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DECISION:l, DIRECTIVJ:!B AND RECOMMENDATION:l OF THE FIFTH Sm3SION OF CIOOAF 

Fishery Statistics 

Training of statisticians in coastal countries (paragraphs 14, 15) 

Assignement of (1) a statistician and an associate expert to the CECAF Project and 
( 2) a. statistlcia.n to the FAO Regional Office in Accra (paragraphs 14, 16, 18, 56) 

Improvement of national statistical schemes for artis~l fisheries (paragraph 14) 

Improvement of data. collection from some long range fleets (Resolution CECAF/v/1, 
paragraph 20). (Matter referred to the Eleventh Session of the Committee on Fisheries.) 

Amendment of the GECAF statistical grid (paragraph 14) 
Regular publication of the CECAF Statistical Bulletin (paragraph 21) 

Resource appraisal and management 

Suggestions to be made by working parties on. 11hrimp 11took UHHmEmt on best ways to 
:Nlgula.te exploitation of stooks (paragraph 9) 

Training of stock asseBsm<mt experts (paragraph 23) 

Strengthening of scientific cooperation among coastal countries and developing col­
laboration from non-coastal countries (paragraphs 23, 56, 57) 

I 
Organization by FAO of four meetings of coastal states to define management schemes for 
common stocks (Resolution, OF!JAF/v/2, para.graph 29) 

Compilation of information on national fishery regulations and their enforcement (para­
graph 24) 

Fishery development 

Request to continue project activities beyond June 1978 (paragraph 39) 

Promotion of development and investments, particularly with regard to artisanal fisheries 
(paragraphs 45, 54, 59) 

Assistance in deve1oping and coordinating training activities (paragraphs 52, 53, 55) 

Exploration of additional sources of aid for fishery development projects (paragraph 51) 

Development of cooperation with the Eoonomic Community for West Africa (paragraph 47) 

Composition, status and functions of CECAF 

No change is required at the present time as regards the name, terms of reference and 
selection of member countries of OECAF {paragraph 61) 

Extension of southern boundary of CECAF geographical area of competence (paragraph 62). 
(Matter referred to the Eleventh Session of the Committee on Fisheries.) 

Amendments to CEO.AF Rules of Procedure 

Amendments of Rule VII, paragraph 2 1 and Rule XH, paragraph 1 (paragraph 64) 

Officers 

Election of Mauritania as Chairman and of Togo, Liberia and Gabon as Vice-Chairmen 
(paragraph 72) 

Date and place of next session 

Tentatively March 1979 in Morocco·(paragraphs 73, 74) 
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IJTRODUCTION 

1. The Fishery Committee Crnrb:'cd .A:th:m'i;ic ( 
from 7 to 11 March 1977 in Lorn<\ n;i; the k:i nd ion of the 

held its Fifth Session 
Government. 

2. The session 
from one other FAO 
and the observers 
given in Annex A. 

3. The Chairman, Mo 
Rural Management of the 'I'ogol,H,e 
participants. Mr. Loio~T. S 
Department) 1 addressed. th(,) meot 
Director-General ( Fisher:l.cHi 
Armexes B, C and D. 

Menibe:!'.' Nations I two observers 
of the United Nations 

Tho list of ic:l.pants is 

ma,d,3 e.n Mro S Korl,ho I Minister of' 
Cimrernr11<:'!1rh I s1,)m:Jion a:nd ad.dressed 
AsB:b,tant to the Assistant JJ:i.reotor-General (Fisheries 

behalf of JGhe of FAO and the .Assistant 
) " The ·tE';1:ids of their- add1°,H1ses are reproduced in 

4. 'l1he Commi ttec, the agcmda shown in Annex J~. The docn:unents whioh were before it 
are listed in Annex F. 

5. The Committee r1,ppo:i.rrted a }fominations Comrn:i.ttee to facH:i.ta,te the election of officers. 
It was composed of ver:, from Coi:u:it, Liberia, Mauritania, 
Morocco, Senegal and 'l'ogo. 

I., STATE OF THE STOCI<S 

6. The Secretaria;t ta,bled Urn 
Evaluation (C'ECAF/v/77/4) '.['his 
region were heavily fished, even 
made to paragraphs 5 ·to 8 of the 

of tlrn Third SEH'H1ion of the Party on Resource 
corwluded that the m1;;1,jori ty of the stocks of the 

vu"~'~" the levels of varied. Reference was 
of the First Session of the Sub--Commi ttee on Manage-­

men·t of Resources within the Limita of a) which gave a short 
summary of the of the level~ of 

7. As regards the of tlw ~ri;o(:lro o:f shr:iJnps (f~ duorarum) in the 
Gulf of Guinea, 'Ghe Cmrlllli"tt cliscm;sed. 1l.t how best to con·trol their exploitation. 
It remarked tha,t limit tor insta:rn::ie ·l;hrough scheme I could 
help avoid an exoes,1ive of and thus ove:i:-oa.pitalization. 
However, it was noted. thc1:t th,Sl,rn meRt'lltrcm 2i,lone may not provo su:f:fi.oiont for those years during 
which recruitment a.nd the :rc1r-iuJ:te,n:'& biornam,i weri,3 low because these were likely 
to vary significantly to in ·the env:b.0 onmmrco environmental factors 
which would ha;ve an effect on the rcoruitmont rrm:r:d;ion wa,s made of ri;iinfall. 

8. It was therefore neoes!'lcJX:y '1;o monitor ·HH, fJ :i ft.,3 of both ·tho biorncu,rn a..nd the fleet in order 
to be able to control rcmoh !118 al,lUJ'.'<i) f3 the e.n:t'oroement of a catch quo·ta when 
the stocks fall beloH 8, oertain at~1eo 

9. This exchange of v:tcwf! led the Covnit"uee of environmental moni-
toring and in that con~ert 
and of their effects on 
discussions the Committee 
the assessments of shrimp 

me.d<ci of trend~1 in the environment 

and the environment. It ahrn .;;:_~;..c;~.;;;;;:;:...;c..c;.,::;;;;~ 

blems of the management of these 
their exploitation. 

10. The Committee recalled that the !'!tocks of 
artisan.al fishermen at a, time when ·the young e,re 

of the stocks. As a result of the 
whioh are to meet and update 

of the rela:tionships between the stocks 
ies !'lhot.Lld deal with the pro­

on ·the best 'i!Jay!! to regulate 

exploited in lagoons by 
sea by trawlers. The 



sooial and eoonomio oondi tions in these two fishery were vrtJ'r!1' ditf'erent. 
In order to ·ooi.t utilize these reeouroes, it was therefore neceHary to consider th• sooio­
eoonomic effeofai of various :Boheme&. ft)r the allocation of' effort oo·tween the lagoon and the 
sea f'iaheries. 

11. .JJi regards the evolution of the fiaheries tdnoe 1974, the b.st ;year oomidered in the 
report of the working party, it was pointed out that the 1,1lignt fall in the total yield of' 
the region (3.52 million toru!I in 1975 to 3.77 in 1974) did not indioate that a 
substantial reduction in the amount ot had ooourred but that it confirm the 
tendeno;r towa:rcbl a stabiliHtion ot prod.uotio'.!} over the few 78.&ra. The 1976 
1tatistics were now Md "'*"'"!'"'·"'"''"" 

12. When considering future aotivitieB the Committee 11oted the 11eries of seven ad hoc working 
parties (shrimp northt shrimp south, coastal demersal north9 coastal north, pilchard, 
sardinella south, hake) which were included in the programme of the CEOAP Project for 1977 and 
1978. The purpose of these working parties was to collect and analyse available data on the 
ma.in resources in the r~ion. When all these meetings are completed, the Working Party on 
Resource Evaluation will meet to pool together the various .findinge, but meanwhile these results 
will be put at the disposal of the governments and CEO.AF as soon as the reports on individual 
stocks are available. The COlll!lithe approved this progruime. 

II., PREBEIT SITUATIOI OJ' PISH!RT ilD :BIOLOGIO.iL DJ.'l'A 

13. In introducing thb itea of th1111 the Chairman referred to doouenta OECAF/v/77/4, 
5, 6, 1 and 20, which deacri bed the main diffioul ties enoounto:Nd. Md the progeH made since 
the last session of.the Co1111ittee in the f'ield of statistics. He also outlined the main 
conclusions reached by the Pi.rat Session of th1111 Sub-Co11111ittee on ot Resources 
within the Liaih of lfational Jurisdiction .. 

14. In adopting the report ot it. Sub-Cca11dttee (111ee owr&llil:rw,.11111111 22 to 25 ot tM.1111 report), 
the Committee •nd.0111Ht4 it. main oonolW!liom and , notabl;r u rep.rua 

the st:r(!lngthemn,:, through proper progra1111e11, ot the available 
in the ooutal ommtriH tor cle1d~ ua4 il'lple11.enting :national 111ob.a.11 (11ee para­
graph 15 of the report of the Sub-Coaitteeh 

the assignment of (a) an experillllnoed 11tati11Uoian and.an usooi&te expert to the 
CECA.F Pro jeot and ( b) an experienced statisUoian to the J!IJO Regional Office in 
Aoora ( 111ee paragraph 14 ot the report o:f' the· Sub-Oollllli ttee) ; 

the reporting, b;r 1111oae non-coastal oountritHJ and for .the periC?d 1964-1976, ot o~ 
prehemin ... ~tailed. 11tatiatio11- don. 'aoooNling to :-the requ:Lreaent• of the 
CECA.F stati11tioal (see 13, 17 ud 18 of ·the report of' the 'sub-
Committee) ; 

thE;J imp:ro-nm.ent of' :national 11tt11:l;i1111ticaJ. .111oh-.i11 for &'rtillanal tisheriH. (see pare,.. 
graph 13 of the report of the Sub-CCl&i ttee) ; · 

the role that national ool're111ponclent1111 to the World.ng Party on Reaouroe Evaluation 
should play- in oool"dillating :national activities IIUI re~ the oolleotin,: and re-
porting of national data N(flliNd tor 1111took uaesS11ent ( IH 16 of the 
report of the Sub-Conittee).; · 

the amendl!Mnt of the geograpM.oal wHd. by CECA.F tor oolboting and allocating 
statistios, and. the IUJ:ldate given to the Stio:Nta:riat to prepare a mw draft, vhioh 
will beooae MOMIIN':f oooaw1e ot .the need. to Jm:ow the atah ot exploi taUon within 
each eector und8r national jurbdiotion (111.e 19 of the report of the Sub-
committee)., . . 

The 00111mittee noted. that particular diftioultie111 al.110 a.:ro11e with data collection from ves­
sels operating under flags of oonvenienoe and fro~ fi111h meal fleets. 
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15. The Committee insisted more specifically on the need for coasta1 countries to strengthen 
rapidly their expertise and schemes for data collection and processing as the limited meanl!I 
presently at their disposal restricted their ability to utilize fully the resources over whioh 
they had authority. 

16. The Committee recognized unanimously that although some countries had reoently made some 
progress, the necessary improvements would not be achieved rapidly enough without outside 
assistanoe. It therefore endorsed the express recommendation made by its two Sub-Committees 
on the urgenoy to recruit an experienced statistician with whom the associate expert foreseen 
for the CECAF Projeot would work. These experts would be specifically in oharge of: 

(a) assisting coastal countries in the improvement of their sampling and data collecting 
sohemes, and 

(b) organizing and conducting training centres and refresher courses for national staff 
charged with the design and implementation of such schemes. 

17. The Polish delegation referred to its offer to the CECAF Project to contribute to the 
training of African statisticians. It was agreed that the Project statistician should pursue 
this matter as soon as he was reoruited. The observer from Canada pointed out that his country 
had agreed to finanoe a set of species identification sheets for fishery purposes; these 
sheets would be prepared jointly by FAO and Canada. The Executive Secretary of ICCAT if drew 
the Committee's attention to the training course on sampling and fishery statistics, scheduled 
in ICC.AT I s programme and which CEC.AF and IC5EAF Y have decided ·to join. 

18. The Committee also reoognized the urgent need to strengthen its capabilities as regards 
the compilation and dissemination of data of regional interest. Progress in resource evalua­
tion and management in a region depended to a large extent on the permanent presence of an 
expert to be in charge of the work. The Executive Secretary of ICCAT referred to the Com­
mission's current programme. To carry out this statistical work, the Commission employed 
staff both at its Headquarters in Madrid and in ports where trans-shipment of tuna was not 
properly monitored. It was establishing a data bank whioh, in the future, will be linked 
by telex to most of its member countries. The Committee, while aware of the present finan­
cial constraints, nsvertheleee urged FAO to study the possibility of recruiting, in addition 
to the staff assigned to the Project and mentioned in paragraph 16 above, a statistician to 
be specially in charge of the compiling and tabulating of data of regional interest and who 
would fill the post of statistician which existed formerly at the FAO Regional Office in 
Accra. 

19. The Spanish delegation stated that in order to assist in the monitoring of trans-ship­
ments ta.king place in Las Palmas and as a voluntary contribution to the CEO.AF Project, Spain 
intended to assign a technician to this particular task:e The technician would work: for CECAF 
and might be supervised technically by the Project statistician or by the statistician to be 
assigned to Accra. The Executive Secretary of ICC.AT indicated that the teohnioi&n assigned 
to Las Palmas by his Commission to sample tuna trans-shipments could collaborate in this 
effort for the mutual oonefit of the two bodies. The Moroooan delegation stated that Morocco 
would examine the possibility of making a voluntary contribution to strengthen the structures 
of the Committee. It would, at a later stage, provide information to the Secretariat on the 
form this contribution could take. 

20. With regard to insufficient data supplied by some countries, the Committee considered 
with particular attention the resolution 'MR/I/1 adopted by its Sub-Committee on Management 
of Resources within the Limits of National Jurisdiction. In expressing its great concern 
about the adverse effeote such incomplete reporting would have on the management of resources 
in the region, the Committee endcrsed the resolution of the Sub-Committee, which is repro­
duced oolow: 

1/ International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tuna 
"fl International Commission for the South East Atlantic Fisheries 
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The Fiehery Committee for ·the Eastern Central Atlantic, 

oonsideri:ng the diffioul ties encountered in trying to obtain complete and properl;r detailed 
statistioa on the operations of some lo:og ra:oge fleets and anxioUl!I about the delays resulti:og 
from these defioienoies in the evaluation and monitori:og of stocks in the region, 

reguests that this important issue be 
mittee on Fisheries, 

recommends that in case of bilateral between coastal and non-coastal countries the 
agreements should include provision for reporting by the non-ooast·aJ. to coastal 
countries of data as specified by the 0100.!P statistioal system; the statistics thus collected 
should subsequently be transmitted to Ol!lOAP as part of the Member States' obligations, 

ur~s coastal countries to take approp:date action against the fishing nations which operate 
in the region if they fail to provide the required statistics. 

21. The Committee recommended that regardleH of the progress made to provide regional sta.­
tistioal staff, no effort should be spared in updati:og the C]X}.AF Statistical Balletin and 
getting it published regularly. It also expressed keen interest that data on oatoh per unit 
effort and length :f:requency distributions should be made available with the least possible 
delay to researoh workers interested in the stooks of the region. 

(a) Report of the Sub-Qoppittee on l!Pf:B!ment of' Resources within the Limits of National 
Jurisdiction 

22. In the absence of' l'r. who had chaired the seHion of the Sub-Comittee, the 
Chairman summarized the main conolueions contained in the report of the Sub-Col!lllli ttee 
(Annex G). 

23. He drew particular attention to the followi:og aspects: 

survey cruises provided information which helped in the short-run to obviate some of 
the deficiencies affecting statistics and improve knowledge of stock distribution; such 
information was essential for the formulation of schemes for the sharing of stooks 
amo:og parties concerned {see paragraph 21 of the report of the Sub-Oomittee); 

there was a great short~ of stook UliHll!ll'Dl.ent experts in the region and the series 
of intensive courses organized reoerxtly or under preparation through contributions 
from several donor countries helped to fulfil the training needs in this field ( see 
pa,:ragraph 22 of the report of the Sub-Cammi ttee); 

in such a. situation, it was essential to make full use of the expertise available. 
For this purpose it was necessary to strengthe~ eoierxtifio cooperation among coastal 
countries (see paragraph 23 of the report ot the Sub-Ooaittee), and to obtain the 
collaboration of experts f'rom non-ooastal oountriee who have aooumulated data on the 
resouroes {see paragraph 24 of the report of the Sub.-Oommittee); 

governments should give fishery reBea:roh the importance it deserves and commensurate 
with the benefits they could expect to derive f'rom their fisheries. 

24. In line with its Sub-Committee's observatiollll!the Committee recognized that the ohoioe 
and implementation of schemes for resource utili!l&tion were the direct respon8ibility of the 
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coaatal countries. It was as a consequence becoming more important to talce into aooount 
management requirements, including the need for regional and sub-regional cooperation in 
the case of multinational stocks when formulating national fishery development and improve­
ment plans. It was therefore essential that proper attention be given to the limited nature 
of the stocks and that, in doing this, available expertise and documentation be consulted. 
In this connexion the Project was requested to compile available information on national 
fishery regulations and their enforcement (see par~aph 30 of the report of the Sub,,.CommittAA). 

25. The Committee approved the conclusions of its Sub-Committee and adopted its report, 
subject to some modifications which it found necessary to malce to the resolution MR/I/2 on 
managament of multinational stocks (see paragraph 29 of this report)e 

(b) Needs for regional and sub-regional coordination regarding resource management 

26. The Committee stressed the need to foster investigations on the distribution and migra­
tion patterns of the main stocks and to provide such information in a form directly usable 
by those responsible for management. It recognized in fact that this kind of knowledge was 
now essential as it could provide an acceptable basis for calculation of allocation of stocks 
extending over several sectors under national jurisdiction. International cooperation and 
more specifically collaboration among the countries in the region would be needed for these 
investigations. The cooperation of all interested scientists in the preparation of such 
reviews would facili b;te common understanding on the state of stocks. 

27. The Committee therefore expressed satisfaction at the programme undertalcen by the CECAF 
Project, FAO and research institutes in member countries aimed at rapidly refining the as­
sessment of stocks and at mapping their main areas of concentration. 

28. The Committee further approved the principles which its Sub...Committee on Management of 
Resources within the Limits of National Jurisdiction worked out to facilitate consultation 
among concerned countries. Their objective would be the achievement of agreements on pat­
terns for exploiting multinational stocks (see paragraphs 32 and 38 of the report of the 
Sub-Committee). 

29. The Committee discussed at length the effects which the geographical distribution of 
multinational stocks have on the participation of countries in the various consultations to 
be convened in the near future. It was decided to delete the stock of pilchard featured in 
paragraph 36 of the report of the Sub-Committee on Management of Resources within the Limits 
of National Jurisdiction and to adopt, under the following form, the reaolution MR/I/2 sub­
mitted by the Sub-Committee. 

RESOLUTION GECAF/v/2 

The Fishery Committee for the Eastern Central Atlantic, 

concerned about the consequences for the stocks and the fisheries they sustain which may result 
:from their high level of exploitation, 

calls the attention of coastal countries concerned to the urgent need to adopt measures 
aiming at adjusting and maintaining the amount of fishing to the desired level, 

urges them to take in their national fisheries the necessary steps, especially ensuring that 
the relevant national fishery plans talce full account of the limits of production of the 
resources, 

further urges countries participating in the evaluation of the same stocks to consult among 
themselves as soon as possible with the view to agreeing on homogeneous schemes for the uti­
lization of such stocks, 

requests the Secretaria~ of CECAF to prepare, in collaboration with the correspondents of 
the Working Party on Resource Evaluation for the countries concerned: 
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(a) a background dooumentation on the state of the etooks listed below which would be based 
on reports of the ~ working parties to be oomrened. by the CEO.AF Project; 

(b) a teohnical review of the various management methods, 

requests FAO to orgwri.ze, within the framework of the CECAF Sub-Committee on Management of ~&­

sources within the Limits of National Jurisdiction, four meetings for the purpose of allowing 
coastal countries concerned to define concerted management schemes and to invite countries 
listed below to send representatives allowed to reach decisions in matters of management: 

Meeting 

1 

2 

3 

4 

22° - 9° ]J 
~p'.!:'Ol:imately 

Gibraltar - 15° N 
approximately 

Gibraltar - 13° R 
approximately 

Coastal waters of 
Nigeria and 
Cameroon 

Round sardinella 
Horse maokerels 
Mackerel 

Cephalopods 

Pink shrimp 
(Penaeus duora.rum) 

:em i2ipat ing 
countries 

Cape Verde 
Gambia 
Guinea 
Guinea Bissau 
:Mauritwri.a 
Senegal 
Sierra Leone 
Spain 

Mauritania 
Morocco 
Senegal 
Spain 

Mauritwrla 
:Morocco 
Senegal 
Spain 

Cameroun 
Nigeria 

30. The Spanish delegation informed the Co!Dlittee that its government would be pleased to give 
finanoial support for some of these meetings. · The details of suoh support would be discussed 
with the Secretariat at a later stage. 

IV,. FlBBERY DEVELOPMEIT 
I 

31. The representative of the Assistant Direotor-General.(Fisheries Department) in introducing 
this item drew attention to the regional approach to fishery development, within whioh frame­
work the CECAF Project was instituted. '!'he multinational oharaoter of highly mobile m&rine 
fish stooks was noted as the basic reason for the worldwide series of suprar-na.tional fishery 
development aotivities supported by the United Nations Development Programme (IDIDP) and F.AO, 
but it was also pointed out that a regional approach was an efficient method of tackling 
oommon problems, which oould supplement individual national development activities and, more 
important, oould facilitate regional cooperation in both trade and the transfer of teohnioal 
expertise for the full utilization of the marine :t"e&ouroes. It was expected that the Committee 
in considering the oourse of future action to be taken would no doubt focus attention on the 
work programme of the Project and indicate the priorities to be followed as well as the pro­
pooal to extend the operations beyond Ju.n.a 1978. 

32. '!'he Programme Leader gave a sui1muu:7 acoount of the development aotivitiee of the Projeot 
pointing out that the coastal countries already possessed significant fishing.fleets whioh 
could be expanded in order to land locally a greater proportion of the exploitable reBouroes, 
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in an effort to meet the crtill umiaturated demand for fish products in most countries of the 
region. The Project had an important role in fostering a liaison with the experienced fishing 
nations and other donor countries to ensure the development and management of these resources. 

33. A full account of the Project's activities and achievements was given in document 
CECAJJ'/v /77 /17 and essential points had been highlighted in paragraph 11 of the report of the 
Second Session of the Sub-Committee on Fishery Development (AYl!lex H); they cover the standardi­
zation and publication of biostatistfoal data 7 the research VEH:1sel FIOLENT resource survey, 
the organization of resources working ~~~oups and the publication of a regional fisheries biblio­
graphy and its first supplement. 

34. The P1•oject had completed a full overview of the present situation of fishery develop­
ment and planning in the region, and this had been supplemented by a number of technical 
reports on aspects of industrial fisheries. A series of missions had been undertaken to in­
vestigate and report, at the particular request of Member Governments, on subjeots including 
brackish water aquaculture, the identification and for111ulation of certain national fisheries 
activities, the promotion of investments in fishery development, the study of harbours landing 
and processing facilities, and the preparation of a large scale artisanal fishery development 
project. Many of these activities were being tunded by the FAO/Norway Cooperative Programme. 

35. In the general field of training, consultants had initiated and were now presently engaged 
in a review of the region's training requirements and facilities, in order to identify where 
regional cooperation could satisfy requirements, and where external assistance would be 
essential. Under the programme of Canadian assistance, a series of training courses for 
intermediate staff and of specialized workshops and seminars for senior personnel had already 
been initiated. One direct training exercise carried out by the Project was the participa­
tion of biologists from coastal countries in the FIOLENT survey. 

36. Apart from regular coordination with national fisheries authorities, the Project carried 
out the important function of informing the world fishing community of activities in the 
CECAJJ' region in order to encourage investments and other assistance required in the areao 

37. The Programme Leader acknowledged the positive suppor·b given to the Project by many 
countries but made a plea for additional support particularly from non-coastal members, whose 
technical and financial assistance was still required in order to fulfill the objectives of 
the Project especially in the training field. 

38. The Committee expressed its appreciation of the support received from various interna­
tional and national donor agencies for project activities. It pointed out that increased 
assistance was essenti~l for the harmonious development of the region's resources. It was 
remarked that development of the fisheries provides not only economic benefits but also a 
livelihood for significant numbers of people. The conservation and efficient management of 
the resources was therefore extremely important, and FAO's experience and assistance in this 
field were particularly valuable. 

39. The Committee recorded the need for the continuation of project activities, noting also its 
significance in maintaining international cooperation (see paragraph 19 of the report of the Sub­
committee). UNDP was urged to consider making a significantly greater contribution to these activities. 

40. The observer of the European Economic Community (EEO) made a statement explaining that the 
nine member countries of the Community had adopted a common policy with regard to fishing 
operations within their 200 mile Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) which came into foroe on 1 
January 1977. Agreements for foreign vessels to fish within the Community's EEZ, and for 
Community members' vessels to fish other waters such as those of the CECAJJ' Member States, 
would be negotiated through the Community's representatives. 

41. The Community's policy rested firmly on the protection, preservation and restoration 
of fishery resourcesa The EEC was willing to participate in international actions in 
these respects, and offered its assistance in the collection and assessment of data on 
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fishery resources, for the conservation and management of :fish stocks in the 
Atlantic. Thie offer was welcomed by the Committee. 

Central 

42. The observer from Canada stated it was now Canadian policy to give special attention to 
the intensification of food production particularly in the most severely affected countries, 
hence some extra CECAF member governments might now receive direct Canadian bilateral 
assistance in addition to that aid already channeled through regional organizations such 
as the CECAF Project. Canada was considering a further contribution to the Project for the 
promotion of artieanal fisheries production, and would welcome the Committee's views on the 
detailed objectives of this activity. The observer from Canada further expressed the con­
tinuing interest of his government in assisting the CECAF countries develep their fisheries. 
In this context Canada recognized the fundamental importance of a core of experienced person­
nel in the fishery services of governments and so was :financing in 1977 /78, for the benefit 
of' 0100.AF Member :Ne.tions, a series of seven courses, workshops and seminars. 

43. The Committee took:note of the programme organized by ICSEAF with Angola, Gabon and za.ire 
regarding the stooks of round sardinella. 

44. The delegation of Spain felt that in addition to lo~term develepment objectives in the 
CJOOAF area there was 8!Ilple opportunity for more immediate praotioal development projects in 
certain areas. Spain, with long practical fishing experience in the area, had already assisted 
in the rapid integration of its skills and capital through joint venture fleets, but warned 
that adequate market outlets needed to be developed in good time. It was also Spain's 
belief that a specific portion of the financial resources of inter:national institutions should 
be devoted to the funding of fishery ; development projects and this question should be reviewed 
by the FAO Committee on Fisheries at its next HHion. In the oontext of training, Spain is 
in a position to provide vessels, specialized training and fellowship facilities to the region. 

45. While it wu agreed that there was a need for realistic project proposals and development 
plans it was necessary to take into account the changing jurisdiction over fisheries and the 
need to give practical support towards inoreuing Hlf-reliance in the coastal countries. 
The CECAF Project should assist in the dewlepment of both action and investment proposals. 
In this same context the delegate of Jiorvay informed the Committee that his Government would 
consider favourably those requests for assistance in the transfer of technology if this was 
given high priority by the Committee. The delegate of Ouba offered the assistance of his 
oountry through a research vessel to undertake surveys in the area. 

46. The repretH~tati;,e of the l::ntergove~ental Ooeanographic CommiHion (IOC) announced 
that the HooncL.session .of~.t.ha .IOC..Wn:rld ng -Committee.-fot!-TDU. --( Tra.-~, Mueatio:rr -and Mutual 
Assistance) would be held in New Tork during July 1977, and strongly urged that CJOOAF coastal 
states should be represented there. 

47. The observer from the Economic Community for West Africa (CE!O) expressed the thanks 
of his organization for having been invited to attend the Session. He explained that the 
activities of the fisheries sector of CEAO had only started in late 1975 sinoe which time 
a basic review had been undertaken as a preliminary to the formulation of actions to com­
plement thoM already initiated under the ugi11,1 of the states themselves. CEAC> gave major 
emphasis to the mobilization and training of human Nl!lources. In this connexion it intended, 
despite its modest resources, to assist member countries. It considered that regional ooopera,­
tion was essential if the limited means available were not to be wasted. The Committee welcomed 
these remarks and looked forward to ~her cooperation between OECAF and OEAO., 

48. The Committee noted with special interest the ICCAT observer's description of the com­
bined Joint CIOOAF/ICO.AT/ICSEAF training exercise in the field of fishery statistics planned 
for early 1978 and agreed that the CEOil' Project 11hould arrange for staff from coastal countries 
to participate fully in this activity. 

49. .At the invitation of the Committee, the UIDP repre11entative made a statement which 
underlined the extremely important role of the world's oceans in the production of food, and 
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the vital need for cooperation at all levels in order to oonserve and utilize these major 
resources to their fullest extent. With the expansion of national jurisdictions over the 
resources in the CECAF area, there would be potential for increased economic benefit but also 
increased responsibilities for the wise exploitation and management of these resources. UNDP 
intended to continue to as!:dst in the full development and management of the 'lfOrld's ocean 
fisheries, but wished also to encourage natio:Dru and multinational support in this area.. How­
ever, as a result of the U1IDP fina-ncial si'tuation, direot support to the CECAF Project had had 
to be reduced somewhat in 1976 and 1977. In 1978 the UNDP financial situation was expected to 
become more favourable. The UNDP/F!D Review Mission present at the Session would be visiting 
as many CEO.AF coastal countries as possible during April 1977, to meet with government and UNDP 
representatives in order to assess the past performances of the Project and to identify priori­
ties for the future so that the limited funds available could be allocated as effectively as 
possible in meeting the needs of the ClOOAF memHer countries. 

50. The Committee invited the representatives of several non-.coastal countries to indicate 
their current and future proposals for assistance to the Projeote These representatives listed 
the bilateral a.id provided by their governments to various member countries. It was pointed 
out that no distinction was being made in some cases between assistance furnished under re-­
oiprocal agreements concerned with joint ventures or trade, and specific aid programmes chan­
neled through national governements. 

51. The Committee wanted greater assistance to be granted to fishery development projects 
and the Programme Leader and FAO were requested to explore the ways of obtaining this aid. 

52. In conclusion, the Committee endorsed the report of its Sub-Committee on Fishery Develop­
ment and decided that the order of priorities proposed by the coastal countries for regional 
activities under the CECAF Project should be as follows: 

(i) Training at all levels, and particularly in the following fields: 

collection of statistical data 
training of fishermen 
training of fisheries administrative personnel. 

(ii) Evaluation of the fish stocks. 

(iii)Management of the resources. 

(iv) Development of artisanal fisheries. 

53. The Committee noted the difficulties encountered by artisanal fisheries in some countries 
and requested the Secretariat, in collaboration with the Project, to make all efforts to pro­
mote the development of this activity in the CEO.AF region, particularly in those countries 
where it is lagging. The following problems should be oonsidereds 

training of artisanal fishermen im new fishing techniques 

processing and preservation of fishery products in rural areas 

marketing of the products so that they can compete with those of industrial fisheries. 

54. The Committee further;requested the CECAF Project to encourage investments in artisanal 
fisheries which must receive special consideration in coastal countries. 

55. Regarding training the Committee noted that the project itself was unlikely to have the 
necessary manpower to provide directly the required range of activities. However, it should 
provide a focal point for the preparation 1:md promotion of the necessary programmes at both 
the regional and national levels. The first stage would be the completion of the survey of 
training needs and facilities in the region, followed by the examination of national plans 
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and the preparation of requests for any assistance needed for other essen:tial activities. 
The Committee considered that specialists f'rom the region would have a distinct advantage 
over other candidates in the operation of the training sotivities. It was noted that it 
was FA.O's policy to promote technical cooperation between developing countries and to make 
greater use of :national institutions to carry out specific tasks wherever the appropriate 
competence was available in a region. 

56. Concerning the evaluation of the fish stocks, as well as the training in statistical 
data collection, the Committee considered it important that the Project statistician should 
be recruited as soon as conveniently possible. However, it noted that regarding further 
acoustic surveys on a regional scale, the Working Party on Resource Evaluation had a.lread,y 
recommended at its Third Session the promotion of cooperation on a regional scale through 
the early dissemination of information on planned progrmmnes and their close coordination. 

57. The Committee emphasized the need for the data :f'rom suoh surveys to be made available 
immediately so that regiormJ. staff oould assist more in the analysis and interpretation of 
the results, thus gaining valuable experienoe for the running of subsequen:t exercises. The 
Programme Leader requested that delegates should bri•f their govermen:ts on the advantages 
of oooperation in stock evaluation oruises since in the past valuable opportunities to 
oolleot data had been :f'rustrated by the laok of formal government aoceptanoe of these research 
activities in their areas of jurisdiction. · 

58. Aquaculture was not regarded by the Committee as a priority regional activity for the 
CIDAFProject sinoe the In:ter-Regional Aquaculture Development and CoordinationProgrmmne had 
taken over the objective of coordinating and stimulating M;tional aquaculture develo~ment programmes. 

59. The stimulation of investment in the field of fisheries was accepted by the Committee 
as ~ing very important and the pro jeot was instructed to ensure that imrestmen:ts, and cooperai­
tion with international and regional funding agenoies,be actively promoted and encouraged. 

V. COMPCSmON, STATUS AND llUNCTION3 OF CEC!F 

60. The Committee noted that the item had been placed on its agenda following a request made 
by the Committee on Fisheries at its Tenth Session in June 1975. At that time, the Committee 
on Fisheries had made a number of observations on the composition, status and :functions of 
CIDAF, taking into account written comments submitted by several member countries. Both 
these observations and these comments were summarbed in dooumen:t CErJAF/v/77 /120 

61. CECAF shared the views of the Committee on Fisheries that no change was warranted at 
the present time as regards its name, its terms of reference and the criteria laid down by 
the Council of FAO for the selection of member countries. It was informed that.while it 
oou.ld not have an autonomous budget, member countries could contribute on a voluntary basis 
to funds-in-trust designed to finance specific activities. 

62. C:EX}AF considered, however, that it was desirable to review the southern boundary of its 
geographic area of competence as defined in paragraph 1 and as referred to in paragraph 2 
of its Statutes. It was pointed out that the emrircment and the naturg and distribution 
of fish populations weBe very similar in the areas between 10° N and 20 ·Hon the one hand 
and the ~tor and 17 S on the other. Frollll a biological point of view, there was there­
fore no justification in setting the boundary at the mouth of the Congo River; on the con­
trary, there were oogent scientific arguments in favour of inoluding the waters off Angola 
in the CJOOAF area. CIDAF decided to request the Director-General to bring this matter to 
the attention of the Committee on.Fisheries at its Eleven:th Session in April 1977 so that 
it might recommend to the Council to amend the CJOOAF Statutes accordingly. 

VI" PROPOOED AMENDMEN.ro TO CID.AF RULES OF PROCEIJUBE 

63. The Committee was informed that at its Seventeen:th and Eighteen:th Sessions in 1973 and 
1975, the Conference of FAO had adopted amendments to the Basio Texts of the Organization 
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with respeot to (i) JGhe participation of States in PAO bodies and meetings and 
(ii) the Rules of Procedure of bodies established under Article VI or Artiole XIV of the 
Constitution. On that oooasion, it had invited the bodies oonoerned, including the Committee, 
to bring their Rules of Procedure into line with ·those amendments. 

64. As suggested in document CFIJAF/v/77/14, the Committee, by a two-thi:t•.ds majority of its 
membership, amended its Rules of Procedure as follows: 

(i) by replacing, in narw~mn 2 of Rule VII, the referenoe to 11Nations u• )(embers of 
the United Nations~ term llSta:lies 0 .. )(embers of the United lfations, any of 
its Speoialized or the International A:',oraio Agenoy1t; 

(ii) by deleting 7 at the end of the seciolld sentence of pai•ag'J:'aph 1 of Rule- XII, -the words 
"subject to confirmation by the Council of the Organization" and by replacing the 
.comma by a full stop after the words 11upon approval by the Direotor-Genera.111 • 

VII. COOPERATIVE INV:ESTIGATION:I OF THE IDRTHl!lRN P.ART OF THE EASTERN CE:tmUL ATLANTIC (CINECA) 

65. The representative of IOC and observer of ICES (International Council for the Exploration 
of the Sea) gave a description of the CINECA programme on the upwelling phenomenon and its 
effects on living resources of the region. Investigations made had furthered understanding 
of the environment and the prooesses of upwelling and their effeots on the food chain. 

66. Countries and scientists in the region were being kept informed of the findings of CINECA 
through the CINECA Newsletter published by ICES. 

67. The Committee recognized that the work of CINECA was of great interest to the oountries 
of the region and particularly to scientists who were provided with a better understanding 
of the habitat of the stocks they were studying. 

68. In early 1978 a symposium on "Canary current: upwelling and livi11g resources" would be 
held to provide scientists wi"th an opportunity to compare the findings achieved in their 
respective disciplines, to integrate them into a composite whole and make the piotu.re availa­
ble to potential users in the region. It was originally schednled to take place in early 
1977 but would now be organized in early 1978. 

69. The delegate of Senegal informed the Committee that his government had already offered 
to host the Symposium. Upon his return to Dakar, he would contact the competent authorities 
to asoertain whether the new dates proposed in early 1978 would be convenient. The results 
of his discussions would be communicated without delay to ·the institutions which were organi­
zing the symposium. The Committee thanked the delegate of Senegal for his collaboration. 
The Spanish delegation informed the Committee that Spain would be honoured to host the 
Symposium should Senegal find it impossible to do so. 

VI II .OTHER MATTERS 

70. The representatives of African countries drew the attention of FAO to the fact that it 
would be extremely difficult for them to take part in the future in CECA'F meetings if the· 
International Commission for the Southeast 4tlantio Fisheries was invited. 

IX. ELECTIONOFOFFICERS 

71 • According to Rule II-1 of it a Rules of Procedure, the Committee had to elect one Chair­
man and a maximum of three Vice-Chairmen. The Nominations Committee referred to in para,­
graph 5 above met on 8 March. 
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72. On its recommendation the following officers were unanimously elected: 

Chairman: 
First Vice-Chairman: 
Second Vice-Chairman: 
Third Vice-Chairman: 

X.. DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT SESSION 

:Mauritania 
Togo 
Liberia 
Gabon 

73. The representatives of coastal countries expressed the wish that the Sixth Session of 
CECAF should be held in Morocco. The Committee received this offer with satisfaction; it 
hoped that the Moroccan Government would officially confirm this proposal and that it would, 
in accordance with Rule IV-2 of the CECAF Rules of Procedure, be accepted by the Director-­
General of FAO in consultation with the Chairman and the competent authorities of the host 
country. 

74. The Committee noted the suggestion :from the Secretariat to hold the Sixth Session in 
March 1979 but it agreed to leave it to the Director-General to decide on the precise timing 
in consultation with the Chairman. 

XI• ADOPTION OF THE REPORT 

75. The Report of the Fifth Session of C:EXJAF was adopted on 11 March 1977. 
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ANNEX(E) A 

LISTE DEB PARTICIPAN.IB 

LIST OF PARTICIPAN.IB 

MEMBRE3 DU COMITE/Mffl:BERS OF THE COMMITTEE 

B~nin/Benin 

HONVOU, A. 
Directeur des P@ches 
B.P. 383 
Cotonou 

Cameroun/Cameroon 

CaP::Vert/Cape Verde 

GIL, B.M. ** 
Procureur de la R~publique du Cap-Vert 
Minist~re de l'Economie 
Praia 

_ Cong2 

c"or~e /Korea 

KIM, Hoe Cheon * 
Fisheries Attach~ 
Embassy of the Republic of Korea 
B.P. 21040 
Abidjan 
Ivory Coast 

C8te d'Ivoire/Ivory Coast 

KOFFIE, Luc 
Directeur des P~ches 
B.P. V. 19 
Abidjan 

KONAN, Jacques * 
Chercheur 
Centre de Recherches oc~anographiques 
B.P. V. 18 
Abidjan 

PORRAS L6PEZ, Hector M. 
Viceministro 
Ministerio de la Industria Pesquera 
La Habana 

SANI1ANDER P~Z, Marcos A. 
Asesor del Viceministro 
Ministerio de la Industria Pesquera 
La Habana 

GIMENEZ HURTADO I E. 
Bi6logo Pesquero 
Ministerio de la Industria Pesquera 
Centro de Investigaciones Pesqueras 
Calle 26 y 1ra 
Miramar, La Habana 

Espagne /Spain 

CONDE, J. 
Subdirector General de Relaciones Pesqueras 

Internacional es 
Direcci6n General de Pesoa 
Ruiz de Alarc6n, 1 
Madrid 

ALVAREZ, G. 
Gerente Federaci6n Arma.dares 
Federaci6n Armadores 
c/ Montera, 48 
Madrid 

BARRERA, A. 
Junta Reotora Cooperative Armadores 
Arcomar 
Citd.iz 

* A particip~ ,ga.lement ! la dewci~ &eei!iion du Sous-comit~ du d~veloppement des p~ches/ 
Also attended the Second Session of the Sub-Committee on Fishery De!E!lopment 

** A partioip~ ~ga.lement ! la premi~re session du Sous-oomit~ de 1 1am~nagement des ressources 
! l' int~rieur des limit ea de la juridiotion na:tionale et A la deuxUme seseion du Sous­
comi H du d~veloppement des p3ohes/A1so attended the First Session of the Sub-Committee on 
Management of Resources within the Limits of National Jurisdiction and the Second Session· 
of the Sub-Committee on Fishery Development 



BAS, C. ** 
Professor de Investigaciones 
Institute de Investigaciones Pesqueras 
Paseo Nacional s/n 
Barcelona 

BRAVO DE-LAGUNA, J. ** 
Ocean6grafo 
Institute Espanol de Oceanograf!a 
Laboratorio de Canarias 
Av. Jose Antonio 3 
Santa Cruz de Tenerife 

CASTANO, A. 
Presidente Cooperative Armadores 
Arcomar 
Cadiz 

NARDI z, Enrique 
Secretario Grupo Armadores 
Glorieta Norte s/n 
Huelva 

TATO, J. 
Adjunto Delegado Espanol 
Direcci6n General de Pesca 
Ruiz de Alarc6n, 1 
Madrid 
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N'DONG, M. ** 
Chef du Service des p~ches industrielles 

et artisana.les 
B.P. 1128 
Libreville 

Gambie /Gambia 

TAYLOR-THOMAS, A.O. 
Senior Fisheries Officer 
6 Marina 
Banjul 

DENYOH 1 F.M.K. ** 
Regional Fisheries Officer 
P.O. Box 165 
Ho 

AIDA-EMMIM, M. ** 
Fishery Research Unit 
P.O. Box B 62 
Terna 

MEN3AH, M.A. ** 
Project Director 
Fishery Research Unit 
P.O. Box B 62 

Etats-Unis d'Am~rique/united States of America Terna 

FOIBOM, W. * 
Regional Fisheries Attach~ 
American Consulate General 
B.P. 675 
Casablanca 
Morocco 

France 

CLERIN, Denis 
Adjoint au chef du bureau des relations 

internationales 
Direction des P~ches maritimes 
3, place de Fontenoy 
75007 Paris 

CHAMPAGNAT, C. 
Centre oc~anologique de Bretagne 
Chef d' Antenne· DRS TOM 
Brest 

BIGNUMBA, J.J. ** 
Directeur des P~ches et Chasses 
B.P. 1128 
Libreville 

ODOI-AKERSIE, W. ** 
Fisheries Department 
P.O. Box 630 
Accra 

SAM, R.K. ** 
Principal Technical Officer 
Ministry of Agriculture 
Fisheries Department 
Accra 

KWEI, Dr. E. ** 
Ghana Tuna Development Company 
Starkist Foods Inc. 
P.O. Box 40 
Terna 

Gr~ce/Greece 

Guin~e /Guinea 

Italie/Italy 



Ja;eon/Japan 

MORIMOTO, M. * 
International Planning Officer 
International Affairs Division 
Oceanic Fisheries Department 
Fisheries Agency 
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 
1-2-1 Kaeumigaseki 
Chiyoda.-ku, Tokyo 

SATO, T. * 
Chief of Section 
Distant Water Trawl Resources 
Far Seas Fishery Research Laboratory 
Fisheries Agency 
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 
1000 Orido, Shimizu,424 

Li Mria/Li beria 

~'A.Kini ** 
Director 
Bureau of Fisheries 
Ministry of Agriculture 
Monrovia 

GARDINER, F. Eugene ** 
Deputy Director of Planning 
Division of Planning 
Ministry of Agriculture 
Monrovia 

Maroc /Morocco 

AZ2DU, M. ** 
Directeur 
Institut des peches maritimes 
Rue de Tiznit 
Casablanca 

Mauri tanie A,tauri tania 

BA, M. ** 
Directeur du Laboratoire des P~ches 
B.P. 22 
Nouadhibou 

Nigeria 

Nor~ge /Norwa;y; 

¢lTVEDT, O. * 
Directorate of Fisheries 
Institute of Marine Research 
P.O. Box 2906 
5011 Bergen-Nordnes 

Pologne !Poland 

WYSOKIN3KY, A. * 
Fishery Biologist (Research) 
Chief of West African Marine Resources 

Laboratory 
Sea Fisheries Institute 
Branch of Swinoujdcie 
72-600 Swinoujdcie 

Roumanie/Romania 

ERNEST, Otto Robert 
Chef du d~partement de la peche maritime 
Minist~re des Transports et des T~l~communications 
38, Bd. Diniou Golescu 
Buoarest 

MARCULE3CU, Florin 
Conseiller ,conomique au Minist~re des Transport 

et des T~l~communications 
Direction des Relations internationa.les 
38 1 Bd. Dinicu Golescu 
Bucarest 

S <:in~gal § enegal 

DIOUF, S. 
Direoteur adjoint 
Direction de l'oc~anographie et des p~ohes 

maritimes 
11 rue Joris 
Dakar 

Sierra Leone 

COLE, JoAoLo ** 
Fisheries Division 
P.M.B. 
Freetown 

RANG.ANA, T.,Y" ** 
Directeur du dlveloppement et de la 

:vulgarisation des p~ches 
B.,P. 1095 
Lom~ 

ADDRA ** 
Technicien des p~ches 
B.P. 1095 
Lom~ 

CAMARA, A.K. (MmejMrs.) ** 
Minist~re des Affaires ~tr~res 
Lom~ 
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DJELEMA, K.T. ** 
Directeur du Service des p@ches 
B.P. 1095 
Lorn~ 

KIBIAKU, Y .K. 
Chef de la division de 1 1encadrement 

et- de la vulgarisation des p@ches 
Lorn~ 

KUWADAH, A. ** 
Directeur ~n~ral 
Office national des p~ches 
B.P. 1095 
Lorn~ 

Za.5:re /Zaire 

OR3ERVATEURS D'ETA'IB MEMBRE3 DE LA FAO NE 
SIIDEANT PAS AU COMITE/OlEERVERS FROM FAO 
MEMBER NATIONS NOT MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE 

Canada 

VERNON, G. 
Director 
International Marine Policy 
International Directorate 
Fisheries and Marine Service 
Department of the Environment 
Ottawa 

HART, R. * 
Senior Adviser 
Development Assistance 
Fisheries and Marine Service 
Department of the Environment 
Ottawa 

COMMUN.A.UTE ECONOMIQUE EUROPEENNE,/EuROPEAN 
ECONOMIC COMMUNITY 

ROLAND-GOSSELIN, Y. 
Administrateur principal 
Direction g~n~rale du d~veloppement 
Commission des Communaut~s europ~ennes 
Blttiment Berlaymont 
200 Rue de la Loi 
B-1049 Bruxelles 
Belgique 

REPRESENTANIB DES NATIONS UNIES ET INSTITUTION3 
SPECI.ALISEES /REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED 
NATION3 AND SPECIALIZED AGENCIES 

¢:;TVEDT, o. 
(~oir Norv~ge/see Norway) 

.Mission d' inspection PNUD/FAO!mmPIFAQ Review 
Mission 

RIPLEY, W. 
Interregional Fisheries Adviser 
Division for Global and Interregional Projects 
UNDP 
New York, N.Y. 10017, U.S.A. 

KASK, J .L. * 
Interregional Fisheries Adviser 
Division for Global and Interregional Projects 
UNDP 
New York, N.Y. 10017, U.S.A. 

KRONE, W. * 
Fonctionnaire princinal, Industrie de la peche/ 
Senior Fishery Industry Officer 
DEipartement des pechesjFisheries Department 
FAO, Rome 

Communaut~ ~conomi ue de l'Afri ue de l'Ouest 
Economic Communi t for West Africa CEAO 

DIOP, C.B. ** 
Directeur 
Bureau communautaire des produits de la peche 
B.P. 643 
Ouagadougou, Haute Volta 

Commission internationale 
des thonid~s de l'Atlanti ue CICTA nternational 
Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas 
(ICCAT) 

RODRIGUEZ-MARTIN, O. 
Executive Secretary 
ICC AT 
General Mola, 17 
Mad7id, Spain 

Commi sion internationale des ~chee our 
l' Atlanti e du Sud-Est CIPASE nternational 
Commission for the Southeast Atlantic Fisheries 
(ICBEAF) 

WYSOKIR3KI, Ae 
(voir Pologne/eee Poland) 
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PROJNll COPACE/CEC.AF PROJECT (DAKAR, SENEnAL) 

9STVEDT, O. 
(voir Norv~ge/see Norway) 

LEGARE, JoEoHo ** 
Directeur du programme/Programme Leader 
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Opening Address 

by 

M. Ansa,..Emmim 
Chairman of CECAF 

Distinguished Delegates, Observers, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

ANNEX B 

I welcome you to Lorn~, the venue of the fifth session of our committee meeting. 

I wish to express on behalf of this Committee and on my own behalf my thanks to the 
Togolese Government for hosting this meeting and those of the sub-committees and placing at 
our disposal these excellent facilities. We had to postpone the meeting scheduled for 
October 1976 because of the problem of finding a suitable venue. As some of you are aware, 
it is upon the remark made by my predecessor in his opening address that this session is 
being held in the CECAF region. It is indeed a good idea to talk about fisheries when we 
are ver-y close to the sea in the area of activity. I hope some of you will find time to 
visit the fishing port and markets of Lorn, to see the efforts being made by the Togolese 
authorities to further develop fisheries of this country. We can then better discuss our 
common problems. It is hoped however that despite the current FAO financial problems, 
future meetings will be held in the region. This move will make coastal countries be involved 
in the activities of this committee. 

Distinguished delegates, we have met here to discuss common fisheries problems of our 
region. The meeting will give members the opportunity to discuss both formally and infor­
mally problems associated with our fisheries. The agenda before us which we shall soon 
ad.opt contains many topics which we must seriously consider, if fisheries in this region will 
be rationally exploit~d. Some stocks of the region have already shown signs of overfishing. 
Other stocks have collapsed. Distinguished delegates, I hope we shall not sit tight until 
something drastic happens to the fishery before we start acting. 

I must say that our knowledge of the fishery resources of the region is still far from 
complete despite the efforts put in by FAO and national Governments. Distinguished delegates, 
I am quite sure that you are aware that this state of affairs hampers realistic development 
of our fisheries. The basic data at the disposal of FAO and for that matter the CECAF 
Working Party on Resource Evaluation are still scanty. At the last meeting of the Working 
Party, it was realized that some major fishing countries are still unable to report total 
catches separately for each of the 22 groups selected by CECAF. Several countries do not 
supply the location of fishing activities of their fleet. Subsequently-, total catches, if 
at all reported, oannot be allocated to the statistical divisions of CECAF. There are other 
problems such as poor quality of effort, data and length frequency distribution. These oan 
be dealt with in greater detail when we discuss the present situation of fishery data. 

Distinguished delegates, although we shall have time to discuss this unhealthy situation, 
I want to emphasize the seriouEltless of the problem. This problem is a serious draw-back on 
the work of the Working Party. Much as I do not want to prejudice licenting procedures in 
your various countries, I would like to suggest that whenever there is an agreement between 
a coastal country, and a non-coastal country having fishing interest in the region, supply 
of complete fishery data should be a condition. Such data can be submitted to CECAF as part 
of the routine duties of member countries. 

Distinguished delegates, the question of good fishery data has been discussed at pre­
vious meetings of the Committee. There has been some progress in certain member countries. 
Our biggest head.ache is with the major fishing countries which are not members of the 
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Committee. These countries fish thousands of tons of our resources and never report properly, 
even where the catohes are made. As alread;y suggested we oan tackle this through our 
bilateral agreements. Let us resolve at this meeting to take a bold step so that a much 
more complete picture of the state of our fisheries is attained. I am therefore appealing 
to you, distinguished delegates, to inform your various governments about the seriousness 
of the problem. · 

My predecessor, in his closing remarks during the fourth session said, and I quote, 
"major emphasis should be on what we can do for ourselves rather than what FAO, UNDP and 
other donor countries can do for us11 • I consider this statement to be very important. 
This should be our guiding principle. There are several things we can do to further develop 
fisheries of the region. We must try and mobiliae our own resources to back up what FAO 
can offer. There is some know-how in the region and it is up to us to tap and make use of 
this effectively. We were informed during the meeting of the sub-committee on fishery 
developmen·t that the United States of America has extended her seas to 200 miles. Vessels 
belonging to all foreign countries fishing in this zone will be withdrm'lll. 

We are also aware of what is happening in the North Atlantic espeoially off the coast 
of Iceland. Do we as coastal countries have to sit down and be on-lookers or do we have to 
take some action and protect our fisheries resources. The target for all these vessels that 
will be withdrawn from the shores of the United States of America and the North Atlantic 
will be the Eastern Central Atlantic, especially the northern sub-tropical zone. 

This implies increased fishing effort in the region if there is no mechanism for con­
trolling euoh effort. I wish therefore to appeal to the coastal countries to.take a serious 
view of this situation. With the current developments in the law of the sea, the coastal 
countries will have more control over the resources off their coasts. 

Distinguished delegates, we can faoe this problem if we coastal countries can cooperate 
among ourselves. 

Distinguished delegates, permit me to touch on the question of regional cooperation. 
The gains we shall derive if we cooperate meaningfully among ourselves are more than the 
losses. There are several areas where we can meaningfully cooperate. We can, for example, 
actively cooperate in the area of resource management. This will bring scientists of the 
region together to review the state of our stocks and make recommendations to our govern­
ments. More cooperative investigations can be organized with the help of external donors 
to solve specific problems. 

Distinguished delegates, an area where we can also cooperate is in exploitation and 
marketing of fisheries resources of the region. I would like to see the maohinery set up 
to ease negotiations for fishing rights within the region. Countries with the know-how 
should assist those without ,the requisite expertise for the rational exploitation and 
marketing of the fish within the region. I am convinced that if we resolve t9 make it 
possible for such cooperation, we oan better regulate and utilize the fisheries resources 
of our region. Joint ventures should be seriously considered to make such cooperation 
possible. This is especially relevant because of the ourrent extension of limits of terri­
torial seas and the developments in the law of the sea. We have had lots of discussions in 
the past about cooperation. In the face of the situation in which we find ourselves, let 
us resolve at this meeting to take concrete steps for aotion. The underlying theme of this 
meeting should be cooperation among ourselves so that we oan have maximum benefit of the 
fisheries resources of the region. I am awa.re of a few suocessful cooperative efforts within 
the region. Let us report more of suoh cooperative ventures a.t the next session of CECAF. 

The project for the development of fisheries in the Eastern Central Atlantic is now 
operational and I am informed that despite the UNDP finanoial crisis the project is working 
toward achieving its objectives. It is my hope that by the completion of this project a 
definite impa.ot would be made in our fisheries development programmes. The programme leader 
has given the report on the activities of this projeot during the meeting of the sub-committee 
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on fisheries development. I am informed that FAO in oonjunotion with the project staff has 
been able to produce the first statistical bulletin for the region. I must congratulate 
FAO and the project for this document. The oontinued production of this dooument will 
depend on us all. 

I am confident that cooperation amongst ourselves would be improved by the end of this 
session so that our problems oan easily be solved by FAO and other agencies. 

I wish you all a pleasant stavr in Lo~ and auooessf'ul deliberations. 
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ANNEX C 

Address by the Minister for Rural Development 

Your Excellencies, Members of the Political Bureau, Ministers and Colleagues, Representatives 
of the Diplomatic Corps, the Chairman, the Delegate of the Assistant Director-General, 
Honorable Delegates, and Militant Men and Women of the Togo People I s Assembly: 

When in 1976 Togo was requested to host the Fifth Session of the Fishery Committee for 
the East Central Atlantic, we did not hesitate a single instant to consent to having this 
important meeting held in our capital. This shows the great interest that Togo attaches to 
the topic of natural resources and particularly to regional or international agencies respon­
sible for the development policies for such potential. 

That is why this morning in opening this international meeting I should like, on behalf 
of the entire People of Togo, its National Union Party, the Assembly of the People of Togo 
and in the name of our Beloved Leader, his Excellency, Army General GnassingM Eyadema., to 
welcome you to Togo, and especially to this Assembly House of the People of Togo, the sanc­
tuary of Peace and the Dialogue. 

Speaking of natural resources, particularly those from which raw materials are obtained 
(mines, energy sources, etc.), we have fallen into the habit of calling them non-renewable 
natural resources because the phenomenon of sedimentation resulting in the formation of 
various rooks or substances is assessed :i.n terms of millenia.. That is wcy Man has quickly 
come to realize the need for keeping oontrol over these resources by managing them on a 
sound, sustained-yield basis. 

Aside from the so-called non-renewable natural resources we had, whether erroneously 
·or rightly, become convinced that certain resources such as water and fisheries stocks, etc., 
were inexhaustible because their very short production or reproduction cycle enables them 
to supply the food needs of our peoples. If for oenturies this assumption proved correct, 
todaiY we are obliged to acknowledge what is self-evident and observe that the equilibrium 
between Ma.n I s requirements and what nature oim provide has now been definitively broken. 

Precisely in the field with which we are concerned tod.J:\v we know the reasons for this, 
namely, on the one hand the population explosion, the better diet of ·~he people entailing 
a higher demand for proteins and, on the other hand, the depletion of the stocks of fisheries 
resources, increased water pollution, the changes in the biological environment, the use of 
constantly more efficient fishing gear, eto. 

In face of all these problems, what is to be done? Solutions by individual nations 
cannot prove satisfactory, as the seas cannot be fenced off and even less can the fisheries 
resources which are a highly' mobile potential resource ocmmon to all mankind, bu.t quiire 
indifferent to my artificial barriers such as national frontiers. 

In this context Togo greatly appreoiates the goodwill that led to the establishment of 
this committee, composed of the many nations that fish the biological resources of this 
part of the Atlantia Ocean. This colllllli ttee now provides us with an opportunity for deciding 
on concerted action and maintaining a dialogue in which each country, large or small, rich 
or poor, can express its views and have them heard. As far as we the people of Togo are 
concerned we place our faith in such international dialogue and concerted action because 
Togo of the New March is built on two foundation principles dear to our National Helmsman, 
the Builder of New Togo, His Excellency, Arrrr,y General GnassingW Eyadema. This miracle 
having come about in our country, we believe that it is possible for it to ooour on the 
international level provided our partners agree to o~n the dialogue. That is why we are 
prepared to throw our fullest support behind this committee which constitutes a forum for 
an exchange of experience, for the expla:na-tion of our requirements and for bringing our 
viewpoints into accord as regards our common fundamental problems, namely the management of 
fisheries for the benefit of all mankind. 



Furthermor.P the agenda proposed to us, as well as the personal competence of all the 
delegates who have come here, are an impressive testimony to the enthusiasm and vitality 
of this committeeo 

As you all know this committee has alwey-a been concerned with the problems of the inten­
sive fishing of certain stocks of this region and with the need for a more rational and 
sounder management of these resources. The sub-committee on resource management that met 
last week in this same hall conducted very useful discussions, the very profitable results 
of whioh will, in rizy- opinion, be reaped both by countries whose ffehing fleets are working 
these waters and the coastal states that are endeavouring to participate to a greater extent 
in this fishing effort. 

Speaking of fisheries development in the CEO.AF zone, I should like to refer, Ladies 
and Gentlemen, to the UNDP-assiated regional fisheries development project being executed 
by FAO in collaboration with coastal countries that are members of CEO.AF. 

Despite its recent start I trust that this project will accelerate the development of 
our fisheries and stimulate greater international cooperation thanks to permanent assistance 
from UNDP, FAO and several rrulti- and bilateral agencies. 

The fact that your conference is being held right after the meeting of the OAS Council 
of Ministers shows the desire of the Government of Togo, presided over by the Arrizy- General 
GnassingM Eyadema, to promote significant international relations. 

over and beyond such international relations we aim first and foremost at ensuring the 
economic and social welfare of our peoples. That is why Togo ha.a never been absent from &i.y 

meeting in Africa or anywhere else in the world where major decisions are taken regarding 
political and economic guidelines. 

This is one vital aspect of the policy enunciated by the Guide of our Revolution, who 
believes that the prime purpose that we must pursue is to serve the interests of our people. 
In the field of fisheries we are also seeking the wel,l-be:l.ng of our people by trying to 
guarantee their f'u.ture sources of protein foods, protein being an indispensable nutrient in 
the daily diet. I think that starting out with such a noble purpose we have serious chances 
of succeeding and arriving at satisfactory conclusions. 

Your Exoellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen, and Honourable Delegates: 

In conclusion mey- I wish you the fullest success in your work, whioh we expect will do 
rruch for the future of our East Central Atlantic fisheries zone. I know that you have a 
very long and important agenda before you and that it will probably take you marathon sessions 
to complete, but it is nzy- pleasure to invite you during your leisure hours, particularly in 
the evening, to mix with the people of our capital so that you mey- appreciate with us the 
peacefulness and harmony that reigns in New Togo, the achievement of Arrizy- General GnassingM 
Eyadema., the Founding President of our avant garde Party. 

Long live CECAF1 

Long live regional and international oooperationl 



- 27 -

Address by the Assistant to the 

Assistant Director-General {Fisheries Department) 

Honourable Minister, Mr. Chairman, Distinguished Delegates, 

ANNEX D 

The Director-General of FAO and the Assistant Director-General of the Fisheries 
Department would like me to convey to you, Sir, and the Government of Togo their greetings 
and good wishes, and to thank you for extending this invitation to hold the Fifth Session 
of the Committee in Lo~. Your presence here, Sir, is an indication of the interest of 
your Government in fisheries development and in regional cooperation in West Africa.. 

Gentlemen, we are observing today events in world fisheries which will mark this period 
as one of quite drama.tic changes in fisheries in almost every sense. 

For thousand.a of years, fisheries were essentially a. local, subsistence or artiaanal 
activity. Industrialization on any significant scale began only around the middle of the 
last century; and this was mainly in the north Atlantic right up to the end of the second 
world war; there were exceptions of course, notably the Japanese fisheries, but the fisheries 
of a large pa.rt of the world remained unaffected by the industrial revolution until after 
the second world war; it is noteworthy that a very large pa.rt of the increase in fish 
production since 1950 has been obtained from the development of fisheries of Third World 
oountries and in the five yea.rs 1970-75 the rate of increase of fish production in the deve­
loping countries has exceeded that of the developed countries. 

Industrialization and modernization of fisheries in the Third World have taken place 
mostly since 1945, and events have been complicated by the emergence of the new regime of 
the seas. As a. result, the governments of developing countries are facing a situation of 
extraordinary complexity and considerable urgency, without having had time to prepare for it. 

They must promote, direct and oontrol the technical changes in their fisheries required 
by their need for food and by their obligation to provide employment for their people; they 
must consider and be ready to take action with regard to institutional features of fisheries 
and to the relations this industry has with- other industries and with the community generally; 
they must deal with the impact of population growth, urbanization and industrialization -
through pollution and in other ways - on habitat generally and on fishery resources in parti­
cular; they must cope with the greatly increased complexity of international trade; they must 
confront the juridic and other consequences of the new regime of the seas, and they must 
provide administrative machinery to give effect to their decisions on these matters. In 
effect, they must create and develop institutions to accomplish those tasks that actually 
they must now undertake. 

In FAO's view, the regional bodie~ such as CECAF, have a very special role to play in 
this situation. The exchanges of information and the consultations in the sessions of the 
Committee and its subsidiary bodies and the various collaborative activities agreed upon 
there, can help to seoure a more efficient allocation of Rand D resources to critical pro­
blems and thus permit economies while accelerating the achievement of selected objectives. 
These benefits would have been available whether or not the law of the seas had been reviewed; 
but the servioes and facilities that the regional bodies can provide to governments a.re 
important now, with the new law of the seas, and have significance within the ambit of 
activities directed to a New International Economic Order. 

With extended jurisdiction, the coastal state has a broader and more strongly secured 
economic base of natural resources upon which to plan fishery industrial development. There­
fore, it has incentive to strengthen its fishery institutions and better means to do so. 
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In exarcislllg its rights and discharging its responsibilities, eaoh coastal state needs 
much competence in fisheries research and monitoring, in the planning and promotion of deve­
lopment, and in the formulation and enforcement of regulations. But, many coal!ltal states 
lack these competences, and few would claim they had them well enough developed. 

As fishing experience accumulates, fish-finding and catching become more efficient and 
the need for management becomes more urgent. In all cases of shared resources these tasks 
nru.st be undertaken jointly. Moreover, since, in emy ecosystem, the exploitation of one 
species has effects on other species of the system, the sharing of en ecosystem by two or 
more coastal states implies a need, at least for conl!!Ultations for the control of exploita­
tion. 

The new international view of obligations regarding protection and use of resources 
makes it advisable ·that exploitation plans should be harmonized in an international forum, 
for the purpose of securing rationality in the utilization, not only of eaoh living aquatic 
resource, but also of other resources concerned in the conduct of fishing, a.voiding among 
other ill-effects that of overca.pita.lization. 

International conaultative·maohiner,y, such as is available through CEO.AF, is of strategic 
significance in this situation. The mutual support and cooperation in the conduct of research 
that can be arranged through the Committee can help to overcome the disabilities under which 
many countries labour at present. The consultations with regard to development and management 
can be of similar effect. With such facilities at their disposal governments oan have more 
confidence in confronting situations for which their individual institutions have as yet to 
build up competence. At the same time, work in the Cormnittee and its subsidiary bodies will 
give experience which, as it grows, will promote further development of national institutions. 

What has been said earlier leads us to consider soma of the characteristics of the CECAF 
fisher,y situation and to offer some suggestions on the role which this Committee might play 
in dealing with some of the problems of the area. The present situation can be characterized 
as follows: 

(a) Marine fishery resources in the region are generally exploited at or ver,y near to 
the level of what may be expected to be the average effective yield; 

(b) Non-coastal countries continue to have a. high share in this exploitation taking 
approximately between one half and two thirds of the 3.5 million tons; 

( o) Many bilateral agreements have been entered into and joint ventures have been 
established between ooastal and non-coastal countries; these a.re aotivitiea 
chiefly in the industrial sector while teohnioal cooperation in small-scale 
fisheries development is, with few exception~ markedly absent; 

(d) Bilateral agreements between ooastal countries are few and the exceptions are 
notably between those countries to the north that have resources, those to the 
south that have large markets; 

( e) Al though inter-regional trade in fishery products has increased in recent years, 
most of the imports are still supplied by non-coastal countries, mainly those 
operating in the area; exports from the region a.re chiefly of high-value products; 

(f) It is not always erMJy to identify government priorities in fisheries development; 

(g) The raw data on fisher,y resources, catch rates and markets are remarkably sketchy 
considering the speed with which development has been taking place. 

Although on paper the Organization's Regular Programme activities in this region may 
appear to be limited, there is probably no other region or regional bod;y which is reoeivJ.n.g 
as much attention as is given to this area and this Committee. Nevertheless, there is much 
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more to be done. What e:xaotly needs to be done would depend on the deliberations of this 
Committee, whioh must indioate the further oontri"'1:ttions the Organization oould make so as 
to work more fully with the governments of the region toward achievement of their objeotives 
in fisheries development. 

Before considering some matters that might be discussed by the Committee, brief mention 
must ~. IMde of the considerable number of other organizations which are working in some relation 
with fishery problems in thie area. Among the United Nations bodies IOC and UNEP have been 
active in the environmental field. Of other fishery bodies mention must be made of ICCAT 
and of ICSEAF (International Commission for Southeast Atlantic Fisheries). Other regional 
bodies such as the Economic Community for West Afrioa, the·Eoonomic Community for Weet 
African States (ECOWAS), the Economic Commission for Africa, and various groups of countries 
have also concerned themselves with fisheries. In eny revision of the relations between FAO 
and this Committee, it will be necessary to take the activities of these other bodies fully 
into account. 

Having in mind the oharaoteristios of the CECAF situation as indicated earlier, it 
would appear to FAO that this Committee could play an extremely useful role with respect to 
the following matters. In fact the Agenda for this Session also shows the importance they 
have. 

(a) Resource monitoring: For this ~ork the Committee must promote improvement of the 
arrangements for collection of raw data on stooks, catch and effort and for the 
systematic analysis of such data; 

(b) Resource management: In those qases where stocks are shared between two or more 
countries, the Committee can provide arrangements for technical examination of 
exploitation and of the nature of the suitable regimes that might be adopted by 
the participating countries; 

(o) Fisheries development: The CECAF role in general planning and coordination is one 
of providing information and a forum to discuss general policies; but in respect 
of small-scale fisheries development it could take a more active part in studying 
the technical and other constraints on development and the socio-economic conse­
quences of change in these fisheriee. This is an area where interoountry transfer 
of technology and TCDC can be very effective and could be accomplished through 
the good offices of this Committee. Full use, we expect, will be made of the 
inter-regional CECAF projects; 

(d) CECAF can play a very important role with regard to transfer of technology and it 
is clear that some countries of the region already possess experience and expertise 
which, if made available to other countries of the region, could be of considerable 
benefit to them; 

( e) CECAF can promote the better use of training institutes and especially intercountry 
collaboration with respect to training. 

Each of these matters is the subject of one or more documents before the meeting and 
they form parts of a single pattern. The Sub-Committees have already stressed the urgency 
of the first two, which are crucial for good development planning. The Director-General 
trusts that these deliberations will result in an integrated set of proposals which will 
lead to improvements in the CECAF fisheries. 

Honourable Minister, Mr. Chairman, distinguished delegates, before I conclude, I would 
wish to deliver a personal message from Mr. H. Watzinger, Assistant Director-General, Fisheries 
Department, who as you are aware was unable to attend this meeting, because of very important 
matters that have to be attended to in relation to the future of the Fisheries Department. 
He greatly regrets his inability to attend; I shall read his message now. 
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"You are aware, I believe, that I have recently taken office as Assistant Director-­
General (Fisheries Department) in FAO and it is in this capacity that I send you greetings. 
From your own experience you will understand that I am engaged in a varied set of activities 
in which I am simultaneously making myself acquainted with a wide range of problems whilst 
having to make decisions on both particular matters of administration and general matters 
of policy. You will, therefore, forgive ma, I hope, that I am not with you in person during 
this session of CECAF. You might have thought, as I did myself, that I should take the 
opportunity of this meeting to give some aooount of my ideas on how FAO's Fisheries Department 
oan work with Member Governments. Unfortunately, the urgency of some major problems has 
denied me this opportunity; but I have been less disturbed about this than I might have been 
because I expect to see many of you at the meeting of FAO's Committee on Fisheries which 
will be held in Rome from 19 to 26 April. That meeting will give me opportunity to renew 
acquaintance with those of you whom I have already met, and to make the aoquaintanoe of 
others. The next meeting of the Committee on Fisheries will be interesting and stimulating: 
I hope that those countries of this region that are members of the Committee on Fisheries 
will make a strong effort to be well represented at that meeting, and that the representatives 
will come ready to take an active part in the Committee's work. I look forward enthusias­
tically to the discussions that will take place and, in the meantime, I wish you well in 
your work in the current session of CECAF. 11 
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ANNEX G 

REPORT OF THE FI:EiST S!SSION OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE 

ON :MAJLlGEXEJfll OJ' RE:IOURC!S WI'l1HIN THE LIMrn3 OF ItlTIOllAL JURISDICTION 

Loa~, Togo, 2 and 5 Karch 1977 

IMRODUC'l'!Olf 

1. The Sub--Oommittee on Management of Resouroe111 within the Limits of National Jurisdiction 
of the Fishery Committee for the Eastern Central !tlantio (CECAF) held its first session in 
Lom~ on 2 and 5 Maroh 1977 at the kind invitation of the Government of Togo in conjunction 
with the Firth Session of CEX;AF., 

2. The Sub--Oommittee is open only to those Member Nations of CECAF which are coastal 
countries in the CECAF region. Representative111 of nine Kember Nations and one observer :from 
an inter-governmental organization attended the SeHion. The li111t of participants is given 
in Annex A to the report of the Fifth SeHion of CECA.Fe 

3. Kr. Y. Bangana, head of the Togolese delegation, was elected Chairman of the Session. 

4. The Sub--Oommittee adopted the agenda given in .Appendix 1. The documents which were before 
the Sub-Committee are listed in Annex F to the report of the Firth Session of CECA]'. 

5. The Secretariat preeented the report of the Third SeHion of the Working Party on 
Resource Evaluation (CECAF/V/77/4) which reviewed the state of the stocks. Available evidence 
indicated that most of the stocks of the region, particularly those whioh are most abundant 
and eoonO!lllioally important are now being heavily, and in some oases, even excessively e:x:;­
ploited. 

6. In the northern sector, the stooke of hakes, sea.breams and cephalopods appear to be 
e:x:ploi ted beyond the level of lll&Ximum average production, while o~tal pelagic stocks, 
e.g. the northern stocks of sardine, sardinellas, horse mackerels and mackerel, although 
heavily fished, are probably leH intensively exploited as yet. The sta:te of the former 
stocka clearly call• for ~nt 1aeasures to control the /il!!lount of fishing. For the 
latter further expansion of fishing should be done with caution, for instance in stages 
adjusted to the improvement of the understanding of their §Wtual level of exploitation. 
Off Morocco, trumpet fish and the most southern stocks of sardine offer good prospects for 
developlllent, pro'rlded that certain· di f:Cioul ties in handling and processing the trumpet fish 
could be overoOll!le. 

7. In the Gulf of Guinea, most inshore demerlllal stooks inoluding those of pink shrimp 
(Penaeus duora.rma) are considered to be fuily exploited, and fishing on these stookB will 
have to be limited. In the north.em part, off Qu.inEMt BiHau, Guinea and northern Sierra Leone, 
f:IOIIIH!! deaereal M.d. coMtal 'pelagic stocks are as yet probably lel!ll!l intensively fished. The 
causes of the collap111e of the round sardinella fishery off Ghana and Ivory Coast, which 



have been reviewed at a special meeting held in Abidja:r1 in ,J'uly 1976, 8,re not clearly under­
stood. This collapse illustrates the high natural variability of clupeids and other coastal 
pelagic species. The effects on the recovery of the stocks, to be expected from a substantial 
:reduction in the amount of fishing depend on the respective and still unknown~ influence 
of the natural and controllable factors on the variations in stocks abundance. 

8. The stock of sa:rdinella in the Gabon/Congo/Angola sector does not yet show signs of over­
fishing and some expansion of present catches is likely. However, because of the lack of 
proper data, the maximum potential yield for this stock remains to be estimated. 

II. REVIEW OF MEOO AVAILABLE AND MECHANISM3 IN FORCE AT NATIONAL LEVEL FOR CONTROLLING 
THE AMOUNT AND PATTERN OF FISHING 

9. The Sub-Committee recognized that 'With the present evolution in the ocean regime the 
authority of coastal countries over the utilization of the resources lying off their shores 
is now commonly accepted. This greater authority should facilitate decision-making and 
hence the management of resources in the region. This evolution, however, does not ohange 
the nature of the difficulties inherent in the use of fish resources. In fact because of 
their greater responsibilities in this field it becomes even more urgent to strengthen the 
expertise and institutions of coastal countries as they are essential for properly monitoring 
and orienting the exploitation of the resources. 

10. With a view to identif'ying and selecting the actions to be undertaken in this respect, 
the Sub-Committee reviewed present conditions and identified the major obstacles facing 
ea.ch step in the management process, namely the collection of statistics, the assessment and 
monitoring of stocks and fisheries, the formulation of plans for the development and improve­
ment of fisheries and their implementation. 

(a) Data collection 

11. The Sub-Committee noted that the success of any plan for the utilization of stocks 
depended first on the ability to collect minimum information on the stocks and the fisheries. 
Without mich information it would be impossible to forecast what the production would be, 
and to define precisely how such production could be obtained or to check whether the plane 
could be implemented in conformity with the forecast,. This would mean that the countries 
should make efforts to improve their expertise and neoessar;y infraatruoture o011Mensurate with 
the benefits they hope to derive from their fisherie11. It was also noted that owing to th, 1 r. 
increased responsibilities, coastal countries are now directly concerned with the oollecti0n 
of statistics relating to the whole of fishing activities carried out in their respective 
areas of jurisdiction, whether the fishing operations are conducted by their own fishermen 
or by their foreign partners. 

12. The Sub-Committee recognized that substantial progress had been made over the last few 
years in the collection, compilation and dissemination of statistics needed for stock evalua,­
tion. The publication of the first CEO.AF Statistical Bulletin illustrated this progress.· 
The Sub-Committee expressed itl!! satisfaotion to all those through whose effort this result 
had been achieved. Most of the countries fishing in the region were now able to submit their 
annual catches properly broken down according to the list of species and the geographical 
d.ivil!lions recommended by CECAF. An inoreasing number of these countries also sent thei~ 
data on catches per effort properly broken down aooording to the same s~rata~ 

13. There were unfortunately still certain deficiencies in some sectors. The situation 
raised special concern in the case of two kinds of fisheries, namely, the long distance and 
the a.rtiaa.nal fisheries, expecially in areas where the latter are particularly active. The 
difficulties encountered in the first oase mainly resulted from the great mobility of the 
fishing vessels which may for that reason partially a.void providing information to the statis­
tical schemes set up by their flag countries as well as to those of the coastal countries 
especially if they did not land their catohes locally. With regard to the artisan.al fisheries, 
the great dispersion of boats and the diversity in fishing methods accounted for the dif;.. 
fioulties in collecting the proper information. 
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14. In both oases, ·the improvement of statistics raised difficulties which were first of a 
theoretical nature, related to the of more efficient schemes for data collection 
and sampling and 11111,oond, operational, when of such schemes is concerned. In 
this corme:don, the Sub-Committee heard with 11atisfaotion that an a11sooia:te expert would soon 
be aJllsigned to the CECAF Project. It that the fishery statistician 
who~ originally foreseen in the Project be recruited within the shortest 
possible time. The associate exper~ and the project statistician were in fact very much 
needed in the region to help countries drllllif up better prograJl!llles for data collection and to 
contribute towards the training of their statistical staff'. It also expressed concern about 
the possibility to fill again the post of the statistician formerly baaed at the PAO Regional 
Office in Accra. On thilll subject, the Secretariat pofoted out ·that the financial position 
would make it unlikely that financing of the two posts of statisticians would be 
possible, but agreed to make efforts to find funds. 

15. The Sub-Committee was informed of the various programmes already carried out, or in the 
course of preparation by FAO (Regional Office, Headqua:rters, CECAF Project}, in some cases 
with the help of other fishery bodies like the International Commission for the ConJ1ervation 
of Atlantic Tune. (ICC.AT) and the International OOiilmission for the Southeast Atlantic Fisheries 
(ICEEAF) for the training of experts to be in charge of the designing of statistical schemes 
and for data collectors. It recognized that to enable a proper planning of their training 
activities, coastal countries should inform the CEOAF Project and the FAO Regional Office of 
their interest and needs. 

16. The Sub-Committee also noted that of national statistical schemes sometimes 
raised serious problems of organization and coordination between the various institutions 
responsible for the collection and processing of the data in individual countries. It 
recalled the role of harmonization which the·national correspondents of the Working Party 
on Resource Evaluation had to in their respective countries. It recommended that a 
copy of~ technical correspondence to countries by the CECAF Seoretariat should 
be sent to them, so that they could e~ that the national data sent to regional data 
offioes were oOBplete and in the detail by the CECAF statistical system. 1/ 
17. The Sub-Committee gave special consideration to the reporting of the statistics of 
fishing operations of non----0oastal countries vessels. to the coe~tal countries concerned and 
to the FAO and CECAF o:ff'ioes responsible for the compilation and dissemination of regional 
data. It expressed its concern regarding the very poor participation of certain countries, 
in the provision of data and in resource evaluation work. This participation was not com­
mensurate with the role these countries play in the region's fisheries. The situation was 
very detrimental to the evaluation and management of resources and was the underlying cause 
of the major shortcomings in the assessments. Adding to the concern expressed on this subject 
by the Working Party on Resource Evaluation the Su~ommittee a,dopted the -following resolu­
tion: 

Rl!SOUJTION MR/I/1 

The OlroAF Sub-Committee on Management of Resources within the Limite of National Juriediction, 

considering the difficulties encountered in trying to obtain complete and properly detailed 
statistics on the operations of some long range fleets and anxious about the delays caused 
by those deficiencies in the evaluation and monitoring of stocks in the region, 

requests that this important issue be discussed further at the next session of the FAO Com­
mittee on FisherieB, 

recommends that in case of bilateral agreements between coastal and non,-coastal countries 

1/ This system is described in a document entitled "Eastern Central Atlantic Fisheries: 
Biostatistioal Data" by M • .Anaa-Emmim and D. Levi, CECAF/ECAF Series/75/2, 1975. 



the agreements should include provision for reporting by the non-coastal countries 
to coastal countries of data as recommended by the CECAF' statistical system; the statistics 
thus collected should subsequently be transmitted to CEO.AF part of the Member States' 
obligations, 

urg! coastal countries to take appropriate action aga.ins·t the fishing nations whioh operate 
in the region if they fail to provide the fishery statistics. 

18. In pursuance of this principle, the Sub-Committee suggested that coastal countries 
should request officially catch statistics and catch per effort data from countries whose 
vessels have been particularly active off their shores and for which incomplete information 
had been provided. The requested data should be submitted with the details required by the 
Cl!X:AF sta.tistioal system and should oover the period 1964-74,as in the CECAF Statistical 
Bulletin,a.nd the ;rears following. A list of miasing or insufficient statistics could be 
made, by 1tatistica.l divisions, from the data contained in the Bulletin. The Sub-Committee 
further requested that the Committee on Fisheries take a special decision on the serious 
problem of incomplete transmission of statistics from some countries at its next session. 

19. The Sub-Committee also noted that the geographical grid of statistical divisions used 
at present for collecting and allocating statistics needed to be modified so as to take into 
account the need for coastal countries to know the amount and the nature of catches harvested 
within each sector under national jlll:'isdiotion. It recommended to the Seoreta.riat that a 
study of this question should be undertaken and a project for a new grid:prepared which would 
take into account schemes already adopted by other Atlantic fishery bodies, ao as to ensure 
that grids to be adopted by all these bodies are compatible. This amendment should be ready 
for discussion at the next meeting of the Working Party ·on Resource Evaluation. 

(b) Resource evaluation 

20. As a whole the potential and the present state of the major resources of the region are 
relatively well known, even though for some of them the precision was limited. The Sub-Com­
mittee discussed ways and means to improve the assesame~ts and to monitor properly the state 
of exploitation of the stocks. ' 

21. It was noted that surveys, either by trawling or by other fishing methods or by acoustic 
techniques were at the moment of considerable interest to the region for two reasons. Fi:rot, 
the methodology involved (survey planning and data interpretation) was relatively simple; 
al though the equipment and the expertise needed in quantitative acoust io SllrV$yB were sorrumhat 
sophisticated and expensive, these could be easily hired for the duration of the cruises, as 
has already been done in cruises executed with the assistance of the FAO acoustic expert. 
Secondly, in addition to the periodic measurements of total abundance which they provide, these 
investigations also gave information on the distribution of the stocks over the various sectors 
of national jurisdiction. Such information could be used as a basis for caloulating how the 
potentials of multinational stocks should be shared between neighbouring countries. The Sub­
Corrunittee expressed the wish that these aspects should be taken into consideration when regional 
training programmes were .formulated. 

22. The Sub-Committee recognized that one of the major shortcomings in the region was the 
lack of stock assessment experts. Training in this field was therefore essential. The Sub-­
Committee expressed its satisfaction at the efforts made towards meeting this need through 
training centres sponsored by the Canadian, French and Norwegian Governments. 

23. The Sub-Committee stressed the importance of making full use of all the expertise available 
in the region. It took note of the syntheses now under preparation which reviewed the state 
of the resources in various sectors of CEO.AF. Some were prepared through the col­
laboration of scientists from different laboratories and countries. An example of the value of 
pooling expertise and knowledge available in various oountries was deaeastrated by the pro­
gramme of the ~ ,h22 working parties organized by the CEO.AF Project. The Fisheries Research 
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Unit of Ghana and the "Centre de recherches oce:$anographiques11 of Ivory Coast showed the wey 
in this field when they organized a joint meeting to study the oauses of the collapse of the 
stock of Ghans-Ivory Coast sardinella. 

24. It was also pointed out that this collaboration which helped to avoid duplication of ef­
fort, reduced the isolation of experts and favoured the exchange of knowledge and experience, 
should not be restricted to the countries of the region alone: several non-coastal countriiiis 
had accumulated data and this knowledge of the resources had to be fully utilized. It was 
therefore desirable that these countries be associated with the research work being unde~ · 
taken on the assessment of stocks in the region. 

25. The Sub-Committee also recognized that governments, having many other priorities, did 
not alweys give to fishery research the attention it deserves~ commensurate with the 
importance of the potential benefit which they could derive from their fisheries. Adequate 
incentives should be provided to attract and keep research workers who have been trained at 
high cost. The Sub-Committee noted that it was essential to keep as close as possible !'ela­
tions between research on the one hand and administration and industry on the other. These 
relations were essential for a common understanding of priorities in the whole of the fishery 
sector. 

(c) Choice and implementation of management schemes 

26. The Sub-Committee recalled that the changes in the law of the sea had cast the responsibi­
lity on·coastal states with regard to the ohoice and implementation of management schemes. In 
connexion with stocks entirely within national jurisdiction this was the sole responsibility 
of the country concerned. In the case of multinational stocks extending over several areas, 
the countries concerned would have to agree on a oommon scheme and harmonize their regular­
tions to ensure rational exploitation. Consultation between neighbouring countries and harm~ 
nization at the regional level were therefore indispensable. These aspects were specifically 
analysed in item six of the Agenda (Need for regional and sub-regional coordination in relation 
to resource management). 

27. Another result of this trend was that management would have to be properly considered at 
the national level when formulating fishery development programmes. Moreover as many resources 
were now exploited near to their average maximum production, development planning and manage­
ment should be considered simultaneously. 

28. The Sub-Committee emphasized the need to take full account of existing information on the 
state of resources when national plans for fisheries were being drawn up irrespective of whether 
these plans were to be executed with national means or with outside support. Some pal'ticipants 
mentioned the difficulties that certain countries which do not have the necessary expertise 
were facing in this respect. The Sub-Committee stressed the importance of training in this 
field and further indicated that these countries could use temporary consultants familiar with 
the resources of the region or with management matters. Governements may need scientific 
advice on: 

the state of various types of resources available in a given sector 

the effects that could be expected from the implementation of various management 
alternatives seen in the light of national fishery objectives. 

In either case the CECAF Project could provide the services of experts or assist in the recruit­
ment of temporary consultants. The Sub-Committee also stressed that the final decision on the 
ohoice of management schemes alw~s resteq with the countries having jurisdiction over the 
resources. 

29. The respective advantages and disadvantages of the various fishery regulations were also 
discussed: regulations on gear and on their characteristics (e.g. mesh size), reduction of 
fishing through catch quota or effort limitation. In tropical trawl fisheries, regulation 
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of mesh size was made difficult by the great number of species fished together and problems 
of enforcement •.. It was expected that the mesh size best suited to the inshore demersal stocks 
in the Gulf of Guinea would be determined from the results of joint investigations being con­
ducted in Congo, Ghana and Ivory Coast. 

30. The Sub-Committee noted the usefulness of harmonizing regulatory measures on mesh size 
and gear applied by neighbouring countries to the same kinds of stocks. In this respect, it 
requested the CEO.AF Projeot to collect information on the main regulations (prohibited gear, 
closed seasons and areas, etc.) in force in the legislation of coastal states, on the mesh 
size currently used in the trawl fisheries (according to the stocks fished) as well as com­
ments on the extent to which the regulations were being enforced. 

31. The Sub-Corrmittee finally stressed that for all heavily fished stocks the adoption of 
measures aimed at controlling the amount of fishing was a matter of urgency. This could be 
achieved either through quotas, preferably with individual country allocations or through a 
lil!litatic;n1 on t_h~ n'll!Pber of boats. National catch quotas could be properly enforced only if 
catches.mad~ by_the various fleets, national and foreign, were adequately monitored. This 
raised again the problem of collection of statistics and the absolute necessity for coastal 
countries to develop rapidly the systems and expertise required for that purpose. Should 
some scheme of effort limitation be adopted, it was noted that the accurate monitoring of the 
fishing time was not an absolute necessity provided that the average efficiency Of the various 
kinds of licensed boa.ts was know. This also implied that the countries were able to assess 
this efficiency. For that purpose they should have adequate expertise and should regularly 
record catch and effort data from whioh changes, in vessel efficiency could be detected. 

III. NEED FOO REGIONAL AND SUB-REXHONAL COORDINATION IN RELATION TO RESOURCE MANAGEMEJNT 

32. The Sub-Committee specifically considered the case of the stocks which migrated or were 
distributed over more than one sector under national jurisdiction and whose assessmemt required 
regional and sub-regional cooperation. 

33. Such collaboration was first required for the compilation of data and arrangements were 
needed for centralizing regional data. At the same time common standards and rules should be 
adopted so that national data referring to the same fisheries could be later pooled. 

34. The Sub-Committee also emphasized that all countries which exploited the same stocks 
should partici~a.te in their assessments in proportion to their participation in the fishery 
and in accordance with their economic and manpower resources. Thia obviously applied to 
coastal countries of the region. It also applied to the non-coastal countries which partici­
pated or had been involved in the exploitation of the :region's resources and had through their 
own investigations accumulated data and knowledge on the stocks. To be comprehensive the as­
sessments should in fact be based on all existing information and make full use of the wide 
available expertise. 

35. In addition it was noted that participation in stock assessment and investigations should 
be as wide as possible, for progress in science and technology depends largely on opportunities 
offered to experts to exchange their views and experience. This applied to multinational as 
well as to national stocks. 

36 0 The Sub-Oommittee gJJ,ve special consideration.to the arrangements which were needed for 
the m~ o:t lllmlti.llliaUonal stooks., It oomiidered· that owing to their eoonaaio value and 
their high level of' exploitation !:ind the specific issues raised by their management, the 
following stooks should be considered in priority: 

Northern sector: hakes 

Gulf of Guinea: 

sea breams 
cephalopods 
pilchard 
round sardinella 
horse mackerels 
mackerel 

pink ,shrimp (Penaeus duora.rum) 
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37. For this purpose the Sub-Committee that the ad hoo working pa,rties scheduled 
in the programme of the CECAF Project partiau'i;;ly on these stocks and 
em1ure that their reports convey full information on the following aspects: 

- maximum potential yield 
- present state of exploitation 
- ef:fects on the stooks to be expected 
- geographical distribution of atook 

and, if possible, seasonal variations 
arum.al oatohes by countries. 

from va:rious management alternatives 
(with maps showing the changes 

in stock availability) 

38. Finally the Sub-Committee, aware of the urgent need to adopt for these stocks adequate 
management measures, adopted the following resolution. 

The ClOCJAF Sub-Committee on :Management of Resources within the Limits of National Jurisdiction, 

concerned about the oonsequenoes for the stocks and the fisheries they sustain which may 
result :f'rom their high level of exploitation, 

cal.le the attention of coastal countriei'I oonoerned to the u:rgent need to adopt measures 
aiming at adjusting and maintaining the amount of fishing to the desired level, 

urges them to take in their national fisheries the nece!'leary step!'!, e!'lpeoially ensuring 
that the relevant national fishery plans take full account of the limits of production of 
the resources, 

further urges countrie!'I participating in the expoitation of tqe same stocks to consult among 
themselves a.a soon ae possible with the view to agreeingonhomogeneous !'!cheme!'I for the utiliza­
tion of such stocks, 

requests the Secretariat of ClOCJAF to prepare, in collaboration with the correspondents of 
the Working Party on Resource Evaluation for the countries concerned: 

(a) background documentation on the state of the stocks listed below which would be based 
on reports of the !!! !!2!2. working pertie!'I to be convened by the CECAF Project; 

(b) a technical review of the various management approaohea, 

requests FAD to organize, within the :f'ramework of the CECAF Sub-Committee on Management of 
Resources within the Limits of National Jurisdiction, four meetings for the purpoae of al­
lowing coastal countries concerned to define concerted management !'!ohemes and to invite 
countries listed below to send representatives allowed to reach decisions in matters of 
management : 

Meeting 

1 

2 

22° - 9° N 
approximately 

Gibraltar - 15° N 
approximately 

Stooks 

Round sardinella 
Hor!'le mackerels 
:M'.aokerel 

Participating 
countries 

Cape Verde 
Gambia 
Guinea 
Guinea Bissau 
Mauritania 
Senegal 
Sierra Leone 
Spain 

Mau:ri tania. 
Morocco 
Senegal 
Spain 



Meeting 

3 

4 

Area -
Gibraltar - Senegal 
River 

Coastal waters of 
Cameroon and Nigeria 
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Stooks 

Sardine 
Cephalopoda 

Pink shrimp 
(Pena.eus duorarum) 

Participating 
countries 

Mauritania 
Morocco 
Spain 1/ 
Cameroon 
Nigeria 

Depending on scientific evidence showing the extension of continental stocks of sardine 
in the Canary Islands area 

39. The Secretariat stated that no provision.had been made in the 197f,-79 biennial budget 
to cover the cost of these four meetings but every effort would be made to have them organized. 

IV. DATE AND PLACE OF NEXT S:ESSION 

40. The next session of the Sub-Committee will take place in conjunction with the Sixth 
Session of CECA.Fe 

V • ADOPTION OF THE REPORT 

41. The report was adopted on 5 March 1977. 
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Appendix 

AGENDA 

1. Opening of the session 

2. Adoption of the agenda a.nd arrangements for the session 

3. Election of officers for the session 

4. State of stocks and needs for management 

5. Review of means available and mechanisms in force at national level for 
controlling the amount and pattern of fishing 

6. Need for regi~nal and sub-regional coordination in relation to 
resource management 

7. Any other matters 

8. Date and place of next session 

9. Adoption of the report 
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ANNEX H 

FISHERY COMMITTEE FOR TJiE EASTERN CENTRAL ATL,ANTIO ( CECAF) 

REPORT OF THE SECOND SESSION OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE ON FISHERY DEVELOPMENT 

Lorn~, Togo, 3 - 5 Ma.rob 1977 

INI'RODUCTION 

1. The Sub-Committee on Fishery Development of the Fishery Committee for the Eastern 
Central Atlantic (CECAF) held its Second Session in Lom~, from 3 to 5 March 1977, at the 
kind invitation of the Government of Togo in oonjunotion with the Fifth Session of CEOAF. 

2. The Session was attended by representatives from 15 Member Nations and the United 
Nations Development Programme, by one observer from a non-Member Nation and by observers 
from four intel'-governmental organizations. The list of participants is given in Annex A 
to the report of the Fifth Session of CECAF. 

3. Mr. A 0 K 0 Freeman, head of the Liberian del.tion, and Mr. J .J. Bignumba, head of the 
Gabonese delegation were elected Chairman arid Vice-Chairman of the session, respectively. 

4. The Sub-Committee adopted the agenda given in Appendix 1. The documents which were 
before the Sub-Committee are listed in Annex F .ito: the report of the Fifth Session of CECAF. 

I. THE STATE OF FISHERIES: REVIEW OF EXlSTING INFORMATION REQUIRED FOR FISHERY 
DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 

5. A summary of some of the important features of the state of fisheries in the region was 
presented, touching on fish populations, catch, fishing limits, joint ventures, trade, aid 
and demand. It was emphasized that effective planning oould only be aehieved if the develop­
wmt strategies supported by governmental programmes and"pro;jeot111 received aJ:lio" 111upport from 
people outside the government euoh u prot'bl.oers, consumers, traders and investors. 

6. The state of the stooks and the need for management were explam~d, and it was noted 
that most of the region's stocks, above all the most abunq.ant_ ones and those which were 
economically the most interesting were now being heavily exploited, and in some oases exces­
sively so. Nevertheless, attention was drawn to some isolated stocks, such as trumpet fish 
off Morocco, which oould withstand still higher exploitation rates. It was observed that 
in view of the high level of exploitation of the resources the coastal countries, when 
drawing up their investment .and development plans, should ensure that the state of the stocks 
was continuously considered and reviewed. 

7. The report on aquaculture pointed out the high potential for fish and orustaoea farming 
in the region, notably in the brackish water lagoons that are found along most of the ooaats 
of the Gulf of Guinea. It was emphasized that the strategy to develop aquaculture should 
take full account of the need to increase employment opportunities and realise the foreign 
exchange earning potential of this activity. Attention was drawn to the important conferences 
on aquaculture which were held in Acora, Ghana, in 1975 and in Kyoto, Japan, in 1976 and the 
important implications of oonolusions reached at these meetings. It was. noted that there 
was a preliminary proposal to establish a regional centre for applied research development 
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in aquaculture in Nigeria and the Sub-Committee welcomed this move. The Sub-Committee expressed 
the wish that instruction should be given in Franch as well as in English so that French 
speaking countries could make the fullest use of the centre. 

8. The discussion of programmes for intensifying the transfer and development of fishing 
technology in the CECAF area focussed on the need to stimulate this activity, which was defined 
as the research and development discipline concerned with fishing gear and methods. A short­
term action programme was proposed for the region, including a consultancy in fishing tech­
nology for 3 man-months, the establishment of a regional fishing technology service, a 
training course in fishing and the preparation of a fishing technology manual to serve as a 
guideline for planning and operation of national fishing technology services. Attention was 
drawn to the possibility of obtaining funds from bilateral sources and trust funds for fur­
thering these activities. 

9. The Sub-Committee expressed its strong support for training programmes. Several addi­
tional addresses were provided for inclusion in the list of fisheries research institutes 
and training centres annexed to document CEC.AF/v/77/19. Rough estimates were given of the 
number of fisheries personnel for whom institutional training should be provided, of arti­
sanal fishermen for whom extension services migh-t be required, and of extension workers who 
would have to be trained. The Sub-Committee recommended that the ongoing survey of needs 
and resources should be accelerated so that complete and accurate information could be pro­
vided for planning training programmes as quickly as possible. It also recommended that 
joint efforts with other international organizations be undertaken with a view to strengthening 
the educational resources of the region. The important role that women played, particularly 
in the processing and marketing of fish in almost all countries of the I'Q3gion was recognized 
and considerable attention was given to the need to involve these women in training and 
extension programmes. It was also agreed that the training needs for artisanal fishery 
development were distinct from those required for industrial fishery development and that 
different approaches would have to be developed. 

10. Attention of the Sub-Committee was drawn to the reports "Industrial Marine Fisheries in 
the CEO.AF Area. Part' I: Morocco to Liberian and "An Overview of the ~ftate of Fishery . 
Development and Planning in the CEO.AF Region11 which dealt with the broader aspects of 
development, including resources, fishing operations, trade and markets, institutions, 
socio-economic analysis as well as development plans and prospects in the region. The 
objectives of any national fishery plan generally involved, to a greater or lesser degree 
depending on the country concerned (i) fish resources management, (ii) provision of suf­
ficient fish supplies to meet demand, and (iii) balanced development of the fishery sector 
to meet socio-economic needs. Those important investments either in progress, committed 
or possible in the region were briefly explained and it was generally agreed that the 
development strategies of principal concern to fishery sectors were, in varying orders of 
priority according to countries, the need to expand locally-based fishing fleets with 
vessels of up to 40 metres length, the increase of small-scale fishing activities and the 
need to improve processing facilities, including freezing and cold storage, usually linked 
to the promotion of export markets. 

II. CURREN!' ACTIVITIES AND ACHIEVENENI'S OF THE CECAF PROJECT 

11. The Programme Leader presented the document CEC.AFjv/77/17 which contained a description 
of activities carried out in the first two years of the operational phase of the project. 
from January 1975 to the end of 1976. 

In the field of fishery statistics and biological data reference was made to the regional 
Statistical Bulletin, consultant reports on biostatistics, the frame survey in three 
CEO.AF countries and the initiation of work on preparation of species identification 
sheets for fishery purposes. 

Concerning resource monitoring and fishery management attention was drawn to the one 
year stock asses~ment cruise conducted with the chartered Soviet vessel FIGLENI' in the 
waters from Cameroon to Angola, and the organization of ad hoo working parties on 
various resources. - -
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In aquaculture the Project had prepared plans for the study of the economic feasibility 
of lagoon aquaculture and had sent consultant missions to Benin and Nigeria. 

Regarding fishery investment and development a report on the marine fishing industry in 
the sector from Morccco to Liberia had been prepared and assistance to four N:>RAD missions 
to identify projects for further consideration by Norway was given. 

In the field of fishery technology a coooul tant mission to Ivory Coast and Senegal will 
be mounted to assess the present situation with regard to available technical capacities 
and the establishment of a cooperative programme for applied resea.rch in fish processing 
technology. 

With raga.rd to training, missions had visited Ghana, Nigeria and Senegal to investigate 
various training requirements and preparations were being made to hold a workshop on 
fishery development planning and management. National fishery personnel participated in 
training at sea on boa.rd the vessel FIOLEN.r. Arrangements had also been made to hold 
a Training course on legal and institutional aspect of fishery resource management and 
developemnt in Se:ipt~mber 1977. 

12. The Sub-Committee was informed of other activities being implemented by FAO in the CECAF 
region with assistance :r-~om the United Nations Development Programme or other sources. It 
was remarked that most of these activities were carried out in the northern sector and a 
request was made that the countries in the southern part shouldreoeive more attention. The 
delegationof Gabonspe0ifioallyrequest~d that the OECAF Project prepare feasibility studies 
for the construction of a chain of cold stores. 

13. The Sub-Committee expressed its appreciation of the many activities undertaken during 
the first two years of the programme despite bu.dgeta.ry limitati.ons. 

14. The Sub-Committee was informed that a consultant had been engaged to summarize the 
stock assessment data collected during the FIOLEN.r survey and that ,the first report would 
be distributed shortly. 

15. An associate expert to assist with the statistical programme would be recruited shortly 
as an interim measure pending recruitment of the project statistician scheduled for the 
beginning of 1978. 

16. Efforts to obtain financial assistance from developed member countries of CECAF had 
been partially sucoess:f'ul. Norway had pledged one million dollars to the Project for identi­
fication of project proposals in the region which it might later fund on a bilateral basis. 
Canada had agreed to finance a whole series of regional seminars, workshops and training 
courses to be held during 1977 and 1978 at a cost of approximately one-~illion dollars. 
Commitments of support had also been made by Poland to train statisticians and by Spain for 
assistance in the gathering of statistical data. 

17. The importance of training at all levels was stressed and the need to interest univer­
sities in the region in providing training for high-level fisheries personnel was emphasized. 
The Sub-Committee was informed that a consultant had already been recruited to.assess the 
opportunities available in the universities for such training courses. 

III• FOTURE ACTIVITIES OF THE CECAF PROJECT 

18. The Programme Leader gave a brief account of the scheduled workplan for·· the OECAF Project 
during the remaining 15 months of operation (see document CECAF/v/77/17, part 6) and invited 
the views of the delegates on this programme and future requirements, rema.rking that a certain 
prolongation would be essential in order to complete certain o'lrl;stana1ng'activities especially 
those operated through the support of trust fund donors. 

19. The·sub-Committee expressed its appreciation of the major efforts and outputs of the 
project staff, endorsed the scheduled work programme and considered that it was essential 
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that the project should be prolonged so as to enable it to provide the specialist services 
required by the Member Governments both in the immediate future and also in the longer term. 
When requested for an indication of UNDP's view orl the continuation of the project beyond its 
scheduled termination at ·the end of June 1978, the UNDP Representative explained that it was 
not possible to commit the approval of the Administrator of UNDP, but the Sub-Committee's 
strong arguments would be transmitted to him for due consideration. It was emphasized that 
this irrter-regional fisheries project would be competing with priority activities in other 
disciplines, and delegations were urged to transmit their indications of priority require­
ments to UNDP through their national representatives. A fuller statement on UNDP's policy 
in support of inter-regional and regional projects would be given during the forthcoming 
Fifth Session of OECAF. In addition, the UNDP/FAO mission reviewing the CECAF Project would 
be visiting coastal Member States during April-May to ascertain the views of individual govern­
ments on the project and the supplementation of national fisheries development programmes by 
inter-regional activities. 

20. The Sub-Committee remarked on the lack of staff from the region attached to the project 
although the project document allowed for the secondment of national experts to the project. 
It was however noted that a consultant from the region had been recruited for a specific 
part of the work programme. 

21. On the question of training, although the short-term activities presently covering 
training courses, workshops and seminars were considered to be very valuable, there was a 
request that longer term training facilities should be provided. A CECAF Workshop on the 
assessment of training needs and planning to meet these needs has been proposed. Donor 
assistance is requested to make its implementation possible. In the context of training in 
production orientated aspects of fishing technology and the improvement of techniques applicable 
to the African region, the Ldelegate of Norway noted the importance given to this subject 
and stated he would draw his Government's attention to the need for support in this field. 

22. The delegation of Spain brought to the attention of the meeting the faoilitiee Spain had 
for training and expressed its willingness to assist in this field. Thie offer was welcomed 
and the suggestion was also made that this training should preferably be of a long-term nature. 

23. In the same context, the delegate of Korea lipted the facilities available at Korean 
technical training centres (tuna longlining, ekipjack fishing, coastal fishing and radio 
telecommunications) and university courses on fisheries subjects. He welcomed applications 
from interested CECAF Member States. 

24. Reference was also made to the Inter-governmental Oceanographic Commission (IOC) which 
was undertaking an assessment of the needs for training on marine sciences (including fisheries). 
Few delegations had attended the IOC regional meeting on Training, Education and Mutual 
Assistance (TEMA) held in Casablanoa, Morocco, in May 1975. FAO and the CECAF Project were 
requested to cooperate with IOC and Uneeco on this matter. 

25. The Sub-Committee strongly recommended the recruitment of a project statistician in 
addition to the Regional Fishery Statistician in order to reinforce the collection of essen­
tial basic data. It noted the need for the preparation of fishing maps giving the temporal 
and spatial distribution of the various fish stocks so that the results could be immediately 
available to governments and industry. 

26. The Sub-Committee recorded a need for resources surveys in some specific areas and the 
delegate of Norway indicated the possibility of the FAO/Norway Cooperative Programme making 
available the R.V. F.NAN3EN for this purpose. · 

27. The organization of a working party on oephalopods, whioh is another resource of consi-( 
derable importance in need of conservation and proteotion,was recommended by the Sub-Committee. 
The delegate of Spain offered his oourrtry's support for the preparation and hosting of such 
a working party if so required. 

28. The Programme Leader indicated the need for oloser collaboration between the Project 
and Member Governments, which it was suggest~d oould be facilitated through regular !2; ,h22 
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meetings of fishery: representatives during whioh requests for assistanoe and support could 
be mutually discussed. At the same time, the Sub-Committee received the suggestion that the 
establishment of an advisory group for lia.illlon and direction might be considered along the 
same lines as operated in the Indian Ooean Programme. 

IV• OT.BER JUTTERS 

29. The opportunity taken by the CECA'.F Projeot to participate in a small way1in the First 
African Fisheries Exhibition at Dakar was appreciated by many visitors and tne Sub-Committee 
wished that the project should play an even greater role in providing specialized background 
information for the whole region on the next oooasion. 

30. The Sub-Committee noted that with the introduction of a 200 mile fishing zone around the 
United States of America in Maroh 1977 there was likely to be sudden increased interest in 
the resources of the CJOOAF region by the displaced fleets. There was therefore a need to 
monitor the fishing effort. 

31. The observer from the Economic Comm.unity for West Africa requested the Sub-Committee to 
provide for exchange of information with his organization and suggested that the project 
would be a suitable centre for this coordination and consultation. 

v .. 

32. The Sub-Committee heard the delegate of Japan emphasize the import~noe of joint venture 
enterprises for the efficient transfer of technology and the basic need for the balanced 
distribution of responsibilities and benefits which required adherence to agreed plans and 
well coordinated targets. 

VI• DATE AND PLACE OF Nl1JXT SE3SION 

33. The Sub-Committee expressed the view that if the CECAF Project was to terminate in 
June 1978 the Third Session of the Sub-C0llillittee should talce place before this date. If, 
on the contrary and as was hoped by the Sub-Committee the Project was to be extended, the 
session should be organized in conjunction with the Si~th Session of CECAF. 

VII., ADOPTION OF THE REPORT 

34. The report was adopted on 5 March 1977. 
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Appendix 1 

AGENDA 

1. Opening of the session 

2. Adoption of the agenda and arrangements for the session 

3. Election of officers for the session 

4. The state of fisheriesg review of existing information required for 
fishery development planning 

4.1 Resource status and managementz · su.nmary report 
4.2 Aquaculture 
4.3 Transfer and development of fisheries technology 
4.4 Fisheries education and training 
4.5 Present and future opportunities for development and investments 

5. Current activities and achievements in relation to: 

5.1 Fisheries and biological data 
5.2 Monitoring of the resources and fishery management 
5.3 Aquaculture 
5.4 Fishery investments and development 
5.5 Transfer of technology 
5.6 Training and eduoation 

6. Future orientations of the OEOAF Project 

7. Any other matters 

8. Date and place of next session 

9. Adoption of the report 
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