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For her talks with Chancellor Schmidt, the Prime Minister may wish to

have a little more background to the brief exchange which took place in Cabinet
this morning.

2. The original Six undoubtedly pulled a fast one in 1971 by agreeing to the

i

principle of free access just before our accession, But it is now generally

recognised that the extension of fishery limits to 200 miles has totally changed
h S
the situation. While the Treaty of Rome provides for the preferential arrange=
el
ments inside 12 miles to be reviewed in 1982, everyone assumes that they will
Toai et
continue and the only argument is about the maintenance of historic rights within

12 miles and the nature of any preferential arrangements outside 12 miles,.

S The French will fight for historic rights for Breton fishermen off the
South West coast. The Germans support them because their inshore fishermen
have similar interests in the Baltic. This will be a difficult negotiation.

4, Any form of preferential access beyond 12 miles is even more difficult for

—

the other Eight to accept. A 50-mile exclusive zone has so far proved
unnegotiable and, as the Secretary of State for Scotland said, the fishing industry
are now privately reconciled to this. The last Government was going for

preferential access between 12 and 50 miles. Moreover, it would not suit
Lowestoft which, as Mr. Prior explained, gets 80 per cent of its catch within

: ot
50 miles of other countries' coast. But preferential access for local fishermen

e

(not for the coastal state) in some areas is negotiable and would suit Scottish

interests reasonably well. It would not however suit Humberside (or Aberdeen)

whose larger boats would, like those of other Community countries, be excluded;
— e

they might prefer little or no preferential access but preference in the allocation

of quotas. This is a conflict which the Minister of Agriculture and the Secretary

of State for Scotland will have to resolve before we can effectively negotiate a

settlement in Brussels,




B, Whatever the arrangements for preferential quotas and access, control

and enforcement will remain the responsibility of the coastal state. So we shall

be able to police what goes on throughout the 200 miles under our jurisdiction.
—

6 The Germans have been in the forefront of the opposition to our claims,
—

although during their Presidency at the end of last year they made an abortive

attempt to make progress. They take a rigid doctrinal attitude towards the

Treaty. Their interestis primarily in distant water fishing and, like us, they

have lost grounds e.g. off Iceland for which they are trying to get compensation
—t |
at our expense in the North Sea. In fishing terms, the Danes and the French
TR —_— -
have a bigger stake.

e TR
The key points for the Prime Minister to make to Chancellor Schmidt are:
The Government's determination to have the fisheries issue settled on
terms consonant with her statement during the Election (copy attached).
Our wish to make speedy progress (a Fisheries Council is scheduled for
June but it may be more realistic to think of the autumn for a break-
—
through).

The Minister of Agriculture will be consulting the Commission soon and

then talking to his Community partners.

i

JOHN HUNT

10th May, 1979




e e o

CETENN JIT (N n‘“’”"“" “'3’7)

im0 W B s ;
iﬂ”"ImmedlatC/ThurSdaY: 26th April, 1979. GE725/79

The Rt.Hon.Margaret Thatcher
‘Leaderof the Conservative Party

STATEMENT ON FISHING POLICY

The Fishing industry is an essential part of the British economy,
particularly in Scotland. It is a vital source of food and prov:des
jobs for thousands of people both at seca and on shore, often in
small communities that rely totally on fishing for their livelihood.
The Conservative Party iscommitted to defending to the full the
interests of Dritish fishermen, and restoring stability and optimism

" to its future.

Despite this Government!s boasts, they did not renegotiate thg
fisheries policy at’ ell before recommending a iYes! vote in the 1075

European Referendum. iy

This matter is now urgent because of the time limit of 1932 set
down for reaching agreements, However, 1in spite of that time limit

wo should not be prepared to agree to terms which were disadvantageous
“ e

to our fishing industries.

/

bﬁ We shall make fishing top priority in our EEC negotiations. ;
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The proposals we have so far received from the EEC have been totallj

unacceptable, Our Buropean partners must dCCept three fundamental
facts. E
|

That the move to 200 miles limit since we joined the

Community has changed both the entire inteﬁnational

|
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situation and our own circumstances. 1
1

|

that our- waters contain mcre fish than the rest of the
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- we must have an'agrecﬁent to a ComppehbnblVL pUlLCY on
‘conservation. This should include: =ty a limit on the |
total allowable catch. (ii) a clear sett of rules to control
the amount of éishing and the methods uscd. 1 ia) reconnltlon
that the coastai state must have sole responSLblllty for
control over their waters, since they alone havg the
knowledge, the capablllty and will to enforce conseryation
rules. (iv) conservation rules which are enfopced against
fishermen from all nations and not just against British
fishermen alone. (v) measures which are specially designed

protect the rights of in-shore fishermen.

addition our negotiating aims will be for:-

an adequate exclusive zone.
a further con51derable area of preferential access. 3
a control system which enables us to police our own waters.
Britain must have a Vvery substantial share of the total '
allowable catch whlch takes account of the fact that we
are contrlbutlnﬂ moct of the water and most, of the fish.
z i
Further conservation‘measures will be taken by Britain acting_od

her own if we cannot get agreement upon these points.

-

-

Fishermen will find a true and determined friend in the next

Conservative Government.

END




