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This paper reviews the present situation In the Community’'s fishing
industry, outlining the main current problems and the approaches that
could be adopted for the future.

It Is intended to provide certain pointers for the policy review to be
undertaken In connection with the formal report to be submlitted by the
Commisslon before the end of 1991.

I. The maln problem in the fishing Industry at the present time Is IHE
SERIQUS IMBALANCE BETWEEN AVAILABLE RESOURCES AND FISHING CAPACITY.

The Increasing excess of capaclity Is causing a very swift
deterioration In stocks and a consequent decliine In the economic
and soclial conditions of the coastal communitles that depend on
fishing for their |ivetlhood.

it Is therefore urgent and necessary to adopt a common pollcy which
takes account of these new conditions and ensures an onptimum
balance between capacity and resources.

In view of the timits of the Coomunity system of stock conservation
and management, due to the drawbacks of the TAC/quota system and
the technical measures as now applled, the Inadequacies of the
means for monitoring fishing effort and the fallure of the
structural policy to keep control over capaclity, the Community must
provide Itself with the necessary means wlith which to ensure the
management and control of fishing activities, In particular by
Imposing stricter conditions of access to stocks.

This will require the following:

- overhaul of the TAC/quota system, wlith stronger measures for
monlitoring fishing effort and more stringent technical
congservsat ion measures;

- revision of the structural policy In order to iImprove contro!l
over flishing effort, particulariy through new wmultliannuai
guidance programmes for fishing fleats and a thorough assessment
of the expected reglional and social impact of the various policy
adjustment hypotheses as regards, structure of the Industry,
conservation of resources and markets In areas heavlly dependent
on fishing with little opportunity for economic diversification.
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A study wil} be launched in order to identify the reglions llable
to be the most seriously affected and deflne the most
approprlate flanking measures to be adopted In the context of
the forthcoming review of the reform of the structural Funds;

- more systematic monlitoring of fishing activities;

- greater transparency of flishing activities, by transmission of
data relating to all catches taken by Community vessels.

Iin several areas, and particularly In connection with technical
conservatlion measures and the monitoring of fishing activities, the
Community could envisage implementation of the new approaches on
the basis of the subsidlarity principle.

The Commission will also endeavour to ensure that the varlous arms
of the CFP operate more synergistically, with the possible
deployment, as appropriate, of other structural Instruments, so
that the upheavals caused by the necessary restructuring operations
are kept to a minimum. It would be desirable for accompanying
measures to be concelved as an Integral part of the reform of the
structural Funds In order to Iimprove the economic and soclal
cohesion of the Community. It is only In this way that a
restructuring policy can be implemented with any chance of success.
It should be carried out with the ald of the same methods and
Instruments used In simillar restructuring exercises effected by the
Community in the past. As far as possibie, a financial estimate of
the various operations will be made In the context of the 1891
report.

It is aiso necessary to clarify all the financlial aspects from the
point of view of compliance with the maximum amounts In the
Financial Perspective.

Although the Community responded successfully to the political and
economic challenge of the generalized extension of fisherles
Jurisdiction to 200 mlles from base Iines (which accounts for 95X
of the world’'s flisheries resources), the rightful aspirations of
coastal third countries to promote fishing of their own resources
by their own fleets compelis the Community to revise Its policy of
access to the resources of such countries.

Fisheries relations with third countrlies must be developed in
future so as to arrive at other types of cooperation, and In
particular to strengthen and stabliize fisheries rejatjons through
ihe establishment of more substantial links between the varlous

© partpers.
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111 The restrictions Imposed on access by the Community fishing fleet
to iInternal and external resources create a state of shortage which
aggravates the increasing deflclit of fisherlies products.

The Community must envisage new trade openings, In the light of Its
International obligations and commitments, In order to make good
Its deflicit of fisheries products, and It must step uD Its policy
on research and aguaculture, taking account of present soclo-
economic data and fundamentat constraints.



1.

Ihe importance of the fishing sector In the Community

The European Community Is one of thse four major sea fishing powers
in the world (after Japan, the USSR and China) and is the world’'s

"targest market for fishery products (see Annex |).

The Community Institutions have aiways been aware that fighing is a
human activity, Involving the hunting and gathering of renewable,
natural resources, and that (t has undergones major technologlcal,
legal, economic and Institutional upheavais over the past three
decades. Furthermore, fishing Is an activity which is closely
dependent on the quallty of the marine environment, which means
that the demands of environmental protection as a global issue must
be taken into account.

The elemental nature of this actlvity, which demands that one
tackie It In a specific manner, Is further highliighted by the place
the fisherles sector holds in the economy and thes contribution it
makes to the dietary batance of the Community population for whom,
in certain Member States, seafood accounts for up to 40X of their
animal proteln intake. )

Community production In 1987 amounted to some 7 million tonnes,
representing £7.5X of world production.

Iota! production 1987
{(milllon tonnes)
Wor Id : 93
of which : - fishing 82.5
~ aquaculture 10.5
EEC : 7
of which : - catches :
a) - in Community waters : 4.5
b) - In third country and
international waters: 1.7
- aquaculture production : 0.8

Source : FAO

The value of landings In Community porte In 1887 was some
ECU 6 700 mlillon.
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In 1988, Imports Into the Community and exports to non-EEC
countrles were as folliows :

imports 1688 Exports 1988

Quantity Value | Quantlity Value
(‘000 t) (MECU) ('000 t) (MECU)

For human consumption 2 140 § 384 790 1170
Meal, oll and other 1 407 345 330 162

Trade balance

Quantity Vaiue
(‘000 t) (MECU)

For human consumption - 1350} - 4 214
Meal, ol1 and other -1077 | - 183

From an economic and soclal point of view, In addition to those
actually invoived In fishing activities par se (300 000 fishermen In
the Community as a whote), fishing also generates a considerable amount
of Indirect employment (each job at sea provides four to five on land).
These Jjobs &are in related Industrial sectors (boatbuliding and
repairing, fishing gear, processing, marketing, etc.), and sometimes as
many as 80 to 90X of the coastal! population being Involved in such
activities, with overall employment on the up In recent yesrs, now
accounting for nearly 2 mlitlon jobs throughout the Community.

Number of fishermen %X of fishermen (n the

1986 working popuiation
1983 1986
300 000 0.21 0.17
Number of fishermen X of the working
and persons employed population

Iin related Industries

2 000 000 1.15%

Source : OECD

The contribution made by the fisheries sector to the gross national
product of each Member State varies between 0.2 and 1.1X%.

Although fishing Is practiged along the entire coastiine of the
Community, the (ndustry {s characterized by significant
concentration, which accentuates the economic Importance of the
industry In certain coastal reglons.
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“Annual expenditure under the Community budget on the whole gamut of
activities covered by the common fisheries policy (markets,
structures, research, monitoring and enforcement and external
aspects) amounts to some ECU 450 million or about 1X of the budget.

Lastly, It shouid be pointed out that the l(ssues ralsed as regards
the application of Community and International rules give the
fisherles sector a falrly important piace in the consteliation of
peiitical negotlations.

Ihe current iegal context of the common fisheries policy (CFP):

Article 38 of the Treaty of Rome lays down that the common market
Ils to extend to all the products of the soil, of stockfarming &nd
of fisherlies. And yet |s was onily on 25 January 1983 that the Ten
managed to round off the common fisherles policy by Introducing a
conservation policy. This declision was the cuimination of a
succession of previous steps (common rules on the organization of
the markets, structural measures, Introduction of a 200-nautical
mile Community fishing zone, etc.).

Whiist the geographical extent of jurisdiction as regards fishing
remains the competence of the Member States, the Jatter have
transferred all other competences In respect of fisherles to the
Community.

in accordance with the objectives of the common agricultural policy
(Article 39 of the EEC Treaty), the common fisheries pollcy
constlitutes a coherent package of measures that take account of the
specific nature of fishing activities on the basis of rationally
decided and non-discriminatory measures adopted at Community level
for the conservation and management of astocks and a fair
distribution of fishing possibilities.

Ihe compietion of tha common fisherles policy

The establishment by various coastal States of 200-miie flishing
zones was a decislive step both for the coastal States concerned and
for States with distant-water fisheries. The Community, acting as
a single Coastal State and fishing power, Is now responsibie for
managing fishing activities in Community waters (iInterna! aspects)
and obtaining access to stocks In International waters and In
waters under the sovereignty and/or jurisdiction of non-Community
coastal States (externai aspects).

The policy in force since 1983 consists of a coherent package of
measures aimed at ensuring, in particular:

. = the rational management of avallable resources to maintain the
commercial viability of fishing businesses;
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improved structural conditions almed at bringing about balanced
exploitation of stocks In Internal waters and casting the net
further afleld as regards sources of supply by obtaining
incroased fishing possibilities, and extending activities In the
aquaculture sector;

the extension and Improvement of marketing and processing
structures for fishery and aguaculture products;

a falr standard of living for Community producers through stabie
markets and assured supplles;

the maintenance and extension of fishing possibilities in waters
under the Jurisdiction of third countries by concluding
agreemants with those countries with the aim of assuring a major
share of supplies for the Community market, which shows &
growing trade deficit In fishery products;

the adoption of rules to enable heaithy and rational competition
In the fisheries sector.
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BART 1: EXPLOITATION OF COMMON FISHERIES RESOURCES
MANAGEMENT OF RESOURCES

The aim of the conservation policy as It Is known (s to maintain
sufficlient abundance to sustaln stocks at levels that make
fishing sufficlientiy viable.

Regutation (EEC) No 170/83 therefore provides for conservation
measures which may Invoive, In particular, bans on fishing In
certain zones and during certaln periods, etc., ruiles on fishing
gear, the setting of minimum sizes for landings and limltions on
fishing effort, especially by restricting catches. Since 19883
the Councii has regularly adopted catch restrictions (the
TACs)! In the waters of the North and West Atlantic, the North
Sea, the Skagerrak, the Kattegat and the Baltlic Sea, as well as
a series of technical measures to conserve resources (e.g.
riies on mesh sizes).

Given the Ilimitations of the Community system of s8stock
conservation and management, and iIn particular the drawbacks
inherent In a TAC and quota system (see point 1.1.1.), and the
lax appllication of the technical conservation measures (see
point 1.2.2.), the situation as regards certain demersal
stocks, In particular In the North Sea, has become very
disturbing. The Commission and the Councli| have, therefore, to
adopt new technical conservation measures appropriate to these
clrcumstances which threaten the livellhood of certain fishing
communities (see COM(80) 371 final).

With regard to the Mediterranean, not hitherto subject to a
common pollicy on resource conservation, the Commission recently
proposed (see SEC(S0) 1136) the Introduction of a common
fisherlies system for the Medlterranean taillored to the specific
nature of fishing activities in this reglon.

in addion, the Community must associate Itse!f with resource
management efforts outside its area of jurlsdiction {(e.g. those
of the General Fisheries Councl! for the Mediterranean) or in
respect of highly migratory species (International Convention
for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas).

1

TAC - Total Allowabie Catch.
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1.1.1. TACs and guotas

The conservation pollicy that has been (n force since 1683 Is
based on the gatting of TACs and thelir distribution amongst the
Member States In the form of annual quctas and on the adoption
of tachnical measures for the conservation of fishery resourzes.

Ihese technical maasures are concerned primarily with reducing
or eliminating catches of juvenlies. The proper appiication of
these measures means that the numbers of spawning fish can be
bullt up and fishing effort directed towards catches of larger
indlviduals, thereby avolding the wastage that resuilts from
catching fry with considerable growth potential. The technical
measures therefore cover fishing gear (e.g. increasing mesh slze
to enablie smalier Individuais to escape), minimum landing saize
(e.g. the regquirement to discard undersize fish) and the

protection of 2ones where juveniles may be temporarlily or
permanently concentrated.

However, the effectliveness of thess technical measurss depends
on strict enforcemont of their appllication coupled with the
effective monitoring of fishing effort (see Annex V). As things
stand at present, fish stocks are not adequately conserved and
the long-term advantages of satisfactory stock conservation are
not yet assured. The exploltation of virtually all stocks for
which anaiytical data are avallable has increased.

The management mode! used by the Community since 1983 makee It
possible, when one knows the biomass of a particular stock at a
gliven time, to control the rate of exploitation by fixing a TAC
(the catch being a factor over which man can exercise control)
which is then distributed amongst the Member States.

This poticy Is the reflection of the dom!nant tradition of
fisheries management at the time when the common conservation
pollcy was defined. It presupposes the avaliabllity of
constantiy updated, detalled blological Information, such as the
sclentific community is attempting to provide.

At present, the various speclies are considered separately, but
the sclentists are looking at ways of taking greater account of
multi-specles considerations.

Where detalled Information Is lacking, so-called precautlionary
TACs, based on whatever Information is avallable, are applled.
This has meant- that It has been possiblie to extend the (ist of
fisheries covered by TACs.

The TAC and quota policy as referred to In Artlclo“q1 of the UN
Convention on the Law of the Sea has the great advantages of
being simple in conception and of allowing fishing possibilities
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to be distributed between Member States and between the
Community and certaln non-member countries. In addition, It
“aliows the Member States to declds themselves on the detailed
rules -according to which their gQuotas are used by the varlous
fishing comunities concerned.

However, the TAC scheme has the followling disadvantages:

- n the absence of any effectlve control over fishing effort,
surplus catch capacity Is maintained or even increased. Each
group of fishermen will naturally attempt to Incrsase Its
catch potential so as to outstrip Its rivals Iin using up the
quota; -fisheries managed by a simple TAC mechanism have
reguiariy reached a slituation where fishing capacities were
greatly In excess of what would be needed for a rationsal,
full exploitation of resources;

- the discarding of speclies for which the quota has been
exhausted In multi-speclies flsheries.

* The Inadequaclies as regards the appllication of the technlical
measures and the disadvantages resuiting from the TAC and quota
system have meant that virtually all stocks for which analytical
data are available have deterlorated. As fishing mortality in
these stocks has: increased, the biomass has decreased and the
percentage of juveniies In catches has increased. The situation
as regards North Sea cod and haddock glves grounds for |mmediate
concern. The Commission has, therefore, already proposed the
adoption of new technical conservation measures appropriate to
the circumstances (see COM(90)371 final).

The slituation as regards cod and haddock, two of the main stocks
in the North Sea, to which the Act of Accesslon of Spain and
Portuga! does not grant access for vessels from those Member
States, Is a good example of the fallings of the system. This
can be seen In the graphs below for the period from 1982, the
year in which a Community TAC/ quota was Introduced.
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1.1.2. gontrol of fiahing capacity

Since 1971 the purpose of the structural policy has been to
control the development of fishing capacity (expressed in terms
of GRT and engine power), mainly through muitiannual programmes
relating to the development of the fleets In each Member State
(see 1.2.1.), with a view to guaranteeing, Inter alla, g balance
betweon avallable and accessible rasources and fishing capacity.

However, fishing capacity Is only one element of fishing affaort,
which corresponds to the sum of means deployed for catching fish
over a specific period In a specific area; evailuation of
fishing effort glves a better assessment of the Impact of a
fishing activity on a given biomass.

While stressing that the TAC/quota system Is oniy one Instrument
with which to control fishing effort, the Commission must
rationalize the exploitation of stocks by additional measures to
control fishing activities. with special emohasis on stricter
conditions of access to stocks.

1.1.3. Management of fishing activities

The main ailm Is to sustain stocks at a level at which they will
provide the long-term ylelds necessary to maintain the fishing
Industry as well as supplies to the consumer.

in order to ensure the management of flishing activities the
competent authorities have to agree mutual long-term objectives
which are explicit on management aspects; the jargat mortality
per specles and farget capnaclity are two cornerstones of this.

Once the level of fishing mortaiity Is set per stock or group of
stocks, the TACs corresponding to each of the ldentified stocks
are defined; these permit the management objectives to be
achleved each year.

Fixing the target mortality (target catch ievel) In turn permits
a definition of the target capacity to be achieved for the long-
term balance objective.

This should be evaluated by the affective managsment of fishing
gffort.

A group of I{ndependent experts created by the Commission In May 1988
drew the following conclusions on the current balance between the 35
main Atlantic fish stocks and the exlisting fishing capacity after
reviewing the availabie data:
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- in 14 cases the current mortality rate Is at jeast four times
higher than the target values used (this applles to stocks of cod,
haddock, plaice and herring In the North Sea and cod In the

Baltie).

- In 8 cases fishing mortality was two to four times higher than the

North Sea).

target value (plaice and herring In the Baltic and sole In the

= In 10 cases It was higher than the target value but less than twice
that figure (mainly for stocks in the Irish Sea and the Bay of

Blscay).

- On the Atliantic Coast of the Iiberian Peninsula only one gstock,:
sardine, had & flehing mortality rate lower than the iong-term

catch targets.

These conclusions can be summarized by zone and species as follows:

t*csss MORTAL ITY AREAS (ICES) SPECIES
4 timos higher Iva, tlla, 1lib, 11id Cod
v, tlla, Haddock
v Plalce, herring,
sole
2 to 4 times higher tHid, v Plaice, herring
1 to 2 times higher | Viig Cod, whiting
: ' Plalce, sole
Villa, VIIib Hake

In eonclusion, an overcapacity exists for more than 90X of the main
stocks In the North Atlantic. A detailed description of the analysis

of fishing mortality is given In Annex 111.

no&uctlon in the fleet capacity accompanied an equivalent reduction In

fishing mortality wouid have the following long-term benefits:

= Fishing cost would be considerably reduced, while the volume and

value of catches wouild be maintained or even increased.

1 Tho degree of excess mortality Is expressed In terms of the

target value.
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Adjustment of fishing capaclty to the volume of authorlzed catches
would ijessen the incentive to falsify figures on catch quantities,
etc, and wouid therefore make rules less complex, cumbersome and

costly.

A reduction [n fishing mortality would Increase the stablliity of
fish stocks and catches and would Increase the biomass of stock
generators, thus reducing the risk of a decline llable to cause the
collapse of the fishing induetry.

THE FISHERIES SECTOR
IS CURRENTLY CHARACTERIZED BY
EXCESSIVE FISHING MORTALITY
CAUSED BY OVERCAPACITY

OF THE COMMUNITY FISHING FLEET
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{MPLEMENTATION OF THE COMMON FISHERIES POLICY

Multlannual guidance oprogrammes

in 1883 the Commission launched the mulitiannual programming
poilicy, supported by measures permitting the grant of structural
assistance for raestructuring the fisherles sector (ald for the
construction and modernization of fishing vessels - Regulation
(EEC) No 2808/83) and the reorientation of fishing activities
(exploratory fishing and joint ventures - Regulation (EEC) No
2909/83). Measures relating to adjusting capacity were
oncapsulated in Dirsctive 83/515/EEC. :

The need to strengthen these measures and to confirm the
Community’'s desire to better regulate the development of fishing
fleets, particutarly In view of the accession of Spain and
Portugal, led the Councl| on 18 December 19886 to adopt & single
intervention framework (Regulation (EEC) No 4028/86), within
which the Commission approved multiannual programmes for the
fishing fleets of the elisven Msmber States concerned for the
five years from 1987 to 1991.

The current common structural policy eets out, In the
muitiannual guidance programmes, the general principle of an
everall reduction In fishing capacity over the perlod 1987-19891
of 3X In terms of gross register tonnage (GRT) and 2X In engine
power (in kW). On the basis of a rough subdlivision of the
fisots In each Member State cortaln fileets were exsmpted from
the policy (the ocean~-going tuna fleet, the moliusc farming and
fishing fleets, the Spanish fieet on the "basic Iist™ In respect
of which conditions limiting renovation were laid down In the
Act of Accesslon) (see Annex V).



DEVELOPMVENT OF|  CBJECTIVE SET ROR
MR/BER STATE [Situation gt 30/06/80] CAPACITY IN 31/12/80 31/12/01
LIGHT OF MP
GRT KW 1 GRT KW GRT KW
BE 25.076 79.583 D 22.870 72.845 21.340 | ©0.242
174 116.070 | 520.750 A 122.687 | 824.515 | 119.400 | 515.300
DE 48.800 130.300 A 50.120 | 138.440 | 49.200 | 138.000
B’ 131.660 | 573.829 D 18.672 | 523.75 | 130.865 | 43.7%
ES 661.262 [1.845.111 c 602.642 |1.885.417 | 588.580 [1.850.689
FR 212.045 [1.177.510 c 204.786 {1.086.450 | 201.604 [1.055.050
IR 40.855 189.080 A o003 | 20052 | 48.401 | 177.5%
IT 280.183 |1.475.313 B 282.114 |1.643.730 | 268.168 |1.541.684
N va. rva. E 71.840 | 429.570 | ©4.795 | 3m2.278
PT 194.524 | 502.058 A 209.540 | 541.003 | 208.540 | 541.003
U 180.205 }1.112.883 E 150.336 | 785.340 | 141.820 | 748.245
Key

A = Develiopment In Iine with MGP on basis of fiows (lh/out) and
conflirmed by flle

B = Development In (ine with MGP on basis of fiows (in/out) but flie
not avallable for confirmation

c = Development not In line with MGP but reductlon In overali
capacity

D = Davelopment not In line with MGP bscause of Increase In overall
capacity

E = Desvelopment not verifiable or data unavaliable or incomplete

GRT=  Gross reglister tonnage

kW = Engline power oxpresssd In kilowatts

n/a= ot avaliable

1 The davelopment of capaclty at 30/6/90 in light of the MGP Is
assessed In relation to the objective to be achieved by 31.12.19880.

.
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The Commission, convinced of the need to restructure the
Community fleet, applled the terms of the MGPs strictly and
refused to grant financlial aid for new vessel building projects
which were not In line with the MGP objectives as approved by
the Commission. In order to assist In the efficient control of
the development of fishing capacity, the Community declided to
gset up a fishing vessel reglister (Regulation (EEC) No 163/88),
whose current position is given In Annex IV,

The structural polley conducted since 1971 has permittod the
gradual control of fishing capacity without, however, succesding
in balancing fishing capacity with resources.

The group of experts mentioned In point 1.1.3. belleves that
given the current status a redyction of at feast 40X In fleet

has to be
envisaged, and, bearing in mind the socio-economic risks such a
restructuring would causs, the group proposes a two-phase
approach:

= In the first phase reductions should be such as to estab!ish
a balance between each fleet’'s capacity and current quotas.
This objective should be attained during the next MGP and by
preference by 1984,

- In the longer term reduction of fleet capacity should
continue so as to match fishing mortallty recorded by each
flest with defined and agreed iong-term target mortality
rates.

The Commission recently proposed amendments to certain
structural instruments (exploratory fishing, Joint ventures,
adjustment of capacity), the creation of two new measures in
favour of redeployment operations and joint enterprises and
the establiishment of &an ad hoc system for restructuring
small-gscale fisheries (cf COM{90) 358 final).

in addition, In order to bring its structural policy closer
to blological realities, the Commission, as part of the
process of preparing the new MGPs for the period 16892-1996,
envisages a more integrated structural approach with the aim
of:

- ldentifying fleets defined separately and Iinked to
specific stocks exploited by them;

- bringing in new parameters permitting an evaluation of
fishing effort, such as fishing time, gear and detection
methods.
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1.2.2. Gontrol of fishing metivities

The conservation policy, of which the prime purpose Is to
preserve the common heritage of rare and renewable nstural
resourcas, nocessarily tnvolves the appllication of rules.

Any fisherman falllng to comply with the rules acts In
Infringement of the rights of his feliow fishermen and sgalnst
the common heritage. It Is therefore crucial for flishermen’'s
activities to be officlently monitored. This Is vital to the
success of the common fisheries potiley.

Furthermore, fallure to observe the rulcs undermines ths very
foundations of the conservation sollcy, sspeciaiily where It Ig
based on the TAC/quota system. Fishermen whose sciivities - and
hence short-term galns - are restricted by cateh Iimitations
tend not to declsre the quantities effectively csught or the
actual areas frished. But thess data are vital for eclentific
svatuation of stocks and forward calculation of annua! TACs.

Since agreement was rsached on the common flisheries policy In
1983 the Commission has spared no effort in Its implementaiion
of effective control measures. in one of the first applicaticns
of the subsidiarity princlple, the monitoring of flahing was
decentralized to Member State level from the outset. The Member
States bear prime responsibility for such monitoring In thelr
territory and waters. Naturally, monitoring Is carried 2ut by
the Msmber States vis-d-vis the activities of all vessels
operating (n thalr waters, which Iimplles compliance with
conservat lon measures by third country vesseis. The Commiasion’s
roie Is to "monlitor the menitoring”. It Inspects the activities
of nationail Inspectors as they go about their work.

Commiunity iegis'ation has been tightened uz sceveral times to
keep check on gquota uptake and prevent overfishing; the
Commission‘’s Inspection powers have been gstepped up iIn the
Momber States and extended to certain international waters;
additional measures to I[!mit fishing effort through Community
licences or fishing permits (which already existed In embryonic
form in the 1983 legisliation - Shatliand Box) have bsen developed
progressively (accession arrangements, beam trawlers In the
North Sea, etc.). Finally, a substantial seffort of financiai
solidarity has been made to increase the material resources for
fisheries inspection throughout the Community, and especially In
cortain less prosperous Member States or countries with heavy
costs because of the extensive areas to be monlitored.
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Stronger Community control has ylelded results. The Member
States have set up flsheriles survelliance schemes without which
many conservatlon measures would have been flouted. However, as
the following table of provisional data (further data to be
supplied by the Member States) shows, the control arranpgements
st present sar lous {nadequacles. Ths recording and
notification to the Commission of catch data Is not wel!
ostablished In all the WMember States, and thls sltuation
jeopardizes stock managsment because nstional admlinistratlons
cannot fix the date for quota dopletion sufficlently well in
advance.
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Thle worrying situation is due mainly to the following factors:

- the catch capacity of the fleet greatly exceeds accessible
catch opportunities. In the face of growing competition for
a diminishing resource, fishermen are lad to break the rules,
sometimes on a massive scals;

~ difflculties specl!fic to the fishing industry. The
congervation policy, especliaily as It (Is based on catch
accounting by area and by speclies within the timit of the
TACs and quotas, Is extremely difficult to enforce because of
the heterogeneity of the fishing Industry, the vast extent of
areas to be supervised, the mobl!lity of the flishermen and the
multipticity of tanding places;
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- the lack of commitment by the peolitical authorities and the
ghortcomings of natliona! administrations. Even In certain
Hember States with ample sophisticated monitoring facllities,
the surveillance system presents major Inadequacies In
practice.

The traditionai methods of inspection of fishing at sea are
tedlious, costiy and fairly ineffective. 1% seams feagible to

Technologles based on the use of satellites shouid Improve the
efficlency of figheries surveillance and thus {ead to far more
efficient managemant of resources.

The system under conslderation would involve establishment of an
integrated computerized network for f{ocating fishing vesseis and
comnunicating data between the varlious Member States and with
the Commisgsion.

The network would permit:

- ldentification at any time of the position of any fishing
vesssl wherever It happens to be;

- processing of data by national and/or Community centres;

- distribution of data to enable Member States to monitor
fishing vessels In thelr waters whatever the flag, and to
focate their own vessels.

The gathered data would be used for devising monitoring and
management models wlith which to test the rellabllity of data
racelved and compllance with the ruies, and aiso to evailuate the
impact of alternative measures relating to quotas and authorlized
fishing periods.

Any hostility on the part of the fishermen vis-d-vis such a
system would be countered by the Inherent advantages. Among the
main benefits offered by the system are that it can be used:

- for improving the individual safety of each vessel;
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- for commercial purposes specific to tha vassel owner;

- for controlling first-sale prices decause it will be possible
to obtain, at any time, details of supplies to the variocus
markets. This wiil anable fishermen to adjust thelr
landings. Greater balance between market suppiy and demand
will eventually reduce expoandlture from the guarantee funds;

- for developing onboard plioting systems giving information on
the conduct of the vessel, according to operating conditions,
which can be used for Improving performancs.

The Commlission (s taking steps to Integrate these new
computerized survelliance faclilitios into a Commun |ty
architecture so &s to ensure harmoniocus development, to prevent
technical Incompatibllity and to cbtain the greatest efficlisncy
at the lowest cost.

Naturally, for survelliance purposes it Is stll] necessary to
make inspections at sea and at landing places, but the use of
satellites could reduce costs, or iIncrease officlency for the
same outlay.

Given the technical scale and conceivable legal Implications of
the deveiopment of such a network, the aforsmentioned advantages
must be emphasized to the fisharmen and other partlies concerned
8o that, beforo any Initlative Is set In traln, thers is a
genuine will to see It in piace, with the iIndustry and the
national authorities expressing themselves In favour of
impliementing and making full use of the possibilities offered by
it.

Besearch

Article 130f of the Treaty, iIntroduced by the Single Act,
contains the basic Justification for research programmes
implemented within the EEC Treaty framework: "The Community’s
alm shall be to strenthen the sclentific and technological basis
of European Industry and to encourgge It to become more
competitive at international level.”

The fisheries research programme (FAR) was spelt out In Councl!
Regulation (EEC) No 3252/87 and adopted by Council Decision
87/534/EEC. 1t forms part of the Second Framework Research
Programme and runs from 1988 to 1882 with a global budget of ECU
30 million.

it covers areas such as fisheries management, fishing
techniques, aguaculiture and value enhancement of fisheries
products,
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The main objective of FAR Is to promote the correct
impiementation of the Common Figheries Policy through
coordination and compliementarity with natlonal resoarch
programmes and the Initiation of new programmes In areas of
particular importance for the smooth conduct of the CFP.

Three years after the launching of FAR, 78 research proposals
have basn selected for 2 total amount of about ECU 18.7 million.
Most of the proposals Iinvolve the responsibllity of several
rosearch centres in more than one Member State.

The cooperation Is already beginning to bear fruit. The
exchange of I(deas, technigues, scientists and results between
the varlious centres in the Member States has Increased, and thig
is reducing the wastage of human, technical and financlal
resources, already fairily limited. R
The new agricultural and agrolndustrial research programme
(1891-1994), which Includes fisheries and Is part of the Third
framework programme, will be developed jointly with DG Vi and
Xil. The budget (ECU 333 miliion) has not yet been allocated
among the sectors but It is essentlal that a substantial
percentage be allocated to fisheries research iIn order to
continue the work started with FAR.

Data concerning the location, areas of research and
administrative aspects of all the research estab!ishments
concernad with fisherlies and aquaculture In the Community willi
be given in the FAR Guide to Fisherlies Research Centres to be
published In 1991.
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The restrictions Imposed on the Community flieet as regards
accoss to stocks, both Interna! and external, create structural
ghortages In the supply of flishery products to the Communlity
market. (It Is therefore necessary for the Community to operate
& twofold policy of opening its market to Imported products and
deploying Its fleat In the maln world fishing areas particularly
In waters which, as lald down by the new Law of the Sea, come
under the jurisdictlion of of non-Community countries.

The market organization for flshery products, was the flirst
component of the common flsheries policy Iintroduced by tha
Council In 1870. The principles of the regime are generally
undfsputed as far as the Internal market is concerned, but there
are more problems as regards the application of ths rules to
trade with third countries.

The Community fishery products market Is highly dependent on
imports from non-Community countries.

Community trade In fishery products whesther in foodfish or meal
and oll, Is marked by a structural deficit which is Increasing
appreciably from year to vear.

In the jast flve years this deficit has risen by about 15 to 20%
per year in quant!ity and in value.

In 1888, Community imports emounted to ECU 5.4 billlon
(excluding meal and oli) which makes the Community the top
importer of flghery products in the worid, coming ahsad of Japan
and the USA. If mea!l, oll and other products are added thls
wou!d mean & further ECU 345 wml!illon making a total Import
figure of ECU §.7 blilion (sea Annex VYa).

This fTigure should be compared with:

a) the vaiue of Community landings for human consumption,
estimated to be ECU 6.5 billion in 1888,
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b) the values of (mports of various agricuitural products whers
fishery products coms second after fruit and vegetables
(ECU 8.3 billlion).

As regarde the external trade, four producte accounted in 1988
(irrespective of presentation) for almost 57X of the deficit:
shrimps (20%X), cod (14%), saimon (12X) and tuna (11%) (see Annex
vi).

This dependency means that the Community aarkst is precarliousiy
balanced. The market must be supplied in order to meet demand
from consumers and the processing {ndustries while safeguarding
the interests of Community fishersen.

In this connection the market organlzation for tuna, which &ims
to compensate Community producers for the disadvantages
resuiting from the import arrangements, wmust be reviewed again
Iin the near future. The mechanisms need to be reviewed in order
to adapt the level of Community aild to budpetary objectives
which are more satisfactory overatll.

in 1287 the Community Introduced & market supply framework In
the form of autonomous quotas srga omnes, planned In accordance
with foresesable neseds and the amounts which would be provided
by the EEC fieet, taking Into account reaiistic production
potential resuiting from the apptication, in the negotiation of
fishing agreements, of the principle of access to resources {n
return for access to the market.

The Importance of access to external stocks Is i{ilustrated by
the fact that at present about 25% of total Community catches of
fishery products for human consumptlion come from international
waters or wgters under the jurisdiction of non-Community
countries.

ACCESS TQ EXTERNAL STOCKS

The Community responded successfully to the political and
economic challenge of the general extension, under the mow Law
of the Sea, of the fishing zones of ccastal states to 200 milses
from tho base l|ines. The new legal situation, which piaces 35%
of the world ocean area under the jurisdiction of the coastal
states concerned and entrusts them with the management of almost
€5% of existing marine rosources, has meant the loss of & great
number of arsas traditionaliy fished by Member States’' fleets.
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In view of the dependency of the Community fleet on access to
the waters of non-Community countries, arrangements permitting
such access, mainly In the form of fishing agreements, are today
a basic element of the common flisheries policy (see Annex Vil).

Development of these agreements with non-Community countries has

made It possibie to maintain, restore and develiop the vital

interests of the Community and the Member States, elther through

reciprocal rights (Northern European countrles), or by financlal

compensation (developing countrlies) or trade concessions
. (Canada) or a combinatlon of these (Greeniand, Morocco).

In view of the tradition of Community ships fishing In the
waters of Northern European countrlies (Norway, Sweden, the
Faroes, Greenland) and the preeminent role of agreements with
these countries, the Community must continue to give priority to
relations with these countries In order to be able to stock the
market satisfactorily and ailso to make up for the fishing
possibilities no longer offered by Canada and the United States.

The following tabie shows the situation on 30 June 1990 broken down
into the different types of agreement conciuded by the Community.
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FISHING AGREEMENTS CONCLUDED BY THE COMMUNITY

TYPE OF NON-COMMUN I TY DURAT ION ANNUAL AMOUNT OF COMMENTS
FISHING COUNTRY (MONTH/YEAR) THE FINANCIAL
AGREEMENT CCMPENSAT ION

CHARGEABLE TO THE
COMMUNITY BUDGET
(ECU miilion)
Reclprocal Norway 05/81 to 08/91 ——
agreements Swedan 04/81 to 04/91 ——
Faroes 03/81 to 03/91 —
Agreements on the |Canada 01/82 to 12/87 — 1
basis of access to
resources/access
to markets
Agreements based |United States | 11/84 to 06/89 2
on access to extendad to 06/91
surplus
Agreements based Angola 05/90 to 05/92 8.885
on financlal Cape Verde 3 years 0.870 3
compensation Comoros 07/88 to 07/61 0.468
COte d’'lIvoire | 3 years 2.766 3
Dominica 3 years 0.458
Gamblia 07/80 to 06/93 1.370
Guinea 01/90 to 12/91 3.750
Guinea Bissau | 08/89 to 08/91 §.965
Equatorial
Guinea 06/89 to 08/92 2.388
Mauritius 3 years 0.700 3
Madagascar 05/89 to 05/82 1.265
Maur itania 08/90 to 07/83 9.670
Mozamb | que 01/80 to 12/91 3.425
Sao Tome and '
Principe 06/80 to 05/93 0.725
Seychel les 01/60 to 01/83 3.3
Senegal 05/90 to 04/82 15.
Sierra Leone 2 years 2.825 3
Tanzania 2 years 0.880 3
Mozamb i que 3 years 0.457 3
Gabon 3 years 3.050 3
Agresments based | Greeniand 01790 to 12/64 34.250 4
on access to the Morocco 03/88 to 02/92 70.375
market with
financlal
compensat ion
TOTAL 172 621
1 Framework agreement of unlimited duration still in force.

2 Various obligations required.

3 Not In force.

4 An additional ECU 2.237 milllion was committad In 1990 after f:iahing axcceded tha

agreed level.




The Commission intands to pursus Its offorts, on the basis of
directives from the Councll, to conclude new fishing agreements
with certain gtates iIn Eastern Europe, Africa, the Indlan Ocean
and the Carlibbean. In view of the I(nterest expressed by
Member States’ fishermen In the South Atlantic - involving
Namibla and Latin America In particular - and the potential for
tuna fishing in the Pacific, the Community should also endeavour
to extend its fishing possibiiities towards these reglions.

The current policy of financlal compensation In return for
access to resources coming under the Jurisdiction of the
developing countrles Is a short or medium term policy. The
develioping countries are acquiring a fishing capaclity enabling
them to explolt thelr own resources. Consequently, the
Community Is facing Increasing compatition with other
tndustrialized countries and must lcok into all the additional
possiblliities for safeguarding Iits position as & priviieged
partner In the context of Its fisheries agreements.

In this new context, as in the context of agreements based on
the principle of access to resources Iin return for access to
markets,

- transfer of technology and know-how;

- provision of capital and capital goods;

- vocational training;

- development of distribution networks In the assoclated
countries;

- clossr scientiflc and technical cooperation.

The aim of this type of agresment Is to provide, In the
substantive provisions, a framework of economic and Jlegal
gecurity for jolnt enterprises to make It easier for Community
shipowners to use their vesseis and to reducs external
dependency for suppllies to the Community market.

These "second generation™ agreements will create more stabile
conditions and, through closer Integration (into the Ilocal
economy, make It possible to develop more substantial 1iinks
between the Interests of the operators Invoived.
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In practice the exploitation of extarnal resources should
therefore reinforce the solldarity and reciprocal Interests of
operators In the Community and the non-Community countrles
concerned. The objective of developing joint snterprises Is the
permanent Integration of the filshing Intareste and commerclal
Interests of the partners. In such a2 system tha contribution
from Community enterprices shouid help the Interests of foreign
filrms.

As rogards the Medlterransan, Communlity initiatives are not only
almed at Introducing, In waters under the fisherigas jurisdiction
of the Member States concernsd, a common system for the
management and conservation of fish stocks but also at setting
up a global policy of cooperation between the coastal states of
the Medlterranean and othsr countriss which come to fish there.

Expioitation of setocks In Internationa! waters necessitates
appropriate conservation systems. The Community should pliay a
central role within the International fisheries organizations
concernad In view of (ts polltical and economic {mportance and
the experlence which !t can contribute in the organization of
fisheries.

Lastly the development and coordination of research Into fishing
techniguses and the organization of exploratory voysges wlli|
permit the commerclal exploitation of stocks as yet untapped
(deep waters, southern hemisphere, etc.) and roveal the possibie
gscope for new fishing agrosements.

AQUACULTURE

Worid production from fish, shel!lfish and seawsed farming was
astimated to be 10.5 million tonnes In 1986. Europs accounts for
1.4 mitllon tonnes, |.e. 13%, and the 12 EEC Member States for
0.8 mitllon tonnes, |.e. 8%.

Financial ald from the Community for the development of
aquaculture In Europe (s &n I[mportant element of flisherles
structural pollicy, eospecialily as the measures taken by the
Community to adjust the fishing effort of European fleets to
actual stocks will - at least temporarily - have a negative
Impact on the balance of trade In fishery products between the
Community and its partners,.
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The dovsiopment of aquaculture wiil make It possible to reduce
the voiume of imporis Into the Community through selfective aid
for firms developing the best farming technigues for the most
profitabile types of product.

The extremely rapld growth in the number of prcjects financed by
the Commission In 1988 (266 projscts representing roughly
ECU 40 miflion of Community aid) demonatrates the Important
develiopmant this gector Is undergoing.

It is, howsver, necessary to distinguish between the types of
fishfarming for which the technical difficuities have been
overcome and those still facing practical obstacies, such as the
avallablliity of juvenilies or problems of nutrition and disease.
As rsgards nutritional probiems and the collection of juvenliles
from the natural environment, the problem imust be viawed in the
fight of ths avallabillty of fish stocks and the general context
of the increasing scarcity of certaln resources and competition
bstweoan fishing and aquaculture.

Finaily, environmental constraints, such as the maintenance or
rostoration of the quallity of coastal or Inltand waters poiiuted
by factors external or Internai to the farming systems, and keen
competition with other human activities for the occupation of
glites avallable for the development of aquacuiture, raise a
number of difflculties which are growing in importance.

2.4. PROCESSING AND MARKETING OF FISHERY AND AQUACULTURE PRODUCTS

The processing and marketing of <f¢ishery products are vital
components of the food fish industry.

A large proportion of fishery products are processad before
reaching the end usser. Improvement of processing and marketing
conditions mainly to Improve quallty and presentation, will
ensure wider outiets and better prices, thus helping to increase
the productivity of the sector and Improve producers’ Incomes.

The structural Regulation (EEC) No 355/77 adopted In 1877
covering both fisherles and agriculture, was designed to
encourage the developmant and rationalization of firms Involved
in the processing and marketing of agricultural and fishery
products.
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Since 1985, 10X of the annual! EAGGF Guldance budget earmarkod
for this wmeasure has been reserved for fisherles (ses
Annex Vill).

implementation of Regulation (EEC) No 355/77 confirmed that It
was not completely suitable for the structural measures which
are needed In the sector of fish processing and marketing. The
criteria for selecting Investment projects had remained largely
directed towards the need for outlets for the production of the
Community fishing Industry according to the traditional approach
in the agricultural sector.

As part of the reform of the structural Funds and more
particularly In connection with Its Objective 5(a), a new system
set out In Regulation (EEC) No 4042/89 specific to the
processing and marketing of fishery and agquaculture products was
Introduced on 1 January 1890. This system, while retaining the
objective of Improving the situation In the basic products
sector, takes more account of all the developmenta! factors
Involved In the processing Industry and the marketing of fishery
products including the deficits in the supply of raw materlials
to the Community.

The doubling of the structural Funds provided for by the reform
wiil aiso make it possible to give these measures a budget which
corresponds to the real needs. For the first three years (1991-
1983), total financlal aid from the Community will be
ECU 157 million.
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WORLD CATCHES BY MAIN PRODUCER 1886-88



(exprimé en Tonnes)

Pays ou zone - 1986 1987 1988
Japon 11.976.274 | 11.848.582 | 11.886.935
URSS 11.259.055 | 11.159.617 | 11.332.101
Chins 8.000.063 9.346.222 | 10.358.678
CEE 12 7.850.312 7.125.090 7.910.111%
pPérou $.613.977 4.583.600 6.637.106
USA 5.166.619 5.166.619 5.965.598
Chill 5.571.638 4.814.641 5.210.201
inde 2.923.210 2.907.775 3.145.650
Corée (Rép.) 3.103.468 2.876.367 2.727.058
Indonéds!e 2.457.082 2.584.970 2.703.260
ThaTlande 2.536.335 2.200.953 2.350.000F
Philippines 1.916.347 1.988.718 2.041.920
Danemark 1.848.672 1.706.383 1.871.834
Norvége 1.913.874 1.040.454 1.826.385
fslande 1.858.550 1.632.666 1.759.484
Corée (D P Rp) 1.700.238F] 1.700.252F] 1.700.002F
Espagne 1.434.384F| 1.393.362F 1.430.000F
France 870.707 861.039 857.590F
Royaume-Unl 825.714 ©17.690 ©09.633
1talle $68.161 $60.412 $59.249
Pays-Bas 454.778 446.138 2988.834
Portugal 401.647 385.091 346.858
irlande 231.134 249.160 252.679F
Al lsmagne 202.366 201.837 209.458

Source : FAO
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FISHING AREAS (ICES/CGPM)
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ANNEX 111
CATCHES EEC 12 : BIOMASS AND CATCHES OF CERTAIN STOCKS

FISHING MORTALITY IN MAIN STOCKS



CAPTURES EUR-12

BI1OMASSE DE CERTAINS S$TOCKS

CARTE DES REGIONS
REGION % CIEM | ¢ 1l ¢« V ¢ X111 ¢ X1V

ganturas : - cadbliiaud, églefin, magquersau

- ¢adblllaud Est Grosnland
- cablllaud Arctique Nord-Est

BEGION 2 EST CIEM Illa « 1V

gcantures : - cabillsud, églefin, meriu
= hareng (llla « IV « Viid), maguereau
- plite, sole®

cablllaud, églefin : Skagerrak, Kattegat, Mer du Nord
hareng : Belts, Skagerrak, Kattegat, Mer du Nord,
Manche Ouest,

magquereau : Mer ¢u Nord

plie : Skagerrak, Kattegat, Mer du Nord

Sole : Mer du Nord

REGION 2 QUEST CIEM VI « VI

Captures : - cabiliaud, dglefin, meriu
- hareng (excepté Viid), maquereau
- plie, sole

- cabllilaug : Ouest Ecosse, Mer d’'iriande, Cana! de
Sristol, Mer Ceftique, Manche

- dglefin : Ouest Ecosse

= hareng Ouest Ecosse, Nord Ouest {irlande, Wer
Celtique, Manche Ouest )

- maquereau : stock Ouest

- plieo : Mer d’Iriande

- gole : Mer d’'lIrlande, Manche Ouest, Cana! de Bristol,
Mer Coltique



BEGION. 3 CIEM VIi < X

gantures : - maquereau, ®eriu, piie, sole

BALTIONE CIEM [lib, ¢, d
gaptures : - cabillsgud, hareng

- cabllilaud : Belites & Baltique
- hareng : Baltique Ouest

MEDITERRANEE  FAO 37

gapturas - anchois, meriu, sardine

GOLFE DU LION FAO 37.1.2.
gantures - anchois, merlu, sardine

ADRIATIQUE FAD 37.2.1.
Captures : anchols, meriu, sardine

MER EGEE FAD 37.3.1.
fapturas : anchols, meriu, sardine

NE. Les déclarations de captures des E.M. se faisant d’'aprés les stocks
ot non d'aprés les zones statistiques CIEN.
Les captures du stock hareng Ive), Vild) déclardes par los E.M.
pour les anndes 1988 et 1689 ont ¢td réparties sur la Hase du
pourcentage moyen Gas captures enregistrées pour chacune &ds deux
zones les deux dernidres anndes (1888 et 1987) de Ia eérie CRONOS
solt : 73,75 X pour Viid) et 26,25 X pour (v¥c).

SOURCE
- Captures :
1982/1987 CRONOS (sauf Baltigue 1982/1988)
1988/1989 Captures déclarées par les E.M. & ta DG XIV,
(Baltique uniguement 1888);

- Biomasse de certains stocks reproducteurs :
15¢ rapport CSTP et en compiément coopérative research report
n° 168 (CIEM).
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ANNEXE 3
HORTALITE PAR PECHE DANS LES PRINCIPAUX STOCKS

Source : Rapports du CCGF et du Groupe aec Trevail éu CIEM (1926

r Bspéce Zone Fmax F-86 P-85 F-84 Moyenne Reduction
Cabillaudjiv-l1lia 0,25 U,83 C.80 U, 84 0,82 70
Iva 0,26 0,85 1,03 0,92 0,93 72
Vila 0,26 0,80 0,77 0,73 0,77 66
viif, g 0,29 0,79 0,50 c 52 0,60 52
Kattegat 0,22 1,21 1,22 1,16 1,20 62
Skagerrak 0,23 1,33 0,88 0,87 1,03 78
Eglefin IV-I1la 0,32 1,07 0,94 0,99 1,00 68
Via 0,24 0,40 0,65 0,70 0,58 5%
Merlan IV-I1la 0,35 0,89 0,82 0,87 0,86 59
Via 0,82 0,70 0,95 0,77 0,80 -3
Viiia 0,33 1,04 1,19 1,20 1,14 71
VIiif,g 0,33 1,20 1,25 1,34 1,26 74
Lieu noirjv 0,35 ‘0,75 0,73 0,69 0,72 52
v 0,32 0,58 0,28 0,24 0,37 13
Sole v 0,26 0,57 0,55 0,59 0,57 55
Vila 0,35 0,47 0,32 .31 0,37 5
vIiif, g 0,26 0,37 0,3 0.28 0,32 19
Vile 0,32 0,38 0,40 0,35 0,38 15
viIiIab 0,14 0,42 0,39 0,37 0,39 64
Plie v 0,22 0,43 0,38 0,39 0,40 45
viIia 0,37 0,56 0,52 0,47 0.52 28
viit, g 0,29 0,45 0,48 0.60 0,31 44
Kattegat 0,20 0,37 0,33 0,74 0,48 58

FC.1

Bareng IV-VIID 0,14 o,S3 0.61 0.41 0,52 73
Illa 0,22 0,73 6,81 0,80 0,78 72
ViaN 0,16 0,31 0,22 0,237 0,30 47
Vi-Clyde 0,13 0,32 0,39 0,29 0,33 61
vIiaB,VIIb,c 0,16 0,23 0,21 0,21 0,22 26
Balt 22-24+ IIIa| 0,22 0,73 0,81 0,80 0,78 72
Poutassou Nord 0,23 0,33 0,26 0.25 0.28 18
Maquereau 0,15 0,27 0,22 0,20 0,23 35




Réduction (%) requise pour atteindre la mortalité cible par péche
dans les principaux stooks
(Fmax pour les stocks démersaux et FO,1 pour les stocks pélagigues)

v Viab | VIIa Vile VIIFg | VviiIab VIilc+IXa [Skagerrak|{Kattegat

Cabillaud 70 72 €6 52 78 82
Eglefin 68 s9
Merlan 59 1] 71 74

Lieu noir 52 13

Plie 45 28 44 0 s
Sole 55 L] 15 19 64
Merlu 38 43
Baudroie ) 38
Langoustine 38
Poutassou 18
Hareng 73 |VIn-4? . 72

- via Clyde-61

V1as,Viib,c=28

Maguereau 35

-

Valeurs calculées comme &gquivalant & (1-Fmax/F84-FB6) pour les stocks démersaux.
Valeurs calculées comme &quivalant i (1 - PO, 1/FB4-F86) pour les stocks pelagiques.

Source : Rapports du CCGP et du Groupe de travail correspondant (1969).




ANNEX 1V
TREND OF COMMUNITY FLEET CAPACITY
PRESENT POSITION OF FISHING VESSL REGISTER

SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE UNDER
REGULATION (EEC) N° 4028/86



REGULATION (CEE) KJ4028/86
MULTIANNUAL GUIDANCE PROGRAMS
Achieyement of programme targets: 31.06.1950 (1)

MEMBER Situation Objective Situation Situation Objective Objective
STATE 01.01.87 01.01.90 01.01.80 30.06.90 31.12.,90 31.12.91
- (8} _ _ (by_ ___t(e)_ _ (d)
B TJI8B 25165 24785 25445 26076 22870 21340
Kw 78506 77580 78450 79583 72945 69242
DK TJB 136680 122687 122265 116078 122687 119400
1 4 836667 524515 521150 520750 524515 $15300
BRD TJB 51500 51270 47900 48800 50120 49200
Kw 139100 139000 127000 130300 138440 138000
IL TIB 137761 137079 129729 131669 133672 130946
Kw 568823 561318 576288 573829 523795 493776
X TJB 623718 620207 619329 616262 602642 588590
Kw 1950010 1941079 1951296 1946111 1896417 1860689
¥ TIB 209560 208764 213302 212946 204786 201604
KW 1158576 1148223 1196136 1177510 1096460 1055050
IRL TJB 58845 $733s 55822 49855(1) 49903 46491
KW 234852 229160 203109 189080(1) 200502 177576
1 TJB 3029586 299507 282576 280183 282114 268198
Xw 1796829 1771833 1746521 1475313 1643730 1541664
NL TJ8 82400 80004 71840 64796
KW 498000 4864230 474200 428570 382278
P TJB 208670 209540 19587% 194524 209540 209540
KW 515988 541003 500490 502058 541003 541003
UK TJ8 163410 161231 175558 190295(2) 150336 141620
KW 840882 831708 B%0097 1112893X2) 785340 748245

(1) Based on information on entry and exit of vessels submitted by

Mamber states (art.2)

(2) The UK authorities have changed the basis of recording

statistics from active fleet to registered fleet in accordance

with revised M.G.P. of december 1988

TJB/GRT :
Kw s Puissance motrice / Engine power

Tonnage de jauge brutte / Gross registred tonnage



SITUATION ACTUELLE DU REGISTRE DES NAVIRES DE PECHE

] ]

T
|Fichier |Problames | Données

Résotus | 183 petits navires | 77 834 148

|de puissance inconnue | 960 594 KW
1 J

¥ T |4

| I |

i PAYS [Transmis|de lecture| COMMENTAIRES | Total Flotte ] Situation auy
| } {sérieux | i |

| | } } } }

] | | I | I

| BELGIQUE | i | oui |Vu Le petit nombre | 216 navires | ter janvier 1989
| | | Résolus |de données,mises-a-jour| 25 033 TJ8 |

1 | | |manuel les | 78 653 xw {

| | | | | |

| R.F. D'ALLEMAGKE | Ouf | Non | { 604 navires | ter janvier 1990
| | | | | 54 676 148 |

| I | | | 146 485 xu |

| | | | | |

| OANEMARK | oui | Non  |Fichier incomplet 1 3 931 navires | ter janvier 1989
| [ | | 575 navires dont (s | 124 602 TJ8 |

| | | |puinsence est inconnue | 509 968 kW  ° |

| | | | [ i

| | | | | |

| eRECE [ #on | --- |Mesure epécifique | |

I j | |en cours ] |

| | | | ) | |

| ! I | I |

i | I | I |

| ESPAGNE | oui | WNon {Une 4éme version | 20 730 navires | 1er jenvier 1989
| | | {corrigée et complétée | 677 154 TJB | :

| ] } | est attendue | 1 988 696 kv ]

| | | | | |

! | I | | |

| FRANCE | owi | oui |Les navires des DOM | 11 244 nevires | ter jenvier 1989
| ] | Résolus |[ne sont pas inclus | 212 266 148 |

| | i |Les donndes avant 1990 | 1 184 793 kW |

| | i |sent reconstitudes | |

| | | | | |

{ JRLAMDE | oui | oui |Mesure spécifique | 1427 navires |1er juin 1990

] | | (en cours | 52494 148 ]

{ | | | | 182 715 xu |

I | | | | |

| 1TALIE | owi | oui {Fichier incomplet | 20 085 navires {1er jenvier 1989
i | | Résolus |{Pas de mesures en cours| 275 134 YJB |

I | | | | 2 446 986 xw |

| [ ! i | |

| ! | I | |

| PAYS-BAS | oui | \Won |tte peut débuter qu'en | 1 072 navires | ter septembre 1989
} i | |septenbre 89 su Lliew | 171 091 TJ8 |

i ] | |de Janvier | 560 424 xu |

I I I | | |

| PORTUGAL ] oui | Hon | { 16 603 nevires | ter janvier 1990
] | | | | 196 402 18 |

| | | | | 501 572 |

| | | | I |

{ ROYAUME-UAT | oui | oui {Fichier incomplet | © 080 navires {1er Janvier 1989
f | | |

] | | |

L 1 i 1

e e e e e e e e e e —— = —— . —— —— — — . — — —— = > Tt S—— ——— —— — . — —— — — . v— e =]




TABLEAU RECAPITULATIF PAR ACTION DES AIDES COMMUNAUTAIRES OCTROYEES AU
TITRE DU REGLEMENT (CEE) n°® 4D28/86 DE 1987 A 1990

(1)
MEASURE 1987 1988 1985 1990 15%1
MODERNIZATION 9,09 19,31 20,27 26,22
CONSTRUCTION 60,84 8,67 63,45 11,84
AQUACULTURE 24,16 39,97 32,74 47,09
RECIFS ART. 0,38
EXPLORATORY F. 2,00 4,40 9,16 *2,50
JOIN VENTURES 0,26 0,28 1,13
ADJUSTEMENT 26,28 31,20 25,70 61,93
PORTS FACILITIES 0,38 3,99 3,29
NEW MARXETS 0,42 0,97
SPECIFIC MEASURES 6,06 0,48 0,74
TOTAL 122,37 110,23 156,49 156,09
DOTATION 127 140 160 187 203

(1) Provis:cnii f:gures

REPARTITION PAR ETAT MEMBRE DE CERTAINES AIDES COMMUNAUTAIRES
OCTROYEES AU TITRE DU REGLEMENT (CEE) n° 4028/86

ANNEE 1987 mio ECU
Member New doderni-|Permanent |Teaporary|Exper . Total
States Constr.|zat/on |K/tcdrawalllay-off |Fishery

Belglum 0.22 0.08 0.18 - - 0.48

F.R.G. 3.13 0.32 - 0.84 - 4.29

Denmark - 0.69 G.14 - - 6.83

Spain 21.10 2.16 0.27 5.10 - 28.63

Frapce 10.60 0.57 0.04 0.25 0.50 11.96
Greece 3.29 0.18 1.14 0.09 - 4.70
ireland 0.12 0.25 - - - 0.37
ltaly 8.85 2.54 3.43 0.72 1.50 17.04
Netheriands - 0.25 5.87 - - 6.12
Portugal 8.28 0.70 1.47 0.74 - 11.19
v.K. 5.25 1.35 - - - 6.60
TOTAL 60.84 9.09 18.54 7.74 2.00 98.21




ANNEE 1988

mio EC

Yeaber New Woderni-|Permanent |Temporary |Exper. SpecificiFishing TOTAL
States Constr.|zation |witdrawa!|lay-off |Fishery |¥easures|Port fac.

8eigium 0 0.10 0.217 0 0 0 0 0.31
F.R.G. 0 0.09 0.77 0.84 0 (o} 0 1.70
Denmark 0 1.76 $.33 0 c 0 o) 11.09
Spain o 6.46 3.14 3.66 0.24 5.8 (o] 19.30
France 1.07 T.04 0.04 0.37 1.37 0 0.38 4.27
Greece o 0.42 2.85 o 0 0 o 3.27
ireland o 0.65 0 0 0.21 o (o] 0.86
Italy ] 5.60 4.00 1.30 1.61 } 0 (o] 12.51
Netherlands|{ O© 0.13 3.00 0 o.57 o (o] 3.70
Portuga! 7.60 0.81 71.34 0.35 1.40 (o] 0 11.50
v.K. (2] 2.25 0 (o] (o] (o] 0 2.25
TOTAL 8.67 19.31 24.68 6.52 5.40 5.8 0.38 | 70.76
ANNEE 1989

mlo ECU

Nember New docderni-|Permanent [Teaporary|Exper. Specific|Fishing TOT AL
States Constr.|zat/on |W/tdrewal/|lay-off |Fishery |Measures|Port fac.
Beigium o.42 | 0.27 0.46 - - 0.004 - 1.154
F.R.G. 3.25 0.30 1.06 0.257 - - - 4.857
Denmark - 3.43 4.00 - 0.35 - - 7.780
Spain 26.46 7.53 4.50 2.361 1.79 0.317 0.93 43.880
France 11.56 | o.97 0.50 - - - 0.92 | 13.950
Greece 3.24 0.76 2.85 - - - - 6.850
lreland 0.63 0.86 - - 0.84 - - 2.330
italy 8.57 1.95 2.00 0.433 5.06 - - 18.013
Nether!ands - 0.19 6.10 - - 0.160 - 6.450
Portuga! 8.20 1.42 1.17 0.011 O.44 - 2.14 13.387
vV.K. 1.12 2.59 - - 0.68 - - 4.390
TOTAL 63.45 | 20.27 22.64 3.062 9.16 0.481 3.99 123.053




ANNEX V

DEFINITION OF FISHING EFFORT

DEFINITION OF SOME TECHNICAL TERMS



Definition of fishing effort
Fishing effort 1s the sum of means deployed for catching fish in a defined
area over a defined period of time.
The sum of means depexds on:

(a) the mmber, size, tonnage, motive power amd electronic equipment of the
vessel(s);

(b) the type axd characteristics of the fishing gear (e.g. mesh, size,...);

(c) activity of the vessel and breakdown by type (e.g. itinerary, effective
fishing time, non-fishing time..).

Explanation of terms
Defined region:
This may be a region with geographical limits (e.g. Golfe du Liom,
Adriatic, North Sea), a biological unit (e.g. an ecosystem such as a lagoon

or particular stock), a fishery (e.g. North Sea cod fishery, Golfe du Lion
anchovy fishery).

Motive power of vessel:
In principle the motive power of a vessel is expressed in EKW. However, two
vessels having the same nominal power may have different effective powers

because og thedr design (e.g. technical equipment, downrating/rerating of

Electronic equipment:

Use of sophisticated equipment for detecting and catching fish.
Iype of gear:

Each type of gear has a different yleld, specific methods of use anxd a
.different impact on fish populations (e.g. selectivity by size, age,
species, ..).

Size of gear:

The size of gear determines the yield (e.g. mumber of hocks), the size of

vessel axd in some cases the target species (e.g. small seines for sardine
fisheries, large seines for tunas).



DEFINITION OF SOME TECHNICAL TERMS

Max imum Sustainable Yeld (MSY) : the maximum Ilong-term average annual

Fm' :

fmsy H

Fo.1:

catch which c¢an be taken from a
stock under the present
Explolitation pattern.

the fishing mortallty rate at which the MSY willl be taken,based
on the relationship betwasen yleld per recruit and fishing
mortality rate.

the level of fishing effort at which the MSY wouid be taken.

the fishing mortality rate at which the slope of the yleld per
recruit curve Is one tenth of the siope at its origin. (F0.1 Is
atways less than Fmax; the catch Is oniy slightly less than at
Fmax therefore catch per unit effort is higher with consequent
economic benefits; FO.1 I3 therefore essentially an economic
concept. However, for those stocks for which Fmax occurs at a
very high value of the fishing mortallty rate, or at an
infinite value, FO.1 Is used as a blologlical reference point).



ANNEX VI

{(a) PRINCIPAL SUPPLIERS OF FISHERIES PRODUCTS ON
EEC MARKET IN 1988

(b) EEC IMPORTS OF MAIN FISHERIES PRODUCTS FRCM
THIRD CCUNTRIES IN 1988



PRINCIPAUX PAYS FOURNISSEURS

DE PRODUITS DE LA PECHE SUR LE WARCHE CEE EN 1988

|. Leportet/ons exorisées en valeur (000 £Gus)

PAYS DESTINE A LA TOUTES DESTINATIONS
CONSOMMAT ION HUMAINE Y COMPRIS
FARINES ET MUILES
RANG RANG
NORVEGE 833.730 1 8565.822 1
i SLANDE §22.129 2 §89.838 2
CANADA 318.524 3 317.442 4
THAILANDE 304.878 4 304.832 5
ETATS-UNIS 270.064 5 295.584 6
GROENLAND 267 .4982 6 287.700 7
ILES FEROE 205.130 7 221.857 8
MAROC 177.282 8 180.765§ L)
SENEGAL 167.4961 ] 189.587 10
CHILI 129.311 10 348.397 3
JAPON 100.284 11 182.415 11
AUTRES 2.000.148 - 2.035.770 -
TOTAL
EXTRA-CEE §.384.263 5.729.589

t1. laportations expnripédes ep ouant/iéd (000 kgl

PAYS DESTINE A LA TOUTES DESTINATIONS
CONSOMMAT ION HUMAINE Y COMPRIS
FARINES ET HUILES
RANG RANG
NORVEGE 304.829 1 364.388 2
ISLANDE 233.568 2 355.21¢6 3
THAILANDE 11§.239 3 116.280 8
ARGENT INE 85.187 4 95.318 9
POLOGNE 88.513 S 89.027 10
CANADA 84.808 ] 85.889 n
ILES FEROE 81.222 7 179.650 -]
ETATS-UNIS 72.803 8 143.488 6
CHILI 69.5618 -] 875.482 1
JAPON 23.22¢9 10 240.149 4
PEROU 8.603 11 117.939 7
AUTRES 973.413 - 1.185.927 -
TOTAL
EXTRA-CEE 2.140.640 3.547.819

Source : Comext




PRODUIT VALEUR (000 BCUS

Crevettes 1.085.701
Cablllaud 840.988
Saumons 874.725
Thons 604.704
Farines et huiles S34.149
Crustaoés autres que 204.101
crabes et crevettes

Merlus 202.513
Calmars 107.491
Seiches 85.8687
Crabes 77.666
Poulpes 71.915
Bonites 70.724
Autres 1.250.255
TOTAL des importations des 5.720.589
produits de la péche

Source : Comext



ANNEX Vi1

BILATERAL FiSHERIES AGREEMENTS CONCLUDED
BY THE COMMUNITY



COUTS HCS ACCORDS CEE/PAYS TIERS

Lt e A L AL A L R ]

1: compensation financidre
2: *=ntridbution programme scientifique
3: boursecs
4: pbche expérimentale
Paym Possibilités peche CoGts CEE Colts CEE|[Redevences|Colt to
{tonnes)’ /an total A)Ecus/T)| armateurs| Eecus/T
ou hombre de navires Ecus B)Ecus/t. Ecus
pechée
Angols erevettiers (5.500 7.) 1: 7.925.000 A)S08 (+) 708/128 [A)1.737
13.5.90 24 navires (8.128 7JB) 2: 400.000 165/128 1.1%4
sy ceholut.déaers.:(4) 600 TIB/mois 3: 660.000D 20 /1
2.5.92 thoniers ~ senneurs : 28
1thoniers de péche fraiche : § Total: 8.985.000 A}1.029%
Csp VertiThoniers sennsurs : 21 ) 1: 650.000 non )} 20 /T { non
3 ans Thoniers cenneurs : 24 Js152 2: 167.000 cslcu- ) cslculat
Palangriers fond : 2 3: §3.000 ‘t lable 100/1J8
Céphalop. = 2 Total : 870.000 60/12B
Comores {Thoniers 40 1: 300,000 B} S0 (*) 20 ECU/T]B)7D (*)
2D.7.88 2: 500,000 (3 ans) 77 97
au base : 6.000 T.
19.7.91 Total: 466.666
Ehte Chalutiers cong.: 6.300 TJB/mois] 1: 2.000.000 A)317 {(*)]| 130/138 A)aar (¢
d'lvoire|Palangriers surface 2: 200.000 506
3 ens et thoniers canneurs : 35 3: 166.666 376
Thoniers senneurs : S4& Total : 2.366.666 20/7
Cambie Thoniers 1: 1.290.000
0t.7.90 senneurs a0 2: 26.666 (3 sns) jA) 74,7 ) A) 171
au canneurs 17 3: $3.333 (3 ans) (*) } o20/71 171
30.6.93 jPalangriers 8 ) 166
Crustacés ) 135
cong. 4.400 $6/138
frais 570 96/138
Congelés
autres 10.300 72/138
frais autres 2.000 60/7J8
Total: 1.370.000 55
Guinée Poigson, ) 1: 3.350.000 A}280 (*)|A) 126 TIB|A) 438,5
Conakry (Céphalop. )12.000/mois 2: 400.000 (2 sns) 150 T1J8B 462,5
01.01.90|Crevettiers) 3: 400.000 (2 sns)} 152 1JB 484,5
: su Thoniers sen, 45 Total: 3.750.000 A}312,5 B) 20 7JB
31.12.91|Thoniers can, }35 20 TJB
Paslangriers ) 20 TJ8
Cuinde poissen, ) 1: 5.415.000 A)361 (*) 100 TJB/A) SO0
Bisssu céphalop.) 5.000 TJ8/mois 2: $550.000 (2 aens) 116 728 516
16.6.89 Jcrevettiers) 10.000 TJB/mois 33 $50.000 (2 ans) . 160 1238 360
15.6.91 |thon. senneurs 45 Total: 5.965.000 A)400 20 7
thon, canneurs 15 207
palangriers 35 207
® Ne prend en compte que ls compensatinn financitre sans les bourses ni ls participstion

programme scientifique.



1:
2:

: bourses
[ §

compensation financidre
contribution programme scacntifique

péche expérimentale

-7 -

Pays ‘Possibilités péche Colts CEE CoOts CEE ]Redevences|Colt total
(tonnes) ou. fan total A)Ecus/TIB| armateurs|A)Ecus/TIB
nombre de nasvires Ecus B)Ecus/t. Ecus 8)Ecus/t.
pechée
Guinée chalut. cong. 9.000
Equator. ‘ poissoniers|1: 2.000.000 A) 222(*) 90/73B A) 355
27.6.89 crevettiers|2: 500.000 (3 ans) 100/7J8 365
au thon. senneurs: 4&0{3: 665.000 (3 ans) 20/7
26.6.92 pslang. surf, : 30|Totsl: 2.380.333 A} 265 20/71
1. Msurice{navires qui plchent|1: 430.000 A) 250(*) 60/738 A) 310(*)
3 ans 32 la ligne : 100TJB|2: 48D.009 (3 ans)
thon. senneurs: 40|3: 120.000 (3 ans) B) SO(*) 20/7 8} 70(*)
4: 1%50.000 (1.5ens) 76 96
Madagsscer| 1: 600.000 B)SO/T(*) 20 B) 70 (*)
21.5.89 thon. senneurs: 45|2: 600.000 (3 sns)
su 3: 500.000 (3 ens)
20.5.92 4: 300.000 20 100
Total: 1.266.5666 BO/7Y
Base: 12.000 t. thon
Meuritanie|langoustiers: ‘3.500|1: 6.750.000 A)198,5(* ) 121/138 A) 328
1.7.87 crevettiers: 10.000(2: 6N0.000 (3 sns) 138/738 Jas
v merlu noir: 15.000[3: 70,000 (6 » ) 71/108 278
30.6.90 sen.pelagi.: 5.500|Total: 7.04a0.0N0 A)207 $5/138 262
canneurs: 41 20/7
palang.surface: 4 20/71
Mozambigue|crevet. 1.100 TJB|1: 2.150.000 A)atr6 (*) 266/128B A) 567(e)
1.1.90 profond: 2: 1.950.000 (2 -ans) 666
au crevet. 3.700 1JB A)S515 151/7138 682(°)
J1.12.9 surface et profond: |4: 30U.000 781
senneurs: 44 Base: 3.000 t. thon 20 ECU/T
Totel: 3.425.000
Sso_Tomé e 1: 475.000 8) 50 () B) 70 (*)
Principe 2: 6459.000 (3 ans)
1.6.87 thoniers Totol: 625.000 66 ) 86
su senneurs: 52 Haar: 3.500 t. ) 20/7
31.5.90 csnneurs: 10 thon )]
Seychelles{thoniers 1: 2.300.000 20/1
18.1.90 senneurs: 40 2: 2.790.000 (3 ons)
sy 3: 300.000 {3 ens)
17.1.93 fetal : 3.300.000

* Ne prend en compte que la compensation financidre sans les bourses ni lsa
perticipetion au programme scaentiligue,




Base : 7,000t thon

1: compensetion financitre
2: contribution prograsmme scientifique
3: bourses
4: ptche expérimentale
Fays Possibilités plche Coits CEE CoOte CEE|Redevances|Colt totsl
{tonnes) ou Totsl/ &n A)Ecus/T)B| srasteurs A)Ecus/TJ8
Ecus B)Ecus/t. Eeus B)Ccus/t.
nombre de navires péchée
Séndgal gchalutiers
01.5.90 - frais 1 : 14,375.000 AYa70 ()
au poiss.céph.(t déb.): 1.000] 2 : 400.000 57,2/138(A) Sa7
30.4.92 poiss.céph.{frais déb.) 3 ] 225.000
: 2.200] Total : 15.000.000 450 143 /1238 €32
serlu : 5.000 36 /138 526
- £ongél, :
poiss.céph.(cOdtiers):2.800 114 /728 604
poiss.céph.{seis.): 1.000 66 /128 $56
crev, prof.: 18.600 114 /138 604
thoniers
senneurs : 48 20/1
canneurs 1 20 &/7
palangr, s 35 a3/
Sierre Chal. et pelang. 1: 2.495.000 )
Leone démers. : 10.300TJB 2: 360.000(2 sns} [A) 242 (°)]) 106/738 1A) 380
thon. sen. : 46 3: 300.000(2 sns) |A) 274 )
2 ens thon. can. et Totsl : 2.825.000 ) 207
palang.surf.: 43 )
ITanzenie [Thoniers 4z 350.000 B) 50/7(*) 20/1 8) 70
senneurs : 46 2: 430.000 (3 ans)
Pa'sngriers : 8 3: 200.000 (3 ans) 80/1 100

® Ne prend en compte que la compengation finsncidre sans les boursss ni la
participation su programme scientifique.




COUY ACCORD CEE/MAROC

1: compensation financidre.
2: contridbution progremme acientifique.
3: bourses.

Pays Posaibilités pBche Colits CEE CobGte CEE fiedevances|Colt totsl
(tonnes & TJB) /an totel Ecus/T38 sraatsurs Ecus/13B
ou noasbre de navires Ecus Ecus
[#sroe  [Chalut dd¢mersal 18.500]) ( $85° 158/138 8é?
nord ) (
Chalut ddmersal 6.000}) ( 709 960/728 869
sud ) (
Chalut serlv 7.0001) ( 96/138 803
noir: ) (
Chalut 6.5001) ( 136/138 Bas
ptlegigue ) (
Céphzlopodes 4.9001%) 1: 68.000.000 ( 184/138 893
frais ) ( )
Céphalopocdes 36.75¢1) 2: 1.500.000 252/138 961
_congélateurs ) (
Pelangre 7.3001) 3; 875.000 120/738 829
. ) (
Senne’ 6.629)) ( 136/7J8 84S
) {
Artisansl 3.9001{) Tot., 70.375.000 ( 80/1J8 789
) (
Péche 3001 { 100/7138 809
éponges ) {
Peche 1.500]{) ( 132/128 841
expérimentale } (
Thoniers 20 navires])) ( 20/¢t.
canneurs ) (
3 (
) {

* Ne prend en compte Que lo compensation finsncilre sans les bourses et ls porticipation
du progrsmae scientifique.



ACCORD

[

(4 PECHE

CEE/NORVEGCE

Durée de 1'accord 1 du 16.06.81 au 15.06.91

Pﬁasibllitée

Tot .autres espices
4,561

Tot .autres espece
2.750

Colit Condations de piche Utilisstion Valotrisat ion
de péche Zones de (&quivalente cabillaud)
(en nombre de | CEE |Armeteurs|Total péche Arts de ptche/|Marins|Observa- Etats membres Captures effectives
licences) MiokculEcu/TB/ |Ecy/ |(esu~delh de|maillege (mm) |locaux|teurs b JAutres|bén&ficimsires|Licences | (espdces/en/pays) Possibilités Captures
(1) /an an | t/an |... milles) b bord| bord (tonnes) de p2che effectives
Démersales pour ! ! Dém.pour | Moyenne 1987/1989 |Moyenne 1987/1989% Moyenne 1987/1989
la consommet ion] ACCORD BASE SUR LA 12 milles ¥|Chaliut. démer.] -~ - - DK consomma~{NORD 62°N NORD 62°N {NORD_62°N
humaine RECIPROCITE 1'exception] 125 b 135 mm UK tion Cabillaud 9.526{Cab11laud 10.613|Cabrllaud 9.526
des navires DE hunaine :jEglefin 1.353|Eglef1n 6.000{Eqlefin 1.353
Navires de plus du Danemerk|Senne dsnoise FR ~nav.de {Lieu noir 3.698|Lieu noir 4.813|Lieu norr 2,847
de 200 TDB : 4 milles 110 mm ES plus de |Rascasse 3.929{Raescsase 4,350{Rascasse 3.418
65 licences PO 200728 :|Fléten B4|Flétan 175{F1é&t an 59
Péche b la 49 Merlen poutassou 1]Merlan Merlan
Navires de crevette : poutassou 250 pout aasou 0
moins de 35 mm ~-nav.de |Autres espdces 310|Autres 350]/Autres
200 TXB : moins de esptces esptces 155
illimit Ges 200718 :]Maquereau 11.612|Maquereau  4.310|Maqueresu  3.484
465 Tot. dém. 18.590{Tot .dém. 26.201|Tot .dém. 17.203
Péche minotidre Tot. pélag. 11.612(Tot.pélag. 4.310|Tot.pélaqg. 3.484
(2) -Péche Tot. min.(2) 1|Tot. min.(2) 250{Tot. min.(2) -
4B0 licences min.(2): |SUD 62°N [SUD_62°N SUD 62°N
470 Tacaud, Merlen Tacaud, Merlan Tacaud, Merlan
iPache maquereau pout assou 37.320{pout @ssou  4.333|poutassou 3.732
1llimitées ~-Péche |Langon 171.102{Lancon 17.333|Lengon 17.110
maquereau|Crevette nordique |Crevette nordique/Crevette notrdique
Merlu bleu 13 1.032 3.250 3.095
20 licences Autrea eapbces Autres espices |[Autrea espdces
-Merlan 4,561 2,750 2.280
bleu : Tot .dém. 1.032{Tot .dém. 3.250{Tot .dém. 3.095
20 Tot .min.(2) 208.423{Tot .min(2) 21.667|Tot .m1n(2) 20.B42

Tot .autres esptce
2.280

(1) Des quotas sont fixéa annuellement par le Conseil

(2) Peche pour la fabricstion de le farine de poisson




ACCORD

DE

PECHE

CEE/GROENLAND

Durée du Protocole : du 01.02.85 au 31.12.89

Tot .dém. 19.567
Tot .min, (4) O

Tot .dém. 10.113

Tot .min. (4) O

Tot .dém. 22.422
Tot .min. (4) ©

Possibilatés Colt . Conditions de peche Utilisation } Valorissation i
de plche Zones de (&quivelents cabillaud)
(en tonnes) CEE {Armsateurs|Total p8che Arts de piche/|Marins{Observa- Etats membres|Nombre Captures effectives
(1) MioEcu[Ecu/TIB/ |Ecw/ |(su-deld de|msillage (mm) |locaux|teurs b [Autres{bénéficieires{Licences | (esptces/an/pays) Possibilités Captures
/en an | t/en [... mlles) b bord| bord (tonnes) de p8che effectives
Moyenne 87/89 Moyenne 1987/1989 |Moyenne 1987/1989|Moyenne 1987/1989
JONE XIV/V F.C. P8che démers. Péche | Poisson Démerssle| ZONE XIV/V ZONE_XIV/V ZONE XIV/V
Cab1llaud 26,5 - 220,3 | 12 milles 140 mm - - crev., Cabillaud Cab1llaud Cabillaud
) 11.500¢ (2) (3) limitée DE NAFD1: 10 9.082 11.500 9.082
Rascesse 57.820 Crevettiers B max, UK XIV : 12| Rescasse 4,353 Rascasse 50.303 | Rescasse 3.787
Flétan noir 40 mm 90 j/ FR Flétan noir Flétan noar Flétan noir
3.550 nav./ Creveties 490 2.485 343
Crevette norda- Péche mxnotxérL an | Crevettes Crevette nordi- Crevette nordi- | Crevette nordi-
que 1.233 (4) 16 mm dang NAFO 1: 4| aque 919 que 3.700 | aque 2.757
Merlan poutas- zone DK X1V ¢ 5{ Merlan poutas- Merlen poutas- Merlen pout ag-
sou 30,000 NAFO FR sou 0 sou 3.750 | sou 0
Capelin 16,000 et d Péche (4)] Capelin 0 Capelin 1.600 | Capelin 0
Tot .dém. 74.103 120 j/ minot1dre| Tot.d&m. 14.843 Tot .dém. 67.988 | Tot.dém. 15.968
Tot .min. 46.000(3) nav./ 0 Tot .min, (4) © Tot .m1n.(4)5.350{ Tot.min. (4) O
ZONE NAFO 0/1 an ZONE NAFO 0/1 ZONE NAFO 0/1 ZONE NAFO 0/1
Cabillaud 7.667 dans Cebirllaud 7.453 Cabillsud 7.667 | Cabillaud 7.453
Rascasse 7.833 zone Rascasse 787 Rascasse 6.815 | Rascasse 685
Fléten noir X1v Flétan rmoir O Flétan norr Flétan noar O
1.650 1.155
Flétan 200 Flétan 34 Flétan 140 | Flétan 24
Crevette nordi- Crevette nordi- Crevette nordi~- | Crevette norda-
que 933 que 889 que 2.800 | que 2.668
Loup de 1'Atl, Louwp de 1°'Atl. Loup de 1'At1. Loup de 1'At].
2,000 60 2,200 66

Tot .dém. 13.564
Tot .min. (4) O

(1) Des quotss sont fixés annuellement par le Consail - Nombre de licences est décidé en fonction des quotas.
"¢) Feut Btre adapté en fonction des quotes supplémentsires &ventuellement allougs b 1s Communauté - (3) Poissons et crevettes confondus.
.4) P8che pour la fsbrication de la Ferine de poissons




ACCORD

DE

PECHE

CEFE/GROENLAND

Durée de !'accord

:+ du 01,01.90 su 31.12.94

Tot .d&m. 26,326
Tot.mn, (3) O

3

Tot .dém. 27.505

Tot .min. (3) -

Possibilités Colt. Condit1ons de péche Ut1lisat ton Vslorisaetion
de péche Zones de — (&quivalente cabillaud)
(en tonnes) CEE |Armgteurs|Total péche Arts de pé&che/|Marins|Observa- Etats membres|Nombre Captures effectives
1) MioEcu|Ecu/TIB/ |Ecu/ |(su-deld de|merllage (mm) |locaux|teurs b [Autres|bén&ficierres|Licences | (espbces/an/pays) Possibilités Captures
/an an | t/en |... milles) b bord{ bord (tonnes) de pkche effectives
1990 19%0
ZONE XIV/V F.C. Pache démers. Pache | Poisson Démersale ZONE_XIV/V
Cabillaud 34,250 - 12 milles 140 om - - crev. Cabillaud
15.000| (2) lamitée DE NAFO 1 et 15.000
Rascassed6.8200 Crevettiers b mex, UK XIV : 24 Rascasse 40.733
Flétan noar 40 mm 90 j/ FR Flétan no1ir
3.750 nav./ |Crevettes 2.625
Crevette nordi- Péche minotidre an | Crevettes Crevette norda-
que 3.574 (3) 16 om dans NAFD 1: 4 que 10.860
Tot .dém, 69.144 zone DK Xiv ) Tot .dém. 69.218
Tot .min. 60.000(3) NAFOD FR Tot .min.(3)6.750
et » Peche (3)
| ZONE NAFO 0/1 120 j/ minotidre ZONE_NAFO 0/1
Cab1llaud nav./ Cabillaud
16 .000 an Xiv 2 7 16.000
Rascasse 5,500 dans Rascasse 4,785
Fléten noir zone Filétsan noar
1.850 X1v . 1.295
Flétan 200 Flétan 140
Crevette nordi- Crevette nordi~
que 776 que 2,190
Loup de 1'Atl, Loup de 1'Atl.
2.000 2.200

(1) Des quotas sont fixés annuellement par le Conseil -~ Le nombre de licences est décidé en fonction des quotas.
(2) Peut 8tre adepté en fonction des quotas supplémenteires &ventuellement allouds b la Communauté.
(3) Péche pour 1a fabrication de la farine de poissons




ACCORD

DE

PECHE

CEE/ILES

FEROE

Durée de 1'sccord : du 12.03.81 suv 11.03.91

Possibilités Colit Conditions de péche Utailisstion Valorisation
de péche " Zones de — (&quavalente cabillaud)
(en nombre de | CEE |Armasteurs|Total péche Arts de peche/|Maring|Observa- Etats membres Captures effectives
l1icences) MioEculEcu/TIB/ jEcu/ {(su-delh dejmerllage (mm) ]locaux|teurs b |Autres|bénéficisiresfLicences | (espices/an/pays) Posaibilités Captures
(1) /an eh | t/en |... milles) b bord| bord (tonnes) de pache effectives
Entre 12 et ! ! 1) Navires |- Pé&che au Pluy- Entre 12 | Moyerne 1987/1989 {Moyenne 1987/1989|Moyenne 1987/1989
21 mlles ACCORD BASE SUR LA de moins delchalut, senne - - sieurs et 21 Cab., églefin 75|Cab., é&glefin 500{Cab., églefin 75
’ RECIPROCITE 180 preds :}denoise : boxes DK milles Lieu noxr 545{Lieu noar 1.874(Lreu norr 420
Chalutiers : 26 entre 12 et 135 mm ol le X Rescasse 2.692|Rgscasse 6.250|Rascasse 2,342
21 malles péche FR ‘25 nav. |Lingue bleu, Lingue|Lingue bleu, Lingue bleu,
Au-deld des - Péche dir1- est Ot 2.2991Lingue 3.500|Langue 2.299
21 mlles 2) Navires |gée vers inter- NL |Au-dellh |[Merlan poutassou Merlan poutassou |Merlan poutassou
de plus de |lieu noar : dite des 21 (1] 3.125 1]
Chalutiers : 70 180 pieds : 120 om durant milles Poisson plat 132|Poisson plst Poigson plat
au-delbd des cer- 880 105
Péche au merlan 21 milles |lingue bleue : taines Chalut : [Autres espdces 239|Autres espices Autres espbces
bleu : 38 100 mm périodes 69 nav. 250 120
3) Merlen Maauereau 4.385{Maqueresuy  1.437|Maqueresu 1.315
Ligneurs : 10 bleu : merlan bleu et Merlan
su-deld des|maquereau : bleu : Tot .dém. 5.7431Tot .dém. 13.003|Tot .dém. 5.241
Péche au 21 milles 16 mm 34 nav, }Tot.pélag. 4,385{Tot .pblag. 1.437|Tot .pélag. 1.315
maquereau : 12 Tot amin. (2) 0{Tot .mn.(2) 3.125|Tot .min.(2) 69
4)Maquereau Ligneur :|Tot .autres 2391Tot .autres 250{ Tot .autres 120
su-deld des 0 nav. espéces esptces eaptces
12 milles
Maquereau
12 nav.

(1) Des quotas sont fixés annuellement par le Conseil
(2) Péche pour 1o fabrication de la farine de poissons




ACCORD PE PECHE CEE/SUEDE
Durée de 1'accord : du 07.04.1981 au 06.04,1991

ey

Possibilatés Colit Conditions de péche Uti1lisation Valorisation
de péche Zones de (&quirvalenie cabilleud)
(en nombre de | CEE |ArmateursiTotal péche Arts de peche/|Marins|Observa- Etats membres Captures effectives
licences) MiotculEew/TIH/ |Ecu/ |(eu-deld dejmerllage (mm) |locaux|teurs b fAutres|bénéficieiresiiicences | (especes/an/pays) Posaibilités Captures
(1) /en an | t/en |... milles) b bord| bord (tonnes) de peche effectives
| ZONE_SUEDOISE | Zone Moyenne 1987/1989 {Moyenne 1987/1989{ Moyenne 1987/1989
suédoirse | Zone suédoise Zone suédoise Zone suédoise
Cabillaud et Accord basé sur la Au sud de |[Cabillaud : DK
hareng : - réprocité 59°30'N 105 mm DE Cabillaud{Cabillaud : &.663 {Cabillaud : 7.053|Cabillaud : 6.663
450 lxic. - ~ - et hareng|Hareng : 1.158 |Hareng : 3.333|Hareng : 926
navires Hareng : 32 mm DK : 349 |Saumon s 78 |Saumon :  733{Seumon : 627
Saumon: 56 lic. danois : & DE : 101 .
Spret : 16 mm Totel : 7.899 |Total :11.120| Total : 8.215
ZONE_SUEDE / autres Saumon
URSS (2) navires :12|Saumon : DK : 18
’ 165 / 175 mm DE: 5
Cabillaud :
450 lic. Zone Zone Sudde/URSS(2) |Zone Sukde/URSS(2)Zone Sudde/URSS(2)
Subde/
Saumon: 30 lic. URSS (2) |Cabillaud : 1.882 [Cebilleud : 2.000|Cabillaud : 1.882
(27 en 1990) Saumon t 57 |Saumon :  453]Seumon : 405
Cabillaud
DK : 240 |Totel t 1.933 |Total : 2.453|Total : 2.287
DE : 101
Saumon
' DK : 27
(24)
DE : 3
(3)

(1) Des quotas sont fix&s annuellement par le Conseil
(2) 11 s'agit de la partie subdoise de la zone dans la mer Baltique qul a 6t& contestée auparavant par la Sudde et 1'URSS ("™White Zone®)



ACCORD DE PECHE CEE/ETYTATS-UNIS
Durée de 1'accord v du 14,11,1984 au 30.06,1989, prorogé jusqu'au 30.06.1991

s1de"” aux pécheurs

américains 1990
Pour 1990, les ratios -
sont de : NL
- pbche directe : 8 maquereauy
- achat aux pécheurs + autres

américains : 3 (3)
~ schet produits

transformés : 2 Autres EM

(Joint Venture)

Possibilités Colit . Conditions de péche _ Ut1lisation . Valorisation (é&quivalent thon ou
de peche Zones de équivalente cabillaud)
{en 1B ou CEE |Armsteurs|Total péche Arts de péche/[Marins|Dbserva- Etats membres|TALFF (2)|Captures effaectives .
nombre navires) [MiofculEcw/TB/ |Ecu/ |(su-deld dejmaillage (mm) |locaux|teurs d [Autres|bénéficiraires|en tonnes| (espbces/an/pays) Possibilités Captures
/an an TM®B{... milles) b bord] bord (tonnes) de péche effectives
Décidé annuel- [Accord basé sur accés |Zones acces- - Sur Depuis 1986 Moyenne | Moyenne 1987/1989 IMoyenne 1987/1989 |Moyenne 1987/1989
lement par sux surplus, Obligation|siblea pour demande seulement : |1987/1989
sutorités E-U |pour armsteur : chalutege des NL NL ¢ NL : NL :
en fonction des|- de créer une soci1été |définies autoritéa maqueresu) mequeresu : 9,295 |magquereau : 3,347{maqueresu : 3.098
surplus dispo- mixte (Joint Venture)|dans lé&gis- des E-U Avent 1986 : 10.041
nibles (1) avec contrepartie lation 1T - PO Autres :
américaine nat ionale ES -~ DE 197
~ d'acheter une
certaine quantité de Autres EM
polssons "over the ndant

(1) Les Etats-Unis, en déterminant les surplus disponibles pour la Communasté (TALFF (2) ), tiennent compte de différents facteura, notemment :
- tar:f d'importations pour produits de la p@che américains dans la Communauté
~ contribution CEE su d&veloppement industrie de la peche aux E-U et du commerce des prodults de la pdche
~ sctivités traditronnelles des navires CEE

(2) TALFF = Total Allowable Level of Foreign

(3) Pas d'allocation dans 1'sttente résolution du conflit entre autorités E~U et armateurs NL concernant leurs obligations en 1989,
«es chiffres non disponibles

Fighu



ACCORD DE PECHE CEE /CANADA
Durés do |'occord ; du 81/81/1962 ou 31/12/1967

Posalibititée Cofit Conditions de plche Utitloetion Veiorieation (Squivalent then
4 pdche Zones de oy dquivalente eadliloud)
(on T8 ou u CEE j[Armatours|Total piche Arto de plche/|Mar Ine |Obssrve— Etete aombres|Licencoe/Coptures offoct ivee
noxbre movires) !lloteu#w/‘uo/ |Eeu/ ((ou-deid éojoallloge (mm) |tocoux|teurs & jAutresjbinéficialres| tornoge | (ccpdeco/an/poyo) | Poseidititiée Copturoe
Jon en T8 ... millee @ bord| bord bateoux {ternee) de plche offectivon
Dimereoux Accord daed sur ecche Moyenne Moventia
aux Feasources tentre 1004-19871 1962 1567
Cabltioud ccchde oux morchée Z.L.E. Léglelation Un Limitd (1)
o‘eat-d~dire réduction on nombre de Cabliiaué (T)
Cephotopodes dee drelte de douane [Canodienne | natlonale por nbre t lcencon
pour certalna produlte de ] 8 2.397
Calmers de e plche novire [jours w 1 410
(Iiex) de FRA 4 738
plche 14 ] —

(1) Inclus novires de support



ANNEX VIl

SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR THE
PROCESS ING/MARKET ING SECTOR UNDER REGULATIONS
(EEC) Nos 355/77 AND 4028/86



Reglesent (CEE) n® IS3/T7

projets financés et concours sctroyés (Rio €cus) aans le secteur de la péche

1986 1987 1988 1989 £ 1986-89 |) 1990/1 (3) SRAND TOTAL

Pays
Bb Conc. | Nb Comc.| Wb Comc.! Wb Comc.if Bb  tot.f M Conc.jUb Conc. 2
B 2 124 1 0.53} 2 6.97] 5 0.58j 18 2.194 ¢ aBOft0 2.1y 1}
[]1 ¥ ] 2.97¢ 44 .91 10 1.4p]2s 1wy mn IRIIBI R R $.18 5t
(] Y0951 6 1B 5 L]0 143830 SN .11 & 665 &
t 18 Lé8| 16 34122 6.63]22 118 .M S. 1589 2.y It
F 12 LU} 8§ 2.3412 1L 1 §.450 43 13.33)1 12 t.ITR 85 15,48 100
] T 0.83] 2 .55 3 .68 & 5.08f16 10.87) 1 0L.8j17 10,93 n
8L 1450 05 Ll v 1S s tomi) 2 LMY M R
H " 16 1 40 8 4651y .59 48 25.41 1 800 46 3029 208
M T2 1T 0T et Yooeria 24 ot 343 O
4 $ LA wmi N LIS11Y  b2zjl 62 19831 1 .45 4y 23,28 15t
114 FA] JA2l 22 LY Mz LLABNBE Ak T LAY 1300 ot
101, 129 3014111 25.B2(106  27.41{150 4B.T4[jd9é 132.10j 76 ZI.NHHZ 154.06 1008

1% decisions de la Cossission de juin 1IN0

projets financés et concours ectroyés (Nio

Réglenent (CEE) n* 4028/86

¢cus) dans le dosaine des equipements portuaires

1936 1987 1988 198% I 1988-094( 19%0/1 (®) SRAND TOIAL
Pays B Conc.f ¥b Comc.] Mb Comnc.| b Conc.ii Wb Conc.ji Wb Conc.f Mb Conc. 3
B (p.1.} (p.n.}
D‘ . . . .
] . .
£ (4) . . . 10 0,93 19 A1t 1 M
Foo(s) - . I O3] 1 e LU ¢ 1.7 1
Rt} . s .
IRL (4} . . ¢ L6 ¢ 044 N
l L] » * .
IL L) L[] 1] [}
P . . . . ¢ 2 4 W T Y 6 2.4 358
UK t+) o S b.4e)l 5 o040 2
101, (p.2.) (p.2.1 3035 1 et a0 3416 2.49[ 3¢  ¢6.33 180%

{®) décisions de la Comaission de juin 1990




ANNEX 11X

STATUS OF AQUACULTURE PRODUCTION
BY MEMBER STATES IN THE COMMUNITY



JW/dp - 22.11.29

TONNAGE VALEUR®
ESPECES (tonnes) ESTIMEE SYSTEMES D°ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D'ELEVAGE
(Macue)
Truite en eau douco 25.e09 82,58 = Intensif boocaln en tarre | est et ocuest du Storebaeit
Truite en mor 8.788 23,83 ~ Intenslf en cage . . @
Anguiile 489 3.8 - Intensif @ recirculation . . .
d’'eau
Valeur glebale 119,29 ’

* valeur de |'écu ou fer novembre 1296 ~ les voleurs par oepéce gont colculées our le base des prix moyenn “ex~farea® par espece.



Ld/mya
22/11/199

- SYSTEMES D’ELEVAGE

(A+B4C+D)

ESPECES TONNAGE VALEUR® PRINCIPALES RECIONS D*ELEVAGE
{tonnes) (Mécus)
A. Eaux douces
1. Trulte 2.047 4,813 Intens!f Principalement Eplire male ouesi dons toute 1a Grice
2. Carpe 340 9,033 Intens!f Princlpalement Stersa Eet/Eplre/Thrace
3. Angullie 28 9,202 Intensif Epire
4. Mullet 49 8,176 Intenslf Epire
5. Saumon 8 9,078 Intensif Péloponose/Sterea Est
6. Tliapla 28 0,047 Intenslf Péloponsse/GR Ouest
_TOTAL A 2.500 8,060 Intensif
B. Eaux eglees
Bor /dourade 550 6,336 Intens!f Péloponase /GR Ouest - Stérco Est/Iles Egée
TOTAL B 550 68,336 Intens!f
C. Mollusques
Moules (huttre 1.900 1,824 Extensif Macadoine Centre/Eet - Thrace — Sterea Est
cloviase)
TOTAL C 1.900 1,824 Extensif
D. Productlon
logunoire
Bar/dourade/angullie 1.800 8,649 Extens!f Péloponesa/GR Ouest -~ Throce — Macedolne/Est
mullot
TOTAL D 1.000 8,640 Extonelf
CGRAND TOTAL I 8.230 22,8088 GRECE




CS/mgd
22/11/19%

EORTUGAL
ESPECES TONNAGE * VALEUR* SYSTEMES D'ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D°ELEVAGE
(tonnes) (Mécus)
A. Pojseon
1. Truilte 1.200 2,650 Intensit A |'Intérieur du Nord du poys
2. Polyculture 1.300 7,175 Extensi{/semi—Inteneit [Setubal/Aveiro/Figueira da foz/Algavre
(onguiile, mullet,
bar, dourade, sole)
TOTAL A 2.500 9,825
B. Mollusques
1. Palourdes 7.000 84,118 Extens!f )
2. Blvalves 1.000 9,600 Extensif
(moules, huttres,
autres)
TOTAL B 8.000 54,718 lPorTuGAL
GRAND JOTAL L 10,900 84,341 [EORIUGCAL
(A+B) :




22.11.90 - JCC/dp.

TONNAGE VALEUR®
ESPECES (tonnes) ESTIMEE SYSTEMES D'ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D'ELEVAGE
{Mécus)
Moule 102,200 81,32 -~ cordes Vénétle 30.000 t.
Pouliies 18.000 t. Ligure 10.000 t.
Palourde 11.000 36,67 - sur le fond Emitle 10.000 t.
¢}
Angullle 4.309 43,00 - Intenelf 2.500 ¢t. Vénétle 2.000 t. (dont 1,500 t. extensif)
(1) ~ oxtensif 1.800 t. Lombardie 700 t. (Intensif)
Mulet 2.500 5,83 - extenslif Vénetle 800 t. Poullles 500 ¢t.
Bar et Daurade 1.838 34,07 - Intensif/senl-oxtonsif Vénétie 590 t. (surtout semi-extensif)
Toscane 37 t. (intensif)
Valeur totale 181,1

® Voleur de 1'écu au fer novembre 1980 ~ {es valeurs par espace sont calculées sur la base des prix moyens "ex-farme® par espoce.

(4) Estimalims



J9/mgd
22/11/19%0

ESPECES TONNAGE VALEUR* SYSTEMES D'ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D’ELEVAGE
(tonnes) (Mécus)

Turbot 270 3. Intensif en bassin Cantabria, Gallcla

Bar 24 9,3t 13 t. intensif on cage|Murclo, Valencia, Baleares, CataluNa, Andalucia
ot bassin
11 t. semi-intensit/
Extensif

Wl)ourcdo 344 3.59 278 t. Intensif en Andalucla, Murcia, Baleares, Conaorlas, Cotaluffa
cage et bassin
66 t. semi-intensif/
Extensif

iMullet 59 8,14 Semi-inteneif/Extensif |Andalucia, Valencia, Catalufio

Sérlole 17 9,16 Intensi{ en cage Baleares, Murcila

Sole 8 0,09 Semni-Intensif/Extensif |Andalucio

Thon 237 9,52 Intensif en cage Cueta

Anguille 62 0,50 43 t. intensif en Valencla
bassin
19 t. seni-intensift/
Extensif

Saumon de 150 0,01 Intensif en caoge et Gaticla

1*Atlontique bassin

* Voleur de 1'Ecu ou 1°T novembro 1998 - les valeurs por espace sont calculées sur la bose des prix moyens "ex-farm"™ par espece.



22/11/19%

ESPECES TONNAGE VALEUR* SYSTEMES D'ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D'ELEVAGE
(tonnes) (Mécus)

Crevette 87 1.75 Semi-intens|f/Extenslf{Andalucia, Catalufie

Bouquet 150 9,41 Semi-Intens)f/Extens|f{Andalucia

Palourde 3.883 33,28 A plat sur |'estran Pals Vasco, Cantabria, Astuvies, Gollcia, Andalucia,
Cantebria

|Huttre 3.2@ 11,22 Fitlare sur radecu Contabrio, Galicla, Murvio, Baleares, Cotalufia, Astuvias

Moule 193.010 89,62 Fillére sur radeau Gallclia, Baleares, Cotalufio

Donas Semistriotus 61 o, 1 A plat sur [‘estran Cotailufio

Praire 2 0,062 A plat sur |’estron Boleares

Coquilie St Jacques 150 0,70 radeau Gollcla

* Voleur de 1'Ecu ou 1*7 novembre 1990 — les voleurs sont calculées aur lo base des prix moyens “ex—farm® par espice.



D N_198

ESPAGHNE (Ter)

REG TJON

JW/mgd
22/11/199%0

ESPECES TONNAGE VALEUR® SYSTEMES D*ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D'ELEVAGE
(tonnes) (Mécue)
Trulte arc en clel 16.000 37,18 Inteneif en bassin Astuviae, Castlilao-Leon, Extremoduro, Aragén, Navorra
Tonche 463 2,18 Semi-intens|f{/extensif |[Castilla-Leon, Extremadura
Corpe 50 2.28 9 t. Intensif en Baleares
bassin
41 t. semi-Intensif/
JExteneif
Valeur globale 166,13

* Valeur de 1'Ecu au 1°7 novesbre 1990 -~ les valeurs par espice sont calculées sur la bose des prix moyens “ex-farm" par espece.



22.11.99 - JCC/dp

TA S A EN 1989 A REFE|
PAYS-BAS
TONNAGE VALEUR*
ESPECES (tonnes) ESTIMEE SYSTEMES D*ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D'ELEVAGE
(Macus)
Trulte 200 9,5 - Intensif en bassins disséminé dane le pays
Polsson chat 600 1.8 - @ recirculation d'eou “ . .
Mouies 107 0,9 -a piut sur |'estran Waddensee
Huitres plates 900 2,8 - @ plat ou sur tables Waddensee, Escaut
Carpe 100 0,1 - axtensl!f en étangs disséminé dans le pays
Anguille 40 0,2 ~ Intensif a - . .
recirculation d‘ecu
Valeur gobale 6.0

* Valeur deo |'écu au fer novembre 1999 — les valeurs por espece sont calculées sur lo bose des prix moyens “ex-farms® par espace.



22.11.98 - JC/dp

TAT DES ONS ACO! N_1989 AVE FERE
JRLANDE
TONNAGE VALEUR® v
ESPECES (tonnes) ESTIMEE SYSTEMES D'ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D’ELEVAGE

(Mécuse)
Saumon 9.000 49,2 - Intensif en cage on mer cStes ouest et sud
Truite 1.100 8,0 -~ Intensif en bassins cltes ocuest ot sud
Moule 17.100 12,9 - extens!f rodeau ou fond cbtos ouest et sud
Hultres ) 1.200 3.5 - extensif sur table cGtes ouest et sud
Valeur globaole 71,6

* voleur de |'écu cu tor novesbre 1990 — les valeurs por espoce sont calculées sur lo base des prix moyens "ex—forms® par espéce.



JW/mgd
22/11/1690

ESPECES TONNAGE VALEUR® SYSTEMES D’ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS O'ELEVAGE
(tonnes) (Mécus)

Corpe 7.000 10,19 Semi-Intensif/Extensif [Baden, Wiirttemberg, Bayern, Nledersachsen, Sehisswig-
|Holsteln, Rhelnlond, Pfalz, Hessen, Nordrhein, Weetfalen

Trulte 18.000 56,76 Intens(f en bassin Baden, Wiurttemberg, Bayern, Nledersachsen, Sehleswig-
Holstein, Rheinland, Pfalz, Hessen, Nordrhein, Westfalen

Anguilie 40 0,3 Intensif @ recirculo~ {Schieswig—Holsteln, Niedersachsen

tion d’eau

Cyprisidés, perche, 2.100 4,9 Semi-Intensif/Extensif |Bayern. Rhelnlond, Pfalz, Hessen

brochet 2

Huttre 155 8,8 |Caslers Nidersachsen, Schieswig-Holsteln

Valeur globale 72,95

* Valeur de 1'Ecu au 1°7 novesbre 1990 — les valeurs par espice sont calculées sur la base des prix woyens “ex~farm™ par espace.



22.11.90 ~ JCC/dp

TA TIONS S _DANS E EN 1989 AVEC REFERE AUX
BELGIQUE
TONNAGE VALEUR*
ESPECES (tonnes) ESTIMEE SYSTEMES D’ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D’ELEVAGE
(Mécus)
Truite 800 1.5 - intensif an basein Ardennes
Tilapia 200 0.4 = Intensif sur effluants Tihange (Ardennes)
de centroles
Carpe 550 1.2 ~ extensif en étonge Compine
Sliuree 88 0.3 - Intenalf sur effluents Tihange (Ardennes)
de centralen
Valeur totaie 3.8

* Valeur de 1'écu au ler novembre 1990 — Jles valeurs por espece sont colculées sur la bose des prix moyens “ex-farms® por espéce.



22.11.99 - JCC/dp.

A S TIONS ES D EN_1989 AVEC REFE ON
ROY; WN
TONNAGE VALEUR®
ESPECES (tonnes) ESTIMEE SYSTEMES D'ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS O'ELEVAGE
(Mécus)
Saumon 28,500 185,7 - Intensif en cage morine Shetlands, Orkney, Western Isles
Trulte 15.000 82,0 ~ Intens!f en bassin Ecosse, Angleterre, Irlande du Nord
Carpe 20 - ~ extens!f en étangs --—
Moulee 4.913 3.7 - extonsif sur |‘estron,
a plot ou sur filieres
Coquilles St. J. 130 e.7 - littoral s/tllleres jop Ouest Ecosse, Cornouallles
Hultres 137 0,4 - sur table, sur |'estron Sud Angleterre
Ecrevisse 10 - n.d. -
Valeur totale 242,%

* Valeur de |‘écu

fer novembre 1998 -

les valeurs por espece sont calculées sur o base des prix moyens “ex-farme"”

par

espece.



22.11.90 - JCC/dp.

TAT_DES TIONS S COMMUNAUTE EN 1989 AVEC REFERE AUX REG ON
FRANCE
TONNAGE VALEUR*
ESPECES (tonnes) ESTIMEE SYSTEMES D'ELEVAGE PRINCIPALES REGIONS D'ELEVAGE
(Mécus)
Hultre 135.000 162.4 - extenelf sur tables, littora! manche, atlantique et méditerranéen
sur |'estran ou a plat
Moule 47.000 47,7 - extensif s/bouchots Iittoral manche, attantique et maditerransen
ou s/tillieres
Palourde 560 4,1 - oxtensit a plot sur Itttoral atlantique
|'estran
Crevettes 389 4.5 - Intensif en bassin littoral aquitain/méditerranden/DOM TOM (Tohitl)
Chevrette 213 3.1 - Intensif en bonsin DOM TOM (Guyane, Réunion, Guadeloupe)
Loup, dourade 239 3,8 ~ Intensif en cage en mer Iittora! méditerranéen (Corse, Marseille)
Turbot 19 e, - [ntensif en bassin littoral atlaontique (Nolrmoutler, Tréguler)
Soumon en mer 950 3,7 ~ intensif en cage en mer littoral breton
Trujte 29.000 65,1 = intensif en bossin miliou rural breton, aquitain et de |'est
Esturgeon 5 n.d. - Intensif en bassin Aquitolne (Bordeaux)
Anguille 3o 0.3 ~ Intenslf en bassin Poltou, Charentes
Polyculture 4.05 5.8 ~ extensif en étangs Sologne, centre et |‘est
d'étangs
Algues alimentaires 100 n.d. - oxtensif Bretagne, Poitou, Charentes
Valeur totole 300,68

* Vaoleur de |'écu au ter novembre 1990 - les voleurs por espéce sont calculées sur lo base des prix moyens “ex—-farms® par espéece
tirés du ropport de |'EAFE sur |'Aquaculture (septembre 1990).

~ chlffres



TOUS PAYS
count
[+] 3
214 3
ES 48
F 39
GR 14
1 17
IRL 12
N 7
P 16
114 19
o
D- REGION
NIEDERSACHSEN

RHEINLAND - PFALZ
SCHLESWIG - HOLSTEIN
Au

DK . REGION

AARHUS ANTSKOMMUNE
FYNS AMTSKOMMUNE
VEJLE AMTSKOMMUNE
Al

ES- REGION

ANDALUCIA
ASTURIAS

CARARIAS

CANTABRIA
CASTILLA-LEON
CATALUNA/CATALUNYA
COMUNIDAD VALENCIANA
GALICIA

MURCIA

PAIS VASCO/EUSKAD}
ALl

"F. REGION

AQUIIATNE
BASSE-NORMANDIE
BRETAGKNE

DOM
LANGUEDOC-ROUSSILLON
PAYS DE LA LOIRE
POITOU-CHARENTE

PROVENCE-ALPES-COTE D AZUR

ALL

Montont en Ecus des
octroyees

por

oux

investissemonts et oides
ta Commission

projets

aquacoies presentas par les différents pays et
régions de Io CEE en 1389

INVECU OCTECU
476,827 119,958
2,311,342 523,480
20,747,346 6,886,689
16,557,693 4,030,285
11,895,761 &,087,412
19,878,343 6,093,675
7,392,887 2,565,148
3,099,128 675,917
9,881,744 3,782,560
©,709,790 3,744,214
101,950,861 32,509,358
count INVECU OCTECU
1 111,198 25,752
1 97,693 28,643
2 267,936 65,563
L 476,827 119,958
count INVECU OCTECU
1 364,520 79,798
1 1,248,305 281,572
1 698,517 162,110
;i 2,311,342 523,480
count INVECU OCTECU
5 4,354,917 1,619,642
1 1,928,852 476,014
1 808,159 319,137
1 182,789 43,380
1 274,179 107,808
1 1,929,083 479,090
1 95,249 45,075
35 8,995,657 3,263,235
1 2,019,522 494,045
1 158,939 39,4683
48 20|747I346 6,886,689
count INVECU OCTECU
& 3,950,771 976,874
2 1,285,897 338,149
1 2,250,815 553,949
1 262,999 101,649
6 2,119,819 511,941
S 2,385,987 587,298
é 2,751,416 591,843
[ 1,549,989 368,562
39 16,557,693 4,030,285




GR_ReGIoN

ANATOLIKH MAXEDONIA

ANATOLIKH STEREA KAl NHSOl

HPEIROS

KENTRIXKH KA! DUTIKH MAKEDONIA
NHSOI ANATOLIKOU AIGAIOU
PELOPONNHSOS KAl DUTIKM STERE

QESSALIA
AL

I- REGION

EMILIA - ROMAGNA

FRIULI - VENEZIA GIULIA

PUGLIA
SARDEGNA
VENETO
ALl

TRL - peGION

CONNAUGHT
MUNSTER
AL

N. REGION

FRIESLAND
GELDERLAND
GRONINGEN
NOORD - BRABANT
2UID-HOLLAND
‘A_Ll_.

P. gecion

ALGARVE
CENTRO

LISBOA E VALE DO TEJO
NORTE

ALL

UK. REGION

DUMFRIES & GALLOWAY
HIGHLANDS

ISLANDS

KENT

STRATHCLYDE

TYRONE

ALt

—
'b-nu_._o_no_.

l_-
O s s DS

INVECY OCTECU
357,248 137,785
4,384,902 1,617,746
1,205,312 477,401
159,354 43,557
758,991 210,741
3,984,384 1,168,080
1,045,570 412,102
11,895,761 4,087,412
INVECY OCTECY
1,869,567 467,391
4,312,884 1,039,538
5,542,019 1,495,347
1,930,384 771,873
6,223,489 2,319,526
19,878,343 6,093,675
INVECU OCTECU
4,742,039 1,661,368
2,650,848 903,800
7,392,887 2,565,168
INVECU oCTECY
376,812 73,571
1,387,231 270,182
268,145 67,036
799, 786 198,340
267,154 66,788
3,099,128 675,917
INVECU OCTECU
3,065,062 1,200,909
2,417,539 917,755
2,659,340 968,292
1,739,823 695,604
9,881,744 3,782,560
INVECY OCTECY
434,486 155,825
2,568,746 1,002,965
4,967,189 1,936,791
288,884 72,214
1,131,627 452,011
318,858 124,408
9,709,790 3,744,214




Montant

octroyses per

en Ecus des

Investissements et oldes

Commission

aux

projets

oquacoles présentés par les différents pays et
régions de ia CEE en 1930

PAYS

count
SERZZEERES
oK 5
ES g0
F 24
GR 20
11
IRL 1
N 5
14 12
ux 4
A 102

DK -

RINGKOEBING ANTSKOMMUNE

VEJLE AMTSKOMMUNE

VERTSJAFI 1 ANDS AMTSKOMMUINF

VIBUAL AMISRUMMUNE
L

ES.

ANDALUCIA

ASTURIAS

CEUTA Y MELILLA
COMUNIDAD VALENCIANA
GALICIA

PAIS VASCO/EUSKADI
_&L

F.

BRETAGNE

CENTRE

CORSE
LANGUEDOC-ROUSSTLLON
LORRAINE

PAYS DE LA LOIRE
POITOU-CHARENTE

ALL

GR-

ANATOLIKH MAKEDONIA

ANATOLIKH STEREA KAl NHSO!

HPEIROS

KENTRIKH KAl DUTIKH MAKEDON
NKSOJ ANATOLIKOU AIGAIGU
PELOPONNKSOS KAl DUTIKH STE

QRAKH
A

INVECY OCTECY
EE33RIISET2ITINRD STEIERBIIIESY
31,593,157 852,907
44,978,150 4,400,812
10,562,081 2,709,950
8,116,310 3,005,175
15,349,008 5,505,077
305,370 121,190
2,719,446 660,075
7,257,208 2,846,912
1,650,306 601,027
60,931,036 20,703,125
count INVECU OCTECU
1 1,309,320 285,016
1 334,752 82,044
1 A9, AAD 195,041
? 1,189,229 289, AU8
S 3,593,157 852,907
count INVECU OCTECU
3 5,411,716 2,153,828
1 188,529 47,132
1 669,614 167,403
3 397,300 198,137
11 4,518,149 1,792,854
1 192,842 41,458
20 11,378,150 4,400,812
count INVECU OCTECY
8 1,787,134 603,613
1 135,783 33,930
1 1,059,087 233,682
6 1,084,029 263,774
1 283,075 70,621
3 3,447,225 828,938
4 2,765,748 675,392
24 10,562, 081 2,709,950
count INVECU OCTECU
2 540, 102 202,872
4 1,689,018 621,268
3 2,752,508 961,735
4 701,628 263,565
2 796,266 309,484
4 1,425,278 561,647
1 211,510 84,604
20 8,116,310 3,005,175




T.

CAMPANIA

FRIULI - VENEZIA GIULIA

PUGLIA
SARDEGNA
SICILIA
TCSCANA
VENETO

Al

IRL-

CONNAUGHT
ALL

N-

GELDERLAND
GRONINGEN
NOORD - BRABANT
ZEELAND

ALL

P.

ALGARVE

CENTRO

LISBOA E VALE DO TEJO
ALl

UK-

HIGHLANDS
KENT
STRATHCLYDE
TAYSIDE
AL

count INVECY OCTECY
1 773,080 251,267
2 2,062,966 490,949
A | 1,882,326 749,524
1 556,826 214,038
1 3,298,904 1,286,204
1 910,922 227,730
4 5,843,984 2,283,365
__1 15,349,008 5,505,077
count [INVECU OCTECU
1 305,370 121,190
1 205,370 121,190
count [IWVECU OCTECY
2 1,551,516 369,788
1 502,496 123,928
1 422,644 105,861
1 242,790 60,698
S 2‘719,6!.6 660,075
count INVECU OCTECU
3 1,968,226 782,750
1 203,466 81,387
8 5,085,516 1,982,775
12 7,257,208 2,846,912
count [INVECU OCTECU
1 110,807 & ,056
1 112,544 28,135
3 1,193,713 470,526
1 233,242 58,310
L 1,650,308 601,027



	Contents
	General Guidelines
	Introduction
	Part 1- Expoitation of Common Fisheries Resources
	Part 2- Supply and Processing of Fishery and Aquaculture Products
	Memorandum from the Commision
	Annex 1
	Annex 2
	Annex 3
	Annex 4
	Annex 5
	Annex 6
	Annex 7
	Annex 8
	Annex 9



