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AID FOR THE FISHING INDUSTRY

Y the Minister of A

and Food and the Secret griculture, Pignepyeg

&ry of State fop Scotlang

—

Information supplied by the ishing industry to us and 1t
£ \ ) us anq

the other Fisheries Ministers over recent weeks illustratc
2 strates

jui te clearly that all sectors of the catching industry are in

serious financial difficulties, The immediate causes are hish

operating costs, depressed prices for fish reflecting
competition from imports attracted by the strong Pound, and
restraint on fishing as a consequence of our strict conservation
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their requests. We cannot hope to carry through the very
delicate negotiations on the Common Fisheries Policy which are
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We therefore secek agreement that

(i) we should a) locate £15 million for

new teuporary
aid for the I'ishing

indus[ry from the contingency

ase Fishieries Departuwents!
saie amount;

reserve and i ncre

cash
Limits by the

(i T) this decision should be announceqd on Tuesday

5 August; and

(iii) we should follow up Peter Walker's conversation

with Gundelach by notifying the Comumission
formally of our intentions on the day bhefore

the detailed scheme is published.
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Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food
3 July 1989
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