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ASFA ADVISORY BOARD MEETING
Centro de Investigaciones Pesqueras (CIP), Havana, Cuba, 15-18 July 2003

Final Report
(note, not all Annexes are included with this Report)

1. OPENING OF THE MEETING

The Annual Meeting of the Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Abstracts (ASFA) Advisory Board was hosted by
the Centro de Investigaciones Pesgueras (CIP), located in Havana, Cuba, from 15 to 18 July 2003.

The Meeting was attended by 29 participants from: two UN co-sponsoring ASFA Partners, one International
ASFA Partner, 17 National ASFA Partners, one Collaborating ASFA Partner, the Publishing ASFA Partner,
and two observers. The Agenda is in Annex-1. The List of Participants is in Annex-2. The List of the
Documents presented at the meeting and the Abbreviations used in the Report are in Annexes-2a and 2b,
respectively.

Ms Elisa Garcia, Director of the Centro de Investigaciones Pesqueras, opened the Meeting. She expressed
her pleasure that CIP had been chosen to celebrate this year's ASFA Board Meeting, and noted that in the
field of Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries, CIP and the ASFA Board were both working towards the common
goa of: dissemination of information. Ms Garcia welcomed the participants to Havana and wished them a
fruitful session, hoping that they would also have time to visit the city and the ingtitute.

On behalf of the Director General of FAO, Mr Jacques Diouf, the FAO Representative to Cuba, Mr Francisco
Arias, welcomed the participants to Cuba and to the 33" Annual Meeting of the ASFA Advisory Board
Meeting. He expressed sincere gratitude to the Government of Cuba, which enabled the hosting of the
Meeting, and to CIP and the Ministry of Fisheries for their efforts in organizing the Meeting. He noted the
important role played by ASFA in the collection and dissemination of information in the field of aquatic
sciences and fisheries and the importance of increasing the number of participants in ASFA. He wished the
ASFA Board every success in their deliberations and emphasized the continuing support of FAO to ASFA.

Mr Enrigue Oltuski, Vice-Minister of the Ministerio Industria Pesquera, addressed the Board. He highlighted
the work carried out by CIP in their efforts to avoid overexploitation of the resources, and emphasized the
importance CIP places on maintaining sustainable fisheries in Cuba. He noted the role played by ASFA in
providing fisheriesinformation, stressing the importance of ASFA in exchanging information and experience.

2.  ADMINISTRATIVE ARRANGEMENTS
Mr Pepe (FAO) presented this Agenda Item.

3. ELECTION OF CHAIRPERSONS AND RAPPORTEURS

Mr Montes (UNAM) was elected Chairperson of the Board Meeting and Ms Hernandez (CIP) co-
Chairperson. Ms Wibley (FAO) was appointed Rapporteur.

4. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA
The Agenda, as it appearsin Annex-1 was adopted by the Board.

5. ADOPTION OF THE SUMMARY REPORT OF THE 2002 ASFA ADVISORY BOARD MEETING
The Report of the 2002 ASFA Advisory Board Meeting , Rome, Italy was adopted by the Board.



5.1 Matters Arising from the last (2002) ASFA Advisory Board Meeting

The Chair introduced this Agenda item referring to the document (ASFA/2003/2) Decisions (suggestions)
and Actions agreed by Participants (which was derived from Annex 47 of 2002 ASFA Board Report).

Follow-up by ASFA Partners on last year's "action items" is reported under the appropriate Agendaitems.
6. STATUS OF ASFA PARTNERSHIP

6.1 Reporton Intersessional Activities of the ASFA Partners

Each ASFA Partner presented a summary Report of its intersessional activities. For the Reports of Partners
not attending the Meeting, the FAO ASFA Secretariat summarized major points or concerns contained in
their Reports. The full text of all Partner’s Reports can be consulted in the Annexes 3-38. Issues brought up
in the Reports, which required further discussion, were addressed under the appropriate Agenda item.

6.1.1

6.1.2

United Nations Co-sponsors

FAO - Mr R. Grainger presented the FAO Report. (Annex-3)

IOC - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-4)
UN/DOALOS - Mr M. Jorgens presented the UN/DOAL OS Report. (Annex-5)
UNEP (not present, no Report)

ASFA Partners

ADRIAMED - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-6)
ICCAT - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-7)

ICES - Ms M. Ovens presented the ICES Report. (Annex-8)

ICLARM - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-9)
IUCN - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex- 10)
PIMRIS - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-11)
Argentina (INIDEP) - Ms G. Cosulich presented the INIDEP Report. (Annex-12)

Australia (CSIRO)- Not present, Report was highlighted by FAO ASFA Secretariat.(Annex-13)
Belgium (VLI1Z) - Mr J. Haspeslagh presented the VLIZ Report. (Annex-14)

Brazil (USP) (not present, no Report)

Canada (NRC)- Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat.(Annex- 15)
Chile (IFOP) - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-16)
China (NMDIS) - Mr Yang Ying presented the NMDIS Report. (Annex-17)

Coted’lvoire (CRO) - Not present, Report was highlighted by ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-18)
Cuba (CIP) - Ms M. Hernandez presented the CIP Report. (Annex-19)

Estonia (EM1) - Ms M. Kalenchits presented the EMI Report. (Annex-20)

France (IFREMER) - Ms J. Prod’homme presented the IFREMER Report. (Annex- 21)
Germany (BF) - Dr W. Kihnhold presented the BF Report. (Annex-22)

Greece (NCMR) - Ms S. Goulala presented the NCMR Report. (Annex-23)

India (NIO/NICMAYS) - Not present, Report was highlighted by ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-24)
Italy (SIBM) (not present, no Report)



6.1.3

e Japan (FRA) - Dr K. Takayanagi introduced the new input staff member, Mr Yuji Fujii, who
presented the FRA Report. (Annex-25)

o Kenya(KMFRI) - Mr J. Macharia presented the KMFRI Report. (Annex-26)

o Korea (KORDI) Not present, Report arrived after Meeting. (Annex-27)

o Mexico (UNAM) - Mr M. Montes presented the UNAM/DGB Report. (Annex-28)

e Morocco (INRH) (not yet ASFA operational, no Report)

e Norway (IMR) - Ms B. Skotheim presented the IMR Report. (Annex-29)

o Peru (IMARPE) (not yet ASFA operational, no Report)

e Poland (SFI) Ms Z. Brzeska presented the SFI Report. (Annex-30)

e Portugal (IPIMAR) (not present, no Report).

¢ Russian Fed. (VNIRO) - On behalf of VNIRO, Dr Romanov presented the Report. (Annex-31)
e Spain (IEO) (not present, no Report)

e Sweden (IMR) - MsK. Frohlund presented the IMR Report. (Annex-32)

e Tunisia (INSTM) (not present, no Report)

e Ukraine (YugNIRO) - Dr E. Romanov presented the Y ugNIRO Report. (Annex-33)

e United Kingdom (NMBL) - MsL. Nable presented the NMBL Report. (Annex-34)

e Uruguay (I1P) - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-35)
e USA (NOAA) - Not present, Report was highlighted by the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-36)
o Viet Nam (FICen) - Not present, Report was highlighted by FAO ASFA Secretariat. (Annex-37)

ASFA Partner-Publisher (CSA) - Dr C. Emerson presented the CSA Report. (Annex-38)

6.2 New and Potential ASFA Partners

6.2.1

Admission of New Partners

Belgium (follow-up action item (2) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting)

“2. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to officially communicate the acceptance of the Flanders Marine
Ingtitute (VLIZ), Oostende (Belgium), and the Ingtituto de Investigaciones Pesgueras (I1P), Montevideo
(Uruguay) into the ASFA Partnership. (p.4 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported this done.

Ecuador - Mr Pepe (FAO) reported that just prior to the ASFA Board Meeting he visited the Instituto
Nacional de Pesca (INP) in Ecuador, and that they had joined the ASFA Partnership. See full address
below.

As is the practice, the Board welcomed the joining of the new ASFA Nationa Partner in Ecuador,
with around of applause.

Instituto Nacional de Pesca (INP)

Dr L. ArriagaMosquera (Director) , Mr N. Gaibor (sub-Director), Ms D. Marin L6pez (Library)
Letamendi 102y LaRia

Guayaquil, Ecuador

Tel: (593-4) 2401773-76-79 | Fax: (593-4) 240 2304

E-mail: Larriaga@inp.gov.ec / ngabor@inp.gov.ec / dmarin@inp.gov.ec / URL: http://www.inp.gov.ec




e Collaborating Centres— Belgium, Russia, UK - Several new Collaborating Centres joined the ASFA
network during the intersessional period: the Belgian Institute for Forestry and Game Management;
the Asov Research Institute of Fisheries (AzNIIRKh) in Rostov-na-Donu, Russia; the Fisheries
Research Service, Aberdeen, UK; and the Centre for Environment, Fisheries and Aquaculture Science,
Lowestoft, UK. See the relative Reports of Belgium (Annex-14), Russia (Annex-31), and UK
(Annex-34) for the full addresses of the new Collaborating Centres.

6.2.2 Potential ASFA Partners

Mr Pepe (FAO) mentioned briefly the current “strategy” guiding the recruitment of new ASFA Partners,
which now takes into consideration two strategy papers. Strategy for priority setting for future expansion of
the ASFA Partnership — by YongJa Cho which was presented at the 2002 ASFA Advisory Board Meeting
(see Annex-42 of the 2002 Meeting Report), and the pre-existing Criteria for recruitment and approval of
new Partners and removal of existing Partners which was presented and approved at the 1998 Meeting (see
section-6.2.2 and Annex-1 of the 1998 Meeting Report).

Therefore, when identifying potential countries (institutes) for participation in ASFA, the FAO ASFA
Secretariat shall be guided by both of the above mentioned papers. Mention was made to the list of priority
countries listed in paragraph 39 of the first above-mentioned strategy paper (i.e. Philippines, Thailand,
Netherlands, South Africa, Israel, New Zealand, Nigeria, Egypt, Indonesia, Tanzania and Sri Lanka).

The FAO ASFA Secretariat mentioned some of the factors negatively influencing recruitment of new ASFA
Partners during the intersessional period, which included: delay in issuing the new input software,
administrative problems, and the conscious effort by the Secretariat to delay or postpone further recruitment
in view of the large amount of work that was foreseen to be arriving in the Secretariat from the numerous
Partners who were waiting for the issuing of the new software to begin their first submission of input.

e Turkey and Egypt - (follow-up action item (3) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“3. BF offered (via an intersessional e-mail from Mr Kirchner) to follow up on the recruitment of two possible
new Partnersin Egypt and Turkey. (p.4 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that BF had provided it with contact information regarding
potential new Partners in Turkey and Egypt, but that contact had been postponed for the factors cited
in the preceding paragraph.

o Netherlands- (follow-up action item (11) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“11. Mr. Haspeslagh (VLIZ) agreed to investigate a potential new ASFA Partner in the Netherlands, with the
assistance of the FAO ASFA Secretariat. (p.8 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

Mr Haspeslagh (VLI1Z) reported that 4 possible institutes had been identified (see Belgian Report,
Annex-14, for full details) and requested assistance from FAO as to the next steps to be taken. The
FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to follow up, and Mr Haspeslagh (VL1Z) agreed to carry out any
eventual training activities should a potential partner be successfully identified.

e Philippinesand Thailand - (follow-up action item (12) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“12. Ms. Kamsiah (ICLARM) agreed to investigate the possibility of contacting the Philippines and Thailand
for new ASFA Partners. (p.8 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that Ms Kamsiah (ICLARM) had provided information
regarding 3 potential ASFA Partners in the Philippines, but that FAO had not followed up for the
negative factors cited at the beginning of this section. In Thailand, Ms Kamsiah's attempts to
establish contacts were still without reply.

e New Zealand - (follow-up action item (13) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):
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6.2.3

“13. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to contact the person identified by Dr. Romanov (YugNIRO) in the
New Zealand Ministry of Fisheriesin order to investigate the possibility of recruiting a new ASFA Partner. (p.8
of 2002 Board Rep.)

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that they followed up on the recruitment of New Zealand by
contacting the address provided at the last Board Meeting, but unfortunately no reply was received.
Dr Romanov (Y ugNIRO) suggested using the upcoming World Deep Sea Fisheries Conference to be
held in December 2003 in New Zealand as a means of introducing ASFA and identifying a new

potential ASFA partner. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to investigate this possibility.

Indonesia - Dr Grainger (FAO) mentioned that some preliminary discussions had been held with the
Indonesian Ministry of Fisheries in Jakarta. The Director General for Research and Development had

shown some interest, but with no definite commitment. Further contact was being maintained.
Venezuela - The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported on the possible participation in ASFA of the

Instituto Nacional de Investigaciones Agricolas, Centro de Investigaciones Agricolas y Pesgueras
(INIA), Venezuela. The matter was under consideration by the INIA authorities.

Bulgaria - See section 6.2.5

IATTC - The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that IATTC had sent FAO a letter of interest in
February 2002, but had not shown any further interest. Dr Romanov mentioned that some discussions
had occurred with IATTC, and that they had decided not to pursue the matter further due to financial
constraints.

e |ATTC publications - (follow-up action items (15, 16) from 2002 ASFA Board Mesting):

“15. Regarding the preparation of ASFA input from IATTC publications, Dr. Romanov (YugNIRO) agreed to
contact |ATTC and suggest they send missing publicationsto CSA for ASFA input. (p.8 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

“16. Dr. Emerson (CSA) agreed to do the extra input for the missing publications if IATTC were able to send
them the publications. (p.8 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

IATTC had agreed to send the relevant publications to CSA so that they could prepare ASFA input
for the gaps in coverage. Dr. Romanov (Y ugNIRO) said that he would check with IATTC to ensure
that there were no more missing publications.

Strategy for future expansion of ASFA Partnership

Mr Pepe (FAO) noted that the FAO ASFA Secretariat will most likely give priority to future recruitment to:

Egypt: because it is mentioned as a priority in the “strategy paper”, there is a total lack of ASFA
participation in the region, and because BF has already done some work in trying to identify a contact,

Philippines: because it is mentioned as a priority under the “strategy paper”, and because Ms Kamsiah
has provided some |eads,

Latin America: so as to provide support to the ongoing enthusiastic efforts by Latin American
librarians to establish cooperative networks,

Low Income Food Deficit Countries. which receive the free ASFA CD-ROM products - as soon as
they show interest and potential for joining the ASFA Partnership.

Discussion followed regarding other countries which could be contacted (Iceland, South Africa, Sri Lanka).

(follow-up action item (14) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“14. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to draft a general letter to be utilized by ASFA Partners when trying
to recruit new partners. (p.8 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that, to date, no requests for such aletter were received.
5



6.2.4 Partners dropping out from ASFA

The FAO ASFA Secretariat informed the ASFA Board that during the intersessional period the two Spanish
Collaborating Centres: Instituto Tecnologico Pesguero y Alimentario and Consgjo Superior de
Investigaciones Cientificas had voluntarily ceased participation in ASFA. Ms Prod’ homme (IFREMER)
reported that ENSAR- Ecole Nationale Superieure Agronomique de Rennes had left the French ASFA
network and that the IRD-Institut de Recherche pour le Development, Bretagne would most probably leave at
the end of 2003. Dr Romanov (Y ugNIRO) noted the likelihood of the Institute of Fisheries (IRG) in Kiev of
leaving the Ukrainian ASFA network.

6.2.5 Partners removed from ASFA
(follow-up action items (1, 27) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“1. The ASFA Secretariat agreed to follow-up on participation of Lithuania in ASFA. (p.3 of 2002 Board Rep.)

“27. Regarding those Partners no longer fulfilling their input responsibility for the past 2-3 years (e.g.
Lithuania and Portugal), the FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to follow up with these ASFA Partners and get a
concrete statement within the year. (p.11 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO ASFA Secretariat informed the Board that two National ASFA Partners (Lithuania and
Bulgaria) were removed from the ASFA Partnership during the intersessional period (see below).

Lithuania - Ichthyobank has not submitted any ASFA input since 1999. The FAO ASFA Secretariat had
been informed that Ichthyobank was no longer the National ASFA Partner, and that responsibility had been
handed over to Mr Klytis (Department of Science and Studies, Ministry of Science and Education). Mr Klytis
reported in January 2003 that he had contacted a number of Lithuanian institutes in an attempt to find one
interested in participating in ASFA. To date, there has been no further contact.

Bulgaria - The Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Agrarian Reform (MAFAR) joined ASFA in 1998, but
never actually managed to identify a participating institute in the country to carry out the ASFA work. In
December 2002, the ASFA Secretariat sent notification to Mr E. Zankov (Executive Director, National
Agency of Fisheries and Aquaculture/NAFA) that it was considering MAFAR' s participation in ASFA as “nul
and void” unless they had something further to say about the matter. To date no reply has been received.

The ASFA Secretariat pointed out that the removal of the two above mentioned National ASFA Partners does
not exclude the possibility of either Ichthyobank (or ancther Lithuanian institute) or MAFAR (or another
Bulgarian ingtitute) re-applying to become an ASFA Partner in the future.

Ms Goulala (NCMR) suggested the Institute of Oceanology in Bulgaria as a potential ASFA Partner and M's
Goulala (NCMR) agreed to supply the ASFA Secretariat with information as to a name and address to be
contacted and the FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to follow up.

6.2.6 Partners in danger of being removed from the ASFA Partnership

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reminded the Board of the criteria for the removal of existing ASFA Partners,
which are available on the ASFA Home page ( http://www.fao.org/fi/asfa/agreemt.asp ), and mentioned the
following Partners in danger of being removed:

e Instituto de I nvestigacdo das Pesca edo Mar (IPIMAR), Portugal

No ASFA input has arrived at FAO from IPIMAR since 2001. In April 2003, IPIMAR notified FAO
that the Institute merged with the Agronomic Institute to form the National Institute of Agronomic and
Fisheries Research. IPIMAR reported they would probably resume ASFA input in July 2003.

¢ Instituto Espariol de Oceanogr afia (IEO), Spain

6



No input has been received since 2000.
e International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), Spain

No input was received in 2002, however in their Report to this Meeting, ICCAT explained that they
currently have a shortage in ASFA input staff.

e Institut National de Recherche Halieutique (INRH), Morocco

INRH joined ASFA in April 1999, and received training in the ASFA input methodology in November
1999. Staff changes and re-organizing hindered input preparation. In February 2003, INRH informed
FAO that they were going to hire a person to organize the documentation centre, and once hired,
would send her/him for training.

6.3 ASFA Partnership Agreement
At the time of this Board Meeting, the ASFA Partnership Agreement (officia title: Partnership Agreement
Providing for Co-Operation in the Preparation and Publication of the Aguatic Sciences and Fisheries
Abstracts (ASFA) and the Reconstitution of the Advisory Board) has been signed by 45 Partners.

4 UN, Co-sponsoring ASFA Partners 34 National ASFA Partners

6 International ASFA Partners 1 Publishing ASFA Partner
See (Annex-39) for afull list of the ASFA Partners with addresses.

No changes were made to the ASFA Partnership Agreement during the intersessional period. The text of the
Agreement isvisible on the FAO ASFA Homepage at: http://www.fao.org/fi/asfa/agreemt.asp

6.4 ASFA Publishing Agreement (between FAO and CSA)

Dr Grainger (FAO) reported that the present Publishing Agreement covers the period 1 Jan. 2000 to 31 Dec.
2003, and that negotiations have started between the FAO ASFA Secretariat and the ASFA Publisher, CSA.
The following proposed changes were reported: editorial revisions, rationalisation of references to developing
country classifications, more rigorous procedure for providing master copies of the CSA/ASFA database to
FAO, and arevision in the threshold of the royalty payment of 5% of the net revenue from US$335,000 to
US$500,000 (10% royalty thereafter). He explained that the reason for the lower initia royalty rate in the
previous Agreement was in recognition of the investment by the Publisher in IDS service functionality which
also benefited ASFA, and that the proposed rise in the threshold (which would result in $8,250 less for the
Trust Fund) was in recognition of the fact that further functionality had been provided.

Ms Noble (NMBL) and Ms Prod’ homme (IFREMER) addressed the topic of Partner entitlements and noted
that the ASFA entitlements were no longer an incentive in the UK and France for potential ASFA Partners,
since it was often more cost effective to subscribe to ASFA rather than to hire extra staff to carry out the
ASFA input. This created problems in the retention and the recruitment of collaborating centres.

Discussion followed regarding the small difference in the discount price given by CSA to consortia (20%)
and existing ASFA Partners (25%) when purchasing subscriptions to the IDS service. Dr Emerson (CSA)
mentioned that different agreements existed between the existing Partners and CSA, and aso between their
sales department and other potential collaborating centres. Although it was not proposed to change Partner
entitlements in the new Agreement, Dr Grainger (FAO) undertook to raise this concern with the Publisher
with aview to seeking a solution.

The Boar d expressed general support for the proposed revisions to the Publishing Agreement.

6.5 Co-operation with WAICENT/AGRIS group
(follow-up action item (4) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):
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“4. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to continue cooperation with GILW. (p.4 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that cooperation with the GIL (Agris) group continues, through
the occasional assistance to the ASFA Group by their Information Systems Analyst, and through the
Ontology Service project.

7. ASFA SCOPE, COVERAGE, MONITORING AND TIMELINESS

7.1 Subject Scope
The FAO ASFA Secretariat gave a brief definition of the “ ASFA subject scope” as including:

all literature dealing with the science, technology and management of marine, brackish and
freshwater environments; organisms and resources; including economic, sociological and legal
aspects ( http://www.fao.org/fi/asfalfag/fagd.asp )

A few ASFA Partners reported that they had received some complaints from users suggesting that there was a
bias in ASFA coverage towards the marine environment. However, Dr Emerson (CSA) responded that the
ratio was roughly 55% marine and 45% freshwater.

7.2 Coverage/Monitoring

In reply to a request by the ASFA Partner from Belgium, the FAO ASFA Secretariat opened this Agenda
item with an explanation of the term “coverage’. Partners were reminded of the document ASFA Scope,
Monitoring, and Coverage which was included as Annex 2 to the 1998 ASFA Board Meeting Report, and to
similar information contained on the ASFA Homepage ( http://www.fao.org/fi/asfalfag/fag5.asp ).

(follow-up action item (6) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“6. Regarding a list of Publishers in the aquatic sciences which will facilitate ASFA Partners contacting the
Publishers (in order to request catalogues, and to request complimentary review copies of new books for input
to ASFA). Dr. Kuhnhold (BF) agreed to send the list of Publishers (via E-mail) to the ASFA Partners. However,
the List is not complete as regards some addresses. Therefore Dr. Kihnhold (BF) and Dr. Emerson (CSA)
agreed (using the CSA “ Booksin Print” database) to work together in completing the list as regards addresses.
(p.6 of 2002 Board Rep.)

Some Partners reported not receiving the list. Dr Kiihnhold (BF) agreed to re-send it.

7.2.1 Report literature on the DFID Aquaculture and Fish Genetics website

Ms Noble (NMBL) mentioned that they had identified a number of reports dealing with the Southeast
Asian region (in pdf format) which were listed on the DFID Aquaculture and Fish Genetics Research
Programme website ( http://www.dfid.stir.ac.uk/Afgrp/ ).

Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to investigate coverage of these reports in cooperation with Ms Noble
(NMBL).
7.2.2 Trade Journals

Ms Noble (NMBL) mentioned problems concerning coverage of some “Trade Journals’ (e.g. difficulty
in obtaining the publications and/or in determining which articles should be indexed for ASFA).

The importance of “Trade Journal” coverage was re-iterated by some Partners.



7.2.3 Letter received from IAMSLIC mentioning “coverage” of ASFA

The FAO ASFA Secretariat referred to a letter (Annex-42) received from IAMSLIC regarding usage
by its constituency of the ASFA database. The letter aso mentioned some areas of suggested
improvement such as. speedier coverage, complete coverage of issues on the monitoring list, and
assistance in locating source documents.

Partners were reminded that when starting the coverage of the journals included on their monitoring
list, they should try to maintain regular coverage and to avoid gaps.

7.2.4 Retrospective Indexing

Note, by “retrospective indexing” we mean that an ASFA Partner goes back and inputs those journal
issues (on its monitoring list) and/or other document types that were published in the country prior to
the Ingtitute’'s joining ASFA and beginning ASFA input. In the past, we have sometimes referred to
“retrospective indexing” as inputting the “old” or “historical” literature or as inputting back to
“Volume 1, issue 1" when referring to serials publications.

(follow-up action item (8) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“8. The Board agreed in general to extending the coverage of ASFA backwards (i.e. Partners going back to
the first volume/issue of journals which are on their Monitoring List). (p.6 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that 2 ASFA Partners, VLIZ (Belgium) and KMFRI (Kenya),
had submitted ASFA Trust Fund proposals during the intersessional period (which were approved)
regarding “retrospective indexing”. He mentioned that several other Partners had included similar
Trust Fund proposals for discussion at this Board Meeting: INIDEP (Argentina), IFOP (Chile), and
VNIRO (Russia). In addition, the FAO ASFA Secretariat listed a few other ASFA Partners, which
according to their Reports, might also be considering to make “retrospective indexing” project
proposalsin the near future: CSIRO (Australia), NMDIS (China), IMR (Norway), and SFI (Poland).

Dr Romanov (Y ugNIRO) emphasized that, although it was a good idea to use the Trust Fund to support the
elimination of gaps through “retrospective indexing”, every Partner should first keep their current monitoring
responsibilities up-to-date. He al'so mentioned the difficulties, due to lack of funds, that his centre was facing
at the moment regarding current ASFA coverage. The difficulty faced by non-English ASFA Partners
regarding the manpower to transate was mentioned.

Dr Emerson (CSA) aso stressed the importance of Partners being completely up-to-date with their current
monitoring before initiating any “retrospective indexing”.

Regarding Trust Fund proposals for “retrospective indexing” from Partners in which the FAO ASFA
Secretariat is ill checking the input, Mr Pepe (FAO) stated that: any new Partner wishing to carry out
“retrospective indexing” would first have to be autonomous in their preparation of ASFA input, i.e. that their
work was no longer being sent to FAO for control prior to being sent to CSA.

Dr Emerson (CSA) expressed CSA’s willingness to collaborate with other ASFA Partners who wished to
carry out “retrospective indexing”. CSA would key in the bibliographic citation, at a cost of approximately
US$1.50-$2.00, and then the Partner could do the indexing. Dr Emerson (CSA) and Ms Noble (NMBL)
agreed to investigate collaboration on one journal as atrial.

Dr Emerson (CSA) said that CSA would do “retrospective indexing” for the primary journals on their
monitoring list as time and funds allow.

Discussion was made to the extra costs and work involved in “retrospective indexing” and various
suggestions were proposed by the ASFA Partnersto help save time and money.

Dr. Kihnhold (BF) mentioned a scanning machine, available in Switzerland, which converts entire journals
into full text. Dr. Kihnhold (BF) agreed to further investigate and provide Partners with more details.



Ms Noble (NMBL) mentioned the JSTOR project to produce a digital archive of long runs of journals and
that some publishers were converting back issues of some titles into electronic format, therefore some input
centres could access them and use them for keying in the input.

7.3 Timeliness

(follow-up action item (7) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“7. Dr. Emerson (CSA) agreed to provide the ASFA Partners with a list of journals which they are currently
receiving and monitoring for their CSA databases. If a partner recognises a publication from their own
Monitoring List, they might wish to exchange monitoring responsibilities with CSA, as CSA could process the
document quicker in electronic format. (p.6 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

Thislist isincluded in the CSA Report (Annex-38).

Dr Emerson (CSA) opened the discussions on “timeliness’ (here defined as. how many records appear on the
database in the same year that they are published) and mentioned ways of improving the “timeliness’ such as
using electronically published documents to speed up data entry. He recommended that Partners request
publishersto send them journals electronically when possible.

7.3.1 Machine-assisted indexing

Considerable discussion followed regarding machine-assisted indexing, which would assist indexers to
index more recordsin less time. Dr Emerson (CSA) mentioned the machine-assisted indexing software
package that CSA was currently testing, and explained that the software may be fine tuned to whatever
isrequired, but that approximately ayear would be necessary to arrive at a good system.

Mr Pepe (FAO) pointed out the importance of maintaining high quality indexing to enable appropriate
retrieval (which is the purpose of indexing). Dr Emerson (CSA) stressed that no record would be
automatically indexed. Each record would still have to be examined and modified by the indexer.

Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to provide more detailed information and circulate it via the ASFA-Board-L and
he also agreed to carry out a test to compare machine-assisted-indexing with manually-done- indexing by
ASFA Partnersfor review by Partners by next spring.

8. ASFA PRODUCTS AND SERVICES

8.1 ASFA Journals

8.1.1 Cancellation of ASFA Aquaculture Abstracts and ASFA Marine Biotech. journals

Dr Emerson (CSA) reported that CSA was proposing to provide ASFA Aquaculture Abstracts and
ASFA Marine Biotechnology Abstracts in electronic format only and therefore to discontinue the
publication of the print versions.

To in some way compensate the subscribers and ASFA Partners who were currently receiving these
two journals, CSA would offer other possible options. For example, provision (at a discounted price)
of the ASFA-1 Journal (which includes al or most of the records contained in the Aquaculture
Abstracts and Marine Biotechnology Abstracts journals), or the IDS service.

Mr Pepe (FAO) questioned CSA regarding the possibility of producing a CD-ROM with only the
aquaculture and/or marine biotechnology relevant records being accessible. It was thought that Ovid
would not be able to supply such a CD-ROM, but if necessary, NISC could be contacted to see if they
could do it.
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The FAO ASFA Secretariat requested further time to consider the potential consegquences of cancelling
these two journals, and also pointed out that such a change would require a legal amendment to the
Publishing Agreement. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to circulate via ASFA Board-L the CSA
proposal (to cancel the printed versions of the two above mentioned journals) in order to have
feedback also from Partners not present at the Meeting.

8.1.2 Diacritical marks
(follow-up action item (20) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“20. The Board agreed to establish a Diacritic and Trandliteration Committee (Estonia, Germany, Ukraine and
CSA volunteered). (p.9 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

This Committee was established at the last Board Meeting and re-confirmed at his Meeting.

8.1.3 Information for ASFA users regarding current treatment of accented/transliterated
characters in ASFA records

Dr Emerson (CSA) suggested that a table be prepared, showing the changes made by ASFA inputters to
accented and trandliterated characters in ASFA records. This table would then be made available to ASFA
users for consultation on the IDS and the CD-ROM.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat pointed out that tables with all or most of this information already existed in the
ASFIS 3, Guidelines for Bibliographic Description using www-1S S ASFA. These tables could be amended
with some further examples of names showing how they are modified in the different countries.

The Board agreed that the Diacritic and Transliteration Committee would prepare a preliminary table, using
the tables in the above-mentioned Guidelines for Bibliographic Description as a starting point, which would
be circulated to ASFA Partners within 2-3 months.

8.1.4 Eventual future treatment by ASFA inputters of accented and transliterated
characters (call for simplification)

Dr Emerson (CSA) said that CSA had looked at other multinational databases to see how diacriticals were
searched, and found that the majority simplified as much as possible, i.e. by simply stripping off the accents
and using the single letter (e.g. Brill becomes Brull and not Bruell asisthe present ASFA rule).

Ms Skotheim (Norway) noted that many databases, such I1SI Web of Science for example, simplify
diacriticals by stripping off the accent, and mentioned that this was the practice they were currently using.

Regarding geographic names, Ms Frohlund (IMR) pointed out that simplification by stripping off the accent
would be dangerous as it would change the meaning of some of the names.

Dr Kihnhold (BF) suggested the creation of new fields in the software to enable entry, for example, of the
titleinitsoriginal format.

Dr Emerson (CSA) pointed out that changing the field structure of the software would take alot of work, and
perhaps should be considered at alater date, and in the meantime, Partners should simplify the transliteration.

Dr Emerson (CSA) and Dr Kiihnhold (BF) both suggested that the possibility of incorporating Unicode into
the www-1SIS-ASFA software should seriously be considered to make ASFA future-proof.

The use of Unicode was discussed in depth, but it was pointed out that the current www-1SIS-ASFA software
could not cope with Unicode, as it was DOS based.

Dr Romanov (YugNIRO) pointed out that Unicode would still have a problem in searching transliterations
due to differences in keyboard layout in different countries and language knowledge. He suggested to use
trandliteration in the future and to use Unicode as an additional tool.

Dr Kiuhnhold (BF) referred to their paper on “Diacritics’ and also to the “Table” providing a list of letters
with diacritic marks contained in Annex A and B, respectively, of the German Report (Annex-22).
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Dr Romanov (YugNIRO) noted that the Ukraine and Russian aphabets are different, and that he had
prepared a draft showing the differences which he would distribute to the Diacritic and Trandliteration
Committee and the ASFA Partners. He stressed that 1SO standards should always be used, or if the ISO
standards are absent, internal ASFA standards need to be devel oped.

In order to determine whether searching with or without diacritics would make any difference to the results,
the Board agreed to carry out searches to investigate different databases and to send the results to the
Diacritic and Trandliteration Committee for analysis, so that eventually a decision could be made (i.e.
towards simplification) and a second table could be then prepared.

Dr Emerson (CSA) suggested that their Language and Linguistics Abstracts database could be consulted
regarding some questions at hand and once the final table had been prepared.

8.2 CD-ROM

8.2.1 Missing records (IFREMER)

Ms Prod’ homme (IFREMER) raised the problem of ‘missing’ records (i.e. the difference in the number of
IFREMER records appearing on the various ASFA products, i.e. CD-ROM, ASFA tapesand IDS).

Dr Emerson (CSA) explained that the ASFA records are downloaded with different time schedules to
produce the different output products. For IDS, the records are downloaded once a month, whereas for the
CD-ROM the records are downloaded quarterly.

Ms Prod’ homme (IFREMER) was asked to supply CSA with details as to the missing records, so that this
matter could be investigated further.

8.2.2 Potentially missing records (during 1978-1981 conversion)

Mr Pepe (FAO) suggested that the 30 000 figure difference between the records appearing on the ASFA IDS
database and the ASFA CD-ROM were possibly due to the problems encountered by CSA during the
conversion, in 1981, of the 1978 -1981 records from the previously owned IRL system into the CSA system.

Dr Emerson (CSA) pointed out the difficulty that SilverPlatter (now OVID) has in “counting” the total
number of records on the 4 ASFA CD-ROMs, and mentioned that CSA have repeatedly requested OVID to
do are-load of the database.

According to CSA, such are-load would: 1) re-order the records in correct chronological order on the 4 CD-
ROMs which now make up the ASFA database (the chronological order was disrupted by the recent addition
of the ‘old’ records from the 1971-1974 ASFA printed journals) and 2) alow, possibly, for the “missing”
30,000 recordsto appear in the final count.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to write to OVID to regquest a quicker/immediate re-load because users
are requesting this.

8.2.3 Different information appearing in the same records on the ASFA IDS and CD-ROM
databases

The FAO ASFA Secretariat mentioned the different compatibility between IDS and CD-ROM structure,
which sometimes caused problems since the same record could show different information or could be
missing information. Reference was made to the ‘historic’ records prepared by Kenya which showed some
discrepancies between the CD-ROM and IDS versions of the ASFA database (i.e. the records were correct in
one medium but incorrect in the other). Similar discrepancies were also noted by Ms Cosulich (INIDEP)
when comparing the features of IDS with those of the CD-ROM.

Dr Emerson (CSA) explained that SilverPlatter (now OVID) did/does not match the fields of the IDS and
often combines many of the fields into one. CSA can identify some of the errors and correct them on the IDS,
whereas the CD-ROM isre-loaded every 5 years.
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8.2.4 *“Help notes” on the ASFA CD-ROM regarding ocean zones

Dr Romanov (YugNIRO) noted that the “help notes’ on the ASFA CD-ROM regarding ocean zones had
disappeared. Dr Emerson (CSA) said that they would follow-up on thiswith OVID.

8.2.5 GlIS interface for searching on CD-ROM

The FAO ASFA Secretariat mentioned the FIGIS map which would eventually provide a Graphical Interface
for searching Geographic termsin ASFA (see section 11.7, and Annex-46)

8.2.6 Name change for ASFA CD-ROM

Dr Romanov (Y ugNIRO) requested that the name appearing on the ASFA CD-ROM be changed in order to
incorporate reference to the ASFA Partners.

The Board agreed to change the name to: ASFA, Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Abstracts, produced by
CSA in cooperation with 4 UN organizations and a network of International and National Partners, and
also requested CSA to contact OVID to seeif this change is possible.

8.2.7 Environmental Regime codes (M B F)

Ms Noble (UK) brought up a problem regarding the Environmental Regime field (M B F) which appearsin
the ASFA worksheets for data entry. She said that sometimes the environmental code was “missing” in
records where it would have provided useful information for searching, and in other records, all three regimes
were included, even though the document referred to only one environment.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat explained the use of the codes. Ms Wibley (FAO) noted that the physical position
of the fields for inputting the environmental codes in the worksheets of the “old” ASFISIS3 software (i.e. far
removed from the other indexing fields) may have contributed, in some cases, to the omission of this data
element by indexers, and that this had been rectified in the design of the worksheets used in the new www-
ISIS-ASFA software.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to send areminder via ASFA-Board-L to al Partners regarding usage of
the “Environmental Codes’.

Some discussion following as to the need or utility of assigning (during indexing) of the “Environmental
Code” to documents dealing with purely biological/physiological studies.

It was suggested that the “code” be used whenever possible, but that it would not necessarily be mandatory.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to request modification of the input software to incorporate a warning
message in the next version of the software when the environmental regime field was missing data.

8.3 Internet Service

Both Mr Haspeslagh (VLIZ) and Ms Prod' homme (IFREMER) requested that combining search strategies
should be made available with full Boolean facilities on the IDS. Dr Emerson (CSA) noted that they were
always trying to improve the IDS service, and that this suggestion for improvement was already included on
their list. They would try to make it a priority.

Dr Romanov (YugNIRO) mentioned their problems regarding | P-independent access to the IDS services and
Dr Emerson (CSA) said that CSA would look into the matter.

Ms Noble (NMBL) asked CSA if it was possible to add the “Full journal title” to all of the ‘old ASFA
records on the IDS. CSA replied that this had already been done for some of the easier titles, and Dr
Emerson (CSA) agreed to proceed with al possible changes to journal titles.

8.4 Document Delivery
(follow-up action item (5) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):
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“ 5. Regarding the eventual acquisition (using the ASFA Trust Fund) of Aridl software in order to assist ASFA
Partners in transmitting documents, Ms. Kamsiah (ICLARM) agreed that she would check prices and inform
FAQO. (p.5 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

Mr Pepe (FAO) gave a brief background to document delivery by referring to the E-mail that was
sent by the FAO ASFA Secretariat to ASFA-Board-L on 6 May 2003. He noted that this topic had
been discussed at the majority of past ASFA Board Meetings - without too much progress being
made. He described the various measures taken to date to improve document delivery which
included: 1) modifications made to the ASFA input software (e.g. inclusion of fields for: e-mail
address, URL address, availability statement in note field when necessary) , 2) the list of document
suppliers included in the ASFA products, and 3) the links to some full text from the ASFA database
via the CSA, IDS service. He aso called attention to some notes regarding document delivery as
provided by the FAQO Fisheries Library (see Annex-3b).

8.4.1 Copyright

Ms Skotheim (IMR) mentioned that many libraries within IAMSLIC send and lend copies free of charge
between libraries, but not to private persons.

Ms Goulala (NCMR) noted that there were copyright restrictions, and that only one printed copy could be
made, but nothing if on-line.

Considerable discussion followed regarding copyright laws and differencesin different countries.
Ms Goulala (NCMR) agreed to send ASFA Partners a paper on copyright laws that NCMR had compiled.

8.4.2 ASFA document delivery system network

Mr Haspeslagh (VLIZ) suggested the setting up of an ASFA document delivery system/network in which
each Partner would be free to decide whether or not to join, and those joining would also be free to decide
which publications were to be made available. The ASFA record would then need to carry an availability
statement. A depositary fund was suggested as a means to cover costs.

Ms Noble (NMBL) suggested setting up a Web site for posting grey literature - copyright law permitting.

Ms Cosulich (INIDEP) pointed out that some countries would have difficulties in deciding which documents
they could send to such a network, and also that other countries do not have photocopiers or scanners.

Dr Emerson (CSA) said that document delivery cannot be guaranteed by any Partner. Perhaps assistance
could be provided to Partners in difficulty, in the form of providing scanning equipment for example, by
using the ASFA Trust Fund.

Mr Pepe (FAO) suggested the need for a survey among ASFA Partners to determine exactly what each
Partner offers regarding document delivery possibilities and what would be required (e.g. equipment) to assist
Partnersin providing document delivery.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to prepare a questionnaire regarding document delivery problems, and
circulate it to Partners via ASFA-Board-L.

8.4.3 Prospero versus Ariel

Mr Haspeslagh (VLIZ) made a short presentation of the Prospero software, comparing it with Ariel. He
apologized for the lack of a written paper which was originaly envisaged. Prospero is an open source
software which can send pdf/tif files (as e-mail attachments). It also allows one to place a digitized document
on the server with a URL address thereby allowing remote access via password. There is also a management
system for document transmission, where one can build up addresses or create folders for transactions.

Possible problems regarding compatibility between Ariel and Prospero was mentioned, athough Prospero
documentation claims to be compatible with Ariel. Mr Haspeslagh (VL1Z) agreed to continue the testing.

Mr Macharia (KMFRI) reported that he has been using Prospero for a few months and it was working fine.
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Ms Noble (NMBL) brought up the topic of security and mentioned that the British Library used Ariel,
suggesting that this software was secure. Mr Haspeslagh (VL1Z) mentioned that some network managers may
be reluctant to use Prospero due to unsureness regarding its security and noted that this matter would also be
looked at during the continuing testing.

Mr Haspeslagh (VLI1Z) agreed to circulate awritten paper on Prospero via ASFA Board-L.

8.5 New Outputs and Services
(follow-up action item (26) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“26. Regarding an updated ASFA PowerPoint presentation, the FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to include an
updated version on a CD-ROM which will also contain other key ASFA information documents. This information
CD-ROM will most likely be issued together with the new www-19S-ASFA software. (p.11 of 2002 Board Rep.)”
The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that a CD-ROM called ASFA Descriptive Information was sent to
al Partners on October 25 2002 together with the www-ISIS-ASFA software. This CD-ROM
contained the updated ASFA PowerPoint presentations.

8.6 Public Relations Activities, Marketing

Mr Pepe (FAO) mentioned that he had requested from all Partners materials regarding searching the ASFA
database. The intention of the FAO ASFA Secretariat is to collect/produce specific training materials (tips
and tricks) for searching the ASFA database. Ms Soto (CSA) said that they had sent information to the FAO
ASFA Secretariat.

8.7 Entitlements

The FAO ASFA Secretariat noted that the entitlements linked to the Publishing Agreement between FAO and
CSA (up for renewal in 2004) had not been changed. The current entitlements received by Partners are listed
in the FAO ASFA Secretariat Report to this Meeting which isin (Annex-3).

8.8 Increasing Distribution of ASFA Information Products and Services

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that during all of 2002, the initiative to distribute ASFA CD-ROMSs to
Low Income Food Deficit Countries (LIFDC) in Africa was suspended pending renewa by SilverPlatter
(now OVID). The NISC CD-ROM distribution was not interrupted during 2002.

The Project was finally renewed at the beginning of 2003, and in addition to the original objectives, the
initiative has now been expanded to include all LIFDC countries (i.e. not only those in Africa).

The institutes which are receiving CD-ROMs and/or IDS are listed in the Project Report (Annex-43).

FAO considers this initiative as fundamental to its information mandate and intends to continue the initiative
throughout the next ASFA Publishing Agreement period between FAO and CSA (2004-2007).

(follow-up action item (31) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“31. Ms. Lawrie (NISC) stated that any institution currently receiving the NISC CD-ROM under this project
could contact NISC for assistance/problems in using the CD-ROMs rather than contact FAO. The FAO ASFA
Secretariat agreed to investigate this. (p.12 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The NISC CD-ROMS are now being sent directly to the Institutes participating in thisinitiative.
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9. PROGRESS WITH MACHINE READABLE INPUT

9.1 DOS-ASFISIS

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that about half of the “active” ASFA Partners are still using the “old”
DOS bhased ASFISIS software to prepare ASFA input, while the other half is using the new web-based, www-
ISISASFA software. Mr Pepe (FAO) mentioned that although Partners may continue to use the DOS
ASFISIS-3 software, it is not going to be developed further (except for occasiona updates to the internal
serias pick-list), therefore Partners are recommended to switch to the new www-1SIS-ASFA software.

9.2 WWW-ISIS-ASFA
(follow-up action item (34) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“ 34. Regarding eventual problems installing the new www-1S S ASFA software, the software developers (ICIE)
will provide an online "Help Desk" for one year after the distribution of the software. The Trust Fund proposal
will also include ongoing maintenance of the software. (p.13 of 2002 Board Rep.) “

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that the www-1SIS-ASFA software (version-1) was mailed to al
ASFA Partners 25 October 2002. Partners having any problems regarding the installation or working
of the software should contact Dr. Rybinski (ASFA @icie.neostrada.pl ) .

Several Partners reported on some of the problems that they had come across during installation which have
already been resolved by Dr Rybinski.

One of the major problems would appear to be the network installation and both Mr Jorgens (UN/DOALOS)
and Mr Haspeslagh (VLI1Z) reported they had a problem installing the network version with Windows NT,
which as yet, has not been resolved by Dr Rybinski.

Some suggestions were made regarding improvements to the software. Regarding the modality for suggesting
improvements, the ASFA Secretariat informed Partners to send suggestions via E-mail to Dr Rybinski (copy
to FAO). Use the following sentence in the subject line: www-1 SI S-ASF A suggestions for improvement.

9.2.1 English title capitalization (in the ASFA record)

Ms Noble (NMBL) pointed out some discrepancies that they noted on the ASFA database. The example was
given of the incorrect capitalization of the words in the English title which were not in agreement with the
rules contained in the Guidelines for Bibliographic Description using www-1S S ASFA (the first letters of all
words were in uppercase).

During the discussions, it was noted that many documents are published containing titles which are not
capitalized in conformation with the ASFA Guidelines. It was aso pointed out that many ASFA Partners
during the creation of an ASFA record (i.e. during the data input process) are copying (not typing) parts of
the bibliographic reference into the data entry worksheets (either downloading directly from the Internet, or
by scanning the original document). In these cases it was noted, that it would be very time consuming for the
Partner to go back and correct manually by hand, those titles which were automatically copied into the
worksheet (i.e. change the capitalized | etters/words to lowercase).

Therefore the Board agreed* that since the capitalization in titles does not affect searching, the titles, when
downloaded from other systems/sources into the ASFA data entry software, may be left as they appear in the
original publication, and the FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to reflect this change in the relevant Guidelines,
and the Help notes contained in the www-ISIS-ASFA software, regarding capitalization.

* [note from ASFA Secretariat: since thisisa major deviation from existing ASFA rules, the FAO ASFA Secretariat
reserves the right to reverse this decision should unforeseen objections/complications be raised)]
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9.2.2 Entering the Author’s first name in full (in the ASFA record)

There was considerable discussion concerning Author names and how they should be entered into the Author
field of the ASFA datainput worksheets. The question was raised regarding whether or not the “full” author’s
name should be entered when it appear as such in the origina publication. Dr Emerson (CSA) noted that the
inclusion of “full” author names was a function being requested by users of the ASFA database. He aso
mentioned that a number of journal publishers were now including full author names.

The Board agreed* to enter the author name in full under the following 2 conditions: 1) if provided as such
in the original document, and 2) manpower permitting. It was pointed out that the field in the worksheet of
the www-1SIS-ASFA software contained an open pick-list which was built up during data input, from which
names could be selected and entered.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to follow up the possibility of changing the structure of the Author’s
name field to be sub-fielded to alow for surname and first names.

* [note from ASFA Secretariat: since thisisa major deviation from existing ASFA rules, the FAO ASFA Secretariat
reserves the right to reverse this decision should unforeseen objections/complications be raised)]

9.2.3 Multiple author affiliations (in the ASFA record)
(follow-up action item (17) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“17. Regarding the input of multiple author affiliations in ASFA records using the www-ISIS ASFA software,
Ms. Prod’homme (IFREMER) agreed to look at the AGRIS interface and then discuss the feasibility of this
feature at the next ASFA Board Meeting. (p.9 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

Ms Prod homme (IFREMER) reiterated her request to modify the ASFA input software so as to be
able to enter addresses (author affiliations) for each of the authors appearing in the document, as they
believed this feature was very important in bibliometric studies.

Numerous ASFA Partners expressed support for IFREMER’s suggestion for the inclusion, in the ASFA
record, of “multiple author affiliations’. Mr Montes (UNAM) and Ms Cosulich (INIDEP) both stressed the
importance of this feature in multinational works, especially in South American countries.

Dr Emerson (CSA) also expressed support for the inclusion of “multiple author affiliations” in ASFA records,
but he stated that for economic reasons, CSA would not be able to enter such additional data into the
bibliographic citation, except for those records which it inputs from an electronic source (i.e. where no
keyboarding is necessary).

Dr Emerson (CSA) explained the utility of “multiple author affiliations’ in bibliometric studies (this feature
would be useful for determining the type of research being carried out by particular universities/institutes)

Dr Emerson (CSA) said that there would be problems related to the “structural appearance” of the ASFA
record containing the multiple authors which have not yet been solved. In the ssimplest case, al the authors
would first be listed together and then all the affiliations would follow (listed in the same order as the
authors). However, it would not be possible to display each author individually followed by his’/her own
address. Other problems would be how to “signal” the author “for correspondence” when it is not the first and
when an author has more than one mailing address, and aso when some/all authors have the same address .

Mr Haspedagh (VL1Z) agreed to investigate their own system (which includes multiple author affiliations)
in order to see how they have solved the problem of linking the various authors to respective affiliations.

The possibility was aso raised that this extra information (multiple author affiliations) may cause records to
exceed the maximum record length of the www-ISIS-ASFA software (approx. 7800 characters). The FAO
ASFA Secretariat agreed to do some testing regarding this problem.
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There was considerable discussion regarding the feature of “multiple author affiliations’, and the majority of
the Partners implied that they would not be able or would not be prepared to enter “multiple author
affiliations’ for their ASFA records. Some Partners questioned the utility of this feature, if all Partners were
not inputting the information.

It was suggested that some specific guidelines would eventually be necessary to assist Partners in entering the
data and ensure consistency.

The Board agreed that this feature would not be mandatory and only those Partners who wished to do so
would enter multiple affiliations.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat and Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to investigate the possibility of including
multiple affiliation fields, and the FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to request Dr. Rybinski to modify the
software so as to incorporate the multiple affiliation feature (including also multiple e-mail addresses) in the
next release of the software.

9.2.4 ASFA Win, ASFA Data Entry System for Windows in Japan

The Representative from Japan, Mr Sel Mizobuchi, gave a PowerPoint presentation of the ASFA Data Entry
Input System for Windows, developed at the Fisheries Research Agency (FRA).

The system was developed in order to overcome various problems that the Agency encountered during data
input, such as language difficulties and frequent errors. Some examples of such errors were given, including
mistakes when entering italics codes, special forbidden characters, Japanese fonts/symbols, collation data
inconsistencies, author name capitalization, and non-thesaurus terms. This system increases input efficiency
and helps prevent mistakes. It also provides an auto-checking system and enables export into Excel tables.

A brief demonstration was then made of the system itself, showing the various worksheets, together with the
fields for data entry and their respective explanation/help notes. The interface allowed the direct entry of
special characters/symbolsinto the fields from easily called up pick-lists.

Mr Sei Mizobuchi expressed his thanks to Dr Rybinski and Dr Emerson (CSA) for their help in developing
the software.

The software was very well received by the Board, and Mr Sei Mizobuchi was congratulated on his work and
the presentation.

The software is completely Windows-compatible and is based on Visual Basic, keeping the database structure
compatible with DOS-ASFISIS. Questions followed the presentation. At the moment, this software may not
be used on a network system and is only used for data entry, and does not allow for searching facilities.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to investigate, with Dr. Rybinski, the possibility of incorporating into
the www-ISIS-ASFA software some of the features present in the Japanese ASFA-Win (e.g. the pick-lists for
inserting special characters, the export to Excel etc.).

10. REPORT ON ASFA TRAINING ACTIVITIES

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that the Polish company (ICIE) that developed the www-ISIS-ASFA
software, was given (via an ASFA Trust Fund project) the task of providing a Help Desk for the 12 month
period following the software’'s distribution. The Help Desk appears to be working well, and has assisted
many Partners in overcoming the problems linked to the installation of the software across so many different
computer platforms. The Secretariat reminded Partners that comments or suggestions for improvement to the
www-ISIS-ASFA software, should be e-mailed to Dr Rybinski (ASFA@icie.neostrada.pl ) (with copy to
FAO) using the words: www-1 Sl S-ASF A suggestions for improvement in the subject line of the e-mail.

(follow-up action item (33) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“33. The FAO ASFA Secretariat will direct the unspent funds from underspent Trust Fund projects towards
future training activities. (p.13 of 2002 Board Rep.)”
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The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported on the 3 training sessions held in Rome during the intersessional
period, full details of which are given in Section 9.2 of the FAO Report (Annex-3). It was noted that
all of the Partners who had received training are now submitting input with the new software.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that Dr Romanov (YugNIRO) travelled to VNIRO to provide
instructions (in Russian) on the use of the new software to VNIRO staff, and Dr Rybinski, who is based in
Poland, travelled to SFI to provide instructions (in Polish) on the use of the new software.

Reference was a'so made to an advanced course organized by ICIE in Poland (not ASFA specific) on the use
of the underlying WWW-ISIS software. Mr Jorgens (UN/DOLOAYS) attended. Another such course will be
held this September. A member of the FAO ASFA Secretariat (Ms Wibley) will be attending.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat mentioned that its intention was to decentralize training when possible, and to
have the experienced and willing ASFA Partners assist them in carrying out the required training for new
Partners in their region. The next training to be carried out will be that of INP (Ecuador) with the assistance
of the ASFA Mexico Partner (Mr Montes).

11. STATUS OF ASFIS REFERENCE SERIES PUBLICATIONS

Mr Pepe (FAO) gave a brief explanation of the terms ASFIS (Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Information
System) versus ASFA (Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Abstracsts) which are sometimes used interchangeably.

11.1 ASFIS-1, Serials Monitored for the ASFIS Bibliographic Database

‘ (follow-up action item (35) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“ 35. As requested by the Board at the 2000 ASFA Board Meeting 5 new fields were added to the Monitoring list
master file. The inclusion of the information regarding the additional fields has been implemented after the last
Board Mesting, but only for the titles which have been changed/added since then. For the update of the
remaining titles (about 2,500) FAO (Ms L. Lombardi) agreed to send precise instructions to the ASFA Partners
as soon as the FAO ASFA Secretariat finds sufficient time to carry out the task. However, Partners should
continue to send the information related to the additional fields whenever amendments to titles on their
monitoring list are notified to FAO (p.13 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO ASFA Secretariat requested that Partners be very precise when sending information, and that
when they inform FAQ of titles that have ceased publication (or titles that the Input Centre is no longer
monitoring) they should not forget to include information regarding the ‘last volume/ issue and year
published (or covered)’.

(follow-up action items (23, 24) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“23. Regarding the serial titles and other reference titles collected for the Cod bibliography, which do not
appear in ASFA, Dr. Emerson (CSA) agreed to investigate the missing cod papers. (p.10 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

“24. It was suggested that Ms. Frohlund (IMR-Swveden) work together with Ms. Lombardi (FAO) to determine
whether the journal titles listed missing were actually included on the ASFA Monitoring List. (p.10 of 2002
Board Rep.)

Ms Frohlund (IMR) reported that of the 7 titles listed in their Report (Annex 32) 3 were not included
on the ASFA Monitoring List - Bull. Scand. Soc. Parasitol., The Physiologist and Aquaculture
Management. M's Skotheim (IMR) agreed to monitor the first, asit was a Norwegian journal, and Ms
Soto (CSA) said that CSA would check on the other 2 titles. CSA reported that they monitor many
journals not on the official Monitoring List, and reminded Partners that they do have an unofficial list
(containing non-core journals). The URL addressisin CSA’sreport (Annex 38).
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11.2 ASFIS-2, Subject Categories and Scope Descriptions

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that no modifications were made to this publication during the
intersessional period because no new subject categories were added and no modifications were required for
use with the new www-ISIS-ASFA software. This publication is available in English and Russian on the
ASFA Homepage FTP site (ftp:/ftp.fao.org/fi/asfal).

11.3 ASFIS-3, Guidelines for Bibliographic Description

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that ASFIS-3 (Rev.3), Guidelines for Bibliographic Description using
www-ISISASFA software were finalized during the intersessional period and distributed to all Partners
together with the new www-ISIS-ASFA software in October 2002. The publication is available in print and
on the FAO ASFA Homepage FTP site (ftp://ftp.fao.org/fi/asfa/).

The Guidelines for use with the DOS ASFISIS software remain ASFIS3 (Rev.2), Guidelines for
Bibliographic Description using ASFI SIS software, which were issued in 1998. This publication is available
in English and Russian on the ASFA Homepage FTP site (ftp://ftp.fao.org/fi/asfal).

11.4 ASFIS-4, Guidelines for Abstracting

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that ASFIS-4 (Rev-2), Guidelines for Abstracting using ww-1S S ASFA
software were finalized during the intersessional period and distributed to all Partners together with the new
www-ISIS-ASFA software in October 2002. These Guidelines were re-issued (as Rev.3) in June 2003 in
order to supply important additional information regarding abstract and record length. The publication is
availablein print and on the FAO ASFA Homepage FTP site (ftp:/ftp.fao.orgf/fi/asfa/).

The Guidelines for use with the DOS ASFISIS software remain ASFIS-4 (Rev.1), Abstracting Guidelines
using ASFISS software which were issued in 1998 and revised in 2001. This publication is available in
English and Russian on the ASFA Homepage FTP site (ftp://ftp.fao.org/fi/asfal).

11.5 ASFIS-5, Guidelines for Indexing

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that ASFIS5 (Rev-2), Guidelines for Indexing using www-1S SASFA
software were finalized during the intersessional period and distributed to al Partners together with the new
www-1SIS-ASFA software in October 2002.

The Guidelines for use with the DOS ASFISIS software remain ASFIS5 (Rev.1), Guidelines for Indexing
using ASFISIS software (Provisional Draft), which was issued in 1998. This publication is available in
English and Russian on the ASFA Homepage FTP site (ftp://ftp.fao.org/fi/asf&/).

11.6 ASFIS-6, Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Thesaurus
(follow-up action item (36) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“ 36. Regarding the consolidation of new suggested terms and circulation to the Thesaurus committee (FAO, BF,
CSA, Canada, IFREMER, PIMRIS) for approval and final printing, the task is still pending due to lack of time,
and the start up of a large FAO initiative (ontology project) to improve all existing indexing/searching
vocabularies used throughout FAQO's collection of information. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to provide a
report regarding the Ontogeny project to keep the Board updated regarding the situation. “
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Mr Pepe (FAO) provided a brief introduction to the Report on the progress of the Fishery Ontology
Service Project (Annex 44) and possible uses and spin-offs from the Project for the ASFA Thesaurus.
He explained what “ontology” was, saying that it was basically atype of thesaurus with extra features
to “infer” information. The major objectives of the project were to examine the possibility of: 1)
producing a Fishery Core Ontology (FCO) linked to an accepted underlying ontology library and hence
enable linking to other closely related ontologies; 2) converting the 4 source vocabularies into
ontologies in their own right; and, 3) linking the 4 source vocabularies to the FCO and hence forming a
mapping between these vocabularies. The Ontology has not yet been demonstrated, but work on it to
this point has produced about 1500 candidate terms for the ASFA thesaurus and has revealed some
inconsistencies in some Thesaurus terms. As stated, the Ontology has not yet been demonstrated (it is
still at the proof of concept stage) therefore its actual use and utility as an ASFA indexing and retrieval
tool is not yet clear. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to keep the Board informed of progress.

Ms Ovens (ICES) raised the problem of non-ASFA Thesaurus descriptors appearing in the ASFA database.
Dr Emerson (CSA) explained that it occurred when descriptors were brought into ASFA by records imported
from other CSA databases, and, at the moment, it was not possible to remove them due to the structure of the
database. The ASFA Board expressed concern over this problem and requested CSA to take this into
consideration and follow-up on the possibility of removing non-ASFA Thesaurus terms from the database.

11.7 ASFIS-7, Geographic Authority List (GAL)

(follow-up action items (37, 38, 42) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“ 37. The Board suggested that the GAL Committee should get together and re-write some guidelines to assist in
constructing geographic termsin a consistent matter. (p.15 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

“38. Dr. Emerson (CSA) agreed to send (via ASFA-Board-L) the list of geographic terms to Partners, who could
check and clean up the termsin their areas. (p.15 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

“42. Dr. Emerson (CSA) agreed it would take the lead regarding Geographic terms(p.17 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

Historical background to GAL maintenance - Ms Wibley (FAQO) introduced a Background Paper to
the Geographic Authority List (Annex 45), which explained briefly what GAL is and provided a
summary of the discussions which have been held at the last 10 years of ASFA Board Meetings.

Some discussion then followed on the incorrect terms currently included on the GAL “pick-list” which is
contained in the www-1SIS-ASFA software.

Editing and Revision of GAL - Dr Emerson (CSA) reported that the GAL list (approximately 25,000
terms) was recently sent to Partners for analysis. Opinion was that it was now time to treat the list as a
thesaurus, which should be created by an experienced professional, who could also maintain it. CSA
pointed out the importance of giving aclean list to FIGIS before it maps termsto GIS.

Dr Emerson (CSA) mentioned that they use the ASFA geographic descriptor list for their other
databases, but have contacted some other agencies/bodies that have other lists.

Mr Jorgens (UN/DOALOS) mentioned NIMA (National Information Mapping Agency) which has
navigational charts all over the world including language synonyms and latitude/longitude data. The
possibility of having a monthly feed of terms from NIMA was considered.

Considerable discussion followed regarding NIMA and whether it was really necessary to have an
enormous list that is very specific.

Mr Jorgens (UN/DOAL OS) agreed to investigate and follow-up on NIMA, with NOAA assistance.
The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to consult the UN programme for further information.
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Dr Kihnhold (BF) pointed out that the European Commission was starting up a similar project and
also noted that some GPS were outdated for some countries.

The problem of different languages and synonyms was discussed briefly, and it was thought necessary
to have the term displayed in English.

Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to try to identify a consultant to clean up the geographic descriptor list. Dr
Emerson (CSA) requested ASFA Partners to inform CSA should they know of any expertsin the field.

Sea Codes - Ms Cosulich (INIDEP) queried the utility of the sea codes. Dr Emerson (CSA) replied
that although searches carried out on the IDS did not use sea codes, sometimes the sea code is helpful
to locate sea areas. The sea codes could be removed, but some information would be |ost.

Mr Pepe (FAO) provided some history regarding the origin of the sea codes in ASFA (from the FAO
Fishery Statistical Areas). He noted that the areas are not ad hoc divisions, but rather correspond to
major fishing areas. In the past, the sea codes were considered a positive and unique feature of ASFA.

Ms Wibley (FAO) pointed out that should the sea codes eventualy be removed, the use of the
geographic descriptor could be associated with the “environmental regime code” (marine) to indicate
that a sea areawas being covered by the record.

Accruable pick-list - Dr Kilhnhold (BF) asked whether the GAL list could be an ‘accruable’ pick-list
(i.e. when you manually type in anew term which isnot in the list, it remainsin the list for future use).
The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to ask Dr. Rybinski if thiswould be possible.

Statistical information on the use of the authority listsin sear ches of the ASFA database by users

Mr Haspeslagh (VL1Z) mentioned that the Board lacks statistical information on the use of the ASFA
authority lists (i.e. descriptors) in searches and that such information should be considered as vital
when taking decisions on the authority lists.

Dr Emerson (CSA) was asked if CSA could provide statistics regarding the use of the authority listsin
searches. He stated that the analysis of search strategies is not an easy or straight forward process and
that such statistics would not necessarily tell the whole story or give the true picture. For example, the
little use of geographic terms/sea codes in searching could just mean that searchers do not know how
to use these authority lists and not that the lists in themselves are inefficient. He also mentioned the
issue of confidentiality and said that only general statistical data could be given regarding the search
requests and use of Authority lists.

Mr Pepe (FAO) emphasized the need for CSA to analyse their statistics and to survey their users, as
user feedback was essential in future ASFA system devel opment.

Ms Frohlund (IMR) asked whether it was not possible for IDS users to be polled online while doing
searches on the ASFA database for suggestions for improvement ASFA.

Dr Emerson (CSA) replied that the IDS has generally focussed on improving the features of the IDS,
but the marketing department could carry out some type of ASFA focused survey, but they would need
some key issues to focus on.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to help develop some survey questions (together with any other
Partners who may have some special competence in creating such survey questions) and send them to
CSA who could then pass them on to their marketing department.

Dr Emerson (CSA) also suggested that IAMSLIC members be included in the user survey (perhaps
through their newsletter). It isimportant to include as usersin the survey both librarians and scientists.
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e FIGIS-ASFA cooperation - Mr Pepe (FAO) mentioned the FIGIS-ASFA cooperation Trust Fund
proposal (Annex 46) which will link the GAL termsto agraphical (i.e. map) interface. The map could
eventually be incorporated into the www-1SIS-ASFA software, so that geographic descriptors may be
selected from a map and then automatically input into the geographic descriptor field.

11.8 ASFIS-8, Taxonomic Authority List

A SFIS-8 was superceded by ASFIS- 15, ASFIS List of Species for Fishery Satistical Purposes
( http://www.fao.org/fi/statist/fisoft/asfis/asfis.asp ). A printed version of thislist was sent to all Partners
during the intersessional period.

One Partner asked whether the Taxonomic “pick-list” which appeared in the www-ISIS ASFA software
could be made into an “accruable” pick-list (i.e. when you manually type in a new term which is not in the
pick-list, the term remainsin thelist for future use).

Dr. Romanov (YugNIRO) said that this was aready possible and would follow up with instructions to all
Partners on how to do it - via ASFA Board-L. [note from FAO ASFA Secretariat: see e-mails from Dr
Romanov and Dr Rybinski dated 24 and 25 July, respectively]

11.9 ASFIS-9, Database User Guide - Nothing to report.

11.10 ASFIS-10, Authority List for Corporate Names

(follow-up action item (40) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“40. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to send its list of new Corporate Author names to CSA so that it could be
incorporated into CSA's master file. (p.15 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The FAO Secretariat reported that this had been done and requested that CSA send the updated
Corporate Author Master File to FAO so that it could be incorporated into the www-I1SIS-ASFA
software. Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed.

11.11 ASFIS-11, Magnetic Tape Specifications and Record Format - Nothing to report

11.12 ASFIS-12, Inter. Dir. of Ser. Pub. in Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries - Nothing to report.
11.13 ASFIS-13, ASFIS Database Indexing And User Guide (Chinese) - Nothing to report

11.14 ASFIS-14, ASFISIS (Release-3 User Manual)

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that the most recent version of this publication, which refers to the DOS

ASFISIS software, remains that issued in 1998. It is available in English and Russian on the ASFA
Homepage FTP site (ftp:/ftp.fao.orgffi/asfal).

12. EXPANDED LANGUAGE CAPABILITY IN ASFA

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported on the various steps that it had been taking to expand language capacity
in ASFA, which included the inclusion of non-English abstracts in the ASFA database, the trandation of the
“help notes’ appearing in the www-ISIS-ASFA software, and the carrying out of some ASFA training
courses in languages other then English. The FAO ASFA Secretariat pointed out that the entire ASFA
system, itstools and its functioning are not likely to be multi-lingual in the near future.
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13. ASFA TRUST FUND

13.1 Procedures for voting

e Extending the voting period on intersessional ASFA Trust Fund Proposals

The FAO ASFA Secretariat reminded Partners of the “procedures for voting on intersessional ASFA Trust
Fund Proposals’ that were agreed by the Board at the 2002 Meeting. (Annex 47)

The issue to be decided at this Meeting was whether or not “ to extend the period of time for voting on
intersessional Trust Fund Proposals via ASFA-Board-L”. The FAO ASFA Secretariat suggested the
following amendment:

“There will be a 2-week (14 day) period of time to vote, (and, if at the end of 2 weeks, a quorum
has not been reached, the voting period will be extended for another 2 weeks)”

The Boar d agreed to the suggested amendment.

e “Open” or “Secret” voting during Board Meetings

(follow-up action item (43) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“43. Regarding "open" voting or "secret" voting during the Board Meetings. The Board agreed to review this
matter at next years (2003) Board Meeting. (p.18 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

The Board agreed to a secret vote on whether to have “open” or “secret” voting during the Meetings.

The results were: 15 in favour of open and 5 in favour of secret. Therefore, the Board agreed to keep
the voting open during ASFA Board Meetings.

13.2 Status of the ASFA Trust Fund

CSA deposited US$185913.49 in royalties for 2002. The balance in the Trust Fund account is
US$ 312 170.00. (Annex-40) gives a brief breakdown used in the calculation of CSA Royalty payment and
(Annex-41) provides details on the status of the Trust Fund.

13.3 Proposals in Progress, Completed or Pending Further Discussion
13.3.1 Proposals in Progress
13.3.1.1 Supporting attendance to Annual ASFA Board Meetings (CIP, Cuba, 2003 Meeting)

This proposal remains classified as “in progress’ until al participants have returned home from this Meeting
and have presented any eventua travel expense claims. At the last (2002) Meeting, the Board allocated
$30 000 to support attendance at this year's Meeting in Cuba. The total amount disbursed is not available at
this writing. Seven ASFA Partners received full or partial assistance to attend this year's Board Meeting: 1)
Argentina, 2) China, 3) Estonia, 4) Kenya, 5) Mexico, 6) Poland, 7) Ukraine.

(This is an ongoing proposal, so each year it requires "updating” with regard to the cost for the following
year's allocation. The"Updating" to this proposal for 2004 is reported below in section 13.4.1)

13.3.1.2 Staff Support to the FAO ASFA Secretariat (for year Jan -Dec 2003) ($30 000)
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This proposal is in progress and ends December 2003. It is to assist the FAO ASFA Secretariat with
work/initiatives that are for the collective benefit of the ASFA Partnership. FAO originally proposed thisto a
perpetual proposal (repeated each year), but the Board requested it be discussed each year before renewal. So
far for the period Jan.-Dec. 2003, $26 297 has been committed as follows: $8 800 for ASFA input preparation
(sub-contract to AdriaMed); $10 497 for work relating to the project to distribute ASFA information products
to LIFDC countries; $2000 to identify gapsin FAO monitoring list; and $3 500 (approx.) to attend www-ISIS
training at ICIE. The remaining $3 703, if not spent, will be carried forward and added to 2004 allotment.

(This is an ongoing proposal which the Board suggested be reconfirmed each year. Reconfirmation of this
proposal for 2004 is reported below in section 13.4.2).

13.3.1.3 Support to implementation of www-ASFA-ISIS interface by ICIE (Help Desk)- $10 000

This proposal was first approved at the 2001 Meeting but actually came into operation when the new www-
ISIS-ASFA software was issued in October 2002. The purpose of the proposal is to assist Partners with the
implementation and installation of the new www-I1SIS-ASFA software, and to maintain the software (updates
to internal pick-lists and debugging) for a period of one year. A Report by ICIE on the functioning of the
"Help Desk" is presented in (Annex-48).

13.3.1.4 (KMFRI, Kenya) - Collect, sort out, and prepare approximately 6 000 complete
bibliographic references dealing with the aquatic environment (in machine readable format
using www-ISIS-ASFA or ASFISIS) for inclusion in the ASFA Database - $15 000

This proposal was put forward and approved during the intersessiona period via ASFA-Board-L. The
correspondence recording the presentation of the proposal and the voting results is contained in the E-mails to
the ASFA-Board-L list dated 30 September 2002 and 15 October 2002, respectively.

Mr Macharia (KMFRI) reported that some 2000 records have been processed so far.

13.3.1.5 (VLIZ, Belgium) - Collect, sort out, and prepare approximately 15 000 complete
bibliographic references dealing with the aquatic environment (from the North Sea, in
particular the Southern Bight area) - $18 000

This proposal was put forward and approved during the intersessional period via ASFA-Board-L. The
presentation of the proposal and voting results are contained in the E-mails to the ASFA-Board-L list dated
10 March 2003 and 25 March 2003, respectively.

Mr Haspeslagh (VL1Z) thanked the Board for approving the proposal and mentioned that full details of the
project were given in the Belgian Report (Annex 14 and 14a)

13.3.1.6 ASFA-FIGIS Interaction (development of map based query facility (GIS) to ASFA) $20 000
This proposal was put forward at the 2001 ASFA Board Meeting where it was first agreed in principle. At the

2002 Meeting, final consent to proceed with this project was given by the Board (see section 13.2.14 of 2002
Board Report). See (Annex 46) for the status report on this project.

13.3.2 Proposals Completed

13.3.2.1 (CSIRO, Australia) - Sponsorship for a Latin American Partner to attend the
IAMSLIC conference Mazatlan, Mexico, 6-11 October 2002) - ($2 500)

This proposal was put forward and approved during the intersessional period via ASFA-Board-L. The
proposal and voting results are contained in the E-mails to the ASFA-Board-L list dated 4 March 2002 and
9 March 2002, respectively. Final cost $2 790. A short Report was circulated via ASFA-Board-L to the
ASFA Partners by Ms Cosulich (INIDEP) on 5 Nov. 2002.
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13.3.2.2 (NMDIS, China) - Conversion of ASFA Printed Journal into machine readable format
-1972 journal (12 issues) - ($15 000)

This proposal was agreed at the 2000 Board Meeting, with the work agreed to being starting in June 2001.
The project is"completed” and the records (12 446) have been added to the ASFA database. A statusreport is
included in the China Report (Annex-17).

13.3.2.3 (NIO, India) - Conversion of ASFA Printed Journal into machine readable format -
1971 journal (6 issues) - ($8 500)

This proposal was agreed by the Board during the 2001-2002 intersessional period. The proposal and voting
results are contained in the E-mails to the ASFA-Board-L list dated 27 November 2001 and 4 December
2001, respectively. The project is "completed". The records (5 837) have been added to the ASFA database.

13.3.2.4 (YugNIRO, Ukraine) - Provision of ASFA Centres in former USSR with reference
materials for input (ASFIS-2 Subject Categories and Scope Descriptions) - ($1 500)

The project (trandation into Russian of ASFIS -2) is completed. The document can be downloaded from the
ASFA Homepage ftp site. Dr Romanov (Y ugNIRO) provided the ASFA Secretariat with a “pdf” version of
this and previously translated documents for posting on the ASFA Homepage ftp site ftp://ftp.fao.org/fi/asfal .

13.3.2.5 (FAO) Support to the Development of Web based interface to ASFISIS together with
GILW/AGRIS group. $10 000 from Trust Fund ($11 045 from FAO Regular Program).

The completion of this proposal was marked by the issuing of Release-1 of the www-1SIS-ASFA software on
25 October 2002. A report of the work done by ICIE was presented to the 2002 Board Meeting and is
contained in that Meeting Report.

13.3.2.6 Funds for Dr Rybinski (from ICIE) to attend 2002 ASFA Board Meeting - ($1 688)
Asstated in the “Note” under section 2.1.3 of the paper ASFA Trust Fund Status (Annex-41)

for administrative reasons this travel was charged as a separate item against the ASFA Trust Fund.

13.3.2.7 Initiatives paid using funds taken from proposals where there was underspending
These are not “proposals’ in the strict sense of the word. However FAO did, at previous Meetings, declare its

intentions regarding the deployment of these “left over” funds, and received no objections to such use. The
initiatives were:

- www-ISIS-ASFA Training of VNIRO staff - $2 900.
- Trandation of www-1SIS -ASFA Help Notesinto French - $1 500.
- Trandlation of www-1SIS -ASFA Help Notes into Spanish - $1 500.

13.3.3 Proposals Pending further Discussion
13.3.3.1 (BF, Germany) - Draft Concept ... Correction the ASFA Database Descriptor Fields
(follow-up action items (44, 18) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):
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“44. At the last Board Meeting, the Board agreed in principle to proceeding with cleaning the identifier field
(and further cleaning to finer level of the subject and geographic fields) subject to further negotiation (i.e.
additional costs occurring at BF and Zadi and some downsizing to possibilities of BF). Dr. Emerson (CSA)
pointed out that for records prior to 1998, due to the different structure of these records, it would not be
possible to REPLACE the incorrect or unwanted terms with the desired terms, but instead the correct terms
must be APPENDED to the records - together with the unwanted terms. For the more recent records, i.e. 1999
onwards, corrections would be easier to manipulate. Dr Emerson (CSA) suggested separating the types of
errors and doing a trial run with just 100 records to see how things would work. Dr. Emerson (CSA) and Dr.
Kihnhold (BF) agreed to work together to clarify certain aspects/technical problems related to the exercise,
and the proposal would be put forward again after clarification (p.19 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

“18. Regarding the cleaning up of the descriptor fields (Trust Fund proposal by BF), CSA, ICES and BF
agreed to work together to investigate the matter of incorrect ASFA subject descriptors further.”

Dr Kuhnhold (BF) gave a brief explanation of the project which involved the cleaning up of the errorsin the
descriptor fields of records on the ASFA database. Further information may be found in Annex C to the
German Report (Annex 22).

At the 2001 Meeting, the Board agreed, in principle, to proceed with the cleaning of the identifier field and
the further cleaning, to afiner level, of the subject, taxonomic and geographic fields.

At the 2002 Meeting, Dr Kuthnhold (BF) re-proposed the project (see section 13.3.3 and Annex-20a of the
2002 Board Meeting Report). At that Meeting, Dr Emerson (CSA) pointed out problems in replacing the
incorrect or unwanted terms in the CSA master file with the “corrected” BF terms, and CSA suggested
separating the types of errors and doing a trial run with 100 records. Again at that Meeting, CSA and BF
agreed to work together to clarify certain aspects/technical problems related to the exercise, and the proposal
would be put forward again after clarification was made. Although some technical problems still exist, it was
believed that they would be solved within a couple of months.

The Board agreed in principle to the proposal for €30 000, pending the successful outcome of the completed
first “cleaning” project (which would mean the merging of the “cleaned” BF records into the master CSA
databasefile).

13.3.3.2 (PIMRIS) - Convert 500 Records from PIMRIS database into ASFISIS format.

Although pending for a number of years, it was decided not to cancel this proposal because PIMRIS now
appears to be preparing ASFA input at afairly high rate.

13.3.3.3 (INIDEP, Argentina and IFOP, Chile) - Marine Bibliographic Information from the
Latin American and Caribbean Region Processed for the ASFA Database, Twenty Five Years
of Scientific Research (1955-1980). First Stage: South America: Argentina and Chile

(follow-up action item (45) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“45. Marine Bibliographic Information from the Latin American and Caribbean Region Processed for the
ASFA Database, Twenty Five Years of Scientific Research (1955-1980). First Sage: South America: Argentina
and Chile. See ASFA/2002/ 13a not approved, however the Board agreed that the proposal be put forward
again next year. (p.19 of 2002 Board Rep.)”

This project proposal was submitted at 2002 Board Meeting (see Annex-12a of the 2002 Report). It
was not approved considering the fact that the Partners who submitted the proposal had a backlog of
input from their own current Monitoring list. (see section 13.3.4 of 2002 Report).

At the 2002 Meeting, the Board agreed that these proposals could be put forward again this year. For
details of the project proposals, see the Argentine and Chile Reports (Annex 12a and 16a).

The Board agreed in principle to both proposals for $10 000 each, provided that both Input Centres were up-
to-date with their own monitoring and that their records were no longer being checked by FAO.

Votes: Argentina proposal: 19 favour, 1 abstention Chile proposal: 17 favour, 1 against and 2 abstentions.
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13.4 New and/or Ongoing Proposals
13.4.1 Supporting attendance to ASFA Advisory Board Meeting (for year 2004)

(Annex 49) — As stated in section 13.3.1.1 this proposal in an ongoing proposal which needs to be reviewed
each year by the Board to update the amount of allocated funds. The origina proposal (by NOAA) was
agreed at the 1997 Board Meeting, where $6 000 was allocated to support attendance at the 1998 Mesting.
The Board updated/increased the allocation for the years that followed as such: year 1998 ($10 000), year
1999 ($15 000), year 2000 (no increase), year 2001 ($25 000), year 2002 ($30 000). It was the opinion of the
FAO ASFA Secretariat that the sum should not, at least for the time being, be further increased.

The Board approved the Proposal for $30 000 — votes: 19 in favour and 1 abstention.
13.4.2 (FAO)-Staff Support to the FAO ASFA Secretariat (for year Jan —Dec 2004) ($30 000)

(Annex-3a) - As stated in section 13.3.1.2 this as an ongoing proposal, which the Board requested be
discussed each year before renewal. The proposal is to assist the FAO ASFA Secretariat in carrying out
work/initiatives that are for the collective benefit of the ASFA Partnership. It is the opinion of FAO that this
sum should not, for time being, be further increased.

The Board approved the Proposal for $30 000 — votes: 19 in favour and 1 abstention

13.4.3 (VNIRO, Russia) — Input of “old” unique literature (approx 1000 records) on Caspian Sea
from 1770 -1970 ($6 000)

(follow-up action item (9) from 2002 ASFA Board Meeting):

“9. Ms. Levashova (VNIRO) agreed to investigate the extent of the work involved, (for Russian literature prior
to 1971) and to decide whether they were capable of carrying out the work and then prepare a Trust Fund
Proposal for the future. (p.6 of 2002 Board Rep.)”
The FAO ASFA Secretariat presented this proposal referring to (Annex 31a). The proposal aims at filling in
the gap in the ASFA database concerning the Russian and the Soviet scientific literature on the Caspian Sea
for the period 1770-1970. The work was assumed to involve 500 (or more) records.

The Board agreed to the suggestion by Dr Romanov (Y ugNIRO) to change the figure to at least 700 records.
The Board approved the Proposal $6 000— votes 18 in favour and 2 abstentions.

13.4.4 (UNAM, Mexico) translate into Spanish the ASFIS REFERENCE SERIES, No. 2 (ASFIS
Subject Categories and Scope Descriptions) and ASFIS REFERENCE SERIES, No. 3
(Guidelines for Bibliographic Description and Data Entry) ($9 000)

(Annex-28a)This proposal aims to facilitate the ASFA inputting in the new centres in Latin America, where
most of the inputters do not have a full command of English. Translation of these 2 ASFIS Reference Series
would assist the inputters in understanding the very technological terms. The proposal also aims to reduce the
time lag between receiving training and starting to prepare ASFA input. Mexico agreed to Dr Romanov’s
suggestion to do a bilingual version in line with the Russian trandation prepared by him. Following a query
regarding the cost, Mr Montes (UNAM) explained how the translation would involve a review by: technical
assistants, the Ministry of Fisheries and the Mexican Navy, but he agreed to reduce the cost to $7 000).

The Board approved the Proposal for $7 000— votes: 18 in favour, 1 against and 1 abstention.

13.4.5 Retrospective indexing (potential future proposals)

The FAO ASFA Secretariat brought up the topic of “retrospective indexing” and mentioned possible future
Trust Fund Proposals that had been noted during the Board Meeting or mentioned in some Partner’s Reports.
Considerable discussion followed regarding retrospective indexing.
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e Criteria or priorities in choosing serials for Retrospective Indexing

Dr Emerson (CSA) suggested that there was a need for some “criteria’ or priority setting before deciding
upon which journals should be considered for retrospective indexing, and he put forward some ideas as to
how to ‘classify’ and ‘sort’ the serials.

Mr Haspeslagh (VL1Z) suggested the serials could be sorted according to continents (i.e. where Partners
are located) and emphasize journals from those continents which are currently not sufficiently covered.

CSA agreed to provide a list of serias (approx. 1000) to all ASFA Partners who would then rank them
according to what they believed as being more important. The lists would be sent back to CSA who would
then analyse the lists and then inform the ASFA Board as to the results.

The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to send an updated version of the Monitoring List to CSA, as soon as
possible, so that CSA could proceed with the ranking.

13.4.5.1 Future ASFA Trust Fund proposals regarding Retrospective Indexing

a) In the Norway Report (Annex 29), a suggestion was made [by Ms Skotheim ] for a possible Trust
Fund Proposal regarding Russian marine literature, which scientists at IMR are currently working on.
Some 2000 records are being indexed in a Procite database, some of which are already cited in ASFA. Ms.
Skotheim mentioned that a possible Russian Collaborating Centre had been identified in Murmansk (Pinro)
and that Dr. Romanov was willing to travel there to provide training if necessary. IMR has $2000
available. If this Russian Collaborating Centre became functional, a possible Trust Fund Proposal could be
developed in the near future to sort out the already ASFA cited records from the above mentioned 2000
records, and then to prepare ASFA input for the remaining. It was suggested that Norway could fund the
initial part of such a Trust Fund Proposal i.e. the training of the Collaborating Centre by Dr. Romanov and
the sorting of the records by the Centre. The ASFA Trust Fund could then fund the preparation of ASFA
datafor the sorted records.

b) In the Australian Report (Annex-13), mentioned was made of retrospective indexing as regards the
Australian Journal of Marine and Freshwater Research going back to Vol. 1 (1949).

c) Mr Yang Ying (NMDIS) informed the Board that they would propose a Trust Fund Proposal after
clearing up their own gaps.

d) Ms Brzeska (SFI) said that would be presenting a Trust Fund Proposal to prepare ASFA records
(approx. 2000) dating back to 1971 (Annex-30a) .

€) Dr Romanov (YugNIRO) said they would submit a Trust Fund Proposal to trandate into Russian the
new Guidelines for Bibliographic Description using www-1SIS-ASFA , once the final version is released.

14. OTHER BUSINESS

e Areannual ASFA Board M eetings necessary?

Dr Kuhnhold (BF) raised the question as to whether or not it was necessary to hold the ASFA Advisory
Board Meetings on an annual basis.

Dr Grainger (FAO) pointed out that yearly meetings, with yearly deadlines, are important to provide
incentives to get the work done. He noted that during ASFA Meetings often a lot of time was spent on
ongoing activities, and suggested that perhaps a “seminar” session (within the Meeting itself) on a
particular theme related to long-term strategic issues may be agood idea.

Dr Kihnhold (BF) said that it was difficult to talk about particular problems within the Meeting itself and
suggested that talks within small specia interest groups (or working committees) would be useful and
could be held a couple of days before the Annual Meeting.
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Mr Pepe (FAO) reminded the participants that small interest groups already exist in ASFA (Thesaurus,
Geographic, Diacritic etc.) and that these groups could meet virtually via e-mail during the year and bring
substantial inputs to the Meeting. He said that meeting twice a year or before Meetings would not
automatically improve the quality of the Meetings. The quality or output of the Meeting can only reflect
how much each and everyone has input into the Meeting.

e “Theme” for next year’'s ASFA Board Meeting

The FAO ASFA Secretariat requested Partners to think about a possible “theme” for next year's ASFA
Board Meeting.

Dr Grainger (FAO) suggested that a possible ‘theme’ for next year's Meeting could be on: the actual
structure of the Meeting.

e ODINCARSA Network

Ms Maria de los Angeles Ginori Gilkes, the Cuban Representative from the Acuario Nacional de Cuba,
gave a short presentation on the Ocean Data and Information Network for the IOCARIBE and South
American Regions (ODINCARSA). ODINCARSA is a project involving 15 countries in the region, all of
which are working together towards the establishment of a network of ocean data and information centres
in order to provide services and products for users, researchers, students, and both the private and public
sectors.

An outline was given of the work plan, which involves various activities such as the development of
library catalogues, the development of an interlibrary loan network, providing information on the web and
also training activities. Reference was made to the First Training Course in Marine Data Management for
the Ocean Data and Information Network for the Caribbean and South America Region (ODINCARSA),
held in Mexico in October 2002. It was mentioned that ASFA was the maor database used as a
bibliographic search tool. The project has its own web site http://www.inocar.mil.ec/odincarsa/index.htm
http://www.odincarsa.net, where a list of the Caribbean and South American Institutes and Libraries
involved may be found, together with full details asto the project’ swork plans and activities.

Reference was also made to the 10C Ocean Portal web site (http://www.oceanportal.org), which is a
directory of ocean data and information related web sites, containing linksto ODINCARSA.

15. PLACE AND DATE OF NEXT MEETING

At the last ASFA Board Meeting, Mr Haspeslagh (VLI1Z) offered to host the 2004 Meeting, however he
mentioned that should another ASFA Partner, with more seniority, wish to hold next year's Meeting VLIZ
would be quite willing to step aside and host the Meeting in 2005.

Ms Cosulich (INIDEP) said that, although INIDEP had originally intended to put forward their offer to host
the 2005 Meeting, she could seek approval to “anticipate” their offer to 2004.

Ms Frohlund (IMR) suggested that the Partners not present at the Meeting should be also be given the
opportunity to offer to host the Meeting should the offer from Argentina not be confirmed.

The Board agreed that, should the INIDEP offer to host the Meeting not be anticipated to 2004, FAO would
send a message via ASFA-Board-L asking if any Partner would like to host the ASFA Board Mesting for the
year 2004.

[notefrom FAO ASFA Secretariat]

Ms Cosulich (INIDEP) sent confirmation on 4 August 2003, via an e-mail to ASFA-Board-L, to all ASFA
Partners that the Instituto Nacional de Investigacién y Desarrollo Pesquero (INIDEP), Mar del Plata,
Argentina will be able to host the 2004 ASFA Advisory Board Meeting either the last week of June or the
first week of July. The exact dates of the Meeting are still to be decided* .
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*[second note from the FAO ASFA Secretariat] the final date of the Meeting was subsequently decided. It
is (4 days) June 29 to July 2, 2004.

16. REVIEW/APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

The Board reviewed and approved the minutes of the Meeting. Asisthe practice, the Final Report of the
Meeting will be approved at the next ASFA Board Meeting.
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Annex-1

AGENDA
. OPENING OF THE MEETING

=

N

. ADMINISTRATIVE ARRANGEMENTS

ELECTION OF CHAIRPERSONS AND RAPPORTEURS

> ow

. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

(3]

. ADOPTION OF THE SUMMARY REPORT OF THE 2002 MEETING
5.1 Matters Arising (from 2002 Meeting)

6. STATUS OF ASFA PARTNERSHIP

6.1 Report on the Inter-sessional Activities of ASFA Partners

6.1.1 United Nations Co-sponsors
6.1.2 ASFA Partners
6.1.3 ASFA Publisher (CSA)

6.2 New and Potential ASFA Partners

6.2.1 Admission of new partners

6.2.2 Potential partners

6.2.3 Strategy for future expansion of ASFA Partnership
6.2.4 Partners dropping out of ASFA

6.2.5 Partners removed from the system

6.2.6 Partners in danger of being removed
6.3 ASFA Partnership Agreement
6.4 ASFA Publishing Agreement between FAO and CSA
6.5 Co-operation with WAICENT/AGRIS group
7. ASFA SCOPE, COVERAGE AND MONITORING AND TIMELINESS

7.1 Subject Scope
7.2 Coverage
7.3 Monitoring

7.4 Timeliness
8. ASFA PRODUCTS AND SERVICES
8.1 ASFA journals
8.2 CD-ROM
8.3 Internet Service
8.4 Document Delivery

8.5 New Outputs and Services
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10.
11.
12.

13.

14.
15.

16.

8.6 Public Relations Activities, Marketing
8.7 Entitlements

8.8 Increasing Distribution of ASFA Info. Products and Services

. PROGRESS WITH MACHINE READABLE INPUT

9.1 DOS-ASFISIS
9.2 www-ISIS-ASFA
REPORT ON ASFA TRAINING ACTIVITIES
STATUS OF ASFIS REFERENCE SERIES PUBLICATIONS.
EXPANDED LANGUAGE CAPABILITY IN ASFA
ASFA TRUST FUND
13.1 Status of the Trust Fund
13.2 Proposals completed in progress, or pending further discussion
13.3 New Proposals
OTHER BUSINESS
PLACE AND DATE OF NEXT MEETING

REVIEW/APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES
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Annex-2

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

UN CO-SPONSORING ASFA PARTNERS

EAO

Dr R. Grainger

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAQO)
Fishery Information, Data and Statistics Unit (FIDI)

Fisheries Department

Viadedelle Terme di Caracalla

00100, Rome, Italy

Tel: (39) (6) 570 54828 / Fax: (39) (6) 570 52476

E-mail: richard.grainger@fao.org / URL: http://www.fao.org/fi

Mr R. Pepe

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO)
Fishery Information, Data and Statistics Unit (FIDI)

Fisheries Department

Viadedelle Terme di Caracalla

00100, Rome, Italy

Tel: (39) (6) 570 56380 / Fax: (39) (6) 570 52476

E-mail: richard.pepe@fao.org / URL: http://www.fao.org/fi

MsH. Wibley

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO)
Fishery Information, Data and Statistics Unit (FIDI)

Fisheries Department

Vialedelle Terme di Caracalla

00100, Rome, Italy

Tel: (39) (6) 570 56133/ Fax: (39) (6) 570 52476

E-mail: helen.wibley@fao.org / URL: http://www.fao.org/fi
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UN/DOALQOS

Mr M. Jorgens

United Nations Secretariat
Division for Ocean Affairs and
the Law of The Sea (UN/DOALQS)
Office of Legal Affairs, Room DC2-0428
United Nations
New York, N'Y 10017, USA
Tel: (1) (212) 963 3968 / Fax: (1) (212) 963 5847
E-mail: jorgens@un.org; doalos-ASFA@un.org; / URL: http://www.un.org/Depts.|os

INTERNATIONAL ASFA PARTNERS

ICES

MsM. Ovens

Inter national Council for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES)
Palaegade 2

DK 1261 Copenhagen K, Denmark

Tel: (+45)33 3867 00 / Fax: (+45) 339342 15 / Telex 22498 ices dk
E-mail: michala@ices.dk /ices.info@ices.dk / URL: http://www.ices.dk

NATIONAL ASFA PARTNERS

ARGENTINA

MsG. Cosulich

Instituto Nacional de Investigacién y Desarrollo Pesquero (INIDEP)
Bibliotecay Servicio de Documentacion

Casillade Correo 175

7600 Mar del Plata, Argentina

Tel: +54 (23) 86 0963/ 2404 / Fax: +54 (23) 86 1830/ 1831

E-mail: biblio@inidep.edu.ar / URL: http://www.inidep.edu.ar
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BELGIUM

Mr Jan Haspeslagh

VLIZ VlaamsInstituut voor de Zee vzw
Flanders Marine I nstitute

Vismijn

Pakhuizen 45-52

B-8400 Oostende, Belgium

Tel. +(32)(0)59 34 21 30 / Fax +(32)(0)59 34 21 31
E-mail: janh@vliz.be; URL: http://www.vliz.be

CHINA, PEOPLE'SREPUBLIC OF

Mr Xu Chenge / Mr Yang Ying

National Marine Data and I nformation Service (NMDIS)

State Oceanic Administration of China (SOA)

93 Liuwei Road, Hedong District

Tianjin 300171, People's Republic of China

Tel: (86) (22) 24010802; (86) (22) 2401 0827 / Fax: (86) (22) 2401 0926

E-mail: xcd@mail.nmdis.gov.cn; yangy @mail.nmdis.gov.cn; eagle v yang@hotmail.com - /URL:
http://www.coi.gov.cn

Mr Yang Ying

National Marine Data and I nformation Service (NMDIS

State Oceanic Administration of China (SOA)

93 Liuwei Road, Hedong District

Tianjin 300171, People's Republic of ChinaE-mail: library@mail.nmdis.gov.cn/ URL: http://www.coi.gov.cn
Tel: (86) (22) 24214161 ext 3901, (86) (22) 24300871 / Fax: (86) (22) 2430 44 08

E-mail: library@mail.nmdis.gov.cn /URL: http://www.coi.gov.cn
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CUBA

MsMarisela Hernandez Ceballos

Centro de I nvestigaciones Pesguer as (CIP)

Ministerio de laIndustria Pesquera (MI1P)

5TA, Ave. y 248 Barlovento, Santa Fe'

Ciudad de la Habana, Cuba

Tel:  (537) 2098966/(537) 2097875 | Fax: (537) 2049827

E-mail: marisela@cip.fishnavy.inf.cu /URL: http://www.cubamar.cu/cip/cip/htm

MsLiliana Andino Villar

Centro de I nvestigaciones Pesqueras (CI P)

Ministerio de la Industria Pesguera (M1P)

5TA, Ave. y 248 Barlovento, Santa Fe’

Ciudada de la Habana, Cuba

Tel:  (537) 2098966/(537) 2097875 /| Fax: (537) 2049827

E-mail: biblioteca@cip.fishnavy.inf.cu /URL: http://www.cubamar.cu/cip/cip/htm

MsMaria delos Angeles Ginori Hernandez

Acuario Nacional de Cuba

Avelraesq 60

Ciudad de laHabana, Cuba

Tel. (537) 203 6401 ext 250 / Fax (537) 2041 442

E-mail: acuario@ama.cu / URL: http://www.acuarionacional.cu

Ms Julieta Gutiérrez Hernandez
Instituto de Oceanologia

Ministerio de Ciencia, Tecnologiay Medio Ambiente
Ave. 19 #18406 entre 184 y 186 Rpto Flores

Playa, Ciudad de la Havana, Cuba

Tel.: (537 2716008 / Fax (537) 339112

E-mail: julieta@oceano.inf.cu
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MsYurien Lezeano Lopez

Centro de Investigaciones Marinas (CIM)

Universidad de la Habana, Ministerio de educacion Superior

Cdlel6# 114 enreleray 3era

Miramar, Playa, Ciudad de la Havana, Cuba

Tel. (537) 2098966 / (537) 2097875 /| Fax (537) 20 498 27

E-mail: yurien@cim.colunbus.cu / URL: http://www.cim.colombus.cu

ESTONIA

MsMaria Kalenchits

Estonian Marine Institute (MEI)
Library

Maealuse 10A

12618 Tdllinn, Estonia

Tel. +37 26267408 / Fax +37 26267417

E-mail ; maria@phys.sea.ee / URL http://www.sea.ee

FRANCE

MsJ. Prod‘homme

Institut Francais de Recherche pour I'Exploitation delaMer (IFREMER)

Bibliothegue La Pérouse/Centre de documentation sur la mer

B.P. 70

29280 Plouzane, France

Tel: +33298 498871 / Fax: +33 298 498888

E-Mail: jprodhom@ifremer.fr / jacqueline.prodhomme@ifremer.fr / URL : http://www.ifremer.fr
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GERMANY

Dr Walter Kuhnhold
Bundesfor schungsanstalt fuer Fisherei (BF)

Informations- und Dokumentationsstelle

Palmaille 9

D-22767 Hamburg, Germany

Tel: (+49) 40 38905 -113 / Fax: (+49) 389052 61

E-mail: wulf-peter.kirchner@ind.bfa-fisch.de; walther.kuehnhold@bfa-fisch.de/ URL: http://www.bfa-fisch.de

GREECE

MsS. Goulala
National Centrefor Marine Research (NCMR

Library, Documentation and Information Centre

PO Box 172

19013 Anavysses Attikis, Greece

Tel: +30 22912076320 / Fax: +30 22910763216 53 522
E- mail: sgoulala@ncmr.gr; / URL: http://www.ncmr.gr

JAPAN

Dr Kazufumi Takayanagi

Fisheries Agency

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-kuTel: (81) 3 3502 8111
Tokyo 100-8907, Japan

Tel: (81) 335028111 / Fax (81) 45-788-7524

E-mail: kazufumi @affrc.go.jp

Mr Fujii Yuji

Fisheries Research Agency (FRA)

2-12-4 Fukuura, Kanazawaku

Y okohama 236-8648, Japan

Tel: (81)45 788 7524 | Fax: (81)45 788 7524
E-mail: yujif @affrc.go.jp
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Mr Sei Mizaobuchi

National Reseach I nstitute of Fisheries and Environment of Inland Sea (FEIS)
Fisheries Research Agency (FRA)

2-17-5 Maruishi, ohno, Saeki

Hiroshima 739-0452, Japan

Tel: (81) 829550666 / Fax (81) 829 54 1216

E-mail: sei @affrc.go.jp

KENYA

Mr J. Macharia

Kenya Marine and Fisheries Research Institute (KMFRI)

RECOSCIX-WIO

P.O. Box 81651

Mombasa, Kenya

Tel: 25411471129 / 25411472527 | Fax: 25411475157

E-mail: jmacharia@kmfri.co.ke; mosore@kmifri.co.ke../ URL: http://www.recoscix.org

MEXICO

Mr M. Montes

Universidad Nacional Auténoma de México (UNAM)

Edificio Anexo dela Direccion General de Bibliotecas (DGB)

Subdireccion de Servicios Especializados

Ciudad Universitaria

Apartado Postal 70-392

México City 04510, México

Tel: (52) 55 5622-3958 / 5622-3959 / Fax: (52) 55 5616 1436 / (52) 55 5622 4001
E-mail: marco@selene.cichcu.unam.mx / URL: http://www.dgb.unam.mx

NORWAY

MsBrit Skotheim

Institute of Marine Research (IMR)
c/o The Library / Directorate of Fisheries
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Postboks 185 - Sentrum

N-5804 Bergen, Norway

Tel:(0047) 55238550/ Fax: (0047) 55 23 85 85

E-mail: brit.skotheim@imr.no / URL: http://www.imr.no; URL Library: http://biblioteket.imr.no

POLAND

MsZ. Brzeska

Sea FisheriesInstitute (SFI)

Kollataja Street 1

81-332 Gdynia, Poland

Tel: +48 58 620 17 28 278 (Library) / +48 58 620-2825 (Director) Fax: +48 58 620-2831/ Telx: 054348 mir pl
E-mail: infolib@poczta.mir.gdyniapl / URL: http://www.mir.gdynia.pl

SWEDEN

MsK. Frohlund

National Board of Fisheries

Institute of Marine Research (IMR)

Turistgatan 5

S-45321 Lysekil, Sweden

Tel: +46 523-187 14 | Fax: +46 523-139 77

E-mail: karin.frohlund@fiskeriverket.se ; vidar.oresland@fiskeriverket.se / URL http://www.fiskeriverket.se

UKRAINE

Dr E. Romanov

Southern Scientific Research Institute of Marine Fisheriesand Oceanography (YugNIRO)
Chief, World Ocean Fishery Resources Department

2 Sverdlov Street, Kerch, 98300

Crimea, Ukraine

Tel: (380) (6561) 21012 / Fax: (380) (6561) 21572

E-mail: island@crimea.com
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UNITED KINGDOM

MsL. Noble

Marine Biological Association

National Marine Biological Library

Library and Information Services

Plymouth PL1 2PB, United Kingdom

Tel: (44) (1752) 633 266 / Fax: (44) (1752) 633 102

E-mail: LNO@PML.AC.UK URL: http://www.mba.ac.uk/nmbl

PUBL ISHING ASFA PARTNER

CSA

Dr C.Emerson / MsV. Soto

CSA

7200 Wisconsin Ave.

Bethesda, Maryland 20814, USA

Tel: 1-800-843-7751 / Fax: 1-301 961 6740

E-mail: jmcginty@csa.com ; CEmerson@csa.com ; vsoto@csa.com / URL: http://www.csa.com
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28. ASFA/2003/28 Japan (FRA) Report

29. ASFA/2003/29 Kenya (KMFRI) Report

30. ASFA/2003/30 Korea (KORDI) Report

31. ASFA/2003/31 Mexico (DGB) Report

3la ASFA/2003/31a ASFA Trust Fund Proposal

32. ASFA/2003/32 Morocco (INRH) Report

33. ASFA/2003/33 Norway (IMR) Report

34. ASFA/2003/34 Peru (IMARPE)Report

35. ASFA/2003/35 Poland (SFI) Report

36. ASFA/2003/36 Portugal (IPIMAR) Report

37. ASFA/2003/37 Russia (VNIRO) Report

37a ASFA/2003/37a ASFA Trust Fund Proposal

38. ASFA/2003/38 Spain (IEO) Report

39. ASFA/2003/39 Sweden (IMR) Report

40. ASFA/2003/40 Tunisia (INSTM) Report

41. ASFA/2003/41 Ukraine (YugNIRO) Report

42. ASFA/2003/42 United Kingdom (PML) Report

43. ASFA/2003/43 Uruguay (IIP) Report

44. ASFA/2003/44 USA (NOAA) Report

45. ASFA/2003/45 Vietnam (FICen) Report

46. ASFA/2003/46 Cambridge Scientific Abstracts (CSA) Report

47. ASFA/2003/47 List of ASFA Partners

48. ASFA/2003/48 CSA Calculation of Royalty Payment to Trust Fund

49. ASFA/2003/49 SFA Trust Fund Status

50. ASFA/2003/50 Fifth Rep. to ASFA Board Meet (2003) on Proj. to
Distr. ASFA CD-ROM to LIFDCs

51. ASFA/2003/51 ASFA Information Products and Services (incl. 2003
prices)

52. ASFA/2003/52 Letter from IAMSLIC on use of ASFA database by
their members

53. ASFA/2003/53 ICIE Interim Report on works performed by ICIE for
ASFA Partners [re. www-ISIS-ASFA]

54. ASFA/2003/54 ASFA Voting Procedures
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55. ASFA/2003/55 Fishery Ontology Service

56. ASFA/2003/56 Trust Fund Proposal (Financial support to attend
ASFA Advisory Board Meeting)

57. ASFA/2003/57 Status of the FIGIS-ASFA Cooperation

58. ASFA/2003/58 IAMSLIC Newsletter (2 pages regarding ASFA)

59. ASFA/2003/59 Background paper to the Geographic Authority List
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Annex-2b
LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

ADRIAMED - Scientific Cooperation to Support Responsible Fisheries in the Adriatic Sea (Italy)

AGRIS/GIL - International Information System for Agricultural Sciences and Technology, General Information and Library
ASFA - Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Abstracts

ASFISIS - Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Integrated Set of Information Systems (Micro CDS/ISIS package for preparing ASFA input
and for retrieval)

BF - Informations- und Dokumentstionsstelle, Bundesforschungsanstalt fur Fischerei (Germany)
CICH - Centro de Informacién Cientifica y Humanistica (Mexico)

CIP - Centro di Investigaciones Pesqueras (Cuba)

CRO - Centre de recherches océanologiques (Cote d'lvoire)

CSA - Cambridge Scientific Abstracts (ASFA Publisher)

CSIRO - Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organization (Australia)
DGB - Direccién General de Bibliotecas (Mexico), part of CICH

DFO - Department of Fisheries and Oceans (Canada)

EMI - Estonian Marine Institute

FAO - Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations

FICen - Fisheries Information Center (Viet Nam)

FIDI — Fishery Information, Data and Statistics Unit, FAO

FIGIS - Fisheries Global Information System, FAO

FRA - Fisheries Resource Agency

FTP - File Tranfer Protocol

GAL - Geographic Authority List

GIS - Geographic Information System

HTML - Hypertext Markup Language

IATTC - Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission
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ICCAT - International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (Spain)

ICES - International Council for the Exploration of the Sea (Denmark)

ICIE - Institue for Computer Information and Engineering (Poland)

ICLARM — The World Fish Center (Malaysia)

IDS - Internet Database Service

IEO - Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografia (Spain)

IFOP - Instituto de Fomento Pesquero (Chile)

IFREMER - Institut francais de recherche pour I'exploitation de la mer, Service de la Documentation, Bibliotheque Centre de Brest
IIP - Instituto de Investigaciones Pesqueras (Uruguay)

IMARPE - Instituto del Mar del Pert

IMR - Institute of Marine Research (Norway)

IMR - Institute of Marine Research (Sweden)

INIDEP - Instituto Nacional de Investigacién y Desarrollo Pesquero (Argentina)

INRH - Institut national de recherche halieutique (Morocco)

INSTM - Institut national des sciences et technologies de la mer (Tunisia)

I0C - Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission (Unesco)

IPIMAR - Instituto Portugues de Investigacdo Maritima (Portugal)

IUCN - The World Conservation Union (Switzerland)

JFRCA - Japan Fisheries Resource Conservation Association

KMFRI - Kenya Marine and Fisheries Research Institute

KORDI - Korea Ocean Research and Development Institute

LIFDC - Low Income Food Deficit Countries

MAFAR - Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Agrarian Reform (Bulgaria)

MEI - Estonian Marine Institute

MOFR - Marine Oceanographic and Freshwater Resources

NCMR - National Centre for Marine Research (Greece)

NICMAS - National Information Centre for Marine Sciences (India)

NIO - National Institute of Oceanography (India)
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NISC - National Information Services Centre (South Africa)

NMDIS - National Marine Data and Information Service, State Oceanic Administration (People's Republic of China)

NOAA - National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

NRC - National Research Council (Canada)

ODINAFRICA - Ocean Data and Information Network in Africa

PIMRIS - Pacific Islands Marine Resources Information System (Fiji)

PML - Plymouth Marine Laboratory (UK)

SFI - Sea Fisheries Institute (Poland)

SIBM - Societa Italiana di Biologia Marina (Italy)

SIPAM - Information System for the Promotion of Aquaculture in the Mediterranean (Tunisia)

UNAM - Universidad Nacional Autonoma de México

UN/DOALOS - United Nations Division for Ocean Affairs and the Law of the Sea (UN-Secretariat, NY, USA)

UNEP - United Nations Environment Progamme

USP — Universidade de San Paulo (Brazil)

VLIZ — Vlaams instituut voor de Zee vzw (Flanders Marine Institute)

VNIRO - All-Russia Research Institute of Marine Fisheries and Oceanography

WWW-ISIS-ASFA - (Web based Micro CDS/ISIS package for preparing ASFA input and for retrieval)

YugNIRO - Southern Science Research Institute of Marine Fisheries and Oceanography (Ukraine)
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Annex-41

ASFA Trust Fund Status
(as of 17 June 2003)

PART- 1: Record of Deposits and Balance
1.1 CSA & BF Royalty Payments .pg.1

1.2 Balance ........ccecveevvenieenieennnen, pg.1
PART- 2: Proposals:

2.1 IN Progress .....ccccvevvevieerciennnns pg.2
2.2 Completed in intersession ..... pg.3
2.3 Pending ......ccoovviinieiiiieiein pg.4
2.4 New & ONgoiNg ........cevnevvnnns pg.4

PART- 3: Summary List of ALL proposals.....pg.5

PART-1: RECORD OF DEPOSITS AND BALANCE

1.1 CSA and BF (Germany) Rovyalty Payments

CSA BF (Germany)
Year US$ (deposit date) (deposit date)
2002 | $185913.49 5/2003 € 32,65/ $30.03* 2002
2001 | $155668.79 6/2002 DM 110.83+€ 8,30* / 3 2001
$59.87
2000 | $127 846.27 5/2001 DM 134,05 / $63.00 2000
1999 | $ 85412.46 5/2000 DM 151,23/ $71.08 1999
1998 | $ 80003.75 4/1999 DM 190,65 / $89.73 1998
1997 | $ 70315.76 4/1998 DM 204,43 / $96.22 1998
1996 | $ 64 596.00 4/1997 DM 122,21 / $57.52 1996
1995 | $ 61543.51 5/1996 DM 241,72 / $113.77 1995
1994 | $ 34473.77 4/1995 *1Euro=.92US$
* 1$=2.12452 DM
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1.2 BALANCE

e ALL funds deposited in Trust Fund to date (sum of all entries in section 1.1 above) . (+) $ 866 355.00
e COMMITTED funds (sum of all committed funds listed under Part 3) .............cccvverennee. (-) $574 920.00

o Funds returned to balance UNSPENt ......ccccceeeviiiec i (+) $ 22 935.00
(see items 38 and 46 in Part 3)

(note: not all unspent funds are returned to balance. In the case of ongoing proposals,

in which the proposals are renewed each year, the funds are carried over to the next
year's proposal (see items: 10,11,15,16,22,23,34 in Part 3).

In other cases, the funds are spent on similar or follow-up activities to the original proposal

(see items: 3, 4, 5, 17 in Part 3)

o L@ YT Yo 1= o PP (-)$ 2200.00
(see item 39 in Part 3)

BALANCE ... (+)US$ 312 170.00

PART-2: PROPOSALS

PART-2:
2.1 Proposals IN PROGRESS
2.2 Proposals COMPLETED in Intersessional Period

2.3 Proposals PENDING
2.4 Proposals NEW and ONGOING

2.1 Proposals IN PROGRESS

2.1.1 Supporting attendance to Annual ASFA Board Meetings (CIP, Cuba, 2003 Meeting)

This proposal remains classified as “in progress” until the participants have returned home from the
Meeting and have presented any eventual travel expense claims.

At the 2002 Meeting, the Board allocated $30 000 to support attendance at this year's Meeting in Cuba.
The total amount disbursed is not available at this writing.

At this writing eight ASFA Partners will receive full or partial assistance to attend this year's Board
Meeting: 1) Argentina, 2) China, 3) Estonia, 4) India, 5) Kenya (with partial funding from 10C), 6) Mexico,
7) Poland, 8) Ukraine.
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(This is an ongoing proposal, so each year it requires "updating" with regard to the cost for the following
year's allocation (2004). The "Updating" to this proposal is mentioned under the "New Proposals"
section 2.4.1 and will be discussed under Agend item 13.3)

2.1.2 Staff Support to the FAO ASFA Secretariat (for year Jan -Dec 2003) ($30 000)

This proposal is to assist the FAO ASFA Secretariat with work/initiatives that are for the collective benefit
of the ASFA Partnership. FAO proposed this as an ongoing proposal, which the Board requested be
discussed each year before renewal.

So far for the period Jan.-Dec. 2003, $26 297 has been committed as follow: $8 800 for ASFA input
preparation (sub-contract to AdriaMed); $10 497 for work relating to the project to distribute ASFA
information products to LIFDC countries; $2 000 to identify gaps in FAO monitoring list; and $3 500
(approx.) to attend www-ISIS training at ICIE. The remaining $3 703, if not spent, will be carried forward
and added to 2004 allotment.

(This is an ongoing proposal which the Board suggested be reconfirmed each year. Reconfirmation of
this proposal is mentioned under the "New Proposals” section 2.4.2 and will be discussed under Agend
item 13.3)

2.1.3 Support to implementation of www-ASFA-ISIS interface by ICIE (i.e. Help Desk) -$10 000

This proposal, first approved at the 2001 Meeting, actually came into operation when the new www-ISIS-
ASFA software was issued in October 2002. The purpose of the proposal is to assist Partners with the
implementation and installation of the new www-ASFA-ISIS software, and to maintain the software
(updates to internal pick-lists and debugging) for a period of one year. A Report by ICIE on the
functioning of the "Help Desk" is presented by ICIE as ASFA/2003/53.

Note: During the discussion of this Trust Fund proposal in 2001 the Board decided to amend it to include
additional funds (i.e. in addition to the allocated $10 000) to cover Dr Rybinski's travel and per diem to attend
the 2002 ASFA Board Meeting in Rome. For administrative reasons, the cost for this travel ($1 688) could not
be included directly in the contract for the above mentioned proposal, therefore the cost was charged against
the ASFA Trust Fund as a separate item. Dr Rybinski did attend the 2002 ASFA Board Meeting in Brest, so
this part (or addition) to the proposal is completed (for convenience in record keeping this note is referred to
under the "Proposals Completed" section 2.2.

2.1.4 (KMFRI, Kenya) - Collect, sort out, and prepare approximately 6000 complete

bibliographic references dealing with the aquatic environment (in machine readable format using
www-ISIS-ASFA or ASFISIS) for inclusion in the ASFA Database $15 000

This proposal was put forward and approved during the intersessional period via ASFA-Board-L.
The correspondence recording the presentation of the proposal and the voting results is contained
in the e-mails to the ASFA-Board-L list dated 30 September 2002 and 15 October 2002,
respectively.

2.1.5 (VLIZ, Belgium) - Collect, sort out, and prepare approximately 15 000 complete bibliographic
references dealing with the aquatic environment (from the North Sea, in particular the
Southern Bight area. $18 000

This proposal was put forward and approved during the intersessional period via ASFA-Board-L.
The presentation of the proposal and voting results are contained in the e-mails to the ASFA-Board-
L list dated 10 March 2003 and 25 March 2003, respectively.

2.1.6 ASFA-FIGIS Interaction(development of map based query facility (GIS) to ASFA) $20 000
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This proposal was put forward at the 2001 ASFA Board Meeting where it was first agreed in
principle. At the 2002 Meeting, final consent to proceed with this project was given by the Board
(section 13.2.14 of 2002 Board Report). See (ASFA/2003/57) for the status report on this project.

2.2 Proposals COMPLETED (in Intersessional period 2002-2003

2.2.1 (CSIRO, Australia) - Sponsorship for a Latin American partner to attend the IAMSLIC
conference Mazatlan, Mexico, 6-11 October 2002) ($2 500)

This proposal was put forward and approved during the intersessional period via ASFA-Board-L.
The proposal and voting results are contained in the e-mails to the ASFA-Board-L list dated 4
March 2002 and 9 March 2002, respectively. Final cost $2 790

2.2.2 (NMDIS, China) - Conversion of ASFA Printed Journ. into mach. readable format -1972
journal (12 issues) ($15 000)

This proposal was agreed at the 2000 Board Meeting, with the work starting in June 2001. The
project is "completed" and the records (12 446) have been added to the ASFA database.

2.2.3 (NIO, India) - Conversion of ASFA Printed Journ. into mach. readable format - 1971 journal
(6 issues) ($8 500)

This proposal was agreed by the Board during the 2001-2002 intersessional period. The proposal
and voting results are contained in the e-mails to the ASFA-Board-L list dated 27 November 2001
and 4 December 2001, respectively. The project is "completed” and the records (5 837) have been
added to the ASFA database.

2.2.4 (YugNIRO, Ukraine) - Provision of ASFA Centres in former USSR with reference materials
for input (ASFIS-2 Subject Categories and Scope Descriptions)(YugNIRO)($1 500)

The project (translation into Russian of the document) is "completed”, and can be downloaded from
the ASFA Homepage ftp site.

2.2.5 (FAO) Support to the Development of Web based interface to ASFISIS together
withGILW/AGRIS group. $10 000 from Trust Fund ($11 045 from FAO Regular Program).
The completion of this proposal was marked by the issuing of Release-1 of the www-ISIS-ASFA
software - 25 October 2002. A report of the work done by ICIE was presented to the 2002 Board Meeting
and is contained in that Meeting Report.

2.2.6 Funds for Dr Rybinski (from ICIE) to attend 2002 ASFA Board Meeting ($1 688)

As stated in the “Note” under section 2.1.3 for administrative reasons this travel was charged as a
separate item against the ASFA Trust Fund.

2.2.7 Initiatives paid with unspent funds taken from proposals where there was under
spending

These are not “proposals” in the strict sense of the word. However FAO did, at previous Meetings,
declare its intentions regarding the deployment of these “left over” funds, and received no objections to
such use)

- www-ISIS-ASFA Training of VNIRO staff - $2 900.

- Translation of WWW-ISIS -ASFA Help Notes into French - $1 500.
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- Translation of WWW-ISIS -ASFA Help Notes into Spanish - $1 500.

2.3 Proposals PENDING (pending further discussion and/or action)

2.3.1 (BF, Germany) - Draft Concept ... Correction the ASFA Database Descriptor Fields.

At the 2001 Meeting, the Board agreed, in principle, to proceed with the cleaning of the identifier
field and the further cleaning, to a finer level, of the subject and geographic fields (see section
13.3.6 and Annex-20a of 2001 Meeting Report). The initial proposal was for $19,800 subject to
further cost calculations.

At the 2002 Meeting, Mr Kiihnhold (BF) re-proposed the project (see section 13.3.3 and Annex-20a
of 2002 Meeting Report). Mr Emerson (CSA) pointed out problems in replacing the incorrect or
unwanted terms in the CSA master file with the “corrected” BF terms. For records prior to 1998, the
desired terms (due to the different structure of these) must be APPENDED to the records — together
with the unwanted terms. For recent records, (1999 onwards) corrections would be easier to
implement).

CSA suggested separating the types of errors and doing a trial run with 100 records. CSA and BF
agreed to work together to clarify certain aspects/technical problems related to the exercise, and the
proposal would be put forward again after clarification was made.

(For further discussion under Agend item 13.2)

2.3.2 (PIMRIS)-Convert 500 Records from PIMRIS database into ASFISIS format. - Pending

2.3.3 (INIDEP, Argentina and IFOP, Chile) - Marine Bibliographic Information from the Latin
American and Caribbean Region Processed for the ASFA Database, Twenty Five Years
of Scientific Research (1955-1980). First Stage: S. America: Argentina and Chile.

This project proposal was submitted at 2002 Board Meeting (see Annex-12a of the 2002 Report). It
was not approved considering the fact that the Partners submitting the proposal had a backlog of
input from their own current Monitoring list. (see section 13.3.4 of 2002 Report).

The Board agreed that this proposal could be put forward again this year, in which case it would be
discussed (under Agenda item 13.2)

2.4 NEW AND ONGOING Proposals 2002-2003

2.4.1 Supporting attendance to ASFA Advisory Board Meeting (for year 2003)

Ongoing proposal - This proposal is reviewed each year by the Board to update the amount of
allocated funds. The original proposal (by NOAA) was agreed at the 1997 ASFA Board Meeting,
where $6000 was allocated to support attendance at the 1998 Meeting. The Board subsequently
updated/increased the allocation as follows: year 1998 ($10 000), year 1999 ($15 000), year 2000
(no increase), year 2001 ($25 000), year 2002 ($30 000). It is the opinion of the FAO ASFA
Secretariat that the sum should not, at least for the time being, be further increased.

(For further discussion to re-confirm $30,000 or update sum for 2004 Meeting - Agenda item 13.2)
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2.4.2 (FAO)- Staff Support to the FAO ASFA Secretariat (for Jan -Dec 2004) ($30 000)

Ongoing proposal - (see ASFA/2003/ 3a) This proposal is to assist the FAO ASFA Secretariat in
carrying out work/initiatives that are for the collective benefit of the ASFA Partnership. FAO proposed
this as an ongoing proposal, and the Board requested it be discussed each year before renewal. It is
FAQ’sopinion that the sum should not, for time being, be further increased.

(The Board will be asked to further support the proposal at $30 000 for period Jan-Dec 2004)

2.4.3 (VNIRO, Russia) - Input of “old” unique literature (approx 1000 records) on Caspian Sea
from 1770 -1970

At this writing VNIRO is in the process drawing up the terms of the proposal to present to Board.

(For further discussion/approval if proposal is put forward - Agend item 13.2)

2.4.4 (UNAM, Mexico) translate into Spanish the ASFIS REFERENCE SERIES, No. 2 (ASFIS
Subject Categories and Scope Descriptions) and ASFIS REFERENCE SERIES, No. 3
(Guidelines for Bibliographic Description and Data Entry) ($9 000)

PART-3: SUMMARY LISTING (all proposals in-progress and completed, 1995 —to date)

The purpose of this listing is to keep a record as detailed and as transparent as possible of ALL the ASFA
Trust Fund proposals and the funds disbursed.

2002- 2003 Intersessional proposals
(proposals put forward and approved via ASFA-Board-L) (COMMITTED) (DISBURSED) (NOTES)
$15000 | $5000 | 1% payment made

1. Collect, sort, input of "historical" bibl. Records (KMFRI)

2. Collect, sort, input of "historical" bibl. Records (VLIZI) $18 000 | $5000 | 1% payment made

2002-2003 Intersessional Initiatives taken by the FAO ASFA Secretariat using funds “left over” from
completed proposals where there was under spending (therefore these are not “proposals” in the strict sense of
the word. However FAO did, at previous Meetings, declare its intentions regarding the deployment of these “left over”
funds, and received no objections to such use)

3. www-ISIS-ASFA training for VNIRO Partner $2 900*

4. Translation www-1SIS-ASFA Help Notes into Spanish $1 500*

5. Translation www-ISIS-ASFA Help Notes into French $1 500*
*(using funds unspent from L.A. training, see item-17)




2002 Intersessional proposals

. . $2500 | $2790 | completed
6. Funding to attend Oct.2002 IAMSLIC Meeting (1 person) P
7. Conversion of 1971 ASFA Journals (NIO) $8500 | $8500 | completed
8. Support to attend annual (2003) ASFA Board Meetings $30 000 sum not available at writing
(plus extra $1 030. unspent from 2002 allocation, see item-10)
(plus extra $671 unspent from 2001 allocation, see item-15)
9. Staff Support to the FAO ASFA Secretariat (for year 2003) $30 000 | $26 279 | underway
$8 800 for assistance in ASFA input preparation (sub-contract to
AdriaMed); $10 497 for ASFA information products to LIFDC countries;
$2 000 to identify gaps in FAO monitoring list; and $3 500 (approx.) to
attend www-ISIS training at ICIE.
Note: - (plus extra $22 200 from unspent Jan-Dec 2002 allocation, see item-11)
- (plus extra $9 833 from unspent Jan-Dec 2001 allocation, see item-16)
- (plus extra $800 from unspent Jan-Dec 2000 allocation, see item-23)
2001 Proposals
. $25 000 ($23 969. [completed (unspent $1030, moved to
10. Support to attend annual (2002) ASFA Board Meetings P (unsp
2003 Meeting allocation, see item-8)
11. Staff Support to the FAO ASFA Secretariat (for year 2002) $30 000 | $8 800 [completed (unspent $22.200 transfered
(%8 800 for assistance in ASFA input preparation (sub-contract to AdriaMed) . .
to current year allocation, see item-9)
12. Support to implementation of www -ASFA-ISIS interface $10 000*| $2 500 | underway
(start when software was issued — 10/2002)
*(plus additional funds to attend 2002 Board Meeting (see next item 21a)
12a Funds to attend 2002 Board Meeting for Dr Rybinski $1500 | $1688 | completed
13. ASFA-FIGIS Interaction $20 000 | $3 540 | underway
14. Correction of the ASFA Descriptors fields $19 800* pending (subject to negotiation)
(this project includes possible extension $5 000 — see item 14a)
14a (extension of project to other Partners) $5 000** pending
2000 Proposals (COMMITTED) (DISBURSED) (NOTES)
. $15 000 | $18 958*| completed (unspent $671, moved to
15. Support to attend annual (2001) ASFA Board Meetings P (unsp
*(extra $4 629 disbursed from unspent 2000 allocation, item-22 2003 Meeting allocation, see item-8)
16. Staff Support to the FAO ASFA Secretariat (for year 2001) $31 460 | $21 627 | completed (unspent $9833 transferred
(expenditure for Rybinski to 2001 Meet.$1 688, Cort to L.America$6 039, . .
to current year allocation, see item-9)
Input support$3 900, CDs to LIFDC$7000, Transl. Help notes$3 000)
17. Workshops for familiarization (training) in ASFA input preparation $28 800 | $20 798 | completed
(unspent funds to be spent on future training related to www-ISIS-ASFA,
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see items 3,4,5)

18. Support to the Dev. of Web based interface to ASFISIS $10 000 | $10 000 | completed 10/2002
19. Provision of ASFA Centres in former USSR with ..translation | $1 500 | $1 500 | completed
(ASFIS-2, Subject Categories and Scope Descriptions)
20. Conversion of ASFA Printed Journals into machine $15 000 | $15 000 | completed
readable format (1971-1974). 1973 Conversion
21. Conversion of ASFA Printed Journals into machine $15 000 | $15 000 | completed
readable format (1971-1974). 1972 Conversion d
1999 Proposals
. 15 000 10 371*
22. Support to attend annual (2000) ASFA Board Meeting $ $ completed
*(unspent $4 629 moved to support attendance at 2001 Meeting, item-15)
23. Staff support to ASFA Secretariat (Ms Wibley) $31 460 | $30 660* completed *(unspent $800 transferred
(for the period January 2000 -December 2000) . .
to current year allocation, see item-9)
24. Improvement of ASFA Database by Germany (BF) $15 000 | $15 000 | completed
25. Request for training from Kenya (RECOSCIX-WIO) $3000 | $2825 | completed
26. Conversion of ASFA printed journals into machine $15 000 | $15 000 | completed
readable format (1974 volume) by India (NIO)
27. Addition of 45 000 abstracts to 1975-77ASFA database(Ching $17 000 | $17 000 | completed
28. Formatting ASFA Thesaurus by Julia Hudson $2 000 | $2000 | completed
1998 Proposals
. . 10 000 | $12 500* leted * 2500
29. Support to attend annual ASFA Advisory Board Meetings ¥ $ completed *(extra 3 comes
from unspent 1997 allocation, item 34)
30. Staff support to ASFA Secretariat (Ms Wibley) $25 200 | $25 200 | completed
(for the period January 1999 -December 1999)
31. A systems analysis specification for a Windows-based 0 0 cancelled
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*(funds credited to FAO FIDI budget (because FAO carried out the work)

data entry software (ASFISIS/Win) (Dr. DeSmet)
32. Extension of ASFA Potential in Lithuania $2500 | $2500 | completed
33. Coverage of Fishery Economics and Related Subjects in ASFA. $5000 | $5000 | completed
completed
1997 Proposals (COMMITTED) (DISBURSED) (NOTES)
34. Support to attend annual ASFA Advisory Board Meetings $6 000 | $3 500* | completed *($2,500 unspent-to
be transferred to 1998 proposal item-29)
35. Staff support to ASFA Secretariat (Ms Wibley) $25 200 | $25 200 | completed
(for the period January 1998 -December 1998)
36. Extension of ASFA potential in Ukraine (YugNIRO) $3000 | $3000 | completed
37. Provision of ASFA Centres in former USSR with $3500 | $3500 | completed
reference material for input (translations) (YugNIRO)
38. ASFISIS Maintenance (Dr. DeSmet) $2000 | $1400* | completed
*($600 returned to balance due to over budgeting)
39. Training for PIMRIS (travel Mr. Rao) $3 000 | $5200* | completed
*(disbursed exceeds committed, because for administrative reasons,
FAO could not issue the most economic ticket as per original estimate)
40. Convert 500 Records (from PIMRIS database into ASFISIS formating) | $3 500 | O pending
41. Analysis of ASFA for Scope and Coverage with $6 500 | $6 500 | completed
eventual recommendations for improvement
1996 Proposals
42. Manual on ASFISIS software and Data Entry $6 000 | $6 000*| completed

43. Logo for ASFA competition 0 0 costed at $2500, but later cancelled

44. Statistical Analysis of ASFA Database 0 0 costed at $7000, done at no charge
by CSA

45. ASFA User Survey 0 0 cancelled-never budgeted)
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1995 Proposals

46. Workshops for familiarization with the ASFA input $34 000 $11 645*| completed *(unspent $22,335 returned
methodology (ASFA Training Session, 3-7 June 1996, FAO) to Balance)
47. Review of the ASFA Partners Monitoring of Serials for ASFA | $5000| $5 000 | completed
(follow-up to 1994 review)
48. 10C Study Grant.. ($8 000) 0 0 cancelled
49. Chinese proposal sub-project 1, Identification of ASFA $4 000| $4 000 | completed

information users and suppliers in China

(TOTAL)

$574 920 $409 850

(COMMITTED) (DISBURSED)

(R.Pepe, 17 June 2003)

The Full text of most of the Trust Fund Proposals cited above is contained in the corresponding year's ASFA Advisory Board Meeting
Reports: (Hamburg, 30 May-2 June 95) (Rome, 28-31 May 96) (Gdynia, 22-25 April 97) (Rome, 9-12 June 98) (NOAA, 25-28 May 99),
(NIO/NICMAS 19-22 September 2000) (IFREMER, Brest 19-22 June 2001) (Rome, 18-21 June 02)
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Annex-50

Decisions And Actions Agreed By Participants
ASFA ADVISORY BOARD MEETING
CIP, Havana, Cuba, 15-18 July 2003

1. The Report of the 2002 ASFA Advisory Board Meeting (Rome, Italy) was adopted by the Board.
New ASFA Partners

2. The Board welcomed the new Ecuador ASFA National Partner - Instituto Naciona de Pesca (INP).
Potential New ASFA Partners

3. Netherlands - the FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to follow up on a potential ASFA National Partner in
the Netherlands suggested by VLIZ. Mr Haspeslagh (VL12Z) agreed to carry out any eventual training
activities should a Partner be successfully identified and recruited.

4. New Zeaand - Regarding the unsuccessful effortsto recruit an ASFA Partner in New Zealand, the FAO
ASFA Secretariat agreed to investigate the possibility of using the upcoming World Deep Sea Fisheries
Conference, to be held in December 2003 in New Zealand, as a means of identifying a new potential
ASFA Partner.

5. Two National ASFA Partners were removed from the ASFA Partnership during the intersessional period:
Bulgaria- The Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Agrarian Reform (MAFAR) and Lithuania -
I chthyobank.

6. Bulgaria- Ms. S. Goulala (NCMR) suggested the Institute of Oceanology in Bulgaria as a potential
ASFA Partner, and she agreed to supply the ASFA Secretariat with contact information.
FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to follow up.

Partnersin danger of being removed from the ASFA Partner ship

7. Portuga (IPIMAR) - No ASFA input received from IPIMAR since 2001. [note from FAO ASFA
Secretariat: IPIMAR said that they would probably resume input in July 2003].

8. Spain (IEO) — No input received from IEO since 2000.

9. ICCAT —Noinput received from ICCAT since 2002. [note from FAO ASFA Secretariat: ICCAT has
notified us that they are taking actions).

10. Morocco - INRH - No input received from INRH since joining [note from FAO ASFA Secretariat:
INRH said that they would send someone to FAQO for training after recruitment].
16.1

16.2 ASFA Publishing Agreement

11. The present Publishing Agreement covers the period 1 January 2000 to 31 December 2003. Negotiations
between the FAO ASFA Secretariat and the publisher CSA have been initiated. The following proposed
changes were reported: some editorial revisions, a rationalisation of references to developing country
classifications, a more rigorous procedure for providing master copies of the CSA/ASFA database to
FAO ,and arevision in the threshold of the royalty payment of 5% of the net revenue from US$335,000
to US$500,000 (10% royalty thereafter).

The Board expressed general support for the proposed revisions to the Publishing Agreement.
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12. Regarding the small difference in the discount price given by CSA to consortia (20%) and existing ASFA
Partners (25%) when purchasing subscriptions to the IDS service.
Dr. Grainger (FAO) agreed to raise this concern with the Publisher with aview to seeking a solution.

Scope, Coverage, Monitoring and Timeliness

13. Dr Kuhnhold (BF) agreed to re-send to Partners the list of Publishers, in the aquatic sciences, which
will facilitate ASFA Partners contacting these Publishers (in order to request catal ogues, and to request
complimentary review copies of new books for input to ASFA).

14. Regarding the report literature dealing with the Southeast Asian region (in pdf format) identified by Ms
Noble (NMBL) on the DFID Aquaculture and Fish Genetics Research Programme website
http://www.dfid.stir.ac.uk/Afgrp/ , Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to investigate coverage of these reports
in cooperation with Ms Noble (NMBL).

15. Dr. Kuhnhold (BF) agreed to further investigate and provide ASFA Partners with more details
regarding a scanning machine available in Switzerland which converts entire journals into full text.

16. CSA expressed their willingness to collaborate with other ASFA Partners who wished to carry out
retrospective indexing. CSA would key in the bibliographic citation, at a cost of approximately US$1.50
- $2.00, and then the Partner could do the indexing. Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed and MsNoble (NMBL)
agreed to collaborate on one journal asatrial.

17. Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to provide more detailed information regarding automatic machine indexing,
and to circulate it viaASFA Board L. Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed also to carry out atest to compare
machine-assisted indexing with personal indexing and prepare the trial for Partnersto test by next spring.

Cancdlation of Aquaculture Abstracts and M arine Biotechnology printed journals

18. The FAO ASFA Secretariat requested further time to consider the potential consequences of cancelling
the two journals: Aquaculture Abstracts and Marine Biotechnology printed journals, and pointed out that
such a change would require alegal amendment to the Publishing Agreement. FAO ASFA Secretariat
agreed to circulate via ASFA Board-L the CSA proposal (to cancel the printed versions of the two above
mentioned journals) in order to have feedback also from Partners not present at the Mesting.

CD-ROM

Missing records

19. Regarding the problem of “missing” records raised by Ms Prod’ homme (IFREMER) (i.e. the difference
in number of their records on the output products, i.e. CD-Rom, ASFA tapesand IDS). Ms
Prod’homme (IFREM ER) was asked to supply CSA with details as to the missing records so that this
matter could be investigated further.

20. Regarding the 30,000 figure difference between the records on the IDS and the CD-ROM mentioned by
Mr Pepe (FAO), Dr Emerson (CSA) mentioned that this could be due to difficulties at Silver Platter (now
OVID) in*counting’ the total number of records on the 3 CD-ROMs. A re-load would re-order the data
on the different OVID CD-ROMsiin correct chronological order (to allow for the ‘old’ records that have
recently been input) and could possibly allow for the missing 30,000 records to appear in the final count.
FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to writeto OVID to request a quicker/immediate upload because users
are reguesting this.

Name change on CD-ROM label
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21. Onthe CD-ROM labdl, the Board agreed to the change of nameto: ASFA, Aquatic Sciences and
Fisheries Abstracts, produced by CSA in cooperation with 4 UN organizations and an international
network of National Partners, and also requested CSA to inform SilverPlatter (now OVID) of this
change.

Environmental regime codes (M BF)

22. FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to send areminder via ASFA-Board-L to all Partners regarding usage of
the environmental codes, and agr eed to request modification of the www-1SIS-ASFA input software to
incorporate a warning message when the field was missing data during the data input process.

16.3 Internet Service

23. Both VLIZ (Belgium) and IFREMER (France) requested that combining search strategies should be
made available on the IDS. CSA noted that they were always trying to improve the IDS service and that it
was one of the improvements already included on their list, and that CSA would try to makeit a
priority.

24. YugNIRO (Ukraine) mentioned their problems regarding | P-independent access to the CSA, IDS services
and Dr Emerson (CSA) said that CSA would look into the matter.

25. Regarding the possibility of adding the FULL journal title's to ALL of the“old” ASFA records on the
IDS. Dr Emerson (CSA) replied that this had already been done for some of the easier titles, and Dr
Emerson (CSA) agreed to proceed with the rest of the journal titles.

English title capitalization

26. Since the capitalization in titles does not affect searching, the Boar d agreed to enter thetitles asthey are
shown in the publication, and FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed* to effect this change in the relevant
Guidelines, and the Help notes contained in the www-1SIS-ASFA software, regarding capitalization.

* [note from ASFA Secretariat: since thisisa major deviation from existing ASFA rules, the FAO ASFA Secretariat reserves
theright to reverse this decision should unforeseen objections/complications be raised]

Entering the Author’sfirst namein full

27. The Board agreed* to enter the author name in full under the following 2 conditions: 1) if provided as
such in the original document, and 2) manpower permitting. It was pointed out that the author field, in the
www-ISIS-ASFA software, contained an open pick-list which was “added to” during datainput (i.e.
when you add new term which isnot intheligt, it remainsin the list for future use).

28. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed* to follow up on the possibility of changing the structure of the
Author’s name field to be sub-fielded to allow for surname and first names.

* [note from ASFA Secretariat: sincethisisa major deviation from existing ASFA rules, the FAO ASFA Secretariat reserves
theright to reverse this decision should unforeseen objections/complications be raised]

Diacritical marks

29. The Board agreed that the Diacritic and Trangliteration Committee would prepare a preliminary table,
using the table in the Bibliographic Guidelines as a starting point, which would be circulated to ASFA
Partners within 2-3 months.

30. In order to determine whether searching with or without diacritics would make any difference to the
results, the Board agreed to carry out searches to investigate different databases and send results to the
Diacritic and Trandliteration Committee for analysis, so that eventually a second table could be prepared.
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16.4 Document Delivery
31. MsGoulala (NCMR) agreed to send ASFA Partners a paper on copyright laws that NCMR had
compiled.

32. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to prepare a questionnaire regarding Partners problems concerning
document delivery, and circulate it to Partners via ASFA-Board-L

33. Regarding compatibility between Ariel and Prospero. Mr Haspeslagh (VL12Z) agreed to continue the
testing, and agr eed to circulate awritten paper on Prospero via ASFA Board-L.
16.5 DOS- ASFISIS

34. The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported that although Partners may continue to use the ASFISIS3 software,
it is not going to be developed further (except for occasional updates to the internal serials pick-list),
therefore Partners are recommended, where possible to use the www.ISIS-ASFA software.

www-ASFA-1SIS

35. Regarding the modality for submitting suggestions for improvement to the software, the FAO ASFA
Secretariat informed Partners that they should send an E-mail to Dr. Rybinski (copy to FAO), with: www-
1SS ASFA suggestions for improvement written in the subject line.

Multiple-author affiliations

36. Regarding the possibility that this extrainformation (i.e. multiple author affiliations) will cause recordsto
exceed the maximum record length of the www-ISIS-ASFA software (approx. 7800 characters). The
FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to do some testing regarding this problem.

37. Mr Haspeslagh (VLI1Z) agreed to obtain some information from their own system (which already
includes multiple author affiliations) to see how they have solved the problem of linking the various
authorsto their respective affiliations.

38. The FAO ASFA Secretariat and Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to investigate the possibility of including
multiple affiliation fields, and FAO agreed to request Dr. Rybinski to modify the software so asto
incorporate the multiple affiliation feature (including aso multiple e-mail addresses) in the next release
of the software.

39. The Board agreed that the inclusion of multiple author affiliations would NOT be mandatory and only
those Partners, who wished to do so, would enter multiple affiliations.

ASFA Win, ASFA Data Entry System for Windowsin Japan

40. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to investigate, together with Dr. Rybinski, the possibility of
incorporating into the www-ISIS-ASFA software some of the features present in the Japanese ASFA-Win
(e.g. the picklistsfor inserting special characters, the export to Excel etc.).

17. Report on ASFA Training Activities

41. The FAO ASFA Secretariat mentioned that its intention was to decentralize training when possible, and
to have the experienced and willing ASFA Partners assist them in carrying out the required training for
new Partnersin their region.

171

17.2 ASFIS-1, Serials Monitored for the ASFIS Bibliographic Database
42. The FAO ASFA Secretariat requested that Partners be very precise when sending information to FAO as

regards titles that have ceased publication (or titles that the Partner is no longer monitoring) they should
not forget to include information regarding the ‘last volume/ issue and year published (or covered).
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ASFIS-6, Aquatic Sciences and Fisheries Thesaurus

43. Regarding the Fishery Ontology Service Project, FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to keep the Board
informed of progress.

ASFIS-7, Geographic Authority List

44. Dr Emerson (CSA) reported that they had recently sent the list (approximately 25,000) to Partners for
analysis. CSA pointed out that it was of great importance to give aclean list to FIGIS before it starts
mapping the termsto its Gl S interface. Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to try to identify a consultant to clean
up the current geographic descriptor list. (Partners were also requested by CSA to inform them of any
experts they may know in the field.

45. Regarding whether the GAL list could be made to appear as an ‘accruable’ pick-list in the www-1SIS-
ASFA software (i.e. when you add new term which is not in thelist, it remainsin the list for future use).
FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to ask Dr. Rybinski if thiswould be possible.

46. Regarding the navigational charts compiled by the National Information Mapping Agency (NIMA) Mr
Jorgens (UN/DOAL OS) agreed to investigate and to follow-up on NIMA, with the assistance of
NOAA.

47. FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to consult the UN programme for further information.

Statistical infor mation on use of Authority Lists

48. Mr Pepe (FAO) agreed to help develop some survey guestions (together with any other Partners who
may have some special competence in creating such survey questions) and send them to CSA who could
then pass them on to their marketing department (IAMSL1C members may be included in the user survey
- perhaps through their newsletter).

ASFIS-8, Taxonomic Authority List

49. A request was made to make this list become an *accruable’ pick-list in the www-I1SIS-ASFA software
(i.e. when you add new term which is not in the list, it remainsin the list for future use). Dr. Romanov
(YugNIRO) said that this was already possible and agreed to follow up with instructions to al partners
on how to do it - via ASFA Board-L [note from FAO ASFA Secretariat: see Dr Romanov and Dr
Rybinski’s E-mails of 24 and 25 July 2003] .

ASFIS-10, Authority List for Corporate Names

50. The FAO Secretariat requested that CSA to send it the updated Corporate Author Master File, so that it
could be incorporated into the www.|SIS-ASFA software. Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed.

18. Expanded Language Capability in ASFA

51. The FAO ASFA Secretariat reported on the various steps that it had been taking to expand language
capacity in ASFA, but pointed out that the entire ASFA system, its tools and its functioning are not likely
to be multi-lingual in the near future.

ASFA Trust Fund

Voting procedures

52. The Board agreed to the following suggested amendment as regards voting on Intersessional Trust Fund
proposals: “ There will be a 2-week (14 day) period of time to vote, (and, if at the end of 2 weeks, a
guorum has not been reached, the voting period will be extended for another 2 weeks)” .

53. Regarding the issue as whether or not to have “open” or “secret” voting during the Board Meetings, the
Boar d agreed to keep the voting “open” during ASFA Board Meetings.
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Status of the ASFA Trust Fund

4.

CSA deposited US$185,913.49 in royalties for 2002. The balance in the Trust Fund account is US$
312,170.00.

Proposals Pending

55.

56.

(BF, Germany) - Draft Concept ... Correction the ASFA Database Descriptor Fields.

The Board agreed in principle to the proposal for €30,000, pending the successful outcome of the
completed first “cleaning” project (which would mean the merging of the “cleaned” BF records into the
master CSA database file)

(INIDEP, Argentina and | FOP, Chile) - Marine Bibliographic Information from the Latin
American and Caribbean Region Processed for the ASFA Database, Twenty Five Years of
Scientific Research (1955-1980). First Stage: South America: Argentina and Chile.

The Board agreed in principle to both proposals for $10,00 each, provided that both Input Centres were
up-to-date with their own monitoring and that their records were no longer being checked by FAO.

New and ongoing Proposals

57.

58.

59.

60.

Supporting attendanceto ASFA Advisory Board Meeting (for year 2004) Ongoing proposal.
The Board approved the Proposal for $30,000 — votes 19 in favour and 1 abstention

Staff Support tothe FAO ASFA Secretariat (for year Jan -Dec 2004) ($30,000)

The Board approved the Proposal for $30,000 — votes 19 in favour and 1 abstention

(VNIRO, Russia) - Input of “old” unique literature (approx 1000 records) on Caspian Sea from
1770 -1970 ($6000).

The Board agreed that the work should involve at least 700 records. The Board approved the Proposal
$6,000- votes 18 in favour and 2 abstentions.

(UNAM, Mexico) trandate into Spanish the ASFISREFERENCE SERIES, No. 2 (ASFIS Subject
Categories and Scope Descriptions) and ASFISREFERENCE SERIES, No. 3 (Guidelinesfor
Bibliographic Description and Data Entry) ($9,000)

The Board approved the Proposal for $7,000- votes 18 in favour, 1 against and 1 abstention.

Criteriafor Retrospective | ndexing proposals

61.

Regarding the need for criteria or priority setting in order to decide upon which journals should be
considered for retrospective indexing, Dr Emerson (CSA) put forward some ideas as to how to ‘ classify’
and ‘sort’ the serials. Dr Emerson (CSA) agreed to send alist of serials (approx 1000) to all ASFA
Partners who would then rank them according to what they believed as being more important. The lists
would be sent back to CSA who would then analyse the lists and then inform the ASFA Board asto the
results. The FAO ASFA Secretariat agreed to send an updated version of the Monitoring List as soon as
possible so that CSA could proceed with the ranking.
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Other Business

62. Mr Grainger (FAO) suggested that a possible “theme” for next year’s Meseting could be “ The Sructure of
Meeting” itself .
19. Place and Date of Next Meeting

63. Ms Cosulich (INIDEP) sent confirmation on 4 August 2003, via an e-mail to ASFA-Board-L, to all
ASFA Partners that the Instituto Nacional de Investigacion y Desarrollo Pesgquero (INIDEP), Mar del
Plata, Argentina will be able to host the 2004 ASFA Advisory Board Meeting either the last week of
June or the first week of July. The exact dates of the Meeting are still to be decided.

[notefrom FAO ASFA Secretariat]

Ms Cosulich (INIDEP) sent confirmation on 4 August 2003, via an e-mail to ASFA-Board-L, to all ASFA
Partners that the Instituto Nacional de Investigacion y Desarrollo Pesguero (INIDEP), Mar del Plata,
Argentina will be able to host the 2004 ASFA Advisory Board Meeting either the last week of June or the
first week of July. The exact dates of the Meeting are still to be decided* .

*[second note from the FAO ASFA Secretariat] the final date of the Meeting was subsequently decided. It
is (4 days) June 29 to July 2, 2004.

65



	Opening of the meeting
	Administrative arrangements
	Election of chairperson
	Adoption of the agenda
	Adoption of summary report
	Status of ASFA partnership
	ASFA scope, coverage, monitoring and timeliness
	ASFA products and services
	Progress with machine-readable input
	Report on ASFA training activities
	Status of ASFIS Reference Series publications
	Annex 1 - Agenda
	Annex 2 - List of participants
	Annex 2a - List of documents
	Annex 2b - List of abbreviations
	Annex 41 - ASFA Trust Fund status
	Annex 50 - Decisions and actions by participants



