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, TqwQrAAa F,;sWltlii i?o11sz for 1bg H.D.P./
A$ this paper is written (September 8.1). ttle f1shing industry is ... !

'passittg thr'~ugh the 'latest 111 -8: series or c1"1ses that. have ·plagued tb.e_ '. ,!industry sfn~e' its inception ~n'thB 15th century. The causes: .
'. ~ •• gap economics 1n the U.S. has pushed the American economy

. .
I

~', . into a dbwri spin and ,has lessened ·the demand for ,t:f:~h :Ln the tast·

t:ood outlets.
.• The cost of fish per portion·1s in the States equ~l to the prl~e
of beef an~' more 'exPensive :thari' cb1cken and pork.

• Interest rates at 2~'to 2,% have made it extremely eXgensive to
hOld large inventories by' the ,fish companies.

• The American 200 mile limit 'has meant t·hat more fish'i$ being
landed by American based fishermen, a tre1).dthat could. reasonably

,,'be expected' to accelerate in the future.

• Ne~foundland fish'has an uneven reputat19n for qua11tl~tbus
mak1ng it harder to sellon the ohoosy-European market. '

· '.. The inShore flshert has been especially poo~this year, leading

. to"the possibility of Widespread distress in commun1t~~
,.> or,: l"

'lipon th,1s flsl'J3ry- for'· spring-summer employment and ,~~er q~I.C •
. f ,~. l~ i"" f

"I' ,) •.~ t"'lbenefits. ;:.." '\~ _',;..":
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• The pr'1ce of fish' in the past year baa risen 1~:ttl!i$lesp-J~."'the
.; •....•\ ~ "'?J •••• (

much h1gber oosts of boats" gea.r and energy_ -~, M'ir~~.i'~~~·~:.,,'
'k. ()<.~~,. , .•.

. All t.hese factors have combined to .put in doubt not only this years
f1sh&r7, but ·the 'entire future of' the fishery, -especiallY' the inmoresection •

. In the past 20 years most of tho problems have been supply problems,
caused bY'the' oval' zealous fishing efforts of the sixties. The establish-ment of the 200 mile limit and the strict quotas seems to have eliminated
that' 'tJrob1ellr. Indeed if the projections are oorrect ve shall see an .increase in the Total Allowable Catch for the Inshore Cod Stock from
140,000 tOnnes to over ~O,OOO tonnes in 198;. (T·onnes = 2200 lb~).

There is solDe disagreement as to who should catch the t1sh, but .its~ate to assume that if we can't sell what we catch now (in a ,Poor rear)
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2. A freeze on additional concentration of ownership of the fish
plants. Over the last decade the number of independent fish plants
has decreased substantially. Even tho$e who are left have little
u1ndependence" since they market their products through larger
companies. An N.D.P. government would stop this concentration, and,
for plants having marketing problems, would give the markets through
Ni'C.
3. Exploitation of the Canadian Markets: At present little or no
final processing of fish is done in Newfoundland. Cod blocks have
a minimum" In.bour contC'--:t and in most cases are shipped to Boston

for final processing. Although Canada is a smaller market there is
no reason to allow other province~1 fish plants to supply finished
produots to the Canadian ~arket while we rely exclusively on the U.S.
market. Part of an N.D.P. fisheries POlicy would forc~ the big ~
to do some of t~oir final processing in New~oundland or loose their
licenses to operate. In this way up to a thousand or more jobs
could be created in the fishing industry. If these plants were
designed well enough they might even ba able to compete to a
I1m1ted degree in the American and European markets. as wall.


