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EC - Statement on fishing inside the f i shery limit . 

Meeti ng of Deputies, May 4·th, 1971 . _ 

, . 

Mr . Cha irman , . . .. 

.At the last ministerial meeting between Worway and 

the Comrnuni ties , on March · 30th, . the .N.orv;C?gian Foreign Minister, 

l\'Ir , Cappele~ , sugges.ted that at the next ·meeting of the 
ｾ＠ : 

conference a t Deputy level, a gr eement should be reached a s 
. . 

t o which procedure should be ~dopt e d for the. examination of 

the cornmoi1 fisheries pql i cy within an enlarged Community, 

since the Comrnu_ni ty' s :pre sent fi.sherie·s policy will raise 

problems for Norway . . . . . 
May· I first remind you, :Mr. Chairman, that the 

Nor wegian authorities on several previous occasions have 0xpre s s a:l 

their concern as to ·the problems. which the common fisheries 

policy which was ado·pted ~as t year and implemented on February 

1s t this year ., raises · for my- c.oun_try . . _: I had mys.elf an occas ion 

to vent thi s -concern at our·_. me eting at Deputy le'[el on October 
. . ' 

30th l a.st · year. Thjg particularly applies to .J.he question of 

ac cess to f i shing· inside ·the fishery limits of othei member 

countries, and my delegation is to-~ay submitting a memorandum 

on this subject. 

' . 

During our ex_ploratory talks with.representat i v e s of 

the Commission i t has, however, become a_pparent that we must 

r e quest that al s o questions i n conn0ction with the? marke t 

r egulations for fish be discussed, and we will revert t o that 

later on. · 

· I shall now r eturn to the common s tructural policy , 

including the access to fiDhing insid e the f ishery limits, 

These provisions ar ~ conta ined in Counc .il Regulation rTo. 

2141/70/I!iEC . Ar ticle 2 _of this negul ation stipula t es that 

the Member States shall accoTd a11 fish:Lng v es s i? l s c2.:r:rying 
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the £ l ag of a l'/Icr.1her State and which arc rc{:;istcred. wj_thi :.::_ 

the Community Arca~ Gqual accesr:.: ·;to f ish:Lng groun.d~:: and 

equal fisJ~:i:ng ;r: i ghts in vm t ~;·rs in3ide t he fishery l.i.mi·c '. We 
- . 'i 

take thio to imply tha t fishermen from one Member , St2.t0 shall 

bG enti.t led to engage ·in fish ing .actfvi ties inside. the - . 
.. .· ' .. - . 

fislwry · 1iini t of anothc.r Ivicmber. State on ·those t _c rrns . which . , 
L I I • ｾ＠ • • • ; ; I. • • • , • 

apply to· thc f ishermen ·,_ ')f tha·~ '. coastai · state ', .I~ j_. s up to _ 

t ho co~st~l stat~ , to i~y . do~0/ ｾ ｴｾｾ＠ ~~iE:-~"\vhich' gove!n this ·, . 

access tci and 'exe·cution ' of the ,fiohing ac tiv'i'tles. ··· we inter- . 

pret this t~ imply . ·that. it ,· iS
0 

'-t1~-~ . .' co~st~1···stnte .~vhich has . : '. 

the j uri sdj_ction over · j_ t ·s · .fi;,hinf t;r:ri tory~ ·-_>:· · ... .->:· · _ ·: _-' :)-> ·, ·· . 

. 4. . . ·• . . - • : .. :. _:-:.· _, . ,: :~' · .'· · ·· , :: · ·· .'. , ,:· ·., _:,-.> 
. . . In the _mcmorandu.TJ1 'wh.i,ch my _delegation . is submitting 

- O • " ' I o • I ' 1 - ,, . " ' , , ' • - • . 

to-day ; we ' seek ,to . give a de.tailed.· re~soning '. / - ~~ri:tethJ:ng we -
I • • ' , • , • I F 0 , I ,• _. . , I , ' , ., , , . ~ • • I 

have alrcad'y' dor1e . on numero~s e)1rli~r' ·oc·casions·" :..:: as ·-t~ ·v,.,hy'· 

an ac~e~s tp. fish{rtg i il~id·e· ~·10.the~· M~mb~i' ·state 1 s :iis11er"y .-

1imi t 'in aCCO:rdanc ~· V-r.ith t}16 '·coi!'JiiU.Ili .tieS 1 ·'°RGgUlati~n WOU}d. 
' ' . - ｾ＠ ' 

'create large . problems for _Norway. : Th,esG problems rcmELin ,even 

on the understanding .tb 'at_, it '{~ ,the- coastal state ' v.;h.ich ha~ 

juriscli.ction over_· its f ishing :t e~~·ri_t .ory'. .. A. poiicy on ·access 
• ' I I I • • ' ,• 

to fishing· ins i de oth er_.members' f;i.s.h.ery· limits such as has 

:·been adopted l.)}; . the pres6n t Comniuni ty, viil1. ··i1i . bur opinion 

. h~ve serioi1S 2.itd advcrs·~ cons~_q{1ences : i'~)l:' . th_t fishing ind{;sti7 

and thereby for . the set~lemcnt·· in Nor~va:r' s . coastal ·2-reas, . 
b2caus0 · there: are: general ly no alternative sources of . liveli-

hood. It would ·be c.ontrary to vital Norwegian i n terests to 

introduce arx·angemc:rits ,¥hi eh woi.1ld have suc1:, effects. 

When ·conside.ring · how to tackle thts problem, my 

Gove;nmeri t ha~ a:ttached gre·a·t impo~tan;·c to seeking a solution 

which would have the . ch~r~cter of a C_or~nnmi ty solutio:i.. This 

would nvoid. a situation whereby a n c·xception to the general 

Communi t y ruJ.e has to be applied to that colmtry among t he 

Member States ~ 1ich has . the greatest interests within the 

fisheries s ector. 

Nov~ iVir . . Ch2.i rr.1nn , fi Bh:i.ng within a c OWL t r y ' s f i s 1'1i rcg 

t-crr.i. tory m 1cloubtedly constitute s an ex_p1oi taticm of one of 

tha t country 1 s natural r esourcc.s . The Cornmu~1it j_ G s hav e also i 
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Y·.rhc:n corwidGrj_lJg such Gxplo.ita.t i on in other fields, raauirGd 

prior G"'tahJ.i~hment j_n, tLc country concer·ne·0., i _n· conformity 
' 

vvi th the I·uler; on right of cstabli·~ri-111&:nt i~1· ·t 11e Tr eaty . of 

Rom cJ' o.nd with dircct i VGS . whi-ch ,may have b,'.2en issue'd i~. this 

con.nc ctio11 in a particular field . .rt ·:scems natural and 

consistent in fol l ow the same prin.ciple when consi~':'.'ring the 

conditions for · access to f i s&ing insid~ other · ~emb6r~ 1 .fishery · 
, I 

limit::--;, particularly oinc t? a divergent . solu.t1on wottld be 

contrary to the vital interests .. of · a country applying _for 

memb::rship. 
.~ ~· .. ,·~r .. : : ' I ｾ＠ ' 

• • I l 

.' 1°1. - ... · .. : · . . • . • • • ·1 · 

Ny Crovornmcmt con~equontly propos0 s that fishint; . 

actiyitieG on the fishing ·t erri ~?rie~ -:of Tuf_cmb<?r Stat~s .JYt.rfi.e 
based on the r 'ules on r ight · of ·establish!~wnt in th~ Rome 

Treaty . 

who e.rE' 

. . . 

The guiding prin~iple must then be· that qnly -~11os<? 
a ·.: . 

established i n t he coastal state shall be entitled 
. . 

to engag<:· in fishing insi.de t hat cotmtry ' s f i shery limit. _ 
• ｾ＠ • I 0 

The memorandum sets out some of tl1c · cri terj_a· which 

in the opinio:n of the Norvvegian.· authorities should govern the 

formulati _on cf the rules ior- establii;;hmcmt in connection vvi t h 

fishing a6tivities inside Mcmber~Siutes' fi sh ~ry limlts, 

intei alia that only t hbsc r<?si~ent i~ the ~oastal state 

shall be permi tted to fish insi de .that state 1·s -fishing limit~ 

The Norwegio.n Tie l egation· is of course .willing n~d ready·to 

discuss i n more de tai l how the rules -to -be applied in t his 

field sh6uld be forrutllated. ·· 
'' /; 

• • • f 

My Government felt that the time ,no\\' had come to 
· 1 

present our case in this for Norway. so ·vital n mattcn.·, As 

I entioned early in my s t a tement , we envi sage reverting to 

questions ' connected with the common marke t organ.iza tion for 

fj_sh nt n later stage - presuniably in th<? f airly ne:::i.r f u.t1,u.~c. 

May I express the hop2 that we can hnve a reacb.c1:. 

on the principles involved in this memorr.i.ndurr. ·at t he next 

conf GrEmce mooting on Mini sterial ·1evel, in Luxembourg on 

J\mc 21st . 

The proposal which my Gover nment has submitted to- dc..y 

should be to.ken as an effor t to sc.::k a true Com1.nu11Jty s olutio::1 .. 

.. 
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lj 

I trust that this proposa~ will 

be re:'.cc:i ved cmd otudj_ccl by t:!10 pr0sent membs::rs of the-

Communj_ i; i c·s j_11 th:i. s spirit; . 
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