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BACKGROUND 

The ACP-EU Joint Assembly in October 1993 passed a Resolution seeking for a Joint Initiative on 
fisheries and aquaculture research. This Resolution was made based on the grave concern felt by 
A C P  countries and those in Europe in relation to the continuing existence o f  an important share o f  
our common heritage-aquatic organisms and the ecosystems in which they live; as well as the 
livelihood o f  the countless fishfork particularly in developing countries, and the wealth o f  their 
societies. This Resolution is seen as a major step forward in the progress towards the sustainable 
use o f  aquatic living resources. 

This ACP-EU Fisheries Research Initiative dialogue was the third o f  its kind arranged for countries 
o f  the Caribbean and the South Pacific. The Government o f  Western Samoa was invited through 
the Treasury Department to take part in this third regional dialogue. The first Regional Dialogue o f
this kind was hosted in Swakopmund, Namibia from 5 - 8 July 1996 for countries in Eastern and 
Southern Africa and Indian Ocean. The second was in Dakar, Senegal from 22 - 26 April 1996 for 
West and Central Africa .. And the third in Belize from 5 - 10 December 1996 for the Caribbean 
and the South Pacific countries. 

OBJECTIVES O F  1 l I E  MEETING 

The objectives o f  the meeting building on from the experience o f  the first two regional dialogues 
were to: 

1. Identify areas for research in to address, often cross-sectoral , problems which 
characterise the social and economic context o f  coastal and marine fisheries resource 
systems; 

2. Recommend the most appropriate mode to solve common problems o f  research with an 
emphasis on scientific cooperation between institutions, countries and regions; 

3. Formulate conclusions and recommendations to further the dialogue process on the 
Research Initiative and; 

4. A s  an underling principle, establish a full working partnership within and between the 
Pacific and o f  the Caribbean, and the E U  in keeping with the Initiative's overall g l
o f  achieving sustainable benefits from aquatic resource systems for the stake holders. 

P R O G R A M M E  OF W O R K  

The Program o f  Work covered six main sessions as follows: 

I. ACP/EU Fisheries Research Initiative, an Introduction. 

2. Large Marine Ecosystem (LME)

3. Integrated Coastal Area Management (ICAM)
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4. G(Jvernance in capture and culture fisheries
':\:  ·\;/·'. .. 

5. A partnerlihip for the Initiative and 
' , ,  

6. Follow up to the d&logue.

The meeting participants were divided into four working groups o f  the participants choice. Related 
papers were presented by either the Secretariat or resource persons at the beginning o f  each session 
followed by brief general discussion before breaking into working groups to further discuss subject 
matters in details. Each working group was to report back and present its findings to the plenary 
before the start o f  the new session. The findings o f  the working groups fonned the basis o f  the 
report on the Dialogue which will be put together and finalized in Brussels. 

APPROACH BY THE SOUTH PACFIC COUNTRIES 

South Pacific (SP) group fonned unofficial gathering outside the plenary and working groups ■ to decide on the common stance which could best suit our interest. After exchange o f  thoughts, it 
was decided that an attempt was to be made to channel assistance to the South Pacific Commission
that would then deal with the implementation o f  the research needs o f  the South Pacific Island
countries.

During the course o f  working groups, the SP countries had indicated their interest in more related
work that deal with research in inshore fisheries and aquaculture as our two priority areas.
Reasons as to the over exploitation o f  our inshore fishery resources and development o f
aquaculture as an alternative supplement were given.

Various experiences at national level were expressed at the dialogue in dealing with problems that
had faced various countries both the Caribbean and South Pacific. Ueta Faasili o f  Western Samoa
was chosen the Chief Spokesman for the South Pacific Countries.

OUTCOME OF 'IHE. DIALOGUE- .:: ;•• ;i.-i - .L: - -. .
At the end o f  dialogue, the following are the summary o f  the subject-matters discussed: 

Large Marine Ecosystem <LME) 

• Research is a priority and ACP fisheries research initiative can contribute to this development
through frequent dialogue;

• More cooperation between research and industry is required; 

• Voluntary scientific research must be encouraged;

• Regional and interregional cooperation is necessary; and 

• Research must become more interdisciplinarity.



Large Marine Ecosystem (LME)  

• Research Environment - No single country has the human , financial and institutional
resources   conduct L M E  research. It was acknowledge that research can be effectively
conducted :only at the regional level, by a lead agency. The Caribbean countries noted the 
effectiveness o f  the S P C  and F F  A in the Pacific region, and proposed that a parallel
organizatiort be established for the Caribbean countries. As there are complexities involved in
conducting· research in LMEs, the strengthening of research partnership relationship is
necessary.

• Access to Information • In both the Caribbean and the South Paciflc regions, access to 
infunnation remains problematic although less to South Pacific than in the Caribbean owing
to the existing of  the SPC, F F A  and PIMRIS. This can be overcome by: 

■ establishing net work of  participating professionals and institutions among the A C P
countries. 

linking this network with appropriate institutions in nations with well eveloped L M E
expertise; and 

consolidation of  information channels. 

among the A C P  countries. 

• Training and professional Development - an adequate pool o f  professions is lacking to 
undertake L M E  research. This should be remedied by:

■ Developing ot enhancing marine resource- environment policy programs in the 
regional universities;

lnootporating training components within all partnership research with non-regional
nations; and 

the implementation of"mobile training programs" using terms of  visiting specialists.

Integrated Coastal Area Management {ICAM) 

Particular stress was placed on the needs of fisheries within the spectrum of  coastal-marine 
resources. Within the Fisheries sector there is a need to: 

• Define the scope o f  fisheries sector and improve the information socio-economic and resource
factors;

• Enhance the capability of  Fisheries departments, other fisheries institutions and fishing
communities to represent fisheries interests; 
Design and implement education and public awareness program for fisheries management, 
fishers and other stakeholders in the fisheries sector; 
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• Document existing local knowledge and self- regulatory management systems to conserve
them, to properly interface them with other management system, and to augment the support
o f  resource users;

• To focus 'research; training and information exchange to Aquaculture and Marine Protected
A r w  as repeatedly alarmed throughout the dialogue.

REMARKS 

The dialogue was seen useful in the sense that attention at the ACPU/EC level recognized the 
importance of  fisheries in terms o f  research and aquaculture. The outcome o f  the meeting was to 
endorse the ACP-EU Fisheries Initiative that is fonttulated to assist the ACP countries undertake 
their respective fisheries research and aquculture. The concept behind the initiative has a lot o f  
merit and countries of  the South Pacific should be seen supporting it. 

It is however thOught that the approach to which Westem Samoa and other South Pacific countries 
take is to have.any assistance that would be forthcoming from this Jnitiative channel through the 
South Pacific Commission as this is the same regional body set up to look after the fisheries 
research interest o f  its member countries. Having considered the large number o f  countries within 
the ACP, it would be c:liflicult to administer the work of  the Initiative and how would it be best 
manage to satisfy the growing demands by ACP member countries in terms o f  fisheries research 
and aquaculture. The irtteilded administration involves the allocation o f  additional functions for 
the Secretariat which will report to an Advisory Committee that screen that projects before 
approval by  active partners which can be member countries or institutions. We felt that this 
administration is rather complicated and it might consume most o f  the budget allocated for the 
Initiative in support services and administration. The. best approach therefore for Western Samoa 
and the countries o f  the South Pacific was to t1y and promote the work o f  our regional agencies 
that have already dealt with o f  fisheries research and aquaculture. That means the funds can go 
directly to implementing research activities as the scientists are already on the fields. In the final 
analysis therefore, various regions such as those o f  the Afiican, Caribbean an South Pacific are 
keeping an eye on the core funding that would be allocated to implement this Initiative. 

RECOMMENDATION 

As all the countries are closely watching on how much funds would be put into this ACP-EU
Fisheries Research Initiative, it is important that the participation of  the Westem Samoa to future
dialogues must continue. 
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