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APPENDIX I :  
MAP OF NAFO CONVENTION AREA

Source: Fisheries and Oceans Canada
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APPENDIX I I :  
MEMBERS OF NAFO

�� � � � � 
 �   �   • � � �

Canada (1978)
Cuba (1978)
Denmark, on behalf of the Faroe Islands and Greenland (1979)
European Union (1978)
France, on behalf of St. Pierre and Miquelon (1996)
Iceland (1978)
Japan (1980)
South Korea (1993)
Norway (1978)
Russian Federation (1992)
Ukraine (1999)
United States (1995)

‚ � �   � � �   �   • � � �

Bulgaria (1979–2006)
Estonia (1992–1994, joined the EU)
Latvia (1992–2004, joined the EU)
Lithuania (1992–1994, joined the EU)
Poland (1979–2004, joined the EU)
Romania (1979–2002)
Portugal (1979–1986, joined the EU)
Spain (1983–1986, joined the EU)
East Germany (1978–1990, joined the EU following 
	 reuni�cation of Germany)
Soviet Union (1978–1991, succeeded by the Russian Federation)

Source: Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization
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Fishing for a Solution provides a detailed, policy-based account of 

the development of Canada’s �sheries relations with the European Union 

(EU). It covers over 35 years of this contentious relationship, including 

the extension of Canada’s �sheries jurisdiction to 200 miles in 1977, the 

subsequent creation of the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization 

(NAFO) in 1979, and the development of a proposed new NAFO Convention 

in 2007 that still awaits formal approval as of 2014. Based on the experience 

of participants from inside the various negotiations and debates, the book 

delves deeply into the impact of internal politics on international �sheries 

negotiations. Fishing for a Solution is relevant for anyone interested in 

the inner workings of Canadian foreign policy or in the complexities of 

managing international resource agreements. It o�ers a unique perspective 

on the development of Canada-EU �sheries relations, blending the insights 

of a long-time observer of Canadian diplomacy with those of two former 

senior public servants who headed the International A�airs Directorate of 

Canada’s Department of Fisheries and Oceans.
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