Brussels, 16 Feb{;a?Y/Tgff

Stotement by Mr Gundelach, Vice President of the Commiscicon,

~t the opening of fishery nepotictionu with the UTIR - 10 Fewruary 1077

During *he 1ozt few decades, a good number of coastal States have fulleowed 5
& nulicy of internalionnl coopercticn, espcerinlly in the norther: hanicphero, -

to protect fighery rescurces from the threat of greowing fishing flects, whone

production capacity has been constantly expanding due to technical progresc.

Desprite the efforts whith have been made and the undoubted achievements, g
stocks of most of the species marketed have been falling off consistently
.n the last few years, to the extent that the very existence of scme of them »

w11l be in  rave, even irrcmedinable, jeopardy unless urgent mezsures are talien
i1 the very near future.
In crder to cope with this alorming genecral situation, the Third Tmited Nations

Senference on the Law of the Sen, which is engaged in reviewing ihe law on the

vhole range of problems concerning the use of the sea, hac also heen endeaveuring -
£

to work out internationnl arrargements for the conservation and cxpleitation of "
;

ishery ress urces. i

Although the Conference's work has not yet bteen completed, it has ncnetheless ;

bern possible to see the outlines of the basic approach which most coaetal

—

.

Tiates wish to follow. Under the pressure of circumstances, and in order to
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reapond immediately to the danger of exhaustion of resources reported by many

authoritztive scientific experts, which cannot effectively be countered by the
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existing f'orms of international cooperation, certain coastal Stztes which
carry on large—scale fishing in the North Atlantic announced in 1975 or early
1975 that they intended to extend to 200 piles from their coasts the fishing

zones over which they would be exercising jurisdiction.

This step, which was undertaken in maritime zones where international fishing

is most irtence, was bound to recult in the large~scale transfer of fiching
operctions from these rones towards the grounds located off the coasis of the
Communityte Hexnber Slates. In view of the precent level of siocits in the
Cemmwnity'c zone, this transfer could only lead to overfishing, thuc compromicing
the available recources, with all the disastrous ecoromic and social corcequences
nic implied. It should be remembered thot during the past ten years fiching

i the Morth Atlantic kns increased by rearly 257; the percentage of this

increase actcoun*<d for by the Cormunily fnllc short of the avercge, vhereas
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. atiridtuteble to certain non-Cemmunity ccuntrice is over the SC7 marik.

The Couneil of the European Communities therefore decided that 2z of 1 January
1977 ihe Member Ttates would incrense to 200 miles the limits of their waters
ir the Mlwetic and the Forth Sea in which fishing is subjest to Conmunity louo,
in crder %o be 2ble to pursue an effcctive policy for the rzticnal conservation
ané cxploitztion of rcscurcess

In view of its extencive responcibilities and the fishing potential of its

-

zone, the Community intends 1o give priority to recenstiiuling depleted stocis
ard establishir. z rational policy for the optimal exploitation of rescurces.
Thus, the Communiiy has alre~dy token Jegislative measures stricter than those

adopted hitherto by internntioral fisheries Commigssions.
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The Community is similarly aware of the fishing interests of non-member siates
affected by the extension of fishing zones and has begun negotiations with
certain countries concerned to establish the fromeworl: for their future
relations in thig sector; these must be based in the first place on nutunl
rccognition of each side's jurigsdiction over its own fishing zene in conformity
with the principles generally accepted by the Third Confercnce ort the Law of

the Sea.

Ir this respect, the Commission would like to emphasize satlsfaciion at this
opportunity to enter into negotiations with the USSR on the basi4 of thes-
principles, On this basis, 1t is incumbent on toth parties, in relation to
the zcne over which the jurisdiction of each extends, and on the basis of the
best available scientific data, to fix the volume of exploitable resources
ord to lay down suitable measures to regulate and control fishirs aclivities

within the limits thus determined.

In all the negotiations under way or that have been concluded, the Community

is primarily interested in rnegotiating a framework agreement to regulate fuiure
mutual relations ag regards fishing between the two parties; in the same
spirit, the Community is prepared to work out with the Coviet Union a framework
suited to the specific circumstances and thus to define tog=sther the itype of

arreement to be concluded in this field.

sible approaches to this kind of negotiations have, therefore, several
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aspects vhich may, in certain cases, be complementary to each other.

FPirstly, the Community is prepared to negotiate with any coastal state on the
basis of reciprocal rights; in this way the Community hopes for an exchange of
possible fishing activities to the mutual advantage of both sides. Such reci-
procity may also be found in the maintenance of traditional local fishir.

activities. So far this has taken the form of "neighbourhood agreements™ that

reflect the close interdependence that is the result of gen-political circumstance

or a particular configuration of the coast line.
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Secondly, the Community is prepared to consider the problems non-member states
may encounter as a result of the establishment of its fishing zone, due either
to a fundamental imbalance in the possibilifties of reciprocal rirzhts mentioned
earlier, or the obvious absence of a basis of reciprocity. In this connection,
the Community is prepared to‘énvisage with the parties conckrned a phasing-out

procedure for their fishing fleets.

At the outset of these negotiations with the USSR, the Community would point
out that the choice between the approaches just described depends primarily
on the nature of the gpecific interests at stake, and the choice of its partners
in negotiation ac regards the desirable level for a satisfaciory valance of
reciprocal fishing rights. PFor its part, the Community does not in any way
iatend to embark on an approach that would determine its future international

fislheries relations according to a discriminatory pattern.

The Community is convinced of the need for a negotiated solution to determine
the Tramework of its relations with the USSR as regards fishing within which
economic activities would develop and prosper on a lasting basis, ond which
would cnsure that sea-faring ﬁeople who depend largely oh this very special

secter for a living would achieve their legitimate acpirations.
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