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Forecign and Commonwealth Oflice,
LONDON, SWI1,

19 July 1972.

Cuse to Which this Request Relates

. 1 have the honour to refer to the Application subnutted to the Court on
F4 April 1972 instituting proceedings in the name of the United Kingdom of
Grreat Britain and Northern Ireland against Ieeland, and to submit, in ac-
cordance with Article 41 of the Statute and Article 61 of the Rules of Court,
a request that the Court should indicate the interim measures which ought to
be tahen to preserve the rights of the purties pending the final decision of
these proceedings,

Rights ro Be Protecred

2. The rights of the United Kingdom to be protected are the rights 1o
ensure that vessels registered in the United Kingdom should be permitted as
heretofore to take fish on the high scas in the neighbourhood of feetand out-
side the 12-mile imit of fisheries jurisdiction agreed upon in the Exchange of
Notes between the Government of the United Kingdom and the Govern-
ment of Teetand dated T March 1961 (as set out in Annex A to the Apph-
cation instituting proceedings) except in so far as may be provided for by
arrangements agreed between the Government of the United Kingdom and
the Government of lecland such as are reterred o in paragraph 21 (b of the
siid Application,

Tnterim Measures Proposed

3. The interim measures of which the mdication s proposed are those set
out in paragraph 20 betow,

Grounds of Application

4. The grounds on which the indication of the said interim measures is
requested are that the Government of leeland have issued regulations pur-
porting to carry into effect their dectared intention of unilaterally extending
the limits of their lisheries jurisdiction to a distance of 50 miles from basclines
round Tectand on 1 September 1972 and thereafter wholly excluding the
tishing vessels of other nations, including those of the United Kingdom, from
that part of the high scas wineh is included within the said extended finuts,
These regulations were issued notwithstanding the pendency of these pro-
ceedings and notwithstanding the discussions referred to in paragraph 214
befow, held between the parties in an attempt to reach satisfactory arrange-
ments pending a decision of the Court. The regulations, the full et of
which it set out in Annes A hercto, were published by the Government ot
Teekand on 14 July 1972 and arce expressed to come into effect on 1 Septem-
bher 1972,
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5. If such unilateral exclusion, which, in the submission of the United
Kingdom Government, is wholly unwarranted by international law, were
carried into cffect for any substantial period, it would, for the rcasons sct out
below, result in immediate and irremediable damage to the United Kingdom
fishing and associated industries. Such damage could not be made good by
the payment of monetary compensation by the Government of leeland should
the Court decide that the exclusion was unlawful. Accordingly, the United
Kingdom would be deprived of much of the benefit of any order made by the
Court in pursuance of such a decision by it. f-urthermore, such umlateral
exclusion during the pendency of the suit could only aggravate the dispute
which has been submitted for the decision of the Court, These are consid-
erations which, in the submission of the Government of the United Kingdom,
make it eminently just and expedient that the Court should indicate appro-
priate interim measurcs to preserve the rights of the United Kingdom while
this suit is pending.

United Kingdom Catch in the [celand Area

6. The exclusion of United Kingdom fishing vessels that is threatened by
the said regulations would feave open only an insigniticant part of the fishing
grounds in the Iceland arca ! (see map at Annex B1). The waters in the teeland
area constitute by far the most important of the United Kingdom distant-
water fishing grounds and one of the longest established. United Kingdom
vessels fish in the fceland area only for demersal or “bottom™ fish. Of these
by far the most important are cod (75.9 per cent. of the catch in 1971). Others
include saithe (11.7 per cent.), haddock (4 per cent.) and redfish (2 per cent).
Pelagic (or surface) fish such as herrings, capelin, ete., which are found in the
Iceland area, and some species of which are found there in abundance, are
not fished for by United Kingdom vessels there. Over the period 1960-1969
the United Kingdom's average annual demersal catch 2 from the Ieeland arca
was about 185,000 metric tons. (See Annex G.) Tt was vadued at €12 million
and made up 45 per cent. by weight and 49 per cent. by value of all United
Kingdom distant-water landings of these species. Looked at in terms of the
total landings of fresh and frozen fish (i.e., all the commercially impor-
tant demersal and pclagic fish excluding shellfish) by United Kingdom
fishing vessels, the landings from the Iceland area have accounted for 19.2
per cent. by weight and 21.7 per cent. by value over the years 1960-1969. (Sce
Annex C.) Over the same period the fandings by United Kingdom fishing
vessels from the leeland area accounted for 16.1 per cent. by weight and 16.6
per cent. by value of the total United Kingdom supplies of fish from all
sources. (See Annex D.)

I References to sca areas are references to the arcas shown on the map attached
hereto at Annex B2,

2 Weights of fish are given where possible, in accordance with the practice adopted
by the International Council for the Exploration of the Sca (*1CES™) and other inter-
national fisheries organizations, as “‘catch™ weights, that is to say, the weight of fish
actually caught. In other cases they are given as “landings™, thatis o say, the weight
of fish landed. The latter is a smaller figure since the fish are lightened by being gutted
at sea. In practice the fish are weighed on landing rather than on being caught and the
catch weight is obtained from the landed weight by applying a known factor for cach
species of fish depending on its anatomical characteristies. Very approximately, for
most demersal species cateh weights wre {8 per cent.-20 per centhigher than Tanded
weights.
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United Kingdom Vessels Affected

7. In 1971 there were 194 United Kingdom vessels which fished in the
Iceland area. These came from the ports of Hull, Grimsby, Fleetwood, North
Shiclds and Aberdeen. Some of these were relatively smalf vessels that usually
fish closer to the United Kingdom and only visit the grounds around leeland
from time to time. Others were freezer trawlers - ~there are 37 of these in the
flect of which 25 visited the leeland arca in 1971 —which are also mainly
intermittent visitors to the Teeland area, having the capacity to stay at sca for
long pertods and to fish any of the grounds in the North Atlantic. Over 94
per cent. by weight of the catch in 1971 was taken by *“‘fresher’” trawlers, that
Is Lo say, vessels which have no facilities for freezing fish at sea and are
accordingly confined to vovages of not more than 3 weeks. The year 1971 was
in these respects a normal year, showing perhaps a shightly higher effort
deployed in the leeland arca than in some recent years. ft will thus be seen
that, teaving aside those vessels that do not regularly fish in the leeland area,
there remain between 160 and 170 vessels that rely on the lceland area year
by year for all or a significant part of their cateh. ’

Other Available Fishing Grounds

8. The demersal tishing grounds within reach of the United Kingdom
fishing Neet are indicated on the map at Annex B2: they are as follows:

Dixtant-3arer Grommds

Barents Sca

Bear Island I . .

Spitzbergen N-L. Arctic oo .
Norwegian Coast N.-L. Atlantic
Teeland

fzast Greenland

West Greenland
Labrador
Grand Banks (Newfoundland) N.-W. Atlantic
Gulf of St. Lawrence

Gull of Muin and Georges Bank

Middle-1ater and Other Grounds

Narth Sca

FFaroes

West of Scotland

Rockall

Irish Sca

West of frefand and Porcupine Bank
Foghish Channel

Bristol Channel

South of Treiand and Sole Banks

The respective proportions of the United Kingdom catch contributed by cach
of these arcas in (971 is set out in Annex E.
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Opportunity of Diversion

9. Itis not possible for the fishing effort from the Icclm)d. arca Lo be q:ycrlcd
at economic levels to other fishing groun.ds. Thc remaining gro‘u:?ds in the
North-East Arctic (Barents Sca, Norwegian Sca, Bear 'lslzmd’,_ blvjtllwcrggl})
are approaching twice the dislun.cc away from the United I\lngd(‘n'n, lmn
harsh (and during long periods of the year c,\‘trcmclzy th‘Sh) \\'g;lthl ‘}llt ‘su
conditions. It is unsafe for trawlers not capable o{l \\'llelill]dll]g’, smth ('.(m.,
ditions to operate on these grounds. Catch rates in this arca l}uyc .llr?dd_\
fatlen from the high levels recorded in the late sixties _und the Ll;'ump C ()-1'1»
mittee’s Report to the 10th Meeting nf the North-l“u‘sl Atluﬂnllc l‘l\\hCHC\
Commission predicted a continuing l'ull‘ln g;ltch l%‘vcls for _197._ fmdl I.),—”," ‘l_n
any case, any substantial diversion to l!ns North-Fast Arctic arca 'b')"n.m LII\{
(both United Kingdom and others) dlspmccd'fr(nn the Icclzmq ‘n'u_.v\ .\_\n'u d
still Turther depress catch rates below economic levels. The unlu‘m.nlmru) ul~
many trawler skippers with these grounds would add to the difliculties of
securing an adequate catch to make the voyage pay. . ‘

10. There is no prospect of the displaced “resher '(ru\\'lcrs {Ilalknulg up
their loss in catch by fishing the grounds of l(hc Norl_h-\\'cs( Atlantic sice 1ch
longer voyage time (roughly 21, times the dns‘lu‘ncu_; from lccl‘un(l) \\'Ullll! lcn\c.
them with an unprofitably short period of fishing. ‘ln cﬂccl.. only ixl‘cglu
trawlers can operate on these distant-water grounds from which the United
Kingdom took a catch of 7.652 tons in 19.7.I. However, 1h‘csc vessels ;\ccn’ufn'l
for only 6 per cent. of the total l,.inilcd_ I_\'mgdqm catch in llhc lcgl;j:\n_l .nlca\
(see para. 7 above) and their opportqm!lcs Lo increase thgr cuuhgs_ n‘n_l 1
North-West Atlantic will be severely Inmlcd{by schcn_ncs of quota lllmlhldll(\\n.
recently approved by the International Commission f\\)r the I\Ul‘lh\\(u..\‘l(
Atlantic Fisheries (ICNATF), which will become operative from _Jumvas v 197!
in four of the five sub-areas into which the ('onnmssmn s area is dlyldcd. lnv
lhc;c sub-arcas the United Kingdom's catch \\"(II be Immcd L just over
24.000 tons, and although there is no limitation in catehes in l‘hc renuining
sub-area (where the United Kingdom catch was 2,7}1 tons i 1970 it s
evident that increased catches i the ‘.\l'\‘,:'l!‘.-\.\/c’.\l Atlantic as a whole can ul'lhc
best replace only a small fraction of the catch in the lcglund area and nﬂclA no
solution to the difliculties of the “frc»hcr" lx'uwlcr? W h‘lch conslnlulp\ 1h‘c glCu}l
majority of the vessels which would suﬂcr by exclusion from lcclundlg i numl\,

11, Distant-water trawlers displaced from leeland could not p!jnhlklbl.\l‘ fish
on near-water or middle-water grounds. The cul.ch rates per hour in the f\m_'t-h
Sea. for example, are only one-sixth of thos‘\c in the lcclupd arca (one-third
when expressed as catch per day absent 'trom port). l--urlhcrm_orc,_‘lhc.sc
fisheries are mixed. unlike the essentially single \pgucs’vgn‘mx}ds mn &ll\lfll)l‘
water regions. and this factor would also seriously impair fishing operations
and their financial returns. These grounds nearer hnm'cl are inoany N\C.
already fully exploited: any additional effort by United Kingdom :111({ nlhcn(
vessels diverted from the leeland arca \\Oll‘ld reduce _c;ltch rates, lurlhcxI
deplete fish stocks and depress the profits of the l('uqunul H\.‘ill-\\\ll.cl ...l.m
middle-water sectors of the United Kingdom fleet and, in turn, the current
returns of the United Kingdom inshore fleet.

12, In general, therefore, modern distant-water traw lers, sugh as are used

by the United Kingdom fishing flect in the lcclz}nd A;ll'c;\.‘cquu?pcd with N

p;:nsivc and sophisticated technical gear and having inflexibly hlgh operating

costs, could not, if excluded from the lecland area, hope to gain, let alone
sustain, fish yields which would keep them in business.
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Economic Consequences

13. Given this Jack of alternative fishing opportunity, the threatened
exclusion of United Kingdom fishing vessels from the leeland area would
hitve very serious adverse consequences, with immediate results for the affect-
ed vessels and with damage extendmg over a wide range of supporting and
related industries. There would very quickly have to be a withdrawal of some
vessels from service. Tis unlikely that many owners would have the necessary
financial resources to continue operating at a loss for more than a few months
in the hope that they would regain access to the feeland area. Most of those
vessels now aperating at or near the margin of profitability would have to be
withdrawn at once. since they could not operate profitably on any of the
grounds open to them, But others would have to follow and the number of
vessels withdrawn would inerease rapidly and include the more modern
vessels as reducing cateh rates depressed returns below operating costs in the
arcas to which they had been diverted or might otherwise be diverted. Qwing
to the high cost of maintainmg trawlers which are not in use, a large propor-
ton would have to be scrapped if there was no certain prospect of their re-
cmployment within a very few months, There is no ready market for second-
hiund distant-water trawlers, The scrapping of these vessels would constitute
the foss of a considerable national asset.

I Withdrawal of vessels would cause widespread unemployment amongst
all sectors of the United Kingdom fishing industry. At present there are about
IR.000 fishermen in the United Kingdom: of these approximately 3,500 are
cmployed on the 160 1o 170 vessels referred 1o in paragraph 7 above as fishing
regularly in the Teeland arca. In addition it is estimated that a further 40-
$0.000 workers draw their living from the ancillary industries (c.g., ship-
building and repairing, packing, transport and marketing). Three ports

Hull, Grimsby and Fleetwood  are especially reliant on the Teeland area,
which accounted for 49.6 per cent., 49.6 per cent. and 69.2 per cent. res-
pectivedy of Lindings at these ports in 1971, (See Annes Fo) At Hull alone it is
estimated that 7,000 workers (other than fishermen) derive their livelihood
directly from the tishing industry. The problem would be made worse because
the resultant unemployment would occur in those arcas (Humberside and
West Baneashirey where there is i severe shortage of work and little seope
for alternative employment: neither are the specialized skills of fishermen
appropriate to work on shore.

15 Furthermore, to the extent that vessels displaced from the Teeland arca
are redeployed in near-water and middle-water areas the conseqguent re-
duction i the cateh rate referred to above will have its effect upon the pro-
fitability of the vessels already tishing there and in turn foree the more
ceonomically valnerable out of service with consequent unemploviment at
those ports (e.e, Lowestoft) which are concerned with the near-water and
middie-water fishing Neet. Although the numbers involved would be smaller,
itis expected that the impact would be proportionately greater because these
stitler towns are even fess able to absorb a sudden economic change of this
magnitude. The employment stracture at all fishing ports both large and
small would be severely diseupied and many who have no direct connection
with the fishing industry would be imvohed.

fo. 11 United Kingdom trawlers were excluded from the leeland area as
threatened. the eflects noted above would follow relatively quickly: in a
periad of 12 months the fleet and shore-based facilities would have been
distupted and reduced 1o an evtent and in a way that would make an carly
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return to the status quo ante impossible. The replacement of scrapped vessels
would be a very much more costly and slower process than the continued
operation and gradual replacement of ageing vessels, and the re-establishment
of shore-based enterprises would also take time. Because of the local scarcity
of employment that is referred to in paragraphs 14 and 15 above, many of the
employees who had been discharged and who could do so would move to
other areas in scarch of jobs. Once the labour force, particularly of fishermen,
had been thus dispersed, they would be induced only with diflicutty and to a
limited extent to return to their former occupations. Confidence in the future
of the industry as a whole would be destroyed and it would become relatively
more diflicult than at present to attract investment. No industry could casily
recover, if it recovered at all, from such a blow as would be inflicted on the
United Kingdom fishing industry by the exclusion of the distant-water flect
from the principal fishing grounds on which it has traditionally relied and
which provides halt its catch.

17. The United Kingdom market for fish is characterized by a high demand
for demersal species (particularly cod, haddock and plaice). There would be a
sudden severe shortage if supplies from United Kingdom vessels taken from
the Iceland arca were cut off in the manner threatened. At best, there could
thereafter be a partial replacement as prices were forced up on the United
Kingdom market and attracted alternative supplics. Prices could nevertheless
be expected to remain high, reflecting relative scarcity and a firm world
demand. The scarcity and generally higher level of prices on the United King-
dom market would, as well as causing hardship to many consumers, lead to
a stabitized reduction in the consumption of fish and the establishment of
different consumption patterns and tastes: it is doubtful whether such a
national tendency could be easily or wholly reversed ift and when supplies
from the leeland arca were resumed. To that extent the unfikelihood of the
United Kingdom fishing industry being able to make an carly return to its
present position if the Court decided this case in favour of the United King-
dom would be increased.

Conclusion

18. Vessels from the British Isles have fished in the Iceland arca for many
years and British trawlers have operated there since 1891, Set out in Annex G
hereto are details of United Kingdom and Icelandic catches of demersal
species in the leeland arca over the years 1950-1971 and of the proportions
which these constituted of the total catches in that arca in cach of those years.
Given the inevitability of some natural scasonal fluctuation, there is a notable
long-term stubility in the catches of both countries and in the proportion ot
their catches to the total. The proposed exclusion of the United Kingdom
vessels would disrupt this Tong-established and stable situation and, in the
submission of the United Kingdom Government, should not be permitted
until the rights of the parties have been linally sctded by the Court.

Proposed Interim Measures

19. The Government of Iceland have stated that they fear that the United
Kingdom fishing interests intend to increase their fishing efforts in the feeland
area in the near future to an extent which will be harmful to the fish stocks in
that area—see, for example, the Statement dated 19 August 1971 by Am-
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bassador Hans G. Anderson to the Commitice on the Peaceful Uses of the
Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor Beyond the Limits of National Jurisdiction set
out in Enclosure 2 to Annex H to the Application instituting proceedings in
this suit. While the Government of the United Kingdom do not concede that
any such intention exists and contend that any fears which the Government of
leeland may have as to future damage to fish stocks should be dealt with by
such arrangements between governments as are referred to in paragraph 21
(h) of the said Application, they nevertheless accept that the Court may
consider it appropriate that these fears, whether well founded or not, should
be altayed pending final judgment of the Court in this suit. If the Court does
so consider, the Government of the United Kingdom suggest that the Court
should indicate as part of the provisional measures that the Government of
the United Kingdom should ensure that, until such final judgment, United
Kingdom vessels do not take more fish in the feeland area than their average
cateh in those waters in the years 1960-1969, namely, 185,000 metric tons per
annum (see Annex G). In making this suggestion the Government of the
United Kingdom wish to make it clear that they do not admit that any such
limitation is justified and fully reserve all their rights in the matter against the
Government of fcefand.

20. In view of the considerations set out above I have the honour to request
on behalf of the Government of the United Kingdom that the Court should
indicate that, pending the final judgment of the Court in the suit submitted
by the Application instituting proceedings of 14 April 1972:

tar the Government of Tceland should not seek to enforce the regu-
Jations referred o in paragraph 4 above against, or otherwise interfere or
threaten (o interfere with, vessels registered in the United Kingdom
fishing outside the 12-mile limit agreed on by the parties in the Exchange
ol Notes between the Government of the United Kingdom and the
Government of leeland dated 11 March 1961 (as set out in Annex A
to the said Application);

(h) the Government of Iceland should not take or threaten to take
in their territory (including their ports and territorial waters) or inside the
said 12-mile limit or elsewhere measures of any kind against any vessels
registered in the United Kingdom, or against persons connccted with
such vessels, being measures which have as their purpose or effect the
impairment of the freedom of such vessels to fish outside the said 12-mile
limit;

fe) in conformity with subparagraph (aj above, vessels registered
in the United Kingdom should be free, save in so far as may be provided
for by arrangements between the Government of the United Kingdom
and the Government of leeland such as are referred to in paragraph 21
rhi of the said Application, to fish as heretofore in all parts of the high
seas outside the said 12-mile limit, but the Government of the United
Kingdom should ensure that such vessels do not take more thun 185,000
metric tons of fish in any one year from the sea arca of leeland, that is
to say, the arca defined by the International Council for the Exploration
of the Sea as arca Va and so marked on the map attached hereto at
Annex B2
(d/ the Government of the United Kingdom and the Government of
lceland should seek to avoid circumstances arising which are inconsistent
with the foregoing measures and wich are capable of aggravating or
extending the dispute submitted to the Court; and
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(e) in conformity with the foregoing measures, the Government of
the United Kingdom and the Government of Iceland should each ensure
that no action is taken which might prcjudice the rights of the other party
in respect of the carrying out of whatever decision on the merits the
Court may subsequently render.

21. In their aide-mémoire to the Government of Iceland dated 14 March
1972 (which is referred to in para. 19 of the Application instituting pro-
ceedings in this suit and is set out in full in Annex J thereto) the Government
of the United Kingdom expressed their willingness to continue discussions
with the Government of lceland in order to agree satisfactory practical arran-
gements for the period while these proceedings arc before the Court. Since the
institution of proceedings such discussions have been held at both official and
Ministerial levels in Reykjavik and in London on various dates in April,
May and July 1972. On 12 July 1972 it became clear that it would not be
possible to agree satisfactory arrangements and that the Government of lce-
land then intended, notwithstanding the pendency of these proceedings, to
issue the regulations referred to in paragraph 4 above. As is there stated, the
regulations were made on 14 July 1972 in the form sct out in Annex A hereto.
The text of the regulations was transmitted on that date to the British Embassy
in Reykjavik under cover of a Note from the Ministry for Forcign Affairs of
the Government of Iccland, the text of which is set out in Annex H hereto.
Though it will be seen that the Government of Iceland suggest in that Note
that further discussions should be held in order to reach *a practical solution
of the problems involved™ and though the Government of the United King-
dom stand ready at all times to consider any reasonable proposals which
might lead to an agreement providing such a solution, the Government of the
United Kingdom do not consider that they can any longer delay in requesting
the Court to indicate interim measures for the protection of the Parties. United
Kingdom vessels will not be able to continue fishing in the Iceland arca on
and after 1 September 1972 unless certain preparations are made by the
fishing industry in the very near future. If these preparations are not made in
time or if, once they are put in hand, they have to be reversed or substantially
altered, the industry may suffer considerable loss and hardship. Accordingly,
the indication by the Court of interim measures for the protection of the
interests of the parties has, in the submission of the Government of the
United Kingdom, now become a matter of urgency. In this conncction the
attention of the Court is respectfully drawn to the provisions of Article 61 (2)
of the Rules of Court which provides that such an application shall be
given priority over all other business of the Court. )

(Signed) H. SteEL,
Agent for the Government of
the United Kingdom.
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ANNEXES TO THE REQUEST FOR THE !ND]CATION
OF INTERIM MEASURES OF PROTECTION

Annex A

TEXT OF THE REGULATIONS IsSUED BY THE GOVERNMENT OF
ICELAND ON 14 JuLy 1972

REGULATIONS CONCERNING THE FISHERY LIMITS OFF
ICELAND

Article |
The fishery limits off lceland shall be drawn 50 nautical miles outside
basclines drawn between the following points:
[The regulations here specify 31 points by nume and by 'rcfcrcncc to geo-
graphical co-ordinates. These are not reproduced in thls Annex but the
Court's attention is invited to the Note at the end of this Annex.]

Limits shall wso be drawn round the following points 50 nautical miles
seaward:
[The regulations here specify 2 points by name zmgl by rcfercncc 10 geo-
graphical co-ordinates. These are not reproduced in lh'lS Annex but the
Court's attention is invited to the Note at the end of this Annex.]

Article 2
Within the fishery limits all fishing activities by foreign vesscls shall be p:g’-
hibited in accordance with the provisions of Law No. 33 of 19 Junc 1922,

concerning Fishing inside the Fishery Limits.

Article 3
Icelandic vessels using bottom trawl, mid-water trawl or Danish scipc-
netting are prohibited from fishing inside the fishery limits in the following
arcas and periods: ’
1. Of the north-cast coast during the period 1 April to 1 June mn an
arca which in the west is demarcated by a linc druwn_ true north from
Rifstangi (Base Point 4) and in the cast by a line which is drawn true

north-cast from Langances (Base I’oin_l 6). . o
2. Off the south coast during the period 20 March to 20 Aprilin an arca

:J.cmurcalcd by lines drawn between the following points:
(A) 63 degrees 32 0 N 21 degrees 25: oW
(B) 63 degrees 00' 0 -— 21 degrees 25° 0 —
(C) 63 degrees 00" 0 — 22 degrees 00/ 0 —
(D) 63 degrees 32 0 — 22 degrees 00° 0 —
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Prohibition of Fishing with Trawl and Mid-water Trawl. Cf. Law No. 21 of
10 May 1969, or special provisions made before these regulations beccome
effective.

Article 4

Trawlers shall have all their fishing gear properly stowed aboard while
staying in areas where fishing is prohibited.

Article 5

Fisheries statistics shall be forwarded to the Fiskifelag Islands (Fisheries
Association of Iceland) in the manner prescribed by Law No. 55 of 27 June
1941, concerning Catch and Fisheries Reports. If the Ministry of Fisheries
envisages the possibility of over-fishing, the Ministry may limit the number of
fishing vessels and the maximum catch of each vessel.

Article 6

Violation of the provisions of these regulations shall be subject to the
penalties provided for by Law No. 62 of 18 May 1967, concerning Prohibition
of Fishing with Trawl and Mid-water Trawl, as amcnded, Law No. 40 of
9 June 1960, concerning Limited Permissions for Trawling within the Fishery
Limits off Iceland under Scientific Supervision, Law No. 33 of 19 June 1922,
concerning Fishing inside the Fishery Limits, as amended, or if the provisions
of said laws do not apply, to fines from Kr.1,000.00 to Kr.100,000.00.

Article 7

These regulations are promulgated in accordance with Law No. 44 of
5 April 1948, concerning the Scientific Conservation of the Continental Shelf
Fisheries, cf. Law No. 8! of 8 December 1952, When these regulations
become effective, Regulations 3 of 11 March 1961, concerning the Fishery
Limits off Iceland shall cease to be effective.

Article 8
These regulations become effective on 1 September 1972,

Ministry of Fisheries, 14 July 1972.
Ludvik JOSEPSSON.
Jon L. ARNALDS,

[Note:

The baselines indicated in the above regulations appear to differ in certain
respects from those provided for by the Exchange of Notes of 1961. To the
extent that they involve, as they appear to do, a claim by the Government of
Iceland to draw fishery limits from baselines more favourable to themsclves
than those established in 1961, the Government of the United Kingdom fully
reserve all their rights in respect thereof and specifically reserve their right to
address submissions relating thereto to the Court at a later stage of this suit.]
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Annex Bl
MaP OF FistiNG GROUNDS IN THE ICELAND AREA

[ Sce Annex 20 to the Memorial on the Merits of the Dispute,
p. 402, infra]

Annex B2

Mar OF UNIED KINGDOM DISTANT -WATER AND Ml?DLE-WATER
FistinGg GROUNDS IN RELATION TO LCES AND [CNAF STATISTICAL
REGIONS

| See Annex 28 to the Memorial on the Merits of the Dispute,
p. 412, infra]



Annex C

LANDINGS IN THE UNITED KINGDOM BY UNITED KINGDOM VESSELS

Landings of Fish other than Shellfish
Year . Landings from Landings from Landings of
Total Demersal Total Pelagic | N Landings from ng Iceland A S
Landings Landings Total landings Iceland Area % i:‘;:::;;j; d? ngs . :; ;‘atnlr;:l:nl helitish
Landings
Weight Value Weight Value Weight Value Weight Value Weight Value Weight Value Weight Value
1000 metri 1000 i ' i
taz ric fa “::tn.c £a 00(:0::"1: P 'oo(:cn’::zric £a % % % % 'oogo::nic I
1) (€3] (3) ) (s) (6) (%2} 8) 9) ¢10) (11 (12) (13) (14) (15)
1960 693.4 48,2 121.9 2.8 815.3 51.0 153.4 10.3 18.8 20,2 22.1 21,4 28.0 2.1
61 654%.1 46,6 101.0 2.6 755.1 k9,2 163.3 11.6 21.6 23.6 25.0 24,9 . L2.4
62 687.7 45.7 109.1 3.1 796.8 48,8 178.4% 11.8 22.4 24,2 25.9 25.8 30.0 2.5
63 674.2 47.9 1%7.2 3.1 821.4 51.0 187.1 134 22.8 26.3 27.8 28.0 28,2 2.5
64 687.7 51.1 b2 3.2 830,1 54,3 184,7 4,5 22.3 26.7 26.9 28,4 28.4 2.9
65 733.8 Sh.4 164.6 3.6 898.4 58.0 195.7 15.4 21.8 26.6 26.7 28.3 27.8 3.0
66 715.7 Sk.b4 200.2 3.7 915.9 58.1 147.4 1.6 16.1 20.0 20.6 21.3 3k,1 3.6
67 710.8 53.7 151.3 3.3 862.1 57.0 161.6 1.7 18.7 20.5 22.7 21.8 k2.2 b.0
68 729.5 54.1 140.9 3.2 87¢.4 57.3 136.1 9.2 15.6 16,1 18.7 17.0 41.8 4.8
69 7279 55.9 175.5 4.0 9024 59.9 117.0 8.5 13w .2 1641 15.2 50.6 6.0
rf:i? 701.5 51.2 145.4 3.3 84€.9 54,5 162.5 11.8 19,2 217 23.2 23.0 34.6 3.4
1970 731.0 64.0 187.6 5.5 918.6 63.5 142.6 13.2 15.5 19.0 19.5 - 20.6 56.4 6.7
71 715.1 72.9 206.0 6.2 921.1 85.1 180.9 22.4 19.6 26.3 25.3 28.4 54,5 7.5
Notes: [. Quantities shown in terms of landed equivalent weight, i.e., head on, gutted, plus livers.
2. Source: Columns (2) to (9) and (14) and (15) from Sea Fisheries Statistical Tables 1960-71.
Columns (10) to (13) by calculation.

3. In colun)ns (8) and (9) a small adjus;m)c_nt has been made to take account of the fact that in the Statistical Tables the figures
for Ian@mgs from ditferent areas of origin do not include livers, whereas the figures for total landings do. The livers represent
approximately 2.7°, of landings by weight, and 0.5, by value.

4. All weights have been converted from ewtis, to metric tons.

*  Figures not available.

Annex D
SUPFLIES OF Fist TO THE UNITED KINGDOM
Supplies of Fish (excluding Shellfish) to the United Kingdom s Iceland Ar
}()i.e. Landings by United Kingdom and Foreigr Vessels, and Lg;d%gg:eérgl;nsigm Vesseiz
Imports of Fresh, Frozen, and Semi-preserved Fish)
Year Landings froma suggiiiazf
: Landings from Iceland Aresa
Total Demersal Total Pelagic Total Supplies Iceland Area by UK Vessels
Supplies Supplies by UK Vessels as a % of
Total Supplies
Weightt Value Weight Value Weight Value Weight Value |Weight Value Veight Value
'000 metric '000 metric '000 metric '000 metric '000 metric £a
tons £a tons in tons in tons £ * % tons
(&) 2) 3 ) (5) (6) (¢P)] (8) (€)) (10) 1) (12) (13)
1960 820.4 60.5 1379 3.4 958,1 63.9 1534 10.3 | 16.0 16.1 33.1 3.1
61 808.6 0.9 | 117.7 3.1 926.3 64.0 | 163.3 1.6 | 7.6 18.1 * 4.3
62 830.7 59.1 120.0 3.5 950.7 62.6 178.4 11.8 | 18.8 18.8 36.5 5.3
53 806.5 61.1 | 164.9 1. 971.4 64.6 | 187.1 13.4119.3  20.7 4.3 3.2
&4 852.1 68.6 | 150.7 3.5 | 1002.8 72.1 184.7 4.5 | 18.4 204 36.5 6.6
65 905.4 e | 170.5 5.9 | 10759 78.3 | 195.7 5.4 8.2 19,7 33.8 6.6
& 866.4 72.6 207.9 4.1 1074.3 76.7 7.4 11.6 | 13.7 15.1 40.8 8.0
67 862.6 70.6 163.4 3,7 1026.0 74,3 161.6 11.7 | 15.8 15.7 48.9 8.2
68 902.6 73.0 162.4 3.7 1065.0 76.7 136.1 9.2 12.8 12.0 49.0 10.1
69 878.0 4.3 190.4 4.4 1068.4 78.7 117.0 8.5 | 1.0 10.8 57.5 1.8
1980-69 853.3 67.5 158.6 3.7 1011.9 71.2 162.5 11.8 | 16.1 16.6 414 6.9
verage
1970 888.6 86.5 | 197-1 5.9 | 1085.7 92.4 | W2.6 13.2 | 13.1 4.3 63.9 13.6
71 846.1 102.3 213.0 6.5 1059.1 108.8 180.9 22.4 | 17 20.6 63.2 15.2
Notes: 1. Quantities shown in terms of landed cquivalent weight, i.e., head on, gutted. plus livers,

Source: Columns (2) 1o (9) and (12) and (13) from Sca Fisheries Statistical Tables 1960-71.
Columns (10) and (11) by calculation.

3. In columns (8) and (9) a small adjustment has been made to take ace

ount of the fact that in the Statistical Tables the figures

for landings from different arcas of origin do not include livers, whereas the figures for total landings do. The livers represent
approximately 2.7°, of landings by weightand 0.5°, by value.
4. Al weights have been converted from ewts. to metric tons.

*  Fioures not available.
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Annex E

LANDINGS OF DEMERSAL FisH IN THE UNITED KINGDOM
DURING 1971 BY AREA OF CAPTURE

Barents Sca

Norwegian Coast
Iceland

Bear Island/Spitzbergen
West Greenland
Newfoundiand

East Coast of Greenland

Faroes

North Sca
Rockall

West Scotland
Irish Sea
English Channcl
Bristol Channcl

West of Ircland and Porcupine Bank

South of Ireland

Total all regions

Quantity
000 metric tons
56.6
42.9
180.9
3.1

[N VY]

2.
4.
_290.[
30.8
303.7
2.1
67.2
13.0

5.2
2.9

X
425.0
715.1

oL of toral
demersal landings
L

6.0
25.3
0.4
0.3
0.6

759.4
99.9

Source: Sea Fisheries Statistical Tables 1971. Quantitics shown arc in terms of landed

equivalent weight, i.c., head on, gutted, plus livers.
An adjustment has been made to the figures obt
which do not include livers, so as to present the table

Annexes C and D.

All weights have been converted from ewts. 10 meiric tons.

ained from the statistical rahles,
on the same basis as those in

Annex F

RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF UNITED KINGDOM DISTANT-WATER PORTS

in 1971

Demersal

Demersal
catch on

Demersal
catch on

¢, of total ¢, of total

landings of

¢, of total
demersal fish
landed from

°, of total

landings from
all grounds

asa ",

distant water

demersal fish

distant water
grounds as a

of total

distant water

landings by
UK vessels

demersal fish

landed at cach

o

o

o

grounds asa *
of total UK

demersal

vessels

caughtin the

port caught in  distant water by UK

the leeland
arca by UK

Port

of towal

Iceland arca

rounds caught

&

UK demersal
landings

demersal

in the Iceland
area by UK

vessels

vessels

landings at all

UK ports

landings

REQUEST

(7)

(6)

4

(1)

(1)

w el e

8.0 77.6 49.6 31.0 63.9 12.7

42.6

Grimsby

ol
o~

" 00

L)

49.6

50.7
99.1

Hull

vy e

f= a0

o —

69.9
37.0

> ¥ae}

69.2
4.9

15.2
0.7

North Shields

Fleetwood
Aberdecn

7.8

ol

v

3

3 39.7 100.0 62.7 40.9 65.1

1

All D.W. Ports

Source: British Trawlers Federation, Statistical Section.
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States in Icelandic Waters

(000 metric tons)

(6)

Total Catch by all

% of Total
Catch

5

(000 metric tons)

Iceland
(€]

Catch

Annex G

N

IN THE ICELANDIC AREA

% of Total

Catch
3)

UNITED KINGDOM, ICELANDIC, AND ToTAL CATCH OF DEMERSAL SPECIES

('000 metric tons)

(2

United Kingdom

Catch

6
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unpublished material. Columns (3) and (5) by calculation.

* Estimated figure.

Source: Columns (2), (4) and (6) from Bulletin statistique des péches maritimes. Figures for 1970 and 1971 provided by ICES from, as yet,

Nore: Total UK catch 1960-1969 = 1,855,200 metric tons equivalent to an average annual catch of 185.5 thousand metric tons.
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Annex H

NOTE BY [CELANDIC MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS TO BRITISH EMBASSY,
Datep 14 JuLy 1972

The Ministry for Forcign Affairs presents its compliments to the British
Embassy and has the honour to enclose 5 copices of regulations concerning the
Fishery Limits off Iceland, dated 14 July 1972, Under the provisions of
Article 1 of the regulations the fishery limits off leeland shall be drawn 50
nautical miles outside basclines and under Article 2 all fishing activities within
the fishery limits by foreign vessels shall be prohibited in accordance with the
provisions of Law No. 33 of 19 June 1922, concerning Fishing inside the
Fishery Limits. In accordance with Article 8 these regulations become effec-
tive on | September 1972,

As specified in Article 7 of the regulations they are promulgated in accor-
dance with Law No. 44 of 5 April 1948, concerning the Scientific Conservation
of the Continental Shelf Fisheries. Article 2 of the 1948 Law provides that
the regulations promulgated under that Law shall be enforced only to the
extent compatible with agreements with other countries to whom fceland is
or may become a party.

Although efforts to reach a solution of the problems connected with the
extension through discussions with the Government of the United Kingdom
have not as yet been successful it is still the hope of the Government of fceland
that continued discussions will as soon as possible lead to a practical solution
of the problems involved.





