working Paper 90/2.

The delegate of Norway concluded that only Working Paper 90/1 and 90/2
were pertlnent to the discussions and suggested that the item be deferred
until costs were presented.
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24.

25.

26.

27.

28,

29,

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.
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The delegate of Denmark {in respect of the Faroes and Greenland) pointed
out that the main concerns of STACFAD should be the items containing cost
implications -and that every rule did not have to be discussed in great
detail. '

Further discussion on the item of Staff Rules was deferred to a later
meeting of STACFAD.

At a further meeting on the subject of Staff Rules, the adviser from Canada
stated that time was required to study Staff Rules and the rules shouid
have been distributed at least 3 months in advance of the meeting.

The delegate from the USSR felt that it was not imperative to approve
immediately the Staff Rules. ‘

The delegate of Poland suggested that the rules be deferred to the next
meeting.

The delegate of the EEC suggested that STACFAD discuss only the rules that
had financial implications and try to reach a decision during the meeting.

The Executive Secretary pointed cut that the rules had been deferred on
four occasions and that the Committee should at least try to discuss the
rules.

The delegate of Poland requested comparison of the proposed NAFO Staff
Rules with those of other International Organizations and of the host
country Canada.

The adviser from Canada agreed to submit the relevant Government of Canada
Benefit information teo the Exaecutive  Secretary, for circulation to
Contracting Parties.

The delegate of the EEC felt that it would be following the wrong approach
and noted that such protedures had taken place in the past. He felt that
steps to resolve the Staff Rules should be taken immediately or else NAFO
would never have Staff Rules as the same procedure would be repeated in
the future.

Canada supported by Poland and the USSR proposed that the item on Staff
Rules be deferred until the comparisons were completed and circulated by
1 December 1980,

The delegate of EEC requested that it be noted in the minutes that further
deferral of the proposals presently before STACFAD was unsatisfactory.
The Committee had worked hard over successive years to develop the Staff
Rules, the framework of which appeared to be satisfactory to all parties.
The EEC delegate remarked that in the interests of NAFO, STACFAD had a duty
to provide the staff of the organization with a clear statement of their
employment position through the recommendation for the adoption of Staff
Rules to the General Council of the 12th Annual Meetipg,

After the Chairperson returned to the discussion of Staff Rules, the
Executive Secretary requested that STACFAD vote on a proposal relative to
Staff Rules (see Annex 4, revised). The propesal requested all Contracting
Parties approve or reject the new Staff Rules by 30 November, without
altering the budget for 19%1.
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36. .FollCWing a lengthy discussion, STACFAD agfeed by consensus with the

proposal made earlier in the meeting, to approve a final form of the Staff
Rules at the 13th Annual Meeting.

Review of Accumulated Surplﬁs Account

37. It was agreed that in accordance with a recommendation adopted by the
General Council during the 11lth Annual Meeting in 1989, STACFAD recommended
that the minimum balance in the Accumulated Surplus Account should be
maintained at $75,000 for 1991,

38. It was suggested that the ‘Executive Secretary should approach without

delay the Contracting Parties having outstanding debts, regarding their
intention to pay. The delegate from Pcland stated that payment from his
country would be processed upon his return from the meeting.

Administrative Report and Financial Statements for 1990 (as at 31 July)

39. STACFAD reviewed the Administrative Report and Financial Statements (NAFO
GC Doc. 90/7), expressed concern about the costs involved for mailing
documents, publications, etc. and recommended that the Secretarlat contact
each Contracting Party and request updated mailing lists.

40, The Secretariat pointed out that preliminary catch statistics were used
when calculating the bllling in Statement V (Annex 5), and advised STACFAD
that the final statistics for 1988 were due from Contractlng Parties by
30 June 1989 and that final statistics for 1989 were due by 30 June 1990,
Only five Contracting Parties had submitted statistics for 1989, and there
were still four Contracting Parties which had not forwarded complete
statistics for 1988.

41, STACFAD recommended that the General Council take appropriate action to
insure the timely reporting of catch statistics from Contracting Parties,

Preliminary Budget Estimate for the Fiscal Year Ending 31 December 1991

42, STACFAD reviewed the preliminary budget estimate of $878,000 a 4,46%
increase over the approved budget for 1990.

STACFAD agreed to follow last years procedure of a 1.5% budget reduction

and recommended to the General Council that the 1991 budget be reduced by -

513,170 (1.5%) to $864,830 {Annex 6). The Executive Secretary should
determine the means by which that reduction should be effected.

Preliminary Budget Forecast for the Fiscal Year Ending 31 December 1992

43. STACFAD noted that the preliminary budget forecast of § 928,000 for 1992
(Annex 7) would be reviewed in detail during the 13th Annual Meeting.
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Billing Date for the Fiscal Year Ending
31 December 1991 (15 February 1991)

The proposed date of 15 February 1991 was agreed by STACFAD;

Time and Place of 1991, 1992 and 1993 Annual Meetings

The following dates were agreed and recommended by STACFAD:

1391 Scientific Council 4-13 September
Fisheries Commission 9-13 September
General Council 9-13 September
1992 Scientific Council 9-18 September
Fisheries Commission 14-18 September
General Council 14-18 September
1993 Scientific Council 1-10 September
Fisheries Commission 6-~10 September
General Council 6-10 September

The location of the 19%1, 1992 and 1993 Annual Meetings would be in the
Halifax-Dartmouth area if no invitation to host the Annual Meetings were
to be extended by a Contracting Party.

Other Business

Canada drew the attention of STACFAD to certain difficulties it was
experiencing because of the NAFO billing date. STACFAD recommended that
the Executive Secretary examine billing procedures of other similar
Organizations in relation to their fiscal years and present a report to
STACFAD during the 13th Annual Meeting.

Regarding the proposal of a new rule 8.3 referred to STACFAD by the General
Council, it was recommended by STACFAD that the new rule not be adopted
as its concerns were addressed by item 16 of the 1989 Report of the General
Council. The present procedure of 90 days for review and revisions to be
counted from the receipt of draft documents was considered sufficient time
for all Contracting Parties to submit changes to the Secretariat with final
reports to be adopted at the following Annual Meeting,
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Annex 1
(to Appendix 4)

List of Participants
DELEGATION

Canada

Denmark (in respect
of Faroes and Greenland)

" "

EEC
Japan
Norway

Poland

USSR

NAFQ Secretariat
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

1i7.

12th Annual Meeting of NAFO
Lord Nelson Hotel, Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada
5-14 September 1990

Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD)

Agenda

Opening by NAFO Chairman, K. Hoydal (Denmark in respect of Farces and
Greenland)

Election of Chairmaﬁ

Appointment of Rapporteur

Adoption of Agenda

Review of Membership

Auditor’s Report

Meeting of the Pension Society

Discussion of Staff Rules and Cost Implications

Review of Accumulated Surplus Account

Administrative Report and Financial Statements for 1990 (to 31 July)
Preliminary Budget Estimate for the fiscal year eqding 31 December 1991
Preliminary Budget Forecast for the fiscal year ending 31 December 1992
Billing date for the fiscal year ending 31 December 1991 (15 February 1991)

Time and Place of 1991, 1992 and 1993 Annual Meetings (See GC Doc. 89/4,
Revised, item 32 and item 14 of STACFAD Report)

Other Business
Report of STACFAD .

Adjournment
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JUN 29 1990
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i E """ HPeloitte & Toucha
Chartered Accountants
Suite 1110 Telephone: {902) 429-8440
Bank of Commerce Building Telecopier: (902) 423-6005
1809 Barrington Street
P.O. Box 252
Malifax, Nova Scotia
B3J 2N7

Captain J.C. Esteves Cardoso _ June 27, 1990
Executive. Secretary ' :

Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization

-P.0. Box 638

Dartmouth, NS

B2Y 3Y9

Dear Captain Cardoso:

During the course of conducting our audit of the organization for the year
ended December 31, 1989 we noted several matters which we want to bring to
the attention of the General Council.

A) ACCOUNTING POLICIES
The organization can, and has, set its own accounting policies. When
appropriate the accounting policies of government agencies and/or
businesses are used.

Since 1973 the major accounting body representing over 75 countries has
‘been striving to generate one set of internatiomal accounting standards.
It is appropriate for multinational and international companies and
organizations to use these policies. This helps to ensure that all
readers of the statements can understand them.

There are two accounting policy areas that we believe need
. clarification, and if appropriate, brought into line with international
standards. .

(1) Allowance for uncollectible accounts receivable

NAFO, at present, will only write off the receivable when the
‘General Council has approved the write off. The usual practice is
to set up an allowance for "doubtful accounts" at the end of each
year and then, upon receiving appropriate approval, writing. off.the

account.

We recommend that an allowance be set up at the end of each year for
those accounts that are one or more payments in arrears. This
listing would then be presented to the General Council for
determination of write off. The write off would then be recorded in
the year of approval.
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Captain J.C. Esteves Cardnsb Jrine 27, 1990

(2) Recording of the ex-gratia pgrant from the Province of Nova Scotia.

NAFO, at present, only records this grant when the cash {5 received.
The usual practice is to recourd the amount as a receivable when
there is reascnable assurance it will be collected.

Based on the history of receiving this grant and in the absence of
any indication that it will not continue, we recommend that this
grant be set up as a receivable.

B) INTEREST REVENUE

NAFO has taken some steps to obtaln higher interest revenue on the funds
on deposit. '

However, we believe more interest could be earned by taking the
following steps: '

{1) Invest an amount equal to the provision for employee termination
benefits in oneé year term deposits.

(2) Do an analysis of cash flow over the past several years and, with .
this hindsight, determine the periods of surplus cash. This cash
should then be invested in Treasury bills of 30, 60, 90 or 120 days.

We would be pleased to discuss the above recommendations with you, or any
committee of the General Council, and assist, where required, in their
implementation. !

Yours very truly,
DELOITTE & TOUCHE

Partner
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To STACFAD
I would like to submit to a vote a proposal relative to STACFAD Working
Paper 90/2. : - :

All Contracting Parties are hereby requested to approve or reject the New

Draft of NAFQ Staff Rules until 30 November 1990 (or 31 January

1991).

IS
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NMorthwest Atlantic Fisherles Orgénization

Budget Estimate for 1991

Annex 6
(to Appendix 4)

B58, 300

Approved Preliminary
Budget _ Budget Forecast Budget Estimate
for 1990 _for 199% for 1991
1. Personal Services
a) Salaries 532,000 550,000 560,000
b) Superannuation and Annuities 74,000 73,000 73,000
c) Additional help 1,000 1,000 1,000
d) Group Medical-and Insurance Plans ©22,000 24,000 29,000
e)  Termination Benefits : 18,000 20,000 10,000
f) . Accrued Vacation Pay 5,000 5,000 5,000
2. Travel 9,000 5,000 8,000
3. Transpertaticn 1,000 1,000 1,000
4. communications 47,000 49,000 49,000
5. Publicatiens 13,000 15, C00 20,000
6. Other Contractual Services - 37,500 39,500 45,000
7. Materials and Supplies 28,000 29,000 29,000
8. Equipment 5,000 5,000 5,000
9, Annual & Mid-Year Meetings 30,4000 30,000 30,000
10. Computer Services 20,000 25,000 13!000
11. Contingencies - - -
Total - 840, 500 872,500 878,000
12. Exceptional Expenditure
a) Salary overlap for incoming Exec., Sec. 6,000 - -
b) Removal and travel expenses for
outgeing and incoming Exec. Sec. 25,0090 - -
Grand- Total 871,500 872,500 878,600
Less 1.5% Budgetary Restralnt 13,000 ‘ - 13,170
Adjusted Total 872,500 . 864,830
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NORTHWEST ATLANTIC FISHERIES ORGANIZATICN

Preliminary Budget Forecast 1992

1, Personal Services
{a) Salaries ‘ - $ 596,000
{b} Superannuatlon and Annulties - ) : 75,000
(¢} Additional Help . 1,000
{d) Group Medical and Insurance Plans : 31,000
{e} Termination Benefits . 12,000
{f} Accrued Vacatien Pay 5,000
2. Travel . : 10,800
3. Transpoftatioﬂ . o " 1,000
4, Communications ) _ . 50,000
5. Publications | ' 20,000
6. . Other Contractial Services . : 47,000
7. Materidls and Supplles S 30,000
8, Equipment C : : 5,000.
9. . Annual and Mid-Year Meetings o ) 30,000

10, Computer Services - S S 15,000
: $ 928,000

This figure may be reduced-or increased depending on nationality and dependents of the new
Executive Secretary., One of the conditions of employment 1s home leave for the Executive
Secretary and.family every 2 years.. : - : :
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Appendix 5
NORTHWEST ATLANTIC FISHERIES ORGANIZATION
TWELFTH ANNUAL MEETING - SEPTEMBER 1990
Press Release
1, The Twelfth Annual Meeting of the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization

(NAFC) was held in Halifax, N. 8., Canada, during 5-14 September 1990 under
the chairmanship of Mr, K. Hoydal (Denmark in respect of the Faroe Islands
and Greenland), President of NAFO. The sessions of the Scientific Council,
the General Council and the Fisheries Commission and their Committees were
all held at th@ Lord Nelscon Hotel.

Attending the meeting were delegates from the following Contracting
Parties: Bulgaria, Canada, Cuba, Denmark {in respect of the Faroe Islands

“and Greenland), European Eccnomic Community (EEC), German Democratic

Republic (GDR), Japan, Norway, Poland and the Union of Soviet Socialist

erepubllc {USSR) . Observers from Mexxco and the United States of America

were present at the meetlng

The Scientific¢ Council, under the chairmanship of Mr. B. W. Jones (EEC),
presented scientific advice on the management of the stocks and advised
on a number of questions referred to it by the Fisheries Commission. It
also completed work which it had not had the pessibility of finalizing at
the June Meeting in Dartmouth, Nova Scotia, Canada.

During 5-7 September 1990, there was a Spe01al Sessiocn on Management Under
Uncertalntles.

The Council endorsed the general discussions and conclusions presented to
STACFIS by the convener, - Shepherd (EEC), at the end of the Special

" Session. The Council made spec1al note that participants considéered the
‘Special Session to be a very successfuil meeting and resulted in

highlighting observations regarding management under uncertainties.

Based on STACTIC recommendations, the -Fisheries Commission, under the
cha;rmanshlp of Mr., J. Zygmanowski (Poland), decided to reinforce and
improve the Surveillance and Control in the Regulatory Area and for that
purpose a special meeting of a Working Group ‘on the matter is to be

~organized in Brussels in the coming month of October

On the basls‘of the scientific advice prov1ded by the Scientific Council
from its meeting in June 1990 and at the present meeting, agreement wasg
reached by the Fisheries Commission, on conservation and -management
measures for 1991, regarding total allowable catches (TACs) and allocations
for certain stocks, which are either entirely outside the 200-mile fishing
zones or occur both within the zones and in tlie Regulatory Area. The TACs
and national allocations for stocks in Division 3M and those overlapping
the 200-mile boundary lines are given in the attached Quota Table. It is
to be underlined that most of the decisions were ohtained unanimously.
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* The Fisheries Commission agreed to continue the moratorium for 1991 on cod

fishing by Contracting Parties in Division 3L outside the Canadian zone,
in the continuatien of the restrictive measures of the past years in favour
of the recuperatlon of the stock.

t
The General Council reviewed and approved the Organlzatlon s budget and
accounts, - ' ' .

Deciding on a request from the Under-Secretary-General of the United
Nations on information on-. large scale pelagic drift net fishery -
Resolution 44/225 ~ which was also considered by the Fisheries Commission,
the Executive Secretary was 1nstructed to reply that:

1. Large scale pelaglc drift net flShing is not presently practised by
NAFOQ Contractlng Partles 1n the Conservatlon Area.,

2. NAFO endorses the U.N. Resolutlon on large scale drift net fishing.

A Standlng Commlttee on Fishing Actxvztles of Non~Contract1ng Parties in -
the Regulatory Area was created in order to:

- obtain and compile all available information on such activities;
- obtain and compile all available information on landings and

" transshipments of £ish caught in the Regulatory Area by non-
Contracting Parties; ‘ o -

= examine and assess all'options open to NAFO Contracting Parties;

- recommend measures to resolve the problem.

The General Council passed a Resclution, which, upon conéideration of the
most important Articles of U.N. Convention .on the Law of the Sea and of
the NAFO Convention bearing on the matter, is quoted as attached to this
release.’ :

The General Council selected, from among the candidates, the new Executive
Secretary who will take over at the end of December from the present
Executive Secretary, who will retire then.

Since this would be the last Annual Meeting before the change-over, the
compliments to the new convener and the good-byes to the present Executive
Secretary took place before the acclamations of the General Council and
the return of thanks by the two people involved.
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Resolution of the General Council
on Non-NAFQ Fishing Activities

Resolves that:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

All Contracting Parties should communicate through diplomatic channels with
non-Contracting Parties whose vessels fish in the NAFO Regulatory Area to
request that they take all necessary measures to prevent any fishing
contrary to NAFO conservation measures;

The Executive Secretary of NAFO draw to the attention of the non-
Contracting Parties involved the  activities of their wvessels in the
Regulatory Area, and the negative impact of such £fishing on the
conservation of fish stocks in the Regulatory Area;

The Executive Secretary and Contracting Parties individually contact non-
Contracting Parties, whose vessels fish in the Regulatory Area, to request

them to provide NAFC with complete and accurate statistigal reports on

their catches in the NAFO Regulatory Area tc the end of 1990;

All Contracting Parties should take effective neasures to reduce the
benefits of any fishing activities undertaken by  vessels from non-
Contracting Parties in the NAFO _Regulatory Area where such fisheries take
place contrary to NAFQ conservation measures, with the aim of causing them
to withdraw from such activities;

In full respect of the international obligations of Contracting Parties,
further measures shcould be developed for consideration by the General
Council at its 1991 annual meeting, including the p0331bllity of
introducing a system under which all Contractlng Parties would require that

-all fish and fish products of a species managed by NAFO, imported from
non-Contracting Parties whose vessels fish in the NAFO. Regulatory Area,

be accompanied by a certiflcate indicating ‘harvest origin outside that

Area,
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