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PRIME MINISTER &(' MCM ‘

Cabinet: Community Affairs

You will wish to inform the Cabinet of the outcome of your talks
with Signor Cossiga on 29th-30th January, especially on our Community
Budget problem. The Foreign and Commonwealth Secretary will be
meeting his French counterpart at the weekend.

2. The Minister of Agriculture might report on the progress made

2t the 29th January Fisheries Council, at which agreement was reached
on total allowable catches for 1980 and a system of catch reporting to enahle
thege limits to be monitored. Wae also lifted our reserves on the signature

of figheries agreements with Spain, Norway and Guinea-Bissau.

Robert Armairong

30th January 1980




PRIME MINISTER

Mr. Walker's Statement on Fish

Mr. Walker made a statement on fisheries pelicy this
afternoon. The text is attached at Flag A.
s AD  dy
He ran into uncharacteristic trouble when he was

accused several times by Mr. Mason and Mr. Julius Silverman

of reneging on a commitment made by the Chancellor of the

Duchy last July that agreements would not be made when the

P
Scrutiny Committee had recommended that there should be

further consideration by the House first. The Written Answer

in question is at Flag B.

Mr. Walker was not prepared for this line of questioning

and, although he offered several times to have an early

debate on fisheries policy, I did not think he was entirely

convincing. We will get a note for you for your Questions
tomorrow, but it is far more likely to come up on the

business statement.

30 January 1980
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DRAFT STATEMENT

I beg leave, Mr Speaker, to make a statement about the meeting

of the Council of Fisheries Ministers on 29 January.

My Rt Hon Friend the Secretary of State for Scotland, my
Hon Friend the Minister of State in my Department and I

represented the United Kingdom at this meeting.

'Agreement was reached on total allowable catches for 1980.
These are based on scientific advice with a few minor changes
to take account of arrangements with third countries and, in a
very limited number of cases, other factors. The agreement
takes adequate account of the vital need to conserve stocks

and it will form a good basis for further decisions on an
effective Community conservation policy.

Agreement was also reached on the introduction of a Community
system of catch reporting. Reporting will start next month

on the basis of existing procedures and a full Community system

is intended to be agreed by 1 July.

The signature of the framework agreements with Norway, Spain
and Guinea-Bissau were agreed to. In the case of Norway this

will help to strengthen the Community's links with a country




whose waters provide United Kingdom fishermen with very
important fishing opportunities. In the case of Spain the
Community's willingness to sign the framework agreement
will, bhecause of the reference in it to reciprocity of

fishing opportunities, help the Commission in the forthcoming

negotiations with the Spaniards on fishing during 1980.

Mr Speaker, this meeting was a meeting in which significant

progress was made towards agreement on a revised Common

Fisheries Policy.
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WRITTEN

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS %

Friday 13 July 1979

TUC

- My. Thomas Cox asked the Prime
Minister when next she expects to meet
the General Counci

The Prime Minister = [ refer the hon.
- Member to the reply which T gave to the
‘hon. Member for Oldham, West (Mr.
‘Meacher) on 12 July: AR

- FOREIGN AND COMMONWEALTH
wifl AFFAIRS

Gilbraltar

Mr. McQuarrie asked the Lord Privy

» will raise the Gibraltar ques-

Council of Ministers in

~ the EEC in an effort to gain 2 settlement
;"of the, problem.

Sir 1an Gilmour : The best way to find
a solution to the Gibraltar problem
_would be through discussion with Spain
_following the removal O the Spanish
restrictions. ¢ is part of the
European nity but neither my
right hon. and noble Friend nor 1 pro-
ose to raise the matter in the Council

. of Ministers for the time being.

. Mr. McQuarrie asked the Lord Privy
Seal what representations have been made

by the British Government t0 the Spanish

“ Government on the refusal by the Spanish
" Government t0 grant approval to Gibral-

tar Airways to operate a service between -

Gibraltar and Madrid.

", Sir Jan Giimour ¢ Official representa-
_tions have on several occasions been
- made in Madrid. A reply i8 awaited.

0 \ f

USSR

Mr. Alton asked the Lord Privy Seal
~what reprcsemation he plans 0 make to
the USSR in support of Jewish prisoners
- of conscienc, 1da Nudel, Vladimir Slepak
“and Anatoly Sharansky to assist them

with a speegy emigration 1m view of their
bad health.

Mr. Hurd: The Government support
those who wish to emigrate from the
Soviet Union by their continuing Pres-
sure for implementation of the Helsinki

8C9

Final Act. The Government will also
make representations to the Soviet Union
about human rights cases where there isa
direct connection with the United King-
dom. In cascs like the three mentioned
where there is no direct connection We
shall take decisions about Teprese i

on a case by casé basis and, among other
considerations, shall bear in mind health
questions. ¢ 4 AL

i}

HOUSE OF COMMONS

Furopean Legislation .

My, Silverman asked the “Chancellot
of the Duchy of Lancaster if he will make
a statement about the practice the Gov-
ernment will follow in arranging debates
on recommendations of the Select Com-
mittee on Europeat Legislation etc. &

Mr. St. John-Stevas 2 Ministers will not
give agreement 10 any legislative proposa
recommended by the Scrutiny Committee
for further consideration by the House,
before the House has given it that con-
sideration, unless the Committee has indi-
cated that agreement need not be with-
held, or the Minister concerned is satis-
fied that agreement should not be with-
held for reasons which he will at the
first opportunity explain to the House.

NATIONAL FINANCE

National Savings

Mr. Arnold asked the Chancellor of the
Exchequer what arrangements he pro-
ses to make for recompensing those sav-
ers affected by the recent industrial action

by staff employed he departme
pational savings : and if he will make a

* statement.

Mr. Lawson : Industrial action by cer-

. tain staff employed by the department for
national savings (DNS) lasted from 2
February to 3 M 9 bringing to &
temporary halt a num of mnational

savings Services. Every effort is being

made to recover. The administration of

national savings certificates, save-as-you-

YE) and the National Savings

Jargely back to normal.

Dividend payments jssued by DNS should

be up to date by the end of-this month.
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COUNCIL OF MINISTERS (FISHERIES): 29 JANUARY/1980

I attach a copy of the Statement which Mr/Walker hopes to make to the
House today. I would be grateful for immediate clearance.

I am copying this letter to James; evens (Leader of the Home's office);
MacClean (Whip's Office, Commons); Lumming-Bruce (Whip's Office, Lords);
Vile (Cabinet Office) and to privgte Secretaries of the other
Agricultural Ministers and membeXs of OD(E).

\f(bu-'\ el M\x_?

pd\ L b\»‘* lv-;/-ﬁ

G R Waters
Principal Private Secretary
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NOTE OF A MEETING BETWEEN THE MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE, FISHERIES
AND FOOD AND THE FRENCH MINISTER OF TRANSPORT - LONDON:

25 JANUARY 1980 | /<A AAAA

Present: The Minister Mr Le Theule (French Minister
Minister of State . of Transport)
(Commons ) Mr Brossier g French Ministry
Mr Moss ) Mr Landrieu of Transport
Mr Kelsey MAFF '
Mr Waters Representative of French
Embassy, London

FISHERIES

il My Buchanan-Smith said that British Ministers were :
grateful for the useful discussion that had taken place between
officials on 24 January about issues important to the negotiation
of a revised Common Fisheries Policy (CFP). He suggested that
the Ministerial discussion should cover the approach to the
following week's Fisheries Council and to succeeding Councils.

28 Mr Le Theule replied that the next Council was likely to
be short and unproblematic. More important was the guestion

of whether British and French medium term aims would diverge.
Mr Buchanan-Smith said that the United Kingdom hoped for
successful progress on the few items on the agenda of the next
Council. In particular, progress on catch reporting and total
allowable catches (TACsS would be welcomed. “~Much work had been
done on these points since the last Fisheries Council.

510 Mr Buchanan-Smith said that he expected the Commission to
table definite proposals for TACs at the next’ Council. If
progress could be made on these, quotas could be discussed at
a later stage. He asked Mr Le Theule whether he thought thatv
progress could be made on the TACs.

4, Mr Le Theule replied that the main point of the TACs was

to conserve and rejuvenate the stocks. The aim should be to
safeguard "real fishing" so that fishing for industrial species
did not spoil stocks for human consumption, Certain Scandinavian
countries removed all the fish while they were fishing for
industrial species. He was aware that discussions had been
taking place on this point.

bis Mr Buchanan-Smith agreed that the main use of fish should
be for human consumption. The United Kingdom had discussed the
point with Denmark. In any discussion of quotas, absolute
priority should be given to fishing for species for human
consumption, However, it was important to decide on the TACs
bhefore starting to talk about guotas.

6. Mr Le Theule repeated that fishing for industrial species
tended to destroy- fish stocks: but he accepted that agrcement
should be sought first on TACs., As for these, he noted that

CODE 18-77
S 8/78
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Fr"e had reservations in respect of Greenland shrimps and of
saiwne, Otherwise, as the Anglo-French discussions had shown,
the United Kingdom's views of the TACs were. not very different
from those of France.

7 Mr Moss explained that the latest Commission proposals on
TACs had not heen studied by officials in their discussion the
day before. The proposals themselves had only issued on that
day. He suggested that British and French officials might
compare notes about them. It seemed that the United Kingdom
could broadly accept the Commission proposals on TACs, although
France would regard saithe as important for socio-economic
reasons. He hoped that France would understand that the United
Kingdom regarded North Sea cod, haddock and whiting in the same
light. \

B8 Mr Le Theule concluded that there was little conflict
between the United Kingdom and France over the TACs, though the
interests of the two countries might overlap in certain places.
The bilateral official discussions had served their purpose in
enabling these questions to be studied calmly. He said that he
would like a similar meeting in France in a few weeks' time, and
that he would like to avoid conflict between France and the
United Kingdom in the Council of Ministers.

9. Mr Walker said that he would like the next Council to make
progress on the TACs in order to reach broad agreement and

thus take another step towards settlement of the CFP, He said
that he would like to take advantage of Mr Le Theule's offer of
a meeting in France before the next Council. If the Council
could make real progress on TACs and catch reporting, then things
would be moving in the right direction. Mr Le Theule said that
he had not seen the proposals for the next Council, but he
agreed that TACs should be tackled, taking account of his ;
reservations on Greenland shrimps and saithe. He suggested that
Mr Brossier should discuss the proposals with his British
colleagues on Monday 28 January.

10. Mr Walker asked whether there were any problems over catch
reporting. Mr Buchanan-Smith hoped that the initial problems

had now been smoothed out. The United Kingdom had no particular
difficulty with the Commission proposals and he asked if France
did. Mr Le Theule said that certain minor points of detail
needed resolution. Mr Buchanan-Smith argued that catch reporting
was vital to conservation, but could not be applied until quotas
had been set.

11, Mr Le Theule thought that conservation could be achieved
through either TACs or catch reporting. The precise point of

the introduction of catch reporting could be discussed now, but
the arrangement would have real meaning only when the quotas

were set. Accordingly, there was no problem over catch reporting.

12, Mr Moss asked whether France agreed that the mechanism for
catch reporting should be decided on a common basis as soon as
possible after TACs had been introduced. Mr Le Theule replied
that it would be logical to agree on this .point after TACs had
been introduced.
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13. Mr Buchanan-Smith suggested that it would be useful for
the Council to give general guidance to the Commission on the
next stages of negotiation, which would consist of access to
wvaters and quotas. Mr Le Theule thought that the role of the
Commission had become far too important. The Commission was
issuing far too many directives. The Council should indicate
its wishes more clearly to the Commission. Progress would be
easier if Ministers could reach agreement amongst themselves
beforehand. Mr Walker readily agreed with Mr Le Theule., He
was anxious to preserve the long term future of the fishing
industry and feared that Governments would come under pressure
from their fishermen to agree to over-exploitation of the
stocks. Such short term considerations were popular with
fishermen and politicians.

14, Mr Le Theule said that he had been surprised when he met
groups of French fishermen to find that they had good relations
with British fishermen. It was clear that they understood ecach
other and had common interests. He could not sece many points
where the interests of French and British fishermen diverged.
He thought it necessary to maintain a good atmosphere between
France and the United Kingdom. A difficult time lay ahead,

but it should prove possible to reach agreement. British and
French fishermen faced the same problem of conservation of ‘
stocks, Ministers needed to be able to tell their fishermen
what lay at the end of the two or three yieanssoiisdafEalcnl iy
that they would have to suffer. It served no purpose to block
agreement. Attempts should be made to find common ground.

15. Mr Walker said that he was sure that this analysis was
right. DBritish fishermen had talked with French fishermen and
had agreed certain objectives on prices and imports from third
countries. Clearly, there had been much discussion and
considerable agreement had been reached between French and
British fishermen. If progress was to be made on the CFP,
Ministers must discuss what shape it should take to meet the
needs of their own fishermen. In this way, they could steer
through to a final result instead of merely reacting to
Commission proposals, : '

16. Mr Le Theule agreed with these remarks. The discussion
between officials that had taken place the day before had been
useful in identifying areas of disagreement and means of
resolving these. He hoped for three or four such meetings every
six months. He said that Britain and France should try not to
show any disagreement at the next Council. In that context,

he asked if the United Kingdom would 1ift its reserve on the
Guinea-Bissau agreement, which - he said - was of no importance
to the United Kingdom. ‘

17. Mr Walker explained that the Guinea-Bissau agreement was
of political importance only, If progress could be made on

the TACs and catch reporting, he would be able to Justify to
British fishermen the lifting of the British reserve on the
Guinea-Bissau agreement; otherwise, he could not. Mr Le Theule
understood this point. He said that there were no real .
problems over catch reporting and that officials could continue
to discuss the TACs, where some minor problems were left.




Ho&er, some deep seated differences remained and it would be
miraculous if these could be solved overnight. In the longer
term, paper agreements which did not solve the underlying differe:
were neither useful nor credible. France was prepared to wait
six to seven months to see if a change of relationship with the
United Kingdom could be achieved. Obviously, there were other
difficult and delicate questions.

18. Mr Walker asked Mr Le Theule for his view of Spanish demands.
The United Kingdom view was that the Community should be tough
and realistic in response to Spanish demands. Mr Le Theule said
that his feeling was that the Community should be very prudent
and therefore very tough. The Spaniards had recently contacted
him but he had given no answer. The Spanish Prime Minister had
attempted to speak with the French Prime Minister the day before
about fishing in the Gulf of Gascony. Fortunately, Mr Barre

had not been available. The pressures would undoubtedly mount
however, Mr Le Theule promised to be very prudent with the
Spaniards and not to surrender anything in his meeting with the
Spanish Minister. He promised to keep Mr Walker informed, if

he wished, of his talks with the Spanish. He admitted that
Spanish access would cause problems for France.

19. Mr Walker suggested that it would be useful if the United
Kingdom and France could agree on the number of fishing licences
to be issued to Spain before the Council the following week.
Spain wanted two hundred fishing licences. The Spanish Minister
of Agriculture had pressed this point in his recent visit to the
United Kingdom,and the Spaniards had been contacting Foreign and
cther Ministers all over Europe. The Spanish Ambassador to '
London had asked to see him later in the day. The British view
was that the Spanish fishermen were notorious for failing to
obey fishing rules. It would be dangerous, therefore, to give
them too many licences. As France and the United Kingdom shared
the same position, it would be useful if the two countries could
agree a common approach.

20. Mr Buchanan-Smith added that the Commission was not always
right, as Mr Le Theule had said. The Commission had been pressing
for more fishing licences to be issued to Spain, as had certain
countries, such as Germany, who were friendly to Spain.

Mr Le Theule agreed. Firmness was needed with the Spanish despite
their imminent Election. He had given instructions to his
officials that they should not concede anything for the moment

to Spain. Mr Brossier and Mr Kelsey could discuss this point
further on the morning of the Fisheries Council.

21, Mr Walker said that the United Kingdom had been told that
the matter of two hundred fishing licences was very important to
the Basques. However, enquiries that we had made of our
Ambassador to Spain indicated that fishing was not a major factor
in the Basque Region. The issue of Basque separatism was simply
being used in negotiation. He suggested that Mr Le Theule might
like to seek the views of the French Ambassador to Madrid.

22. Turning to the longer term, Mr Buchanan-Smith suggested that
discussions should focus on quotas, access and conservation
measures. Progress would be easier if TACs and catch reporting

li.




CODE 18-77
S5 8/78

Reference

had first been sucessfully tackled. He suggested that discussions
on quotas, access and conservation. measures should proceed
together because the issues were inter-connected. Officials
should discuss these points as soon as possible if the Council
went well the following week.

23, Mr Le Theule said that he was not absolutely convinced that
these points needed to be discussed together. They could bhe
discussed separately on the clear understanding that they all
formed part of one package which would have to be judged as a
whole. He agreed that a date for further discussions should be
fixed. He repeated that he would like officials to meet in
Paris the next time and suggested that the time should be
decided immediately after the following week's Council meeting,
before which further contacts should take place.

24, TFinally, Ministers agreed that the exposure of differences
between the United Kingdom and France at the Fisheries Council
hindered progress. It was better to seek agreement beforehand.

(oo kU,

G R WATERS
25 January 198C

Mr Packer + 1

cec Miss Rabagliati
Mr Steel
Mr Sadowski
Mrs Brock
Mr Moss
Mr Kelsey
PS/SOSFA
PS/SS Scotland
PS/SS Wales
PS/SS Northern Ireland
PS Cabinet Secretary
Mr Cormack - DAFS .
Mr Alexander - 10 Downing Street [
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DRAFT LEGISLATION

TRANSLATION

Ietter from: The Commission of the European Communities,
signed by iir Finn GUNDELACH, Vice President

Dated 16 January 1978

To : lir KeB. ANDERSEN, President of the Council of
the BEuropean Communities

Subject : Proposals relating to the common fisheries
policy

Shibals

Pursuant to what was agreed at the 486th Council meeting
(fisheries) on 5, 6 and 7 December 1977, which is resuming
today, I am enclosing the whole range of proposals, amended
where necessary, which the Council is requested to adopt.

(Complimentary close).
(se) Firm GUNDELACH

Encle s c_oLz(78) 4 final

R/107 /78 (Q%II%,{ 2?; 111/K0/dm
EEC




COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

coM(78) 4 final.

Brussels, 16 January 1978,

MODTFIED PROPOSALS

RELATING TO COMMUNITY FISHING PCLICY

(ewbmitted to the Council by the Commiseion)

com(78) 4 finale




THIRODUCT ION

The Pasic Regulation provides the framework within which all other
Rermlations concerning the Common IPisheries Policy, with the exception of
the basie Structural Regulation, must be devised. The Council is invited
to adopt this Regnlation, which has been modified in the light of debates
which have taken place in the Council but which, essentially; is consistent

with the draft originally put forward by the Commission.

1. TACs and Allocations

e There is also attached the draft Regulation proposed by the
Commission concerning total allowable catches and allocations among

the member States for the year 1978. The draft Regulation is accompénied
by Annex 1 which lists the total allowable catches for the relevant stocks;
and Annex 2 which allocates catch possibilities to the member States in
the case of each stock. In all except three cases -~ these being horse

mackerel, blue whiting and redfish -~ the whole total allowable catch

available for distribution among the member States is allocated.

2 In making the proposals contained in Annex 1 and 2 of this draft
Regulation the Commission has taken into account as far as circumstances
permit, the demands, sometimes conflicting, made in the Council by member
States concerning the partiocular problems or opportunities which have
resulted from the generalised move to 200 mile fishing limits. Beafing

in mind that this more or less universal development which has resulted

from the considerable depletion in recent years of valuable fishing stocks
due to over—fishing and bearing in mind that the Commission has consistently
advocated a strong conservation policy which included the prohibition of
fishing certain fish stocks altogether for a period of time, it must be
evident that not all demands made by member States for allocations can be

met .

3e Nor has it been the intention of the Commission simply to attempt
to transfer losses from one member State to ancther. Apart from this having
little biological sense in the case of many species.it would so disrupt

the economy of fishing as to be & wholly unviable proposition. Furthermore,

vosfane
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it neceds to be reiterated that certain losses must be undergone in any
event. These are losces which are due to conservation measures whether in
third country waters or in Community waters. The Commigsion roughly
estimates that 20% of third couriiry losses would have happened simply
because of depletion of stocks. In considering, therefore, the overall
result of the changes now made by the Commission in its proposals it is
necessary to bear in mind that much of the remaining gaps is unavoidable

loss.

4. The possibility of increased resources of valuable white fish

in the Community waters will be improved if the conservation measures
now also proposed by the Commission are adopted. It is, in fact,
particularly intended by the proposals concerning by—catch and the
Norway pout box that this improvement in white fish stocks should occur.
Even if, therefore, not all demands on these stocks can be met in 1978
it should not be forgotten that the position will be improved within a

reagonably short period of time.

Se Catch possibilities in ICES zone ITIa (Skagerrak/Kattegat) are

not included in the Annexes to the present draft Regulation as further
negotiations will be necessary among the Community, Norway and Sweden

in order to arrive at a mutually acceptable régime for that area without
prejudice to the interests of the interested parties. The Council is
invited to agree that the general approach of the Commission in further
discussions with Norway and Sweden should be to seek to make TACs not only

for herrina;sprat and mackerel, but perhaps also for other species in

this area. Pending the outcome of such negotiations the Council is also

invited to agree that fishing by Community fishermen in the area should
be on a conservative basis, particular care being exercised in relation

to herring, sprat and mackerel.

6. The intention behind the prohibition on herring fishing in the

North Sea, fthe Celtic Sea and elsewhere is to enable the improvement

of these stocks to the point where economic fishing may again take place
without risking their disappearance. When this happens the benefits of
the improvement must be shared fairly among the Community fishermen who
are being asked to make a considerable sacrifice in present circumstances;
taking into account, of course, the decisions of the Council concerning

particular priorities. The Council is invited to agree on this proposal.
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e In commection with the propesed continuation of the probibition
en herring Lishine in thoe North Sea, the Conmisuion wil! examing bthe
seientific revorte which are likely to be available in thie early 5N

and will, as a matter of policy, rely on this further scientific evidenca
when making further propomald.

3. Subjoct to the foregoing, the Counci. is invitea to adopt the

draft Regulation.

Conservation iMeasures

1. There is also attached a draft Regulation on Conservaiion Measures.

The particular attention of the Council is drawn to the following matters:

draft Article 2 concerning mesh sizes. In the light of debates in
the Council the Commission has come %o the view that

that the objective of reaching a minimum 90 mm mesh size

is best achieved through two stages. Consequently, the Comaigsion
amends its proposal in that it now proposes that the mirimim mesa
gize from 1 January 1979 should be 80 mm; and that whe ivtroduc: .«
of a minimun size of 90 mm should take place on 1 January 1% 1.

This would enable fishing methods to be adapted ~nd would alszo t.le
account of the effect of an 80 mm mesh in allowin;s for the grow.w

of fisgh sizes so that the transition te 90 mm minimum size will T=
less abrupt. The Commission proposes no exceptions Tt such a
Repulation but is conscious of the cuse made in regard

excliusion of zone VIIA from the scope of this rule and of whivir -
also Trom the scope of this rule. The Commission has already asted
ICIES to examine scientifically a case Tor excepiions in these tw~
matters and the Commission commits itself in this Council To maxe
the results of such studies available to the Counsil not later then

31 October next and, if these results justiry it, the Comiission wil

make proposals accordingly;

at Article 3 the Commission congiders it reasonable that vessels
may have more than one net aboard pravided that the add@fional aers

are stowed aboard in guch a manner as not to be readily usable;

talking together Article 4 and Amnex 3 the Commission arends its
proposals to bring into effect on the date of entry into force

of the draft Regulation a maximum 1045 by—catch rule combinea with

0 : : Nt S
a Norway pout box westward from O - no other change on the definition

of the box. 'The Commission is of the view that these two measures
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combined are reasonable and that because of their interrelationship
they nced both to be adopted. The Commission will also pursue
further studies in the matter of by-catch regulations with ICES.

draft Article 16 of the ecvunexed text is in conformity with the
debates in the earlier session of this Council concerning a

“safeguard clause".

The Council is invited to adopt the draft Regulation.

3. Control Measures

1. There is also attached a draft Regulation concerning Control

Measures. The main changes are that:

- the Commission considers that skippers should inform member States

of their catches'not later than at the time of landing; that

the reporting of catches by member States to the Commission should
preferably be on a fortnightly basis; and that, in particular,
when quotasg are close to being reached it should be possible for

the Commission to obtain catch information even more rapidly;

in order to ensure that fishing may be required to cease when
quotas are reached, the Commigsion suggests that the Regulation
give the Commission authority to fix the date on which catches

should cease.

The Council ‘is invited to adopt the draft Regulation.

4. Decision on cost of control

The proposal for a Decision concerning compensation to Ireland

and to Denmark (in respect of Greenland waters) for the additional cost
of patrolling extended fisheries limits remains unchanged. While this

proposal may be seen ag an exception to normal Community policies in

matters of administrative expenses, the Council is invited to adopt the
Decision proposed in view of the exceptional circumstances and in view of

the Council's previous Resolution in the matter.

Resolution on struétural policy

1. There is also attached a draft Resolution on Structural Policy.
The Council is invited to adopt this Resolution which is appropriate in

a situation where, until the regulations and decisions on the matters which’

B
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have just been described are adopted, it is not possible to know precisels

what structural regulation, or regulations, is required.

Implementing Regmlation for Third country fishing

Repulations to implement agreements with third countries and
within international fisheries commissions will shortly be proposed by

the Commission to the Council.

Community Mishine Plans

1. The particular attention of the Council is drawn to Article 6 of
the basic Regulation which is concerned, among other things, with special
fighing rights — frequently referred to as historic rights. It is the
view of the Commission that the Community should attempt to make an

appreciation of what exactly is involved in historic rights.

20 The Commission also proposes that the exercise of these rights

may be subjected to appropriate Community fishing plans in cases where

the coastal state in whose waters the rights are being exercised requests
them. The Council is, therefore, invited to decide in such cases that
there may be put into effect from 1 April 1978, on a permanent basis,
fishing plans to regulate the exercise of fishing rights which menmber
States of the Community enjoy in the zones referred to in Articles 100

and 101 of the Treaty of Accession, taking into account in particular the
hecessity to ensure as a matter of priority the exploitation possibilities
of smaller fishing vessels especially in regard to the most threatened

pelagic stocks.

2 The Commission also proposes that Community fishing plans be

made for fishing West of Ireland; consistently with this the Commigsion
proposes that there also be Community fishing plans for fishing West

of Scotland. Community fishing plans may also be appropriate for fishing

in Greenland waters.

A. The Commission also proposes that there should be Community

fishing plans covering other areas where the state of fish stocks is

particularly sensitive.

5. - TIurthermore, as a precautionary measure, the Commission considere
that the Council should also decide that it may be advisahie to put

into effect each year Community fishing plans to control the development
of fishing activity for certain non-threatened stocks in resard to which
the magnitude of the fishing effort is such as to threaten directly or

indirectly the equilibrium of certain biologically sensitive areas.

ATl
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8. Licences

The Commission considers that, whether in association with

Tishing plans or throughout Community waters, there should be an

immediate bepgirming to the installation of'a Community system of

licences for all fishing in Community waters.

In proposing amendments to a number of its earlier proposals the
Commission has been conscious of and hag taken into acecount recommendations

of the European Parliament.
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COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European Economic

Community, and in particular Article 4% thereof,

Having regard to the Act of Accession, and in particular Articles
102 and 10% thereof,

Having regard to the proposal from the Commission,
Having regard to the Opinion of the European Parliament,
Having regard to the Opinion of the Economic and Social Committee,

Whereas the Council of the European Communities has agreed that the
Member States will act in concert to extend their fishing zones to
200 miles with effect from 1 January 1977 along their North Sea

and the North Atlantic coastlines, without prejudice to action of
the same kind in respect of other fishing zones under their juris-
diction, in particular in the Mediterranean; whereas, since then

and on this basis the Member States concerned have also extended
their fishing limits in certain areas of the Central West Atlantic,
the Skagerrak and the Kattegat; whereas, in this context, in view

of the over-fishing of stocks of the main species, it is essential
that the Community, in the interests of both fishermen and consumers,
ensure by an appropriate policy for the protection of fishing grounds
that stocks are conserved and reconstituted; whereas it is therefore
desirable that the provisions of Council Regulation (EEC) No 101/76
of 19 January 1976 laying down a common structural policy for the
fishing industry (1) be supplemented by the establishment of a

Community system for the conservation and management of fishery

resources that will ensure balanced exploitation:

Whereas this sytem should in particular include conservation
measures which may involve limitations on fishing, rules for the

use of resources, special provisions

(1) OJ No L 20, 19.1.1976, p.l1l9
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for inshore fishing and inspection measures;

Whereas measures regulating fishing may include restrictions,
established by species or group of species, on catches, with
overall catches being limited by reference to stock or group
of stocks;

Whereas the overall catch that may be taken by Member States
will be determined by subtracting from the total allowable
catch, by stock or group of stocks, the catch allocated to
non-member countries in waters under the jurisdiction of
Member States

Whereas the overall catch should be allocated between the
Member States;

Whereas in making this allocation particular attention should

be paid to the vital needs of the local populations of Ireland,
Greenland and the northern parts of the United Kingdom which are
particularly dependent on fishing and related industries and for
whom restrictions on fishing could have particularly serious

social and economic consequences and whereas this allocation should
be made on the basis of past fishing performances of Member States;

Whereas the operation of the provisions concerning apportionment
of the overall catch should be limited to the period up to

%] December 1982, provision being made for their re-examination
in order to determine those to be applied byond that date in the
light of experience and of the results of the conservation policy;

Whereas there should be special provisions for inshore fishing to
enable this sector to cope with the new fishing conditions

resulting from the institution of 200 mile fishing zones; whereas,

to this end, application of the arrangements established by

Articles 100 and 101 of the Act of Accession should forthwith be
extended beyond %1 December 1982 and Member States authorized at

the same time to apply, to inshore zones within the 12 mile limit

not covered by Articles 100 and 101 of the said Act, a system
identical to that established by the said Articles; whereas, however,
all these provisions will be re-examined by the Council before

31 December 1982 on the basis of a report by the Commission;
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Whereas the creation of a Community system for the conservation

and management of fishery resources should be accompanied by

the institution of an effective system of supervision of activities
in the fishing grounds and on landing; whereas to this end, inter
alia, a system of permits for all fishing carried on by way of

trade should be progressively introduced;

Whereas in this connection the distortions which might arise in
the absence of a balanced allocation of fishing activity should
be remedied by taking into account the short or longer-term

nature of the factors which cause these distortions through the
adoption of specific measures to control the balanced management

of resources by way of fishing plans;

Whereas, with a view to the preparation of scientific and technical
information to be used to assess the situation regarding the
biological resources of the sea, and the conditions for ensuring
the conservation of stocks, a standing Scientific and Technical
Committee should be set up under the Auspices of the Commissionj;

Whereas, to facilitate implementation of the provisions of
this Regulation, a procedure should be laid down for close
cooperation between the Member States and the Commission
within a Management Committee;

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION:

(1) 0J No L 94, 28.4.1970, p. 13
(2) 0J L 295, 30.12.1972, p. 1
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the biolog tal ‘eiour o’
Community systen dor che g0l Nl M 6 ment oF D st eny resuufant
is hereby putablichea,

conservation measures, which ooy dncluse pest: etions on

rules for tke wse of fishery vesource

special o-ovisiorns for inshore fishing,

inspection measures.

Articie 2

1. The Council, acting by a qualified majority on a propusal from che

Commission, shall adopt the conscrvaticor measures necessary to achijcve

the aims set out in Article 1. These measures shall be formulated

in the Light of the report prépared by the Scientific and Technical

Committee for Fisheries provided for in Article 12,

The measures referred to in paragraph 1 may inclucs, tor zach species
g

or group of species ¢

a) the establishment of zones where fishing is prohibited or restricted
to certain periods, certain types of vesse' , certain fishing tacHe
or certain end-uses;
the setting of standerds as regards fisiing tackie;

the setting of a mirimum size or we! nt;

the rxateiai y e 1 [T




Artiole 3

Wheras,in the case of ono species or a group of related

apecies, it bocome necessary to limit the catch, the Council,
acting by a qualified majority on a proposal from the Commission,
whall fix a total allowable catch for each stock or group of
atockse :

Article &4

. Where, in accordance with Article 3, a total allowable catch if fixed,
"he Council, ucting by a qualified majority on a proposal from the
rommission shall each year determine the volume of the overall catch

that may he taken by the Member States.

1013 volume shall be eqgual to the total allowable catch by stock or
groups of stocks in waters under the sovereignty or within the jurisdiction
of Member States minus the total of any catches allocated to non-member

Ltates.

The volume of the catch as referred to in paragraph 1 shall be apportioned
between the Member States by the Council, acting by a qualified majority

on a proposal from the Commission.

In making this apportionment particular attention shall be paid to the

vital needs the local populations .of Ireland, of the northern parts of
the United Kingdom and of Greenland which are particularly dependent on
fishing and related industries and to the past fishing performances of

Member States.

The provisions of this Article shall apply until 31 December 1982.
The Council, acting by a gualified majority cn a proposal from the
Commission (in accordance with the procedure provided for in Article
43 (2) of the Treaty), shall adopt the provisions to be applied after
that date in the light of cxperience and of the results of the

conservation policy.




éiticlo 2

1. Member States which jointly so request may be authoriged
to exchange all or part of the quotas in respect of a
gpecies or group of species allocated to them under

Artaatandn o o

2, Deiailed rules for the application of this Article and decisions
according, "'the authorization referred to in paragraph 1 shall
be adoptud In sccordance with the procedure Laid down in Article
14.

Article 6

Notwithstanding Article 2 of Regulation (EFCY Ne 10178 and without
prejudice to the applicaticn of Articles T00 and 101 of «he Any

of Recession, the Member S:tuies are authurised to restricy 1ishing
in wate: . under thelir sovereignty or jurisriction situated =ithin
a timit o Ff tuelve nautical wiles, calruiat=d from the base @ irus
the coasial Member Stazte, to veszels whleh fish brad:iic al

waters acdd whith operate from porte in the itocal oastal

Tha proviejong of the orevious parisgraph shad

to any speciel fishing rights which o Meabes Staie
of entry into ferce of tinis Regulavden i~ e='ating
Membur St aten. Such special plghts, and any
Article Y00 of the Aet ¢! Acgession, .hall

with tha zonservation meacures osiebl ished urd. ¢

Regut at ion,

s The previsiors of this Aetiole shall rerali: {1+ Lrce
arrancenznts establishecd by Articies 100 a7 %1 of the

', 8s applied in accordance with Articio © hepeot, ars




Article T

The appl:cation of the arrangements established by Articles 100 and :
101 o tae 74 of foceasion shall he extended beyond 31 December
1982, v .ot 45 a0w deoisions which the Council may take before

that ds'¢, on o proposal from the Commission and in the light

‘of the rerulls of the review of the provisions of this Artiicle and
of Artiole 6 which it will carry out om the besis of a report

from the Comilesione : i

Article 8

Th2re shall ke progressively estoblished a system of permits for atll

ishing carried on by way of trade.

e granting of permite shall be conditicnal upon:

.

the systematic registration of :
(a) vessels engaged in fishing carried on by way of trade,

(b) fishing skippers in command of theaforesaid vessels and

responsible for fishing cperations;

~ the undertaking of an obligation to comply with conservation measures

and {in particulap the quotas atlocated'follow1rg apportionement_

among the Member States in accordance with Apticle & _ (he fishing
grounds and the provisions laid down in actordance with the fishing plans.

The Council, acting on a proposal from the Commission by a gualified majority,

shall adopt general rules for the application of this Article. . . _.

Detailed rules for the application of thia Article shall be
adopted in soocordance with the procedure loid down in Article 15.




Article 9

1o Member States shall communicate to the Commission the inforlaxion‘,"»~~*_..,,,
necessary for the implementation of this Regulation. To this and they '
shall twice a year present to the Commission a report on the
operation of the conservation measures and of the quotas allocated

to them.

They shall also communicate to the Commission all relevant

information concerning the operation of the system of permits
referred to in Article 8,

Detailed rules for the application of this Article shall be
adopted in accordance with the procedure laid down im Article 15,

The Commission shall forward to the European Parlizment and to the
Council an annual report on the appl1catiop cf measures taken pursuant
to this Regulation.

Article 10

The Counoil, aoting by a qualified majority om a proposil
from the Commission,shall adopt measures to ensure corpiiance
with the provisions of this Regulation and with the measures

adopted in implementation thereaf.

Article 11
In acrordance #ith the procedure lLaid down in &rt  fa 42 (&) of the Treaty,
provisions shall be adopted to ensure that sarc: ~ns fmposed L national
authorities for infringements of this Regulat: » or any prevision adou?rnd

in implementation thereof shall be adequate - § uniform,

In accordance with the same procedura, 3 su “en of sanctions sppiicable to netural
or tegal persuns in the event of an infrine went of these provicions shall be

establ ished.




Article 12

t, The Commicsion shall set up under its auspices a Scientific and
fechnical Committee for Fisheries. The Committee shall be consulted
periodically and shall prepare an annual report on the situation as
regards fishery resources, on ways and means of conserving fishing
grounds and stocks and on the scientific and technical facilities

which the Community has at its disposal.

Article 13

‘here is hereby established a Management Committee for Fishery

Resources, nereinafter cal'ed'the Committee", consisting of

cepresentatives of the Memb:~ 3tates under the chairmanship

«f a representative of the Commission.

L. Within the Committee the votes of the Member States shall be
weighted in accordance with Article 148(2) of the Treaty.

The Chairman shall not vote.




Article 14

Where the procedure luid dows in thie Article ip %o he
foltownd, *he Chairmer shal! refsr the mstter to tho
Committee olther on him own initiative or at thu

request of the represeniative ¢ a Member HS4aue

The rveprasenisiive of the Sconission Shall suomis

a draft of ths wmeasures ‘o te tnlkone The Committea
gheli deidver its Opinicvn on such messures withir 2
time 1imit to ho set by the (halrman accordirg tu the
argemey of 1ae cwestions undar conaideratdon, A
Opiniow shell be sdopted by & majorisy ~f forbe-~y

7ote8q

»

Tae Commiseion vhnll zduph mesgureza which niell epo .y
immedistely, However, if thesn aasware: ans n ot 5
accordance witlh the Opimion of tha lumpittee, hho

phall Porthwith ve commmicated by the Commiesdcn

the Comnodle Tu that event the Commigsion may deiur
appiication ol the ucasures which it bes adopted Tor

not more than one month frow the date of such conrrvitonhic i

The Oounoll, #ctimg by & qualified majority, mey teks 2
differant deoision within one monthe

Article 15

e Commitiee muy consider any ofher g s TAnn
vefesred to L4 by i4s Cheirwan eitner -3 hile
mn nitiative o At the reguest of . represens

tative of & Member Stataa




This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and
directly applicable in all Member States.

Done at Brussels,
For the Council,
The President,




Mo L ed
EROPOSAL TOR A

COUNC I, REGULATION (MEC)

defining for 1978 moamares for conservation
and mansgoement of {ieckory rosources by the
eatablishment of quotane

THE COUFCIL OF THE EGROPEAN COMMDNITINS,

Having regard to the Treaty eutablishing the Puropean Economio Community,

Having ragard to Regulation (Emg) we /17 trom the Council, of .
establishing & Community system for the consarvation and management of fishery -

reaauroea(l} :
Having regard to the propossl Iiem the Comnlaslion,

Whereas the Commnity system for the conservation and management of fishery
resources provides for oonparsaiion messures which may inolude restrictions on
fishing in pacticnlar by limits on catches %o ansure protection of fishing
grounde and stocks allowing a bolanced exploitation of fishery resources in the
interests of both fishermen and oconsumvrsf

Whereas 7or ench egpeoics for whioch 1t beoomas neoresary to limit oatches, it is
therefors imporiant %o fix a htotal allowabie ocatch for maaoch stook or group of
aghoocks to premerve fishing pomsibilities in the years to oomsej

Wneress the overall oatoh that may e tsken by the Member States has to te shared
equitably; that for the distribution 1% #s therefore important to take into
acoount the vital needs and the coonomio dovelopment pogaibilitiea to coastal
populations particularly dependgut om Tisbing and maiated iztustries;

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATICN 2

The toval allowable aatch per slbocik or grony of shtocks and proportions
available to whe Community dn waber. sibjece o the sovereignty or jurisdiction
of the Hendber Giates and Lo Commuriity cosulavion on fishery shall be for 1978
as laic Cown in Anvez & oo hals Reguilealiom.

Articin 2

Zach Newber State may fick tho ivdividual quetan 74 dowu in Anner T

this Raguliclione
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7hi.c Regulstion shall enter inte foroo on

Thin Regulation shall bo binding in ite entirety aud directly appliveble in
all Mombex Stutouse .

For the Cwivadl,

Done oh Lrasmels,
The Presidenta
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ANNEXE 1

TAC OU CAPTURE TOTALE POUR 1976 - TACS

POUR 1978 PAR STOCK ET PAR SECTEUR - ALLOCATIONS AUX E.M. POUR 1978

Espéce

Division du CIEM

1976 (en tonnes)

*
TAC ou capture

TAC total 1978
(en tonnes)

Allocations aux
E.M. 1978

Cabillaud

1V

236 000

220 000

197 944

Cabillaud

17 368 *!

19 000

18 958

Cabillaud

15 563 b

1 299

118

Cabillaud

VII a

10 178 ¥

8 600

Cabillaud

VII sauf VII a

8 383 "'

11 400

Cabillaud

III b, c,

330 ¥

444 000

Cabillaud

X1V

*
663

0

Q ’

Cabi L Laud

ICNAF I

100

0

0

Eglafin

IV

250 *1

106 000

89 610

Eglefin

VI a

5501

10 400

10 400

Eglefin

VI b

23 1

2 000

1,995

+—

Eglefin

*1

035

8 000

8 000

Lieu noir

f

14Y

313 *1

200 000

152 000

Lieu noir

VI a + VI b

778 *!

30 000

30 000

Lieu noir

VII

*1

985

4 880

4 880

Mer Lan

Iv

o0 *'

161 000

146 276

Mer Lan

VI a + VI b

115 *1

16 600

16 600

Mer Lan

VII

o019 *1

30 000

30 000

# 1 : Niveau de capture (pas de TAC)

fishermen (3,000 tons in CIEM XIV and 25,000 tons in ICNAF D).

S 2 : Without prejud;zé‘§o speE?al allocations to be fished exclusively by Greenland coastal
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A *1
Espece Division du CIEM |TAC ou capture TAC total 1978 | Allocations aux
1976 (en tonnes) (en tonnes) E.M. 1978

Plie IV 99 900 95 000 91 795

Plie VII 3 340 3 100 3 044

Plie VII 640 400 394

Plie bovir 150 : 000 4 000

Plie 142 265 265

Plie : 823 928 928

Plie 185 189 189

Plie | 567 681 1 681

Sole 500 000 10 000

Sole 450 500 1 474

Sole 700 600 592

Sole 670 400 is52

Sole 50 50 50

Sole

Sole

Sole VI a 50 46 46

Maquereau IV + 111 a 311 076 [ 190 000 30 604

Maquereau vI,VII et VIII 477 721 3460 00U 330 000

Sprat 1V 650 000 450 000 . 346 350

Sprat IIT b, ¢, d 188 411 184 000 11 000

et VIII
Iv, VI, VII, VIII| 68 024 37 250 24 810

|
Chinchard l IV+III a, VI, vII| 272 570 250 000 230 000
|

: Niveau de capture (pas de TAC)
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Espéce

Division du CIEM

*
TAC ou capture
1976 (en tonnes)

TAC total 1978
(en tonnes)

Allocations
E.M. 1978

aux

Tacaud
norvégien

IV

500 000 *'

500 000

272 000

Mer Lan bleu
(poutassou)

IV + VI

pas de données

600 000

500 000

Baudroie

Vi, VII et VIII

*1
28 780

21 340

19 340

Cardine

VI, VII et VIII

22 916 1

11 785

10 285

——

Langon

IV

400 000 (environ)

500 000

000

Squid etc.

Vi, VII, VII

800

Rascasse

XIV

000

Rascasse

ICNAF I

500

Flétan noir

X1V

000

Flétan noir

ICNAF 0-1

500

Grenadier de
roche

ICNAF 0-1

000

Crevettes

ICNAF 0-1I

22 000

Crevettes

Guyane Frangaise

: Niveau de capture (pas de TAC)
20,500 tons only allocated in 1978.
S 1975 catch.

: TAC is for area outside 12 miles from Greenland baselines; 18,000 tons of TAC is

rgserved exclusively for Greenland coastal fishermen. Only Greenland coastal
fishermen may fish shrimps within 12 miles from Greenland baselines. Minimum
landing size 40 mm.

Not yet available.

Where no TAC for 1978 is indicated the allocation figure is the expected catch
Level in 1978.

A member State which enjoys a quota for this stock shall not be prevented
from use of the guota because of an inevitable by-catch of cod for which
it hue no allocation. However, such by—catch shall not exceed 10% of the
redfish catch.
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Espece

Division du CIEM

TAC ou capture &
1976 (en tonnes)

TAC total 197§
(en tonnes)

Allocations aux
E.M. 1978

Hareng

1V,ViI d

160 000

0

0

Hareng

VII g, h, j, k
(*x2)(except
Bantry Bay)

1/7/1975 = 30/6/76
25 000

1/7/1976 - 30/6/77
16 800

Hareng

VII j (Bantry
Bay only)

2

Hareng

VII a (*3)
Mourne)

6 594

Hareng

(*3)
VII a {(Manx +
offshore Mourne)

(hUSS7S

12 500

Hareng

VII b,c (x4)

20 372

14 010

Hareng

VI a (*5)

136 000

64 000

Hareng

Vil e, f

1479

0

Hareng

II1Ib, ¢, d

372 442

173 800

¢ Indicates catch level (no TAC available)

: Augmented by the zone delimited - to the north by latitude 52° 30' North

to the south by Llatitude 52° 00' North

to the west by the coast of Ireland

to the east by the coast of the United Kingdom

3: Diminished by the zone delimited under (2).

: Except for Donegal Bay.

: Donegal Bay included.
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STOCK

Species

Geographical Regions

I1CES Division

Member State

Quota 1978

cob

North Sea

IV

Belgium

9 489

Denmark

28 865

Fed.Rep.Germany

26 282

France

15 350

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether Lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

197 944

West of Scotland

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total




sToCK Member State auota 1978

Species Geographical Regions ICES Division

cop | Rockall Vib Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether Lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

Irish Sea Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

b—ﬂ—




STOCK

Member State

Geographical Regions

v

Quota'1978

West-South Ire Land
Bristol channel

English channel

1CES Division

VIl

excgpt VII @

STOCK

Belgium

AL

penmark

2 P90

Fed.Rep.dermany

A

France

7 S

Ireland

790

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

i

11 400

" Member State

species

Geographical Regions

1ceS Division

Quota 5978

cob

Baltic

111 by0,4

Belgium

penmark

Fed.Rep.dermany

fFrance

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

NetherLands

United Kingdom

~Available for
Member States

EEC Total

[




STOCK

Species

Geographical Regions

ICES Division

Member State

Quota 1978

Cob

E. Greenland

XIV

‘Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

* Spec
by G

j

W. Greenland

al allocation to be fish
eenlahd coastal fisherme

ICNAF I

d exclusively

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Gérmany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg|

Nether Lands

United Kirgdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total
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Se

STOCK

species

Geographical Regions

1CES Division

Member State

J A

Quota 1978

HADDOCK

North Sea

1V

Belgium

1 145

penmark

e

11 666

Fed.Rep.éermany

2 385

france

3 848

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether Lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

HADDOCK

0

west of Scotland

Belgium

penmark

J

Fed.Rep.Germany

france

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total
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STOCK

Member State

Species

Geographical Regions

ICES Division

e

Quota 1978

HADDOCK

Rockall

VI b

Belgium

e

Denmark

A\ . "

Fed.Rep.dermany

e

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

HADDOCK

Irish Sea,
Bristol Channel,

West and South Ireland]

English Channel

Belgium

Denmark

L A

Fed.Rep.Germany

J\ A

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembouryg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

e ——

e e e
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STOCK

Species

Geographical Regions

ICES Division

Member State

Quota 1978

SAITHE -

North Sea

v

Belgium

200

Denmark

A e

22 000

Fed.Rep.@ermany

i

56 300

France

27 000

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

7 000

United Kingdom

39 500

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

152 000

west of Scotland and
t Rockall

Belgium

Denmark

A

fed.Rep.Germany

J J

France

Ireland

Italy

AN

Luxemboury

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total
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STOCK Member State Quota 1978

Species Geographical Regions ICES Division

SAITHE Irish Sea VII Belgium

Bristol Channel
West and South Ireland % ;i
English Channel Fed.Rep.dermany

" o

Denmark

France

Ireland

!thly

Luxembourg

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total
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STOCK Member State Quota 1978

Species Geographical Regions ICES Division

WHITING North Sea IV Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether Lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total 146 276

WHITING west of Scotland

and Rockall Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembburg

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

§
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STOCK

Species

Geographical Regions

ICES Division

Member State

Quota 1978

WHITING

Irish Sea,

Bristol Channel,
West-South Ireland,
English Channel

VII

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.dermany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

d

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total




Species

STOCK
Geographical Regions

1CES Division

Member State

Quota 1978

PLAICE

North Sg¢a

v

Belgium

Denmark

fFed.Rep.(dermany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether Llands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

PLAICE

English Channel

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxemboury

e

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total




STOCK Member State Quota 1978
Species Geographical Regions ICES Division

Belgium

PLAICE Bristol Channel VII f

benmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

fFrance

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether land$

United Kingdom

Available %or
Member Stafes

EEC Total

PLAICE Irish Sea
Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

NetherLandg

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

S —




STOCK

Species

Geographical Regions

1CES Division

Member State

Quota 1978

PLAICE

west Ireland

VIiI b,c

Belgium

Denmark

fed.Rep.Germany

France

ireland

Italy"

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

PLAICE

South Ireland

Belgium

penmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

france

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total
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STOCK Henbor State Quota 1978

Species Geographical Regions ICES Division

PLAICE Bay of Biscay VT Belgium

benmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

Franbe

Ireland

Italy"

Luxembourg

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

— p——
— ——

PLAICE  West of Scotland Belgium

'

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy .

Lur*mb?urg

Netherlands

United Kingdom
9

Available for
Member States

EEC Total




STOCK Member State Quota 1978
Species Geographical Regions 1CES Division

SOLE North Sea 1V Belgium

Denmark
A

fed.Rep.dermany

France

ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether Lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

English Channel
Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

J\

Luxembourg

e

Netherlands

United Kihgdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

o o=
BE—————




STOCK

Member State

Species

Geographical Regions

ICES Division

Quota 1978

SOLE

Bristol Channel

VII f

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

e

France

Ireland

Italy

e

Luxembourg

J

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

Irish Sea

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

n

Luxembourg

J

Netherlants

i 4

United Kihgdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

—




STOCK

Species

Geographical Regions

ICES Division

Member State

Quota 1978

SOLE

West Ireland

VII b,c

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.dermany

France

Ireland

Italy

I

Luxembourg

J

Nether Larlds

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

South Ireland

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

A

Luxembouryg

Netherlands

I

United Kihgdom

Availablé‘for
Member States

EEC Total




STOCK Member State Quota 1978

Species Geographical Regions ICES Division

SOLE Bay of Biscay VIII Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

i

Luxembourg

di

Nether Larlds

A "

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

West of Scotland
Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg
Netherlants

J I

United Kihgdom

Availabl;Afor g
Member States

EEC Total

A
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STOCK Member State Quota 1978

e

specigs Geographical Regiong 1CES Division

WACKEREL | North sea v+ 1118 |Betelun 554

penmark 23 247

fed.Rep.Germany 346

france 3 139

ireland

italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

“Available for
Member States

gEC Total

v

MACKEREL Western Belgium
v * west of Scotland i :

Irish Sea Denmark

gristol channel

West and South ireland

fed.Rep.Germany

gay of Biscay france

1reland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands 30 000

United Kingdom 173 849

Available for
Member States

e

‘LF-;CTMN | 330 000




STOCK

Species

Geographical Regions

ICES Division

Member State

Quota 1978

Sprat

North Sea

IV

Belgium

100

Denmark

186 344

Fed.Rep.Germany

24 559

France

100

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether lands

1 500

United Kingdom

133 747

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

346 350

Baltic

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total




STOCK Member State Quota 1978

species Geographical Regions 1CES Division

v

Belgium
Horse North Sea, West v, VI,

Mackerel scotland, : VII + VIII | penmark
I1rish Sea
gristol Channel

fed.Rep.Germany

West and South Ireland
France

pay of Biscay

ireland

Italy’

Luxembourg

Nether Lands

United Kingdom 100 000

Available for ;
Member States 130 000

EEC Total 230 000

Belgium

penmark

fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

ey




STOCK Member State Quota "1978

Species Geographical Regions ICES Division

v

Belgium
Hake North Sea v, VI

west of Scotland Vi1, VIII | penmark
Irish Sea

Bristol Chennel

West - South Ireland
Bay of Biscay

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy’

Luxembourg

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total
— &




STOCK

Member State Quota 1978

Species

Geographical Regions

1CES Division

NORWAY
POUT

North Sea

Belgium

Denmark 252 000

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

T
United Kingdom 20 QOO

Available for
Member States

EEC Total 272 800

Belgium

)

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

___#———_—_
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STOCK Member State Quota 1978

Species Geographical Regiong ICES Division g

\ g

Belgium

Blue North Sea IV, VI

Whiting Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

e

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether Lands i

|
|

United Kingdom

Available for '
Member States 500 ‘000

EEC Total sooAgooo

Tl
Belgium }

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total
L==============.----J




STOCK Member State Quota 1978

Species Geographical Regions 1CES Division

Al

Belgium
Monk west of Scotland, Irishi VI, VII,

sea, English channel, VIII penmark

west and South Ireland
Bay of Biscay fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy’

Luxembourg

Nether Lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

Belgium

benmark

Fed.Rép.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

BT S




STOCK

Member State

Geographical Regions

ICES Division

Quota 1978

West of Bootland,
Irish Sea, British
Channel West, South
Ireland, Bay of Bisoay

VI + VII +
VIII

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

———
e—

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total .
L================':==================q==
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STOCK Member State Quota 1978
Geographical Regions 1CES Division

North Sea . v Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

A

Luxembourg

Ji

Nether Larids

l "

United Kingdom

Availlblé for .
Member States

"

EEC Total

Belgium

Denmark

fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlants

i -

United Kihgdom

Viillbl;LfOF -
Member States

b

EEC Total

, | |
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\
o o————— o~ 410

L __sTock

LR T vy

w» Mcﬁbor‘ﬁti‘ »

e

sﬁbcioi

Geographical Regions

ICES Division,

i concmmsma—ras—

Quota 1978

salaagd

Squid poulpe
outle fish

(t

/.

West of Scotlamd " °
Irish Sea English '“"
Channel, West and _. .
South Ireland, :
Bay of Bimoay

* Expected catch
level in 1978

VI, VII, VII

Betgium -

JIHATAR

Denmark

T

‘| Fed.Rep.Gérmany

‘| France

4 Ireland

1 Italy

Luxembourg

Nether lands

United Kingdom

Available for
| Member States

éEEC Total

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

rothortnndl

nited Kingdom

vailable for
ember States

R]

'
(12

jsc Total | = j |




STOCK

Species

Geographical Regions

1CES Division

Member State

Quota 1973

Redfish

E. Greenland

XIv

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy!

Luxembourg

Nether Lands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

Redfish

W. Greenland

Belgium

"

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

2 To be fished oxclusiyaly'by Greenland Coastal fishermen,




STOCK

Member State

Species

v
Geographical Regions

ICES Division

Quota 1978

Greenland
Halibut

¥

E, Greenland

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Nether lands

United Kingdbm

Available for
Member States

EEC Total

Greenland
Halibut

Mo Oreenland

F: ——

Belgium

Denmark

Fed.Rep.Germany

France

Ireland

Italy

Luxembourg

Netherlands

United Kingdom

Available for
Member States

# To be fished exclusively by Greenland Coastal fish:

EEC Total
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