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FOREWORD

The year 1995-1996 was a very hectic period for the NFF agitation against foreign fishingvessels' Definitetry to make Murari Committee to agree on the 21 recomirendations?as a bigvictory' Further, the Rajya Sabha Standing committee proposing total withdrawal of allIicences issued to foint{harter-Lease-Test vessels is another victory for us. Agu*, the samecommittee asked the Secretary of Food Processing Industry to make an apology beforeParliament and submit all the files of those licmces issued after lsth Decemb er 1996. Finally,that the cabinet has decided to accept all the Recommendations is another major victory. Itwas a significant achievement that the Government of India agreed not to issue any newlicence and decided not to renew any licence when the existing licenses expired.

Flowever, we have not achieved our demand of cancellation of all the licences already issued.The Law Ministry has given the opinion that the immediate cancellation of all licences is notpossible' Each licence must be looked into. So we have to continue our struggle till all thelicences issued to ]oint/charter,/Lease,/Test fishing vessels are cancelled. Let us plan this atthe next general body meeting in porbunder. r^sr t

Now we are facing a new sifuation concerning Coastal Zone Regulation. After seeing thedestruction of the coastal zone in Nellor* 
"rd Tanjavu, througl intensive mono shrimpculture, chemical factories and big hotels coming up within coastal zone, the supreme Courtintervened' The loby who is determined 6 destroy the coastal Zone wants eitherwithdrawal of the CRZ or its arnendment On the other hand, we want to see the CRZ fullyimplemented' This can happen only if we take up the struggle for cR2. Let us plan this atthe next general body.

we have taken up previously the issue of women workers in processing plants. A lot ofmeeting and actions took place during the last one year.

All these are already being discussed in NFF LggS Report. I am very h"ppy to present thisreport. This Report is a stepping stone to 1996 and in the coming yuurr.

I want to think each and everyone who helped to published this Repo,rt. I thank SIFFS, NFFoffice Secletary and Assistant and Don no*o rtr,tirrg press foi making 1995 Report areality.

1-1 1-1996 Thomas Kocherry
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7.2

NATTONAL FTSHWORKER'S FORUM (NFF)

ANNUAL REPORT - 1995

INTRODUCTION

The year 1995 was another year of life for the NFF. The series of struggles at the local
level and continuous focus on the fisheries crisis at the national level have succeeded in
raising a political debate even in the parliament this year. As a result, we may humbly
state, that the NFF has gained the stature of a national trade union and the future of the
coastal communities is on the national agenda. This year NFF was able to bring about
collaboration with different people's movements, several trade unions in the
unorganised sector and linking up with the central trade unions in India

As women all over the world met in Beijing and struggled to highlight the centrality of
women in our society, the women leadership in the NFF rnade a breakthrough with the
problems of the migrant women workers in the fish processing plants. The Public
hearing organised on the "struggles of Women in Fisheries" succeeded in drawing
attention to their problems and opened up new areas for exploration.

2.1' THE FISHERIES SCENARIO : Though we had the highest marine fish catch - 2.7 million
tons of marine fish and 2.1 million tons of fish from the inland sector- our fisheries
scenario is not that bright. There is a decrease in the total marine catch in Kerala. There
is stagnation in Gujarat and Maharastra. The traditional fishermen all over India are
experiencing decrease in their catch. ln the marine front, we were able to reach 2.7
million Tons because of increase of the area of operation and increase of crafts and gears
both in the traditional sector and in the mechanised sector. However, there is a decrease
in the catch per unit in all the sectors. This will definitely increase competition both in
inveshnent and in capture, It is alarming that there is no proper record of the catch of
the big fishing vessels-Indian, Chartered, joint-venture and poaching foreign vessels
because of mid-sea transfer of catch and 100% export oriented units.

2.2 Andhra Pradesh passed the Marine Fishing Regulation act which leaves only Gujarat
out of the ambit of the fishing regulations among the maritime states.

2.3 y'ntensive mono shrimp cullure is creating havoc in the counhy in general and along the
east coast in particular. The fisherpeople are displaced due to pollution and depletion of
fish- Drinking water is polluted and agricultural land is converted, mangroves are
destroyed; the culture of the fisherpeople is threatened by this new invasion of the
monopolists.

Question : Are you aware of the supreme court Judgement on this issue ? Has this
become a problem in your area ? If yes, name the specific area. What can we do to fight
it out ?
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In the name of development and modernisation, building flats near the water bodies is
the new fashion. All'these flats are built by reclaiming wetlands, waterbodies, ponds
and lakes. The environmental degradation effected by these reclamations is a new
threat to the whole society. This is displacing people and fishworkers from their
livelihood resources.

Question : Is this a problem in your area ? Name the specific location and thc problem.

The Fisherpeople are beco*i*g victims of constant atrocities by the foreign countries. In
West Bengal, in Gujarat and in Tamilnadu the State Governments and the Government
of India have miserably failed to protect the innocent fisherpeople.

THE POLITICAL SCENARIO : The new economic policy is alienating and displacing
more and more people frorn their livelihood resource bases. lhese alienated and
displaced people are slowly doing organised and fighting a political battle in India
today. However the sustainability of such struggles and united efforts is still a big
question mark.

The political parties have failed in responding to the needs of suctr displaced and
alienated people- More and more regional parties are coming up. More and more
political' fronts at the national and regional levels are a reality today and yet the
alienated and the displaced people are helpless in aligning with one or the other. there
is lot of confusion and anxiety among us in taking a stand in the coming Loksabha
elections.

Question : What do you think should be our stand in the coming Inlcsabha election ?

In the midst of such confusion and anxiety there is one clarity that alignment of the
displaced and the marginalised is a must. We have to intensify our campaign against
new econornic poticy, globalisation and market economy. We must fight for the basic
needs of the people-food, work, water,education, health and shelter. We must fight for
our right to life. We must fight for our control over resources - water, forest and land.

WOMEN IN FISHERIES : The last general body, which met in Trivandrunl, stressed the
need for organising a national workshop with a view to taking up the cause of migrant
women workers in fish processing plants. Extensive study and surveys took place by
different groups" Hectic preparations by contacting women workers in different places,
resource persons and organising the Public Hearing and workshop on various issues
that women face in different sectors of fisheries highlighted the interest and need to
focus on theses issues.

The public hearing on the struggles of women in fisheries' held in cochin on the 23-24

|une '95 was a historic unique experience. The verdict of the fury on the Problems of
Migrant women workers in the processing plants is a classic one and indicates the
manner in which the problem can be handled. We place the fulI text of the verdict of the
Iury before you (See Arurexure.)

3.2

4.1
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Subsequently efforts have been made to inform the scattered workers about their rights
and the NFF has submitted a list of names of the labour contractors to the Labours
comrnission in Trivandrum. We have also demanded that the National Commission for
women nominate the NFF to the monitor the treafrnent of wornen workers in processing
plants. We hope that sornething positive will evolve in this direction in the coming
year.

We take this opportunity to thank lustice V.R. Krishna Iyer, Justice Janakiarnma,
Advocate Indira Jaising and advocate Nandita Haksar. We also thank the women who
narrated their untold miseries. 

_

The workshop on various other problems faced by the women workers in fisheries
opened uP many more which we have to attend to. The fishvending women hagre to
face victimisation from the religious institutions and from the society at lagge in the
market. The fish picking women face displacement through reclamation of lakes, the
fish drying women workers are facing displacement from mechanised fish drivers, the
women net weavers face displacement for the introduction of net making machines.
Wornen are speaki.g out their plights. Inspite of women working at all levels in the
fisheries sector, th"y are not considered as workers equal to men. The NFF feels
challenged by this new awareness and fervour and will certainly try to respond.

We recognise and highl)"appreciate the efforts made by our women's team to further
the gender awareness in the NFF. We realise that some of our rnember unions an state
units have responded positively and some others have not. When the men have becorne
rnore aware of the need to indude women's issues on the agenda of struggle, the
sttength of the base itself has increased. We are convinced that we have to strengthen
gender awareness and the participation of women in our organisation. For this we
require adjustrnents in our organisational structure and a widening of our perspective in
fisheries. We thank the members of the jury-Ms.Gabriel, Ruth Manorama &
V.Vivekanandan. Also, we thank all those who prepared, organised and participated
in the workshop- particularly Nalini, Aleyamma, Mercy and the women fishworkers.

As a follow up, to continue the work, the NFF executive decided to form a Committee
with Aleyamma Vijayan as convenor and Mercy Alexander, Purnima Meher, Mini
Joseph, Albertina and Thomas Kocherry as members. It was also agreed upon to appoint
a full times to execute the decisions of this committee, ?

Question : What efforts has your unionlunit made in strengthening gender awareness ?

What spectfic women's issue didyou take up this year inyour struggle ? What measures
do you suggest to increase the participation of women in the base and the leadership ?

OUR STRUGGLE AGAINST IOINT VENTUI{E : The all India Fisheries strike held on
November 23-24,1994was politically a crucial one. All the political parties intervened in
the Parliament on December 14th and tSth and the Minister for Food Processing
Industries was forced to freeze the issuing of licences and promised to apport a Review
Committee. Accordingly the Minister appointed the P.Murari Committee on Zth

3
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February 1995. Il was completely a Government committee. We had no faith in the
Co.mmittee. In fact the Minister issued new licence on 16th December 1994 itself.
Therefore .the National fisheries Action Committee met on 18th March 1"995 in Calcutta.
We decided to continue the agitation. Accordingly the National Convenor of NFACAIV
began hunger strike in Porbandar and Mass Satyagralra in New Delhi from 2nd May
onwards was held, Simultaneously the coastal states went into supporting actions
like Mass Safyagraha, Dhama, Picketting etc. Once again the agitation became an issue
in the Parliament and the Speaker asked the Minister to hold talks with the agitating
leaders and settle the matter. Accordingly the Minister held a discussion with us in the
presence of 12 MPS on l.8th May'95. The Minister agreed to withdraw all the licences
issued for bull trawling and he agreed not to extend the licences already issued and not
to give new licences. He also agreed to reconstitute the review comrnittee and change
the terms of reference. But with in a few hours the Minister changed his stand and
therefore we had no other choice but to continue the agitation. The NFACAIV met on
26th |une in Cochin and decided to boycott P.Murari committee and proposed to have
harbour blockade on November 23rd'95. It also decided to meet again to finalise the
blockade and its strategies on 12th September in Vishakapattanam.

In the rnean time the committee was expanded by including the National convenor and
a few other leaders from the fishing industry and some coastal MPS. Though some MPS
support our stand the Minister used this to include his own supporters. The National
convenor after contacting some of the committee members decided to participate in the
reviernr cornmittee with the intention of evaluating at the vizag meeting:

The NFACAJV met t2th September in Vishakapattanam and discussed thoroughly
wheather we should collaborate with the Review Committee. Though there was a

strong reservation about the outcome of the review committee the fVinCnlV finatly
decided that we should participate in the review committee as a part of our ongoing
struggle within the committee a5ld to expose the bureaucrats and the parliament
members if they act against the interest of 80 lakh fisherpeople. The NFACA|V also
decided to postpone the 23rd November harbour blockade indefinitely till the Review
Committee report is ready. The NFACAry further decided to organise mass rallies
holding black flags before the sitting of the subcommittees of the review committee and
to submit memoranda and to grve oral evidence against the ioint ventures and chartered
vessels.

During the visit of the sub committees of the review cori",mittee the fisherpeople
demonstrated their total rejection of the present DSF policy and demanded cancellation
of all licences issued to ibint venture. We thank'each and everyone for this efforb . On
September 25th NFF Chairperson had a long discussion with the new Minister for Food
Processing hrdustries who assured him that he would implement the reconunendations
of the Review Committee.

The Political impact of the fishing comrnunig is very strong and we should convert this
by consistent campaign to cancel the licences issued for joint venture. Through our
contact we should influence the concerned fisheries Secretaries/Commissioners and.

parliament'members so that they support our stand on d*p sea fishing policy. This a



moment that is very crucial to act by organising hectic campaign and meaningful liaison.
All the actions against foreign fi"hi.S vessels were decided"rd 

".r"luated 
Uy-lUfeCAIV.

NFF general body should evaluate and ratify all these actions.

Question : What are your concrete suggestion for furthering the campaign and working
towards a more socially equitable and sustainable fishery ? e"a if review committee faitsto recommend the cancellation of licences, What should we do ?

6'L NATIONAL CENTRE FOR LABOUR : As decided by the NFF General Body, the NFF
together with SEWA, And NCt have been preparing and planning for the creation of
National Centre for Labour in the infot*ui sector from last truo years. On Z7th-2gthM"y 1995 in Bangalore' the first founding convention of the NCL. took place. It was
inaugurated by fusfice v.R. Krishna lyer in the presence of above nfty thousand
workers.

6'2 At present' there are 5 lakh of workers mrolled as rnernber of NCL. The organisational
structure - it was decided that 50% leadership both in the General Body anl Executive
Committee will be u/omen workers. Out ofg Secretaries _ who work as a team with
equal status and resporuibilities, 4. are the women. The NCL has taken Top priority to
support the fight against joint venture, home based workers convention and full
legislation for the construction workers. NFF Chairperson has been elected one of the
secletaries of NCL. Ms.Nalini Nayak, Harekrishna Debnath, Ramesh Dhuri and
Ms'Rajam are the NFF' representatives to the NCL executive committee. The NCL
executive committee rnet in Bombay on October 12,'t3,!4, and chalked out a pf* oi
action for one year.

6'3 However some of the NFF units failed to tespond to the continuous call for submitting
the audited statement of each state level union to assdss the total nunrber of workers in
the NFF and accordingly to obtain our share in the NCL organisational structure.
Unless we collaborate and stand together NCL remain only ln pa'per. Each member ofthe NFF state level trade union is to contribute 50 paise p*r yu"r to NCL for the
administrative set uP. once again we request each and everyone to s*pport and
collaborate with the NCL so that it becornes i political reality in th; country

Question I Have you discussed about the creatiolt of the NCL aI your state and localIevels ? How can we further our participyttion niig ilit i ;; #"it any speciftc issuesrelated to our sbctor-that youfegi 
-tne rtct tioia toi*_rayo-{n;;;i mtiyy the mentbersto the executive committie ahd the secrglgyy iJ*" Nct. wn"t'iiy a small team (I-Jpersons) be permanently responsible for NCL oi o;; i"I*if

7'l NATIONAL ALLIANCE OF PEOPLE'S MOVEMENffi (NAPn{) : History of the
creation of NAPM centred around the right to life. Developmental acti rities ;;
displacing people from their livetihood and habitat. It is a questiin of surviv"l ;ir*r,;
people like the tribals, fisherpeople, dalits etc. NFF hostedthe foundir,g cor,fer*ce ir,
Calcutta against the background of the Bangladesh refugees and also organised rally in
Delhi against GATT. We have 3 Secretaries for NAPM narnely nas.rraiar," p"iilrS*
Banwari Lal Sharma 

"nC 
Thomas Kocherry. NAPM has state level committee in



l-

.- M-aharasfra, Andhra Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh arul Kerala. There is a need for forming

state level committee in other states.

T.Z In our efforts at the NAPM we endeavour to build an alliance with all the marginalised

peo. ple. ?vet these two y-ears we have supported each other's struggle but we are still

l*.ito.pp,spelling oul a detailed political programnire and building up such alliance at

the local level.

7..3. .NApM -. togegher with the Tata Institute of Management organised Seminar on

"Diqpl4cenrgnt and Rehabilitation" in Bombay on 21st and ?2nd Septernber 1995-

; NApM will have national convention on 7th Janu ary. L996 either in Bhopal or in
Bombay. If it is in Bombay Maharastra Madrimar Kriti Sarniti is expectd to send a big

, nu{nber of participants to the convention. As a follow up meeting Mr-A.}.Viiayan and

Subu Rao attend the meeting for creating an alternative development Process.

..,.,Qtustiory : {gV dp^we bring about conseiousness and initiatiw among our members

conceming NAPM ?

: I How do w;e make this national coniention a big success?
!
:

, What way NFF form a small team oJ one - three persons to work in close co'Ilaboration
' ' with"NAPM ?

' ' Do you think the NAPM shauld eiolve a specific political programme and what are your

suggestion in this linn ?

g.1 NFF TRAINING PROGRAMME : The training programme began on L4th september

, , ,and elded gn 2gth s.eptembel 1995- The following persons participated in the training

, camp,orgaRised at Diamond HarbPW, West Bengal'

. l.' ..

1..lYls,'Mridula Das :

2. Sri. Dilip Das

3. Sri. $hyamal Mondal :

4. Smt. Madhuri Mondal
5. Sri. Chitta Ranjan Das

6. Sri. Nirrnalendu Das
Z-'Snrt Solochna Dhrari
8- Sri. Rarrresh Dhuri
9. Smt. Tapati Roy
1.0. Sri. Dridib Roy
1L. Smt. Gauri Rana
12. Sri: Rgi Kumar Panda
13. Sri. Narayan Das

1,4'Sri. Asit Das : i

i;.il:db[;,n Das(Nnoo) :

1.6. Smf. f.iitit i Nayak 
:

17. Sr:i. Hare Krishna Debnath
ie. i'i.'ni";;' Kocherry
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9.1

We tried to follow exPosure-'reflection process. We visited the neighbouring conceming
fishing corrununities and we had detailed discussions with them concerning issues and
the need for organised struggles. We also conta'cted political leaders, social activists,
artists and held exchanges and discussions with them. We alsO had interaction with the
leaders tike Nalini Nayak, Thomas Kocherryr, Amal 'Datta, M.p and Hare Krishna
Debnath. We also qsd some video films viewing and discussions based on them. We
also participated in the deposition of evidences before the sub-committee of the Re-view
Committee of the Du"p Sea Fishing Poliry of the Government of lridia. We also
expressed our protest through raising a huge banner "STOP FOREIGN FISHING
VESSELS" before the Prime Minister on his way to inaugurate the model village near
Diamond Harbour. We also got divided in to three groups and shared our
responsibilities Collectively in running of the kitchen, Cleanliness of the place and
marketing. We express our thanks to Mr.Gopinath and Purnima for allowing us to use
the guest house and prernises of Punya Lakshmi Ice Factory. We express our inabilify to
organise the Tamilnadu Training programme as per the decision of the last Governing
Body.

Question : What kind of training Programme should we envisage for other regions in the
coming years ?

NFF CHAIRPERSON IIrI QUEBEC : The NFF Chairperson was invited by the:FAO
Syrnposium on Food Security in connection with 50th anniversary of the founding of
FAO. This was the beginning of the process that leads to "Food Security FAO
convention" in lune 1996 in Rome. The symposium stressed that the people who live a
substance economy depending on the natural resources should control antl rnanage the
natural resources of water, land and forest. He also participated ,the meeting of the
leaders of fishworlers' Union from four continents. It . formed ,an intemational
Committee os small producers against the indushial fisheries. The Committee stressed
that, the huge vessels coming from the developed world to the developing countries
under the guise of joint venture with the intention of exploiting the deep sea fish
resources, is not "Transfer of technology" but "Transfer of crisis-

Ihu NFF is very much part of this international committee. We request the General
Body to ratify this decision.

' Question :What effective way can we contribuu to strengthen thii intemational Body ?

It what way can we help towards equippir,g smbll vessel6 to explicit deep sea fish
resources upto EEZ particularly exploiting Oceanic Tuna and Shark ? 

"

10.1 NATIONAL CONVENTION OF CENTRAL TRADE LINIONS : Together with INTUC,
AITUC, CITU, BMS AND HMS - the NFF organised a National Convention against
foreig4 vessels in Deep Sea fishing in Ernakulam on l1th Novernber, 1995. About 800
Delegates from all over lrdia participated in this cdnvention: The convention decided

. unanimously to organise All India Fisheries Skike jointly on 18th January 196. It also
requested the port workers and the workers in the ancillary industries in fisheries to join

7



the strike. It also decided to organise a campaign jointly from lst december 1995 ti L5th
january 1996 to rnake the strike a succ€ss. It also decided to form a National Acfion
Committee to see and lead the strike to a success. Our Chairperson is the National
Convenor of this Committee. While the General Secretary and Sri Ramesh Dhuri are the

members in the committee. We request you to ratify all these decisions. We take this
opportunity to thank A.f.Vijayan for preparing the draft paper for discussion and
T.Peter and P.PJohn for the excellent co-ordination and making a successful

participation of workers at the convention.

10.2 The NFF also held discussions with Rastriya Ekalabya Sena lead by Ms.Phoolan Devi
and also the Mallah cornmunity (fishing conunu"ity) in Delhi and Gazibad. Th"y
promised to hold a mass rally in Delhi, I'Vhen we are having strike/harbour blockades
in the All India level.

Question : In what way we can make the AII India Strike a success ? Should we go for a
harbour blockade simultaneously with the strike ?

11.1 COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT : Some of the environmentalists like Bittoo Sehgal
and others raised a question and expressed their concern over the threat of total
destruction of Coastal Zone. They have widely circulated a }-page flier of what is

happening in the Coastal Zone. th"y have requested an interaction of those interested in
the E€une. Our next battle in the world is goipg to be on the water bodies, particularly
the Coastal,Zone. It is a challenge for us to wage a movement for the protection and
management of Coastal Zone.

Question : What way the NFF is going to play a role in the creation of a movement for
the protection and management of the Coastal Zone ?

12.1 PEOPLE'S ACTION AGAINST SHRIMP INDUSTRIES (PAASI): During the NFF
Geneial Body Meeting in Trivandrum in December 1994 we initiated a dialogue
between different social action groups from Tamilnadu and Andhra Predesh about the
onslaught of Industrial Shrimp culture along the coast line of Tamilnadu and Andhra
Pradesh. This ultimately culminated into the formation of a combined front of different
action groups under the name of PAASI. Co-ordination cornmitteeb against coastal
mono shrimp culture has been formed in Tamilnadu and Orissa. Series of agitations
and actions have been conducted throughout the year by thbse committees. Nalini,
Vijayan and Hare Krishna are our representatives to PAASI while Thomas Kocherry and
Vincent tsenedict represent NFF in the Tamilnadu Campaign committee of which
Ms.fesuretinam is the convenor. A small committee was formed under the convenorship
of Nalini Nayak and Hare Krishna, Vincent Benedict and Subu Rao are members to look
into the issue of shrimp industries on behalf of NFF.

12.2 h a land mark decision the Supreme Court has stayed the building rp of shrimp farms
in Tanjavur and Nellore districts and also directed the National environmental
Engineering Research Institute to study the impact of intensive shrimp culture in the

I



coastal regions. The NEERI has already submitted its studv report on the subject which
reflects the view of the agitating coastal communities.

Question : How do we expand our endeavour to protect the coastal zone in all the
Maritine States ? What about a small tesm to be responsibte for qAASI ?

13'1 SOCIAL CLAUSE AND TRADE : The Chairperson collaborated with the debate c,n
Social Clause linking up with trade organised by CEC in Delhi. This was a serious sturi',
of Trade unions in India. It categorically said that the social clause cannot be linkecl
with the trade. Flowever all our efforts should be rnade to implement the labour
standards, human rights standards, environmental standards through the collective
pressurisation of trade unions and through international bodies like ILO and UN bodies.
We take this opportunity to thank the Director and the staff of CEC for collaborating
with the NFF not only in this but also in the study of Labour standards in processing
plants.

14'1 DELHI FORUM AND THE NFF : In innurnerable ways Delhi forum has been a supporr
and he1p. It is important that the NFF expresses this publicly. Above all through clossiers
and updates Delhi Forum has been educating pr-rblic on the various issues in fisheries.
We take this opportunity to thank the Director and the staff of Delhi Forum.

15.1 CALENDER: Calender was a new experiment, It rvas very well received by all. It rvas
meant to spread our philosophy, NFF identity and also to earn some income. l,asi
general body decided to continue this. However it was difficult to get the elesireri
support from the different groups. So finally we had to rush with some available photos.
Because of this delay it became difficult to print in our own languages. Iivith uil th*ru
limitations we once again present a calender for 1996 with the focus "h--omen in
fisheries. We take this opportunity to thank Xavier Pinto, Nalini and |erome for realizing
this presentation.

16'1 OFFICE : A silent grouP is working to keep the central office functioning. Both keeping
of accounts, records and also communication is rnaintained by the office. tsoth
philomina Mary and Leelamma have done a herculllous job. They are symbols of quite
leaders, supporters and collaborators willing to take any burden. We have heartv
"thanks" to both of them. ,

17.1 ELECTION OF NEW EXECIJIIVE COMMITEE : The NFF has rried to build up a
democratic structure to the extent possible. It should be the endeavour of each memher
union to groorn leadership for the National level - only this way will the NFF be t':'ri y
rePresentative of its base. The responsibilities of the national leadership is indeed a
herculean task in a large country tike ours and in the last three years we ha.re attemptecl
some division of labour at the National level. This has worked to sorne extent. Fiow at
this juncfure, as we reconstifute the National tearn we should be able to work out a more
effective structure and elect a team that will be able to handle the demands at the
national level keeping in mind that the NFF tries consciously to build the leadership of
Fishworkers and women among them. We need to bring out the new emphasis
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particutarly women's perspective. The need of more intensive exercise of collectirrc

leadership is to be stressed, Ttrcr€ is a greater need of decerrtralieation aftd S"tiog
resporuibilities in a structured rnanner.

CONCLUSION

18.1 The NFF passed through a stage stmggle against destructive gears on a state level to a

national itttrggl* against foreip fi"f,i"g vessels. Undoubtedly the hIFh today is a

National political powef to be reckoned with. That was why all the political parties
again and again intervmed in the parliament in support of our struggle. That was the

reason why the central Trade Unions decided to collaborate with the NFF. This political
po$rer should lead us into a new future where fisher people have to manage and control
the water bodies of India. We take this opportunity to thank eadr and everyone for
collaborating with us in our hurnble effort to make the NFF struggle a historic event in
tndia today.

HARE KRISHNA DEBNATH
General Secretary

THOMNS TOCIIERRY
Chairperson
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Annexure

PUBLIC HEARING ON WOMEN'S STRUGGLE FOR SURVIVAL FISHERIES

(Organised by National Fishworker's Forum)
Ernakulam on 23-24 June 1995

VERDICT OF THE IURY

We, the four members of the Jury on the Pubtic Hearing on Women's Struggle for
Survival in fisheries organised by the National fishworkers forum and women in
fisheries, have heard the testimonies of wornen who are working in seafood processing
factories in Goa, Tamilnadu, Bombay, Calcutta and Kerala and also read detailed ,"poit
presented by the following people/groups:

a. Report entitled "The Seafood Processing Industry and the conditions of
Women Migrant lVorkers" by Alyamma Vijayan, NFF/WIF, Cherureshmi
Centre, Trivandrum

b' Report entitled "Girls and Women employed in Prawn Processing" by
Fr.R.V.Mathias, Executive secretary, CBCI Commission for Labour, New
Delhi.

c. Report conditions of women in Fisheries by Albertina Almeidia of Bailancho
Saad, Goa

d. A study on Problems and prospects of Migrant women workers in sea food
L:rdustries at Varaval funagadh, Gujarat by Department of Social work
Diocese of Rajkot

e. Report on the Condition of Women in Fisheries in Calcutta by Minnie Joseph,
freelance journalist school teacher and Fr" Y De Stben Hault.S.J, St.Lawrence
High School, Calcutta.

We also heard the testimony of representative of Government of Kerala Labour
Department.

Testimony after testimonyby womenbetween ages 17 and 60 gave us a vivid picture of
the inhuman- working and living conditions of women in fisheries. It is shlcking to
record that as the prices of shrimps and prawns go up, the price of fife is next to nothing.
The life of these young women capable of hard work and bearing great hardshipr, *ho
can still laugh and dream is worth but a few rupees a month. If they challenge the
system th"y are thrown out of their jobs far from home, vulnerable to exploitation. We
heard at least one account of how young woman died under suspicious circumstances.

Women and girls told us how th"y are hired to jobs in shrimp factories by false promises
by contractors, denied minirnum wages, made to work for 10 to L2 hours in badly
ventilated factories inadequately protected from the cold and ice, threatened by
ammonia leaks, and denied their rights to even drinking water and health insurance-

2.

3.

4.
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5. The living conditions of these women are shocking, These young workers live in
crowded roo(ns often 30 to 35 in on€ room with just one or two bathroom or toilets, and

no privacy. The women are often not allowed to have even one day off or any holid"y.
The women suffer from numb blistered fingers, back and l*g pain, subiected to
unhygienic conditions. In fact most of these women are used as forced labour and are in
servitrrde. From the testimonies of the women and the written reports presented, we see

that it is not only their young fingers that are frozen numb but their souls are also

benumbed.

6. After hearing these testimonies by those who deposed at this hearing we are of the

unanirrrous opinion that the provisions of the relevant labour laws have been totally
violated. hr particular the :

i, Contract Labour (Regulation and Abolition) Act 1970

ii. Inter State Migrant Workmen (Regutation & Ernployment) Act 1979

iii. Bonded Labour (Abolition)Act 1976

iv. Minimum Wages Act 1948

v. Factories Act
vi. ESI Act

have been totally violated.

7. We are satisfied that the. violations of these laws have resulted in the denial of
fundamental rights guaranteed in the Constitution of India, in particular : Article 14, the
right to equality; Article t9(t), Article 2'J,, right to life; Article 23, prohibition of
trafficking in labour and forced labour; Article 24, Prohibifion of employment of
children in factories, read with article 42, provision of just and human conditions of
work; Article 47, duty of the state to raise the level of nutrition and public health.

8. hr addition to violating the Constitution of India and statutory laws, it is also a violation
of International Human Rights and international Labour Standards specially contained

in;

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights: 
?

Article 22 The right of every member of society to social security and the right to realise through

national effort and international co-operation in accordance with the organisation and resources of

each state to the econornic, social and cultural rights indispensable for their dignity and free

development of personality

Article 23: The right of free choice of employment and just and fair conditions of work

Article 24: The right to leisure and holidays

12



9.

The conditions of the wornen also violates Convention 122 of the International Labour
organisation concerning employment policy of the ILo(196g) read with the declaration on
the Right to Development 1986.

Neither Central nor the State Governments seem to have the will to enforce the labour
laws' We record that not even single contractor has been registered in Kerutu u, ,"q;;;
under the Inter - state Migrant Workmen (Regulation of employment) Actl919. tf labo.rr
laws were implemented, the sufferings and pain of these yortg'women would be
alleviated to a large extent. Whenever thgre has been pressure on factory owners by
activists, Government, or the local church leaders, the wtrking and living conditions of
women have improved" However the Government of IndiJs main concern is with
promoting exports at any cost, even the cost of human tife, In lg6l,the Gov"*^"r,t sutup the Marine Products Exports promotion Council (MPEDC) jointly with exporters.
The objectives did not include the protection of workers from erploitation. The'Marine
Products Export Development Authority (MPEDA) was then set up in tgTZ as a.n
autonomous body operating between government and industry. The MpEDA which is
comprised of rePresentatives from several ministries, mernbers of parliament, the sea
food industry and research institutions, d.oes not have anlllepresentativeg-{.$boqlqr*
of the Minibtry gl!*hglrLlts objectives fincliJde *;;k-iiffirin: a;;iirr.""ilJ;r"afi6ififfi'"r"t"a to-'311",r gf l3g9*r il the expol!g1g.,r_*,_*_.,*

In our opinion, the workers whose testimonies we have heard have been victims of three
decades of export-oriented trade in the fisheries sector of the count'r. Th*y are also
likely to experience greater exploitation with the increasing dorninatiln of the Indian
economy by the North in the name of globalization and the unfair trade relations
imposed by the new legal regime set up by GATT. The greater emphasis on the export
orientation of the Indian economy under the New Economic Policy has led to a denial of
access to natural resources, destruction of the traditional base of livelihood, large scale
unemployrnent and migration of workers, especially women.

We are of the opinion that in pursuing these polices the Government of India has failed
in its duty to protect the natural resources of the country and subordinated them to
foreign interest and has allowed unscrupulous contractors and factory owners to violate
labour laws with impunity.

In the above mentioned circumstances we have the following sugfgestions to make:

Strengthen international solidarity between workers in all counhies to ensure
a nonselective enforcement of labour standards and indivisibility of human
rights. We note that the National Fishworkers Forum has taker, ,tupu in that
directions and ensured the presence of delegates from Senegal and ianada at
this hearing.
We call uPon the Government of India to restructure iti policies to ensure
that the natural resources of the country are preservea ioittre people of the
country and to ensure just and human centred development 6ased on
principles of self-reliance.

10.

11.

12.

a.

b.
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c. We call upon all state Gavemments to ensure that labour laws are

implemented through the active intervention and action of the labour and

law enforcement rnachinery.

l,B. While these recoilunendations can help to improve the working and living conditions of

wome.n i.n fisheries, the problem will not be solved. The New World Order established

by the World trade Organisation whidr is financed and backed by multinational

companies will only allow production for protits by promoting exportloriented

economies. We have to commit ourselves to long shuggles so that world production

system based on production for life not production for profit are evolved. We have to

evolve a jurisprudence which is based on the belief that each human being is a priceless

asset. We need to develop a resurgent Jurisprudence to protect *3tk:1. from

exploitation so that we never have to hear sgch painful testimonies again. This new

jurisprudence will help to convert the pain of these women to power-Power to fight this

uniust, system.

|ustice V.R.KRISHNA IYER

Advocate INDIRA JAISING

Ernakulast'
Iune 23,1995

Justice JANAKIAMMA

Advocate NANDITA HAKSAR
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DAKSHIN BANGA MATSYAJIBI FORUM

(Registered under Trade Union Act)
Regn.No.2A4T4

(Affiliated National Fishworker,s Forum)
Kakdwip, P.O. Kakswip, Dist, South 24 parganas.

Dated.6.tZ.gS.

ANNUAL REPORT OF DAKSHIN BANGA
MATSYAIISI FORUM (DMF)

For the year lggs

During the year 1995 the Dakshin Banga Matsyajibi Forum participated in and observed allthe programmes launched by NFF ut * as by some allied nationai and international bodieswith proper importance in addition to its usual organisational activities, which arechronologically arranged as follows:_

India-Pakistan people's convention in New Delhi
An India-Pakistan people's convention on peace and Democracy was held at theConstitution Clubn New Delhi on 24th & 24th February,ls,n.rur;.;;, represented in theconvention by sri Harikrishna Debnath,sri Hiralal Das Roy,sri Retneswar sarkar, sri, Nirmalendu Das sri Chitta Ranjan sarkar and sri Khokon Das.

National Fisheries Action committee Meeting in calcutta
A meeting of the National Fisheries Action Committee against joint venture was held injesuit Institute, calcutta on 18th Marcli q5 where it was resolved that country -widemovement would be launched from the 2nd Muy against the wrong deep Sea Fishing policyof the Government, sri rhomas Kochery, ChairperuJn of NFF, declared his continued hungerstrike at porbunder from that date. D.M.F- succeeded to convinced and bring together mostof the organisations of the state connected with fishing and allied trade to join the movementunder the banner of NFACAIV. A good number of ,efrerentatives of such organisations tookactive part in the meeting

Press Conference at Calcutta press Club I

on the 24th April, 95 we had press. conference at the press club Calcutta on the agitational
Programme of 2nd Muy where a number of prominent leaders of different fisher-people,s
organisations were present- Sri Harikrishna Debnath, General secretary of NFF was the ma1;spokesman.

Country-wide agitation from Znd May,95

The fisherpeople of west Bengal, irrespective oJ their organi.sational identity took part in theagitational progranune from the 2nd to the 9th May tiil it was called off. on the 2nd Maymore than 5000 fisheqpeople both men and women, participated in a 3i n"";;-.1.,i,r"*o
mass 'dharna' staged at Isplanade East, Calcutta, utorg with hunger strike of 30 fisherman



leaders. The rally was inaugurated by sri. Hari Krishana Debnath, General secretary NFF'

During the week long programme there were mass rallies, dharnas processions, public

meeting, deputations at principal marine fish landing centres of west Bengal'As many as

eight leaders of different fisheipeople's organisations represented west Bengal in the mass

'dharna' in New Delhi from 2nd to 9th May 95'

on the 5th May a memorandum was handed over to Sri Krishnarunay Nanda,Fisheries

Minister of wesi Bengal demanding cancellation of all the licences, issued to foreign fishing

vessels. sri Hare Krishna Debanath, sri Hiralal Das Roy, sri Nimalendu Das sri Goponath

Das were among the participants in the deputation..

On the 2gth May memoranda were submitted to the sub-divisional officer and ADF'(Marine)

diamond harbour in a mass deputation of representatives of fish workers of fishing villages

and different fisher-people's organisations on the same demand'

NCL Convention in Bangalore

A team of g delegates represented Dakshin Banga Matsyajibi Forum in the Convention of

National Cenke for Labour (NcL) held on z8th & 29th may' L995 at the Town hall,

Bangalore, The Members of the Delegation were sri Hare Krishna Debanath,sri Hiralal Das

Roy,sri surendra Nath Roy Chowdhiry, sri Nlrrnalaendu Das, sri shyamal Kurnar Mandal'

sri sughir Kumar Jana, sri Khokon Das and sri Chitta Ranjan sarkar'

West Bengal Fish Workers' Convention

we organised fishworkers' Convention at the Yuba Bharati Krirangan (Salt lake Stadium),.

Calcutta on the 9th September,gs inaugurated by the fisheries Minister, Sri' Kiranmay

Nanda, NFF Chairperson sri. Thomas Kochery was the chief guest. The convention was

aimed at searching for an environmentally sound and socially responsible Fishing Poliry' A

good number of fishery scientists, Educationist, social workers, leaders of fisheworkers' and

fish traders' organisations and departmental officials attended'

Eminent fishery scientists like Dr. Hiralal Chowdh a:ut!, Prof. Amelesh Chowdhury & Prof"

N.C. Dutt, of Department of Zoology & Fishery, Calcutta University, Dr-Yusuf Zamadder, of

Deptt. of oceanorogy, carcutta univers ity, Dr.B.K.Mahapatra of Nimpith Ramkrishna

Ashram Krishi Vijyan Kendra, social workers Dr.Anuparn Ghosh, sri. Trusher Kanjlal and

Miss. Mini |oseph took active part in the discussion. 
r

About 200 delegated representing different fishworkers' fish traders' pisciculturists'

organisations parlcipated in the Convention. Among the representing organisations were:-

1. Dakshin Banga MatsYaiibi Forum

2. sundarban samudrik Matsyajibi sramik union

3. KakdeepFishermens' Association

4. Kalistan dry fish producers' association'

5. Kontal Mahakuma Khati Matsyaiibi unnyan samity'

6. sankarpur Fish traders' Association-MidnaPore.

7. Diamond Harbour Mechanised Boat Fishermen Association'

8. West Bengal united Fishermqn Association



9' Sealdah Whole Sale Fish Traders Association (Calcutta)
10' B'K' Faul Market Whole sale fish traders'Association (Calcutta)
11. Howeah HIT Market Fish traders, Association
12. Haroa whole sare Fish Traders' Association

Formation Camp at diamond Harbour

A formation Camp of the activits of the unions was organised at Diamond Harbour from14th to 28th september 1995. Number of participants were 25 includ ing1women. It is worthmentioning that Ramesh Dhuiri and Srimati Sulochana Dhuri of Malwan attended the camp.sri' Thomas Kochery, srnt. Nalini Nayak and sri. Hare Krishna Debnath were among theresource persons. The result of the Camp was encouraging.

Representation to the Review Committee

on the 24th sept'9s the sub-Committee of the Review Committee of Deep Sea Fishing policyvisited shankarpua (Diskict MidnaPur, west Bengal) concernua p"opt* rr,a", the leadershipof sri'Arnal Dutta' M'P' to record the evidence from an<l placed our demands both verbally,and in the form of memorandum. The members of the team w.ere fullyconvinced,and theyopenly declared that they were of same opinion with us and would recommend for totalcancellation of all the licences issued to foreign fishing vessels in the interest of traditionalfisherpeople in particular and of the nation in general. Mor* than 200 fishworkers and unionIeaders (a good number of whom were *o*"ri; joined the rally. It is worth mentioning thatsmt' Nalini Nayak and sri' Hare Krishna Debanath were among the participants. TheDeputation was undoubtedly a successful one, because we could convince the team in favourof our demands.

Before we conclude we exPress our gratifude to all those friends and welwishers ofFishworkers who have stood by' our siJe supporting our cause both in national and statelevels. v

We also thank all of You, present in the house for your patient hearing.

NIRMALENDUS DAS
President SHYAMLAL KUMAR MANDAI

General Secretar



GOENCHEA RAMPONKARANCHO EKVOTT

(Ramponkers, Magkars, Pagelkars)

PRTYA VELSAO
P.O. CANSAULIM

SALCETTE.GOA

REPORT:1995

The Goenchea Ramponkarancho Ekvott competed 20 years of its existence in August 1995"

On this occasion the GRE produced a souvenir to commend on 20 years of its existence. The

Souvenir gives a brief history of the 20 years illustrated with photographs. It also has

educative articles on fisheries extracted from world publication.

After 13 years, the Supreme court of India passed an order banning Mechanised fishing

within 5 kms frorn shore and empowered the state to make rules to conserve Marine Ecology

in |uly 1994.

After a long waiting and pain the GRE mernbers and fishermen of Goa thought that the

problem would be solved and that the laws would be enforced Goa Government based on

the Supreme Court Order. But violations continued Novemb er 1-994 we caught 19 trawlers

but were released with an assurance... would not repeat it again that they would call a

rneeting to come amicable settlement but to nc avail, violation started again.

In March 195 we caught 4 more frawlers but the same were taken by police and trawler

owners filed a false complaint accusing then president Pascal Dias and General Secretary

matanhy Saldanha that th*y had caught trawlers beyond 5 kms and brought to the shore.

We protested in front of the police station and nearly 300 fisherrnen courted arrest.

In May lgg5, out of disgust with goverrunent for not enforcing the Supreme court Orders one

violating trawler was destroyed at Velsa. Soon the Government took notice and called for a

meeting of both Mechanised and traditional fishermen. The member said that the Skms

should be kept for traditional fishermen and that no mechanised fishing is allowed in that

area. He also said that the ban would be during the monsoon season from |une to August to

protect Marine life. On 12th August 1995 the Minister began dramatic enforcement of law by

himself going on petrol boat but this continued for sometimes. At present violations are

going on with in 5 kms and there is not much fish in the sea itself.

We fully participated in the struggle against joint foreign fishing vessels on 23rd Nov- 1gg4"

We had a massive blocade of ,the Harbour and Mandovi river. Similarly during the

indefinite hunger strike of Mr. Tho Koch*rr)r we had protest meetings, Morchas and Dharnas

in Goa.
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Presently we have filed writ petitiori in the High Court Bench in goa against foreign fishing
vessels, belonging one Chinese company. This has been mhde por*iUt* *itf, informition and
assistance from Indian D""p sea Fishing Association.

We are conlidant that foreign fishing vessels will have to finatly stop fishing in our waters.
But the problem of traditional fishermen is not being solved. At this nr""tirrg we strongly
urge that our movement should concentrate more on the problems of traditional fisherman
for which the N.F.F. was mainly formed. This does not mean that we should forget about
fishing vessels. Somehow we have to make mechanised fishing sector realise that ,tnuy have
to protect atleast 10 to 20 kms from the shore all along the coast of India freg from trawlers
and purseiners in order to help the traditional fisherman and to protect Marine Ecology.

With Best Wishes :

Matanhy Saldanha
(General Secretary)

Vishwanath Naik
(Vice - President )

Kalidas Naik
(Member)
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ANNUAL REPORT OF
KERALA SWATHANTHRA MATSYA THOZHILALI FEDERATIOI{

(KSMTF)

We are huppy to present a brief annual report (94 Dec-95 Nov) of Kerala State.Independent

Fishworkers Federation before the general Body of NFF.

The last General Body of NFF was held at Trivandrum from December 9-11th 1994 and the

representatives of KSMTF actively Co-operated to make all arrangements. Various sub

groups of KSMTF activists and friends worked hard to make the rneeting, the rally and the

General Body a success.

A rnajor focus of last years work was in connection with the ongoing agitation against the-

Deep Sea Fishing Policy of the Govt of India. The hunger strike by Fr.Thomas Kochery from

May Znd 94, at Porbendar under the auspices of the National Fisheries Action Committee

and the Mass Dharna at Delhi gave inspiration and facilitated the activities in Kerala.

Representing KSMTF, Mr.E.Peter was in Gujarat with Fr.Thomas Kochery and Mr.P"P.John,

Mr.Alosious and Mr"A.f.Vijayan were in Delhi, the latter giving leadership to the progranune
there. At the same time, various small and big agitational activities took place in Kerala, in

collaboration with other organisations in the sector.

The Dharna by the Child.ren of fishworkers received a lot of media & Public attention. tt is to

be noticed that while the artisanal and mechanised sectors were in conflict over the trawling
ban, they came together against joint ventures in fisheries. On June 12th there was a joint

agitation by both sections and the blockade of the Cochin harbour.

The KSMTF also organised a demonstration to protest and boycotted participation in the first

hearing of the Murari cornmittee in Cochin. We demanded that the committee be expanded

to include fishworkers representatives. As a result the committee was expanded and Thornas

Kochery was included on the committee together with the MPs. Subsequently the KSIr{TF

prepared its cadres to make representations to the committee during the hearings in Keraia.

The joint agitation by ail the Central Trade Unions-the CITU, AITUC, BMS, HIvIS in

coilaboration with the NFF is a not-worthy achievement. KSMTF activelv participated in the

joint convention organised in Cochin on 11th November 1995.

,. THE AGITATION AGAINST TRAWLING

The KSMTF announced that President T.Peter would go on hunger strike demanciing ttre

trawl ban during June-luly-August 95. On May 3lst the Government announced a 45 da1,

ban and the struggle was withdrawn. But after 30 days, the ban was withdrawn and we

were not able to effectively demand that the ban be upheld by Covt.

STRUGGTE FOR KEROSENE QUOTA

Demanding Kerosene Quota & Permit for OBM the KSMTF organised statewide agitation in

4 district headquarters. ln sorne districts only the quota is increased but no permits are
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issued to new OBMs. While Traditional fishworkers face negligencq Government is willing
to grve Diesel at highly subsidised rate to deep sea vessels. We request NFF to take up thl
issue with the central Government.

INLAND FISHWORKERS STRUGGLE

KSMTF has started various agitafional programmes, focusing on issues faced by inland
fishworkers of the state. A charter of 46 demands were submitt"a to the Government and a
dharna was staged before the secretariat on July 18th. 4 special conventions were held in
districts where inland fishworkers are concentrated. Local level struggles are going on. A
special action committee is functioning to spear-head the agitation ti11 Jernands are met.

hr Ernakulam and AllePPey district we have intervened in the problem being faced by the
fishermen vis avis the prawn farmers. We have called a meeting of all local ,rrrior,r, because
the access to the common water bodies have been blocked, seed and mother prawns from the
wild are being caught, farms are being fenced with electrical wires, further pollution of the
water bodies are all causing problems to the local workers. We firmly betieve that NFF
should demand ban of collection of shrimp seed from the wild

We have organised continuous agitations against the Thermal plant proposed at
Kayamkulam. Originally the Fishworkers were not considered affected parties, ioday the
NSPC has accepted to includ the fishworkers as affected parties and heed their demands for
compensation if displaced.

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WOMEN IN THE FAMINE RETIEFFUN:

This central cum State Government Scheme Consists of collecting Rs.45 per month from each
fishworker for 8 rnonths. In the 3 lean months, the contributing members are entitles to
receive three times this amount from the fishermen's. welfare f"-"a. Although women are
registered and contribute to the fundi' they were denied the relief in ugg4. The KSMTF
together with other organisations started an agitation against this discrimination. Ms. Girley
Andrews, a fish vendor and member of the Trivandrum district committee went on hunger
strike. There was strong support from wcimen fishworkers and at the peak of the agitation,
the Fisheries Minister called for discussion and assured that this discrepancy would be
rectified from the part of the state Government. and a similar d.emands will be made to the
Central Government Yet after several months nothing has happened at the central level and
we request the NFF to take this matter up in New Delhi. ,t

OTHER ACTIVITIES
l.PHOBLEMS OF WOMEN IN FISHERIES

Under the auspicious of NF, a unique Convention was held in Cochin on June Z3,rd, Z4th
focusing on the problems of women in fisheries. It was unique in that the suffering and
exploited women themselves spoke about their problerns in front of large audience of p-eople
frorn different walks of life. KSMTF took active part in this process 

"t 
a a".ided to form a

committee under the leadership of Ms.Mercy Alexander to follow-up the programme in
Kerala.
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3.

4.

5.

6.

Z. Leadership camp: In order to strengthen the leadership skills of our local activists, a

training was conducted frorn luly 1st-7th. 45 persons took part in the Programnte and

most of them continue to take active role in our activities. This is visible specially in

Calicut District.

KSMTF is collaborating with other organisations in the struggle of the fishworkers of

Trivadrum District for a breakwater & landing centre at Aniengo area.

The fact that co-op movement in Kerala is highly politicised is known to everyone. Tk€

fishwrkers co-operatives are no exception. Yet in the election to

Chellanarn-Kandakkadavu fishworkers co-op, of Ernakulam Dislrict KSMTF also put up

candidates and I out of the 9 were elected.

The General Body of KSMTF which met on 21.5.95, changed the byeiaw Presently the

state committee will have President, Two Vice Presidents, General Secretary and three

Secretaries. The terrn of elected committee will be three years instead of two. In
proportion to the membership, the committee will have rePresentatives of women, but
not less than Vt of. the committee.

The KSMTF also collaborate with the prograrunes of the National Alliance of People's

Movements as well as the National Centre for Labour. We sent representatives to the

NCL launching convention in Bangalore on May 28-29th and contributed Rs-2000/-

towards the NCL Fund. We are also in constant touch with the Narmada Bachoa

Andolan and |erome, the Secretaqf of Trivandrum District Federation, participated in

the march held by NBA from Nagpur to Deihi.

7. The KSMTF participated in the opposition to the new GOSHREE development plan and

the Udayamperoor Satelite city proposed. Under this scheme over 1000 sq.km. of water

body will be reclaimed in the Cochin area.

REPORT OF THE WOMEN'S TEAM

During the last year, the women's core group of the KSMTF met twice. There were l-2

participates in the group. This core group also took the local responsibility for prepare the

participants for the public hearing on |une 2314 and later organizing meetings of the

migrant workers in their local areas. I

Since March 95, we have also been able to organise the working fisher women in AllepPey -

Cochin area. They have formed a working women's forum where meetings re organised

regularly. As a follow-up of the public hearing we collected the names of the contractors and

handed them over to the Labour Commissioner. After we distributed notice on the problem

with addresses for appeals we have had to follow-up a few cases that were reported to us.

We intervened successfully on the Guiarat case. With the new city beautification fish vendors

are facing eviction frorn many of their vending spaces. We have intervened with the

Trivandrum District Collector and the city police to get their eviction stayed. Although we
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1.

have succeeded temporarily, we have been told to identity alternate vending areas but this is
impossible. We feel the NFF should include this in their national charter of demands.

With more fish going for export, local vendors aie being deprived of fish for local sale. We
feel strongly that NFF should demand a listing of varieties that can be exported so that
certain varieties remain for local consumption.

This year, with the help of local NGO we rnanaged to get a truck load of dry tish from
Mangalore ifl the lean season for local vendors to sell. This was a successful experiment and
provided a month of work to vendors in one Taluk of Trivandrum District.

We have spent time to collect the actual data of women involved in fish related activity all
over the state. Only Trichur and Mallapuram have still to be completed. We have also made
contact with the women workers in Kasargode and Cannanore. In Kasargode there are
doubts about relating to us because of political differences. In Kannur, there are lots of
women who catch in the esturies and who will be affected by the new shrimp farm. We will
try and see if we can organise them in the coming year.

FUTURE PROBLEMS

There are Press reports that Vizhinfamn in Trivandrum District is a selected site for
development of a commercial harbour. Conkacts for work have already been given to
various multinationals through the Kumar group of companies. This projects will hit the
livelihood of thousands of fishworkers and will destroy the only natural harbour in
Trivandrum District. The NFF should exert pressure for visibility of this project plan and
eventually to oppose the project.

The NFF should demand support for the construction of sea walls in areas where sea
erosion is extensive.

2.
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AI{NUAL REPORT OF THE MAHARASHTRA MACHIMAR KIRITI
SAMATHI 1995

ACTIVITIES OF THE SAMATHI DURING THE YEAR 1995

On 2nd May there was a Morcha for the fishermen's land which was taken for a Religious

purpose in Manori Island. On 4th May there was Road blockade in Coloba, in support of

Tom Kochery's hunder strike, 5000 fishermen participated. "Mukh Morch"-Silent Morch

was held frorn Agok Maidan to Mantralaya to demand -

Exempt port dues of fishermen

Port registration to fishermen

On an order dated Z}ndMuy 95, mostly the problem were solved by Sri.Pramod Mavalkar.

Panchanadi dam Colapsed and three mechanised and two small craft capsized. The union
was able to get compensation for this.

On 25th September Review Comrnittee Visited Salpati. The union presented a corrunon

memorandum and asked for cancellation of Foreign licences and till the last boat quits India,

they said, the agitation would continue

The people of Bombay awarded Rs.10,00 O / tothe Maharastra Machimar Kiriti Samiti and to

NFF for their work for environmental protection.

Diesel, wood, Thread etc for fisherworkers is exempt from Tax provided the fisher-man is

part of a co-operative sociefy. Thirty paise per lite subsidy for Diesel to an uPPer limit of
L1,000litres per boat is also given.

When Madlm Dhandavate was Finance Minister of India, he had promised that every fish

workers comes through a co-operative society. r

Bornbay has LL crore population and on a daily basis tons of sewage is dumped into the sea

two kilometres away. The union demand that this should stop. Also suggested that this

should be recycled to Agriculture/ Fertilizer etc. Mr.Bhai Bhandarker and three others were

arrested when they agitated against the sewage plant.

A committee has been set up to work on "Minimum Wage" for all fishermen. Mr.Bhai

Bhandakar, Mr,Rambhu Patil, Mr.Naik are on the committee. Mr. Ramesh Dhuri's name was

suggested but being an out of city resident it was not feasible to have him.
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From the "Bhai Welfare Trust Rs..{6,000 /- tor widotvsrof ftshenrtCt 'uitd"fO,OOO/-Tor wido*s
children's education was disbursed this year.

On 2nd Nov. an appointment was fixed with CM
demands. ,

to discuss with him the following
+1'l

The 25,0fi)/- compensation given to fishermen who have accidental death be incteased to
50,000/-

At present 10,000 mechanised and 2000 non mechanised crafts are operating. The detnand
was that the'subsidy given'should be increased for the building of boats, with one condition
that the HP limit shnuld be 100"HP. This would help the'fishermen as the individual has to
spend nothing and the recovery period is L2 years.

Another demand wfls to calculate the fues on the basis of profit made not on the basisiof
Turnover.

_ 
Resting sheds for fishworkers should be entrusted to the fisheries co-operative societies for

\ t ,. -purpose of maintenance etc.

This yeffi the rate of fish has come down. The union demanded the state Governrnent to pay
the guarantee price. So that the fishermen don't come to a loss

A demand was made for enforcing the limit of fishing of various crafts.
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ANNUAL REPORT OF MALWAN MACHIMAR SAMATI

(Presented by Remesh Dhuri)

AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL BODY MEETING OF THE NFF

This report is of the small scale workers in Maharastra. Although the report is mainly on
menfolk, the contribution of the wornen folk is much.

In the union several issues of women fish workers were taken up, so that the NFF women
wing may be strengthened. L6 wornen have come together. This group has met once. Though
the group has met onXy once, a request is rnade to NFF Women's Wing to come over and help
the women's group.

THE PROBLEM BETWEEN THE TRAWLERS AND.SMALI FISH WORKERS

Though trawlers are banned during fune Aggust, Trawlers from all over come and fish in
shallow waters.

There is discrimination between big trawler owners and small fish workers. Eg: The trawler
owners get a big subsidy in the price of diesel while the small fish workers get no subsidy in
the price of kerosene. The Maharastra Government has enforced an income tax system
equallv binding on the big as well as the small fish workers.

Malwan Machimar Samati has participated with the Action Committee against joint Venture.
The Samiti organized a taken hunger strike some 20 persons participated. The
non-participation of trawler owners is a matter of concern.

There is no guarantee that in the future, too, the big trawler owners will support the action of
the smaller fisheffnen.

The union have a suggestion that the NFF try and motivate the trawler owners to participate
in the Action Against ]oint Ventures.

Lr the last general body meeting there were three women in the Panel.
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THE REPORT OF
TAMILNADU FISHWORKERS UNION Lgg4.gs

Tarnilnadu Fishworkers union is working is collaboration with the National FishworkersForum' TFU is spread in two different dirt i.t, Kanyakumari and Nellai-Kattabomman
districts. There L6 groups or cells were active this year.

ACTIVITIES AND PROBLEMS OF TFU

TFU expressed solidarify with Fr. Tom Kochery who underwent Fast unto death inPorbendar-Gujarat' against Deep sea Fishing and loint venture on May znd 1995. As a signTFU declared on May 2nd and 3rd Bandh all over Tamilnadu and stopped fishing. with thecollaboration and co-oPeration of different associations and organisations, there was acontinuous fast for five days infront of the District Collectorate.

In Mela-Manakudy villa8e, they refused to take fish and fishing gears by bus. so the TFUmet concerning officers and the collector and got the demand ucclpied by them.

The TFU met the M'P' delegation of Delhi at Madras. It discussed various problemsregarding fishing and the plans to irnprove the fisherrnen life situation. Deep sea fishingPolicy was discussed at length as it is a very destruction one. A signature cornpagin againstDeep sea Fishing policy was conducted. About 6000 signature with a petition was given tothe M'P' delegation' The copy of it was send to Fr. Torn Kocherry, the chairperson of NFF.

we invited rePresenthtives of all the sangams, societies and organisations that are inKanyakumari district' The joint committee discussed and decided to fight for the rights offoshworkers welfare' In a very special way, the joint committee decided to fight against Deep
Sea Fishing policy.

The TFU has a rePresentation in the District Development Committee convened by theDistrict Collector' Every month, TFU representatives purti"ipate in DDC and put forrn ard ondemands and highlight on problems.

on the 6th of February, 1995, four TFU members participated in the meeting conductedregarding Joint Venture at Madras.

Five members of TFU participated in Ernakulam meeting against Joint v*r,*o".

We have decided to give Rs.3000/- to every deceased
glven to five families from our death Relief Fund.
Industries, conducted by Anti-Shrimp ftrdustry.

THE PROBLEMS DISCUSSED THIS YEAR

members family. Until now we have
We joined agitation against Shrimp

1. The conflict between Trawlers and Traditional Fishermen.
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2' The problems of rraditional Fishwork€$ life sihration'

3.Wehavedecidedtogivepoliticalawarenesstoallourfisherfolkastheyareverymuch
exploid bY Politicians.

4. How to get all the benefits of Gwemment givm to fiihermm'

5. Discussed about the probleurs of women Fishworkers' ' ' l

(

..t
.T.TFUhastalenstePstobringtolhenoticeofallprobleminvolvedv.i&DeePSea

Fishing.

FUTURE PLANS

1,. TFU should take all steps and measures to unite aItr fishworkers of Tamilnadu into TFU

ilNFF.-

Z. Try 1o- create co-operatives for women fishworkers in Kanyakumari District'

3. To demand the Government to declare Fishvending women as "Fish workers' 
, ,

'r

4. To take steps to stop DeeP Sea Fishing'

S. To fight for a District Coastal Road to connect all the coastal Villages.

,i.

G. To fight with the Goveflunent to construct safe anchorages for country crafts and

Kattamarams to fish safely throughout the year'

' BY the Secretary. 
TAMILNAITU FISHWORKER'S UI\IION

7-12-1995"
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TAMILNADU FISHERMEN'S FEDERATION
(19e4-1ges)

TFF is active in seven Districts of Tamilnadu.

In March 95 a 'Deep Sea' meeting organised at Nadukuppam in Madras. Thomas Kochery
was Present- April L3th 1995 there was a major clash between Andhra Pradesh and Tamil
Nadu fisherman- Nine were killed TFF went to help in relief activities. The issue was the lake
for fishing in the area. Contribution to the affected families were made from both the
villages. They withdrew the cases and expenses'of the court paid by TFF.

April 14th 95 fresh election for TFF were held.

L:r the north of Madras 350 Persons were given jobs in the power station as a result of TFF,s
intervenfion by protests and Road Blockades.

In land fisheries from lake Poondi in Chengulpattu district were not allowed to transport fish
in Buses. TFF intervened and got this facility.

In Poondy TFF unit gives prizes to Boys/Girls of the SSC Examination.

In August the Santher unit in Tondi of Ramanad Dstrict had a convention. 15,000 people
from 76 villages participated in a picketing programme. This was against the fish farms-',.

In November a Prograrnrne was organised to commorate Late Geevavabr 5000 people
participated.

A harbour is coming up in Public at lake which will displace people from 32 pulicat villages.
The foundation is to be laid in 1996 fanuary 18th. TFF had protested against this.

zuTURE PLAN

Picket Madrad harbour against joint ventures (after January lgth)

Chairman of fisheries corporation should be from the fishir,g .o*it uniry. This is a major
demand for the future.

There arc 69 women fisheries co-operation in Tamil Nadu. fust as the off season scheme is
available for mery this shoutd be made available to women also.

A state level meet of fish workers at Marina Beach.



DEMOCRATIC LABOUR UNION (DLU)

REPORT FOR THE YEAR 1995

Democratic Labour Union is a Tlade Union working among the fish workers in Kerala- The

union is concentrating upon some of the problems facing Traditional fishermen in Kerala.

Th"y are directly connected with the Foreign policy of Government of India. The entry of

fore-ign fishing Vessels under the cover of joint venture is the most crucial probl'em now

facing the fisherrnen especiallpthe postal corrununity. The traditional fishermen are facing

the problem created by over fishing in the Sea. Now with the introduction by huge fishing

Vesiels gears, the ecological balance of the Sea lost and causing Permanent damages to the

Marine ecosystem of the deep Sea as well as the backwaters. The ecosystem is interrelated all

over the Universe. The sustenance of the species are inter depending on genetic diversity and

on the conditions of Sea floor. Hence deforestation of the deep Sea will certainly influence the

entire marine ecosystem as well as the existence of species in backwaters.

The socio-economical impact of over fishing is first hitting uPon the costal community

especially the traditional fishermen, who use the country boat and other indigenous

equipments. With the introduction of these foreign vessels and the Vessels of their

.oll"borating monopolistic companies. Their factory ships are processing and exporting to

foreign martets without touching the Indian Port. Hence all the industrial processing units

and small and big business concerns comes to a stand still. Even the local conception of fish

was reduced due to the nonavailability of the usual verities of fish. Ot'tly the export oriented

companies and their collaborating agent firms are benefited by this policy of joint venture as

there is no checking machinery to control the charted Vessels and the foreign company

trollers. As a result of tnir process the fisher corununity is isolating from the power politics

and business centres. And they are converting to a begging class'

It was in this context the Democratic Labour Union take the challenge to organise the people

in this unorgani5ed sector. Democratic Labour Union by studying the problems facing the

fisher couununily realised that it cannot function as a classical Trade Union doing the

function of collective bargaining. The responsibility we have undertaken is much greater

than a bargaining agent. The analysis of the problems seems to be very complex. We have to

conduct studies and educate the fisher corununity regarding their complex problems and

their remedies. So many local problems are also facing the fisher'community- Some of them

are problems relating to aquaculture.

j.. The profit motive companies are polluting the costal environment by the unscientific

aquaculture.

Z. The backwaters, Kanals and Lakes vested now within the jurisdiction of local bodies are

trasfering them to higher bidders for fishing. Traditionally it was used by fisher

conununiry by their collective effort. Now the right of fishing is taken away frorn the

fisher corrununity in backwaters, lakes and Kanals vested in local bodies.
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5.

3. The women fisher folks are also facing much problem. The fisher women engaging in
sales in market places are facing many harassment and inconvenience in their working
pl'aces. There is no facilities even to satisfy their primary necessities here. Even drinking
water is not available there and there is no sufficient room with privacy to change their
working dresses.

4- The workers engaged in fish processing Units are facing so many sufferings. The
problems like minirnum wages and other labour welfare legislations ur" not
implemented by the factory owners.

As the co-oPerative sectors are politicalised the real beneficiaries
fruits of the welfare measures extended to the fisher folks, from
and other agencies.

are not receiving the
Government of India

In this context Democratic Labour Union is in the process of educating the members by
organising them in unorganised areas of costal community in Kerala by conducting group
discussions, colrununity meets, family get together, Seminars and legal literacy 1lurr"r.
Democratic Labour Union feel the first step to be taken before going to any action among this
class is making awareness among costal corununity regarding their probiems. Th"y have to
realise their friends and foes.

Democratic Labour Union realise that real dynamic leadership of the Indian fisher folk is
now generating from National Fish Workers Forurn. By studying the real problems of hdian
fishermen, IA/e hope NFF will give momentum to the movement of Indian Fish workers with
the support of other working classes of the Nation. Global unity of Fishermen is the necessity
of today- Because the fishermen all over world are facing the same problerns. Unity and
fraternity of Indian fish workers has to be buildup to achieve the goals.

Some of the problems facing the fisher conununity in Kerala is connected problems arising
from the developmental activities of the Government and other public limited companies.
The sea shore in Kollam District from Chavara to Kayamkulam is very rich in -or,orite and
illmanite. The mining is going there for the last 30 years. Now all land is going to handover
for rnining PurPose to foreign companies and the fisher communiry in the area is also going
to be migrated. This will definitely detach them from the traditional livelihood and any
comPensation will not be sufficient to them to compensate their dampges. Similarly with the
introduction of Thermal plant at Kayamkulam Pozhimugham, by products like Carbon
Monoxide and Carbondioxide will pollute the water and it will become poisonous by
exhaust hot waste water from the plant. The sustenance of all marine and backwater fishes
will be questioned. Now 6000 families are depending upon the fishing and its ailed
industries at Kayamkulam. Similarly with the completion of Vypeen-Ernakulam bridge
known as Gosri Island Project, a large area of Cochin Kayal will be going to be converted inlo
bunds and Islands, for building purpose of the Tourist. This will imbalance the ecosystem of
Cochin Kayal. The other problem facing the fishing community in Kerala is the attempt of
converting sea shore into Tourist resources centres. The places near Vypeen Kara known as
Cherai is going to be converted to a Tourist Resources Centre. The conunercialisation in this
places wilt definitely .e,irlace the fisher conununity and fishing in this area. The profit motive
Tourism is blind to the problerns of costal community.
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The- Degrocratic Labour' Ijnion subwritted a'memorandum when the parliannentary Sub

Comrnittee visited at Kochi for taking evidence with regarding to the policll of ioint venture

with.;foreign Vessels. The,.Union'ris,now educating its mernbers; the'problems facing the

Indian fisher Corrununity. So rtany rrew local units of the Union'is already formed especially

in Ernakulam and trichur District.

a
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PUBLIC HEARTNG AND FOLLOW T]P

Aleyamma Vijayan

On ]une 23,24th, Hotel Mas auditorium in Cochi witressed a unique a event, where women
migrant processing workers, fishers from backwaters seed weed collectors, women involved
in fish marketing, drying etc. went on stage before an eminent audience to narrate the stories
of their life and struggles" They were from all parts of hrdia and this was an attempt by thq
NFF, to make visible the hitherto unknown contribution of large numbers of women in fish
retrated activities.

The NFF executive which met on 25th formed a subcommittee to follow-up the issues of
migrant women processing workers, who are facing exploitation at the workplace. One of the
problems which needed immediate attention was that, the contragtors were not registered
neither in Kerala nor in the states where they are taking the girls" The Labour Comrnissioner
in Kerala was approached and after repeated requests,has agreed to convene a meeting of
concerned persons on Decernber 14th 1995.

The KSMTF took up the responsibility of the follow-up in Kerala and a Committee under the
leadership of Ms.Mercy Alexander is functioning. Th"y collected about 100 addresses of
contractors and handed them over to the Labour Commissioner for further action"

We also printed a notice in Tamil. Malayalarn to educate the girls and their parents about the
provisions in the inter-state migrant Labour act and the Contract Labour act. This notice also
contained addresses of contact persons in each state whom they can approach, in case of
problems.

A meeting was proposed in Guiarat with the factory owners to discuss the issue of minimum
wages and 8 hours of work. Mr.Premjibha Khokhari took the responsibilify. He later
informed that the factory owners were not willing for a discussion.

Meanwhile we also were uppiou"hed by processing workers, when there were incidents like
accidents as injury as ell as exploitation in factory. In an accident at Mangrol in Gujarat, one
women died and eight women were seriously iniured, with the help of Rajkot social service
society, pressure was exerted to get the women back to Kerala. Thgf are also being helped to
approach the court to demand compensation.

We collaborated with Catholic Bishops Conference of India (CBCI) Comrnission on Labour,
who conducted a national survey on the issue to plan a major Convention on the problem of
migrant processing workers. This will be held in March 96. We also Collaborated with
centre for Education and Communication (CEC) who is interested to conduct a detailed
study on the issue in the context of world trad.e & social clause. It was onty in the planning
stage.
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Similarly in Tamilnadu, we h"lp*d follow-up a case of I girls who were taken to Rathnagiri

and had no contact with their families for 10 months. Finally with the help of the police, the

families were able to get the girls back.

No steps have been taken with the labour commissioner in Tamilnadu and we wan! to know

which union will spear-head this time in Tamilnadu. If the unions are not interested, should

we try to do.it through women's groups?

We have written to the National Women's Commission asking that the NFF be granted

permission to visit the processing plants to see whether the labours standards are being

properly observed" We have no reply-from them as yet-

We still see the need to convene meeting or press conferences in states where the plants

exists. All India Radio carried a progranune on this issue and we feel that Doordarshan

should carry a similar programme too. This should be done either in Maharastra or Guiarat.

December 1995.
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WORK REPORT ON ANTI . SHRIMP INDUSTRIES

As part of NFF's concerrls over shrimp industries and its impacts on people and environrnent
NFF's rePresentatives, Fr.Thomas Kocherry, Ms.Nalini Nayak, Mr.Harekrishna and Vincent
Benedict had been part of and instrumental in the formation and working pattem of two
Forums to deal with shrimp industries in India. The details of forums are as follows.

campaign Against shrimp hdustries (CASI) Its objectives

(a) Fact finding surveys, studies, and awareness raising programmes on shrimp
industries on its impacts on people and environment.

ft) Anti-shrimp industries related struggles.
(c) Lobbying on regional and national levels.
(d) Litigations related to it.

Work done

1' A committee had been formed with representatives frorn different organisations from
Andhra, Tamilnadu and Kerala especially NFF; representatives.

2- The committee was formed in the beginnin g of lggi and it has met five times to chalk
out and evaluate its activities.

3. Fact finding suryeys were done in Andhra and Tamilnadu to a great extent and in
Kerala a limited temporary survey was done for irnmediate litigation needs in supreme
court.

4' Awareness raising prograrnrnes in the form of serninars, conventions and consultations
were done in Tamilnadu, Andhra and Kerala"

5. Protest activities like dharna, rallies and hunger fasts especiallv in Tamilnadu were
carried out.

6. Litigation activity- A case is failed in supreme court in this re[ard. Maximum available
data were collected and handed over to Adv. M.C.Metha, *tro pleads our case in the
suPreme court. It was hoped that for the end of December TggS or in the month of
fanuary 1995 the supreme court verdict would come on this issue.

PEOPLES ALLIANCE AGAINST SHRIMP INDUSTRIES (PAASI)

1. Its Forrnation

It was formed on May 31st, t99S in Madras.
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2. Its Objectives

b. Collection of infirmutioni r"lated to the above on all Indian basis-

3. The convention on anti-shrimp industri
'r": .:i"rri- r,

A conventicn on anti-shrimp industrywirs or$anised on Orism oh'Oct&er 27tli; tdg5.'tt

wasaverywidelyattendedconvention.: ':iii; ii-i{. : i ;

. : ':i .::..
:2

4. At this convention it was decided to launch a conbumer .arrrpiign "against cultpipa

shrimps" in Westem countries and IaPan.

' i-l {'"i.' ;l'i :ti1

S. The Third-world-network is in charge of this campaign, with its head-quarters in malaysia.

d. This network had its first meeting irrBangladesh in the begiti.tit g of Decembef, 1995- 
.

Reported by

:. " VirrcmtneneAict
MIM Centre

: '',Mavelikara-690101
-r, Kerala, tndia. Tek'M78f'36705

Mavelrtlca?a,

5-12-1995"

, t,:'

{i

i : ,.-l

, ,! I

36



IF{DUSTRIAL FISHERIES
AND

AQUACT]LTURB

Thoughts on Some Common Features, lnternationaland
An Alternative

John Kurien
Associate Professor

Centre for Development Studieb
Thiruvananthapura - 695 011, India

1'

Presented at the .

International conference on Globalisation, Food security
and Systeuratic Agriculture

NEW DELHI,

,
30-31 July 1996



INDUSTRIAL FISHERIES AND AQUACULTURE

hrd.ustrial fisheries and industrial aquaculture have been occupying sPace in the news

headlines in sharp disproportion to their small share of between 5 to 7 percent of global food

production. More than the good prospects, it is the problems surrounding the social and

ecological disruptions by these activities which have caught the attention of the media.

Atternpting to make an exhaustive analvsis of these social and ecological costs of industrial

fisheries and aquaculture, even restricted to one region or country, would essentially be an

exercise in saying what has already been said several times over by several persons including

oneself. I witt therefore make no attempt to do this here. Those who wish to get the details

should. refer to some of the references which are provided at the end of this paper.

It needs to be reiterated that fisheries and aquaculture are activities which were undertaken

by rural communities in Asia and India from time immemorial as a source of food and

livelihood. What is new and radically different is that today we have a sector of the economy

where these very activities have been totally commodified, industrialised and marketised for

no other purpose than the rush to rnake quick, easy super-profits. Every other consideration

is relegated to the background. The brief which I set for myself is to attempt at hightighting

some of the coilunon features of industrial fisheries and industrial aquacullure activities, the

interrelations and one possible alternative to these activities in the South Asian region'

COMMON FEATURES

1. Both indttstrial aqttaculttre and fisheries must essentially be seen as a part of the process of short

term "packing" of internatiorcal capital in a specific location for a short duration of time during its race

for profits.

The talk of increasing food security, technotogy transfer, earning foreign exchange for the

host country and utilising of the skilled manpower in it'are all but alibis. The main purPose

behind the concerted efforts by international capital to invest in industrial aquaculture and

fisheries is the pursuit for super profits. Having elsewhere ruined the coastal zones and the

marine ecosysterns adopti.g what has come to be called the "rape and rtm" policy, capital is

in search of virgin territories. The coastal zones of South Asia and the waters of the Bay of

Bengal and. Arabian Sea are its most recent victims. These untiring efforts of private

intemational capital are bolstered by the multilateral lending agencies like The World Bank

and the Asian Development Bank who influence goverrunents and thus legitimise these

exploits.

Z. They were started largely under export orientation regimes and more recently under the

Iiberalisation initiated under the structural adjustment programmes (SAP).

ln most developing Asian countries the promotion of industrial fisheries and aquaculture

was undertaken as part of the overall package of structural adjustment Prograrrunes
recosunended to countries which found thernselves in the debt-trap. These were two

activities which were considered to be attractive for the new genre of national and

transnational investors and agencies seeking avenues for high profits, Since these activities

were prompted under the SAP, they were "cleared" with haste by the respective government
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agencies, without the necessary social or ecological audits. The low gestation period of the
investunents and the foreign exchange earning potential of the outputs provided the rationale
both for the haste of approvals and the easy flow of capital into these activities.

3 TVr)' are sustained by the international demand for luxury protein, pet foorls and animal
feeds.

Industrial aquaculture and fisheries are sustained by the unsatiable demand for luxury
protein and the high-incorne health consciousness. The United States became an avid shrimp
consumer after World War II. Japan was traditionally a large shrimp consumer. The
European Union and Scandinavian countries are later entrants. The rising incomes in many
of the NIC's is the latest source of demand. The successful marketing of the black-tiger
shrimp and the ability of this species to tolerate low salinity makes it amenable to land-based
culture across a broader spectrum of sites. The post-1985 growth of industrial aquaculture in
South Asia can be attributed to above interrelated facts. Greater unexploited stocks of certain
high value tuna species in the Indian Ocean region have been an important attraction for
industrial fishing operations in the south Asian regiorr.

Industrial fisheries is additionally sustained by the expanding dernand for pet food and
animal feeds. The fact is that cats and dogs in the United States have greater purchasing
power than people in develoPing countries. A significant share of the industrial tuna fishery
in destined for the sophisficated and rapidly growing pet food market in the US and Europe.
Much of the harvest of industrial fishery operations are also converted into feeds for chicken,
hogs and cattle. Fish meal has an "unidentifiable growth factor (UGF)- which quickens the
growth Process of poultry, hog and cattle providing an important profitability consideration
in these conunercial livestock raising industries. This gives fish meal an edge over other
substitutes like soyabean meal as a crucial additive into p-oultry and animal feeds.

4' They expand spatially because of an "enclosttre tnovement" where large areas of state
property ore turned into virtual private properN ignoring the historical usufruct rights of
local comnxunities.

The promotion of industrial aquaculture and fisheries have resulted in substantial changes in
the customary institutional arrangements which intervened befi,rzeen people and natural
resources' Large tracts of coastal lands and expanses of open sea, which were under the
dejure control of the state and/or having some customary historical'rights of access to local
cofiununities, are being handed over to industrial interests to raise shrimp or harvest fish"

This has created the beginnings of a modern enclosure movernent, pushing out from the
coastal lands and offshore sea,, Persons who had rraditionally made a livelihood from these
natural resources.

5' The ownership is controlled.largely by those unconnected to persons/grottps traditionally
involved- Thty give ita dffirent set of values and adopt a larger of activity.
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Traditional, small-scale aquaculture and fisheries as mentioned above was pursued as an

avenue for livelihood by certain coastal, rural corununities. Industrial aquaculture and

fisheries are largely orvned by local and national elites and rnultinational investors totally

unconnected to those once traditionally involved in aquaculture and fisheries. These new

investors have greater access to the knowledge and capital necessary to adopt the new

technologies. They also have the potitical clout and access to institutional financial resources

which are normally out of reach of those traditionally involved" This ingress of new capital

gives these erstwhile low-caste, low social status activities a "new respectabilitv" which

normally accompanies pursuits that yield super profits. The activities are undertaken by u

small number of corporate concerns using highly capital and energy-intensive technologies

largely inappropriate to tropical ecosystems. Once the process starts, it gets "locked in" to a

constant intensifica tion Process.

6. Investments get intensified by a process which is fuelled largely by futdustrial interests other

than the direct investors.

Investors making the direct investrnents have natural stake in making good their sunk costs.

The process of intensification of the investments both in industrial aquaculture and fisheries,

though initiatly a function of the short-term super-profits, is soon bolstered by other

interests. In the case of industrial aquaculture it is the feed, hatchery and aqua-farm

equipment companies which hold the key. In he Asian context these transnational companies

are based in the higher income Asian countries where they have been significant contributors

to the "boom and bust of aquaculture. Fuelling and intensifying aquaculture investment in

other countries of the region is a sine qua non for their own continued profitability and

existence.

In industrial fisheries it is the cornpanies manufacturing the instrumentation and processing

equiprnent fitted on board the fishing vessels which spur investments promisin8 more

efficient means of harvesting and storage. These are rnultinational firms based in the

temperate water countries where industrial fisheries have been in the doldrums following

the depletion of many fish species in those rvatetrs. The initial movement of the redundant

capital into new ocean territories off developing countries, in the form of fishing vessels' is

often assisted by bilateral aid prograrrunes. This is quickly followed by the private

investments of the hi-tech equipment firms'

T. Employment generated in direct activity is small and the conditiwts of laboar leave ntuc-h to

be desired. Aclded to this considerable labour displacentent takes place-

The direct employment generation prospects of both industrial aquaculture and fisheries are

small due to the high capital and technology intensify of the activities. A less known fact is

that the work and employment conditions of this small labour force is often deplorable. tLO

labour standards exits for crew aboard industrial fishing vessels btr.t are rarely practised

aboard vessels operating in Asian waters. The sordid conditions of the deck-hands and

semi-skilled crew often become apparent only when industrial fishing vessels from

neighbouring countries are arrested by the coast guards for poaching-
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With resPect to industrial aquaculture, the concerns have centred around the problems of the
labour displaced in the land occupied by the aquaculture farms (See below). Little attention

'has been accorded to the issues like fair wages and the health hazards faced by those directly
employed on the aquafarms.

8. They pose a threat to existing pattern of food prod.uction which imptl, a elirect threat to
national and local food security.

Industrial aquaculture and fisheries bv their very nature of activity displace others involved
in srnall-scale, domestically oriented food production. Industrial aquaculture is responsible
for initially displacing paddy production activity along the coastal zole by competing for,
and sometimes usurping, the same plots of low-tying lands. Subsequently, after u f** years
of shrimp farming, the aquaculturists may leave the area as a result of declining productivity -
and/or spread of disease having affected their profits. The land left behind is useless for any
agriculture oPerations because of the ruining of the soil by salinity and toxicity. The ground
water is depleted. What little is left is polluted. Such lands could take decades to regain their
original conditions if at all. One is left with a situation of neither paddy nor prawns"

Industrial fisheries is normally assigned to fish in the deeper waters to avoid competition
with coastal fishery operations. However, the highiy dispersed nature of fish in thadeeper
waters and the lower market prices for rnolt of them, act as the primary inducers for these
operators heading closer to the coast in search of quicker, easier and more valuable harvests.
The result is direct and unequal competition between smail-scale coastal fishworkers using
small, selective, passive, seasonal fish harvesting equipment which net smaller quantities of
fish- These fishers land their harvests in widely dispersed. areas and the prod.r.t *o1res to
domestic consumers, largely in the fresh or iced" forrn without ercessive or unnecessary value
added processing. This ensures that the product is within the purchasing power of
consumers in the rural hinterlands. The large scale of harvesting operations of industrial
fishing vessels on the other hand are more centralised as they land in big ports and this give
rise to economies of scale for high-tech processing. Such forms of value addition in turn
divert the end product to markets with higher purchasing power" This deprives lower
income ciomestic consumers of fish due to its scarcity and higher prices.

Even if industriai fishery operations restrict their operations strictly to the deeper waters they
can still affect the coastal fishery because of the interrelated nature of fish stocks in the ocean.
Excessive harvest'of a specie in the outer sea, which at some stage of its life spends time in
the coastal waters, can ruin a coastal fishery which caters to local consumers. Complex
Prey-predator relationships between species that skaddle to and from coastal waters imply
that the over-harvesting, or even under-harvestin g, of one can affect the dynamics of the
other.

9- They jeopardise the right to work and ltvelihood of coastal agriculture and fishing
communities.

The process of hampering domestic food production goes hand
the right to work and livelihood of coastal communities. In this

in hand with jeopardising
context the coastal fishing
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conunqnities are literally caught between the devil and the deep sea. trndustrial aquaculture

affects them from the landward end by physical displacement, restriction of their access to

the sea and polluting of the in-shore waters..Industrial fisheries closes in from the seaward

side by competing often for the same fish stocks and ocean sPace.

Ornrners of large tracts of coastal agricultural lands often sell out their land to the industrial

aquaculturists because of the attractive prices offered. Those who eam a livelihood from the

land often resist selling. However, they soon find themselves surrounded by the "enclosure

movement" and. are then forced to sell, often at distress prices. Since these lands in the coastal

tracts were used for paddy cultivation or salt production, a large number of labour

households are also deprived of their only possibilities of wage labour. (Industrial

aquaculture has a very low labour absorption capacity to two Persons per hectare

compared to at least about five times that in agriculture). The loss of work and livelihood

also soon spreads to areas which have not been taken over for aquaculture. This happens

because irrigation channels and ground water utilised by those around the aquafarms get

polluted by the wastes from thg aquaculture operations" The negative effects of these

"downstre€un unidirectional externalities'. are not directly compensated by the aquafarm

operators in anyway. The impact of these effects on the health, the work, the livelihood

opportunities and larger welfare of coastal communities is therefore substantial.

, 10. Ecological self-destruction is built into theiy systernicfunctioning.

The very nature of functioning of industrial aquaculfirre and industrial fisheries creates a

cycle of self-destruction. In aquaculture this has two routes: the first is caused by the

destruction of the mangroves which are the habitat of the juvenile shrimp fry which in turn

are one of the basic inputs for the industry. The second route is via raising stocking densities

in the farms in the race to raise productivity. This requires increased inputs (feeds, antibiotics

etc) which grve rise to increased wastes and greateE scope for virulent diseases which

virtually wipe out the industry as has happened in many countries. This is the familiar

"boom and bust" phenomenon which in industrial aquaculture seems to come in cycles of

between five to ten years.

In industrial fisheries the self destruction is via the compulsion of overfishing given that

investors want to 'fish down the food chain". The vast territory of operation, the greater

mobility and the fact that direct observation of the marine ecosystem is difficult, tend to

make the ecological damage visible, unit too late. ?

What is important to note is that it is the industry in the specific location which is destroyed

the facilities, the people directly and indirectly involved, the ecosystem. The capital and the

capitalists who initiated the process in the location just leave to another to conunence another

cycle of accumulation for themselves. It is ruin for all else.

INTERRELATIONS

The above listed corrunon factors highlights some of the similarifies in the socio-economic

and ecotogical processes between industrial aquaculture and fisheries. In the context of the

particulars of the coastal zone and marine resource of developing Asian countries where
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industrial aquaculture and fisheries thrive, there is strong interrelation between them that
link their futures: the feed for the shrimp and fish raised in the aquafarms are primarily the
harvest of industrial fisheries.

It is well known that cultured shrimp and fish grow best when offered fogd with an
aminoacid composition similar to their own. Feeding fish with fish and shrimp with shrimp
in order to feed humans in no way to achieve food security. Shrimp from intensive
aquaculture farms are fed about two to three times their harvested weight. Consider the high
total energy cost of producing this feel (ships, nets, processing, transport etc). After all this
only a fraction of the protein is effectively used. Eighty percent (which would be perfectly
acceptable for human consumption in its original fresh form) is sacrificed in the
transformation process into an expensive luxury protein which only a few people can afford.

Several observers have pointed to the "fish meal frup" facing industrial aquaculture in the
near future. Consider these figures. In 1988 global shrimp aquaculture consumed 180,000
tonnes of fish meal derived from an equivalent of 900,000 tonnes of wet-weight fish. It is
further estimated that by year 2000 about 570,000 tonnes of cultured shrimp will be produced
in Asia. The feed requirement for this will be of the order of L.L million tonnes of feed. This is
equivalent to a staggering 5.5 million tonnes of wet-weight of fish - nearly double the total
marine fish harvested in India today! For fish to be used as fish meal it must be caught in
large volumes and landed in centralised places to facilitate bulk transportation and quick
processing. A corollary of this is that fish for rnanufacture of fish meal must be harvested
using nets which are capable of scooping up large quantities from the sea _- trawls or purse
seines - both of which are used on industrial fishing vessels. These fishing gear are
infamous for their ability to ruin the demersal marine ecosystem (trawls) and result in
species genocide by netting whole schools of pelagic fish (purse-seines).

The crucial link between industrial aquaculture and industrial fisheries can be seen here. The
unsatiable demand for luxury proteins - particularly shrimp - provide the ef{ective
demand for high quality, high protein fish feeds for which there is yet no substitute other
then fish. Large-scale fishing for the stocks of the presently unharvested, demersal and
meso-pelagic fishes found in the offshore marine waters will thus become economically
viable. The ecological impact of such fishing on the stocks of the coastal and the deep sea

migratory fish stocks is yet unclear. Ffowever, in the short run, the competition which this
will create with an expanding coastal fishery is bound to result in physical conflicts at sea

and social conflict on land. In the long run, this excessive harvesting, will undoubtedly result
in the ruin of the offshore marine ecosystem and the industrial fishEry which explbits it.

There is thus an inevitable and inextricably intertwined catastrophe facing both industrial
aquaculture and industrial fisheries.

AN ALTERNATIVE

The compulsions of globalisation and liberalisation, imposed upon and accepted by,
countries in developing Asia will certainly continue to provide the basis for the expansion of
industrial aquaculture and fisheries. Footloose capital in search of investment opportunities
which are not curbed by strong regulatory frameworks of the natron state in the form of
environmental or management norrns will find in Asia severatr
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opportunities for temporary parking. The only factor which will stem this tide will be
adversarial collective action by those adversely affected by these activities. This will also
have to be linked to pressure from watchful and conscious elements in civil society who can
see the social and environrnental abyss which lies beyond the short, steep rising hillock of
promises to eam foreign exchange by shrimp and fish production.

The growing opposition from these quarters to both industrial aquaculture and industrial
fisheries is on the rise in Asia. These countervailing forces have initially had the impact of
slowing down the pace of growth of these activities. The response of the state in most
countries has been to initiate the process of enacting a legal frarnework for regulation of the
activities such that the negative externalities will be minimised. Nowhere has there been a

decision to put an end to these activities and search for alternatives.

My contention is that an alternative already exists in the form of the existing (but often
declining) traditional, small-scale, coastal aquaculture and coastal fishing operations which
are presented carried on by millions of people in South Asia. These coastal communities
which are today facing the threat to displacement and loss of livelihood are the human
foundation on which an alternative should be built. The numerous low-iying intertidai
coastal zones and the inshore seas are the ecosystem foundations on which this alternative
should be based.

just consider shrimp which is the subject of so much controversy to both the issues of
industrial aquaculture and industrial fisheries. Here is an animal which in the course of its
short-life-cycle spends time in a range of habitats from the bottom of the continental shelf in
the.inshore sea, through the upwelling zones of the coastal waters to the mangrove and
estuarine areas of the coastal zone. An integrated approach to sequential harvesting of
shrimp which ensures that none of its important habitats is polluted or depleted points to the
optimal strategy for obtaining sustainable levels of output. This will be possible if we have in
place by u judicious combination of (1) a shrimp /fice aquaculture in the intertidal coastal
zones with a minimal input of natural manure to fertilise the ponds and (2) a seasonal coastal
upwelling and demersal fishery using small, selective bottom-set drift nets and trammel nets.
Undoubtedly the bulk of the harvest will be from the later source. The implication is that
both industrial aquaculture for shrimp and industrial fishing for shrimp must cease because
they do not result in any net addition to the protein or energy balance of the global food
system. On the contrary they create profits for a few and ecosystem damage for atrl.

The prime aspect of the alternative is to support the cause of the ,*ult-r.ale coastal marine
fishery and actively promote its use of harvesting techniques which do not distort ecosystem
dynamics. hn a sense it is going back into the future.

The experience with industrial aquaculture has highlighted many features of shrimp which
go to support the ecological soundness of the proposed alternative : they prefer the natural
foods found in the sea; the taste of shrimp improves significantly with increasing satinity;
they are not prone to disease in their natural saline milieu. These important facts must now
be used to "advertise" the rational for supporting the small-scale, coastal marine fishery as

the future mainstay for global shrimp production. To make this is reality we must ensure two
things: (L) we must bring together the people's movement opposing industrial aquaculture
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and industrial fisheries in Asia and the ren&of the world to work in close cooperation (2) we
must also ensure broad based consurner support in the First World which will demonstrate a

preference for such shrimp while boycotting shrimp produced in industrial aquafarnrs or
caught using fishing trawlers.

i-: !*.

CONCLUSION

Fisheries and aquactrlture, as it is still largely practised in develophg ari+ arg two of the
small but principle ways of food production whicli continue to depend' significantly and
directly on natural ecological processes and fluctuations. Human induced interventions and
controls are necessary to enhance the output of food from these sources. However, when
such inErwentions deform the flow-patterns of energy and matter into these iiatural systems
beyond a critical point, they ulfimately cause dangerous distortions Which,result in severe
social and ecological problems. To avoid such outcomes we need to harrnonise out strategies
for food production *vith nafire's, principles of ecosystem dlmamics. This is the CIrly
sustainable manner for us to mrudmise the benefits d"riyed from it to a$ large a population as

possible with the minimrun possible negative.social and ecological effects.

't
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MII\'ISTRY OF EI{VIRONMENT & FORESTS

(Department of Environmen! Forests & Wild life)

NOTTFTCATTON UNDER SECTTON 3(1) AND SECTION 3(2) (V) OF THE ENVIRONMENT

(PROTECTTON) ACT, 7s36 AND RULE s(3) (D) OF ENVIRONMENT (PROTECTION) RULES,1986,

DECLARING COASTAL STRETCHES AS COASTAL REGULATION ZONE (CRZ) AND

REGULATION ACTIVITIES IN THE CRZ.

S.O. 114(E). Where as a notification under section 3(1) and Section 3(2) (v) of the

Environment (protection) Act, lg86,inviting objection against declaration of coastal Stretches

as Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) and irnporting, restriction on industries, operation and

processes in the CFtZ,was published vide S.O.No. 944 (E) dated 1.5th Decernber,l990.

And whereas all objections received have been duly considered by the Central Government.

Now, therefore, in exact of the powers conferred by Clause (d) of sub-rule (3) of Rule 5 of the

Environment (protection) Rules,L986 and all other powers vesting in the behalf the Central

Government hereby declares the coastal stretches of seas, bays estuaries,creeks, rivers and

backwaters which are influenced by tidal action(in the landward side) upto 500 meters from

the High Tide Line (lfIL) and the land between the law Tide Line (LTL) and the IITL, a

Coastal Regulations Zone and imposes with effect from the date of this Notification, the

following restriction on the setting up and expansion of industries *ration or Processes etc.in

the said Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ). For purposes of this Notification, the High Tide Line

(HTL) wilt be defined as the line upto which the highest high tide reaches at spring tides.

Note:- The distance from the High Tide Line (HTL) r^o which the proposed regulations will

apply in the case of rivers, creeks and backwaters, may bd modified on a case by care basis of

reasons to be recorded while preparing the Coastal Zone Management Plans (referred to

below): however, the distance shall not be less than 100 meter or the width of the creek; river

backwater whichever is less.

Pr ohibited Actipiti es :

The following activities are declares as prohibited within the Cqastal Regulation Zotte,

namely:

setting up of new industries, and. expansion of existing industries, extent those directly

related to water front or directly needing foreshore facilities;

manufacture or handling or storage or disposal of hazardous substances as specified in

the Notification of the Government of India the Ministry of Environment & Forests. No.

s.o.5g1 (E),dated 2gthIuly, 1ggg.s.o.966 (E), dated zTtliNovember, 1989 and csR 1037

(E), dated sth December. 1989;

11.
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111.

lv.

setting up and exPansion of fish processing units including warehousing(excluding
butchery and natural fish drying in permitted areas);

setting up and expansion of units/mechanisms for disposal of waste and effluent except
facilities required for discharging treated effluen! into the water course with approval
under the Water (Prevention and Control of Pollution) Act,L9l4;and except for storm
water drains;

discharge of untreated wastes and effluent for industries, cities or towns and other
human settlements. Schemes shall be implemented by the concerned authorities for
phasing out the existing practices, if any within reasonable time period not exceeding
three years from the date of this notification;

durnping of city or town waste for the p.t.potu of land filling or otherwise, the existing
practice' If any, shall be phased out without a reasonable time not exceeding three y"u*
from the date of this Notification;

vii, dumping of ash or any wastes for thermal power stations;

viii' land reclamation, banding or disturbing the natural course of sea water with similar
obstructiory except those required for control coastal erosion and maintenance of
cleaning of waterways' channels and ports and for prevention of sandbars and also
except for tidal regulators- Storm water drains and structures for prevention of salinity
ingress, and for sweet water recharge;

ix' mining and lands,rocks and other substrate, materials except those rare minerals not
available outside the CRZ areas;

x' harvesting or drawl of ground water and construction of mechanism therefore within
200m of HTL in the 200 metre to 500m zone it shall be perrnitted only when done
manually through ordinary wells f'or drinking, horticulture, igriculture and fisheries;

xi' construction activities is ecologically sensitive area as specified in Annexure-I of this
notification;

xii' ;Eltlf construction activity between the Low Tide and High Tide Line except facilities for
carrying treated effluent and waste water discharges into the sea, facilities for carrying
sea water for cooling PurPoses, oil gas and similar pipelines and facilities essential for
activi ties permi tted under this notification.

xiii' design or altering of sand, dames, hills, natural features including landscape changes for
beautificatiorL recreational and other such pu{pose, except as permissible under this
notification;

v.
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Regul ation of P ermissible Actiaities :

All other activities, except those prohibited in para two above, will be regulated as under:

L. Clearance shall be given for any activity with the Coastal Regulation Zone only if it
required water front and foreshore facilities.

Z. The following activities will require environmental clearance from the Ministry of
Environment & Forests, Government of hrdia, namely;

i. Construction activities related to Defence requirements for which foreshore

facilities are essential (e.g. slipways, jetties, etc.); except for classified

operational component of defence projects of which a separate procedure

shall be followed, (Residential buildings, office buildings, hospital complexes,
workshops shall not come within the definition of operational requirements

except in very special cases and hence shall not normally be permitted in the

cRZ),

ii. Operational constructions for ports and harbours and light houses,requiring
water frontage; jetties wharves, quays, slipway etc. (Residential building &
office buildings shall not come within the definition of operational activities
except in very special cases and hence shall not normally be permitted in the

CRZ);

iii. Thermal power plants (only foreshore facilities for transport of raw material
facilities for in-take of cooling water and out fall for discharge of treated

waste water cooling water); and

iv. All other activities with investment exceeding rupees five crores.

The coastal states and Union Territory Administrations shall prepare, within a period of
one year frorn the date of this Notification, Coastal Zone Management Plans identifying
and classifying the CRZ areas within their respective territories in accordance with the

guidelines given in Annexure I and II of the Notification and obtain approval (with or
without modification) of the Central Government in the Ministry of Environment &

?.Forests;

Within the framework of such approved plans, all development and activities within the

CRZ other than those covered in para 2 and para 3(2) above shall be regulated by the

State Government Union Territory Administration or the local authority as the case may
be in accordance with the guidelines given in Annexure I and II of the Notification; and

In the interior peri.od till the Coastal Zone Management Plans mentioned, in para 3(3) (i)

above are prepared and approved, all developments and activities within the CRZ shall

not violate the provision of this Notification. State Govemment and Union Territory

ll.

tlt.
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Administrations, shall ensure adlrererr-ee to thgse regulati,ons and violations, if any.
Shall be subject to the provision of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986.

Ptocedute for monitoring anil anforcement:

The Minisby of Environment & Forests and the Government of State or Union Territory and
such other authorities as the State or Union Territory leaves, as may be designated. for this
PurPose, shall be responsible for monitoring, and enforcement of tllg provisions of this
notifications within their respective jurisdictions.

N K. 15010 / F 844A-III(VoI.II)

R. RAIAMANI
Secretary"
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ANNEXURE 1

COASTAT AREA CTASSIFICATTON AND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS

Classification of Coastal Regulation Zone :

6(1) For regulation development activities, the coastal stretches within 500 meters of High

Tide Line of the landward side are classified into four categories namely:

Category 1 (CRZ-l) :

Areas that are ecologically sensitive and important, such as national parks / marine

parks, sanctuaries, reserve forests, wildlife habitats, mangroves, coral / coral reefs, areas

close to breeding and pawning grounds of fish and other marine, life areas of

outstanding natural beauty/ historical/ heritage / areas rich in genetic diversity, areas

likely to be inundated due to rise in area level consequent upon global warming and

such other areas as may be declared by the Central Government or the concerned

authorities at the State/ Union Territory level from time to time.

Area between the Low Tide Line and High Tide Line.

Category LL(CRZ-II):
The areas that have already been developed upto or close to the shore-line. For this purPose

"developed area" is referred to as that area within the municipal limit or in other legally

designated urban areas which is already substantially build up and which has been provided

with drainage and approach roads and other infrastructural facilities, such as water supply
and sewerage rnains.

Category L11 (CRZ-111):

Areas that are relativetry modi urban and those which do not belong to either Category-I or tl"

These will include coastal zone on the rural area (developed and undeveloped) and also

areas with Municipal Units or in other legally designated urban areas which are not

substantially built up.

Category IV (CRZ-IV) : r

Coastal slretches in the Andaman & Nicobar, Lakshadeep and small islands except those

designated as CRZ-I, CRZ-II and CRZ-III.

N ornrc for Regulation of Act iuities.

6(2) The development of construction activities in different categories of CRZ areas shall be

regulated by the concerned authorities at the State/Union Territory level, in accordance with

the following norms:
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CRZ-I
No new construction shall be permitted within 500 meters of the High Tide Line. No
construction activity, except as listed under 2(xii), will be between the Low Tide Line and the
High Tide Line.

CRZ.II

Building shall be permitted neither on the seaward side of the existing road (or roads

Proposed in the approved Coastal zone Management Plan of the area) nor on seaward
side of existing authorised structures. Buildings perrnitted on the landward side of the
existing and proposed roads existing authorised structures shall be subject to the
existing local Town and Country Planning Regulations, including the existing norms of
FSI/FAR.

ii. Reconstruction of the authorised buildings to be permitted subject with the existent
FSI/FA& norrrs and without change in the existing use.

iii The design and construction of building shall be consistent with the surrourlding
landscape and local architectural style.

CRZ.NI

n.

iii.

The area upto 200 meters from the High Tide Line is to be remarked as "No
Development Zo e". No construction shall be permitted within this Zone €xceprt f11y

repairs or existing authorised structures not exceeding existing FSI, existent plinth area
and existing densify. However, the following uses may be permissible in this Zone
agriculture, horticulture, gardens, pastures, parks, playfields, forestry and salt
manufacture from sea water.

Development of vacant plots between 200 and 500 meters of High Tide l-.ine in
Designated areas of CRZ-III with prior approval of MEF permitted for construction of
hotels/beach,resort for temporary occtrpation of tourists/r'isitors subiect ti.r the
conditions as stipulated in the guidelines at Annexure-Il.

Construction/reconstruction of dwelling units between 200 and600 meters of F{ig}r Tide
Line permitted so long it is within the ambit of traditionai rights and custonrary uses
such as existing fishing villages and goathans. Building permission for such
construction/reconstruction will be subject to the conditions that the total nurnber of
dwelling units shall not be more than twice number of existing units; total covered areas
on the floors shall not exceed 33 percent of the plot size; to the overall heighrt rrf
construction shall not exceed 9 rneters and construction shall not be more than 2 flr:ors
(ground plus one floor).

Reconstruction/alterations of an existing authorised building permitted subjet.t to (i) to
(iii) above.

tv.
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CRZ.IV

Andaman & Nicobar Islands :

i. No new construction of buildings shall be permitted within 200 meters of the IITL;

ii. The buildings between 200 and 500 rneters from the High rlide Line shall not have more
than 2 floor (ground floor and Is floor), the total covered area on all floors shall not be
more than 50 percent of the plot size and the total height of construction shall not exceed
9 meters;

iii. The design and construct on of buildir,gs shall be consistent with the surround.ing
landscape and local architectural style;

iv. Corals and sand from the beaches and costal waters shall not be used. for construction
and other purposes;

v. Drertging and underwater blasting in and around coral formation shall not be
permitted; and

vi. However, in some of the island+ coastal stretcles may also be classified into categories
CRZ-I or tr or Itr, with the prior approval of rninistry of Environment and Forests and in
suc.h designated sEetches the appropriate regulations given for respective Categories
shall apply.

Lakshadeep and small Islands :

i. For permitting construction of buildings, the distance from the High Tide Line shall be
decided depending on the size of the islands. This shall be laid down for each island, in
consultation with the experts and with approval of the MinisEy of Environment &
Forests, Keeping in view the land use requirements for specific purpose vis-a-vis local
condition including hydrological aspects erosion and ecological sensitivity.

ii. The buildings with 500 meters from the HTL, shall not have rpore than 2 floors (ground
floor and 1st floor), the total covered area on all floors shall not be more than 50 percent
of the plot size and the total height of construction shall not exceed 9 meters;

iii. The design. and construction of buildings shall be tonsiste,nt with the surrounding
landscape and local architectural style.

iv. Corals and sand from the beaches and coastal watert shall not be used for construction
and other purposes.

v. Dredging and. under water blasting in and around coral formations shall not be
permitted; and
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vi. However, in sorne of the Islands. eogffieOEgjeesmay also be classified into categories
CRZ-I or II or III with prior approval of the Mini$try of envirorunent & Forests. In strch
designated stretches Sg appyopqiatq,regulflhansgt.to-rrfor rmpective categories shall
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ANNEXURE-II

GUIDELINES FOR DEVELOPMENT OF
BEACH RESORTS/HOTELS IN THE DESIGNATED AREAS OF CRZ-III FOR

TEMPORARY OCCUPATION OF TOURIST/VISITORS, WITH PRIOR APPROVAL OF
THE MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT & FORESTS.

7(1) Construction of beach resorts/hotels with prior approval of MEF in the designated areas

of CRZ-III for ternporary occupation of tourists visitors shall be subiect to the following
conditions:

The project proponents shall not undertake any construction (including temporary
constructions and fencing or such other barriers) within 200 metres (in the land ward
side) from the High Tide Line and within the area between the Low Tide and High Tide
Line.

The total plots size shall not be less than 0.4 hectares and the total covered area on all
floors shall not exceed 33 per cent of the plot size i.e. the ESI shall not exceed 0.33. The

open area shall be suitably landscape with appropriate vegetal cover.

The construction shall be consistent with the surroundit g landscape and local
architectural style;

The overall height of construction upto the heighest ridge of the roof, shall not exceed 9

meters and the construction shall not be more than 2 floors (ground floor plus one upper
floor);

Ground water shall not be tapped within 200 m of the HTL the 200 meter 500 meter zone

it can be tapped only with the concurrence of the Central/State Ground Water Board.

Extraction of sand, levelling or digging of stretches except for structural foundation of
building swimming pool shall not be permitted within 500 meters of the High Tide Line;

11.

ItI.

lv.

v.

vl.

The quality of treated effluent, solid wastes, emissions and noise levels etc. from the
project area must conform to the standards laid down by th€ competent authorities
including the Central/State Pollution Control Board and under the Environment
(Proiection) Act l. 986;

viii. Necessary arrangements for the treatment of the effluent and solid wastes mst be made.

It must be ensured that the untreated effluent/solid waste are not discharged into the

water or on the beath , and no effluent solical waste shall be discharged on the beach;
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ix. To allow puptic access:to, $e beach, atleast a gap of 20 meters width shall be provided
between any two hotets/beach resorts; and in no case shall gaps be less than 500 meters
apart; and

x.' If the project involVes diversion of forest land for non'forest purposes, clearance as
' ' .required'r.fider the Forest (Conservation), Act, 1980 shall be obtained. The requirements

of other Central and State laws as applicable to the project shall be met with.

i

xi, 'Approval of the State/Union Territory Tourism Department shall be obtained.

7(2) inecologically sensitive areas (such as marine parks,mangroves,coral reefs, breeding and
spawning grounds of fish,wildlife habitats and such other areas as may be notified by the
Central/State goveffunent/Union Territories) construction of beach resorts/hotels shall not
be permitted.

Ministry of Environment and Forests

L9 Febru arf 1991
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THE AIM, OBJECTS A.I\IDPURPOSES OF COASTAL
REGULATION ZOI{E NOTIFICATION

The initiation to protect the ecological balance was launched by Smt. Indira Gandhi, the then
Prime Minister of India, during 1981. Shg had instructed all the Chief Ministers of Coastal
States to keep dear of all the activities at least upto 500 meters from the water. Working
groups were set-up by the Ministry of Environment and foresb (MoEF) during 1982 to
prepare environmental guidelines for development of beaches and coastal areas in Iuly 1983
the guidelines for protecting the environrnent of beaches were promulgated. These
guidelines started that the "Adverse direct Impact" of development activities was possible
within 500 meters from the High water mark on beyond trro kilometres from it. The sand
dunes and vegetation clearing high density construction, etc, along the coast could alter the
ecological system of the Coast.

The MoEF following the above guidelines has issued a draft notification in the Gazette
during 1990. This notification was issued invoking the powers under the envi.ronment Act.
TheAct was intended to provide for the protection and improvement of envirorunent and for
matters connected therewith. One of the special feature of the Environment Protection Act is
that, the Rules enacted under it prescribes, before imposing prohibitions or restrictions it may
deem necessary to give notice of the intention to do so. Any person interested in filling an
objection against the imposition of prohibition or restriction or carrying on of process or
operations can do it within 60 days from date of publication of the said notification. It was
only after that the said restriction or prohibition will become final. This is done with the
purpose of studying all the pros and cons of the notification.

Before issuing the CRZ notification objections were called for during December 1990. It was
made clear that the restrictions proposed are intended for the purpose of protecting the
coastal areas and for ensuring that the use and activities in the coastal areas are consistent
with the principles and requirements of environmental conservation. After considering the
objections the Moef has pubtished the notification on 20-2- lgg'!,,with a lot of modifications.

The CRZ modification being issued under an enactment has got all the tooth and nail of an
Act. A statutory notification is equivalent to an Act in the eye of law. It prohibits 13 activities
and regulates certain activities which are not prohibited. The prohibitions and regulations
are imposed in the CRZ, The coastal stretches of seas, bays estuaries, creeks, rivers and
backwaters which are influenced by tidal action in the iandward side upto 500 meters from
High Tide Level (fff[-) and the area between HTL and low Tide Level are declared as
Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ). As the initiat notification excludes backwaters and rivers, it
seenrs thai after considering the objections, ? power has been conferred upon the state
Govemment to modify thu distance on a casi: by case basis for rivers, backwaters and creeks
for reasons to be ,ecorded while preparing Ute 6oZUAP. But it was made clear that the said
relaxation of the distance shall not be less than 100 meters or the width of the creek river or
backwater, whichever is less-

The notification prohibited L3 (thirteen) activities, in the CRZ. S*ttirg up and expansion of
new industries, fish processing units, ware housing mechanism, for waste disposal,
manufacture of handling or storage or disposal of hazardous substances; discharge of
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untreated wastes and affluents; dumping of city or town waste,ash or any wastes fromthermal Power stations; Iand reclamati"", u.rrrding or disturbing the nafural course of seawater; mining o'( lands, rocks, harvesting or drawal of ground waters and construction ofmechanisrns for the same ; dressing or altering of sancl dunes and constructions. Theactivities' excePt those prohibited, are regulated, if the construction activities related todefence requirement and it requires waterfront and foreshore facilities

For the PurPose of prohibiting construction activities the CRZ areas it was classified into 4categories- category I is ecologically sensirive and i*portur,;;;;;;, hke narional parks,sancfuaries reserve forests, Mangroves (vypeen, valapatnam, Ettikulam etc.) corals, andareas of outstanding natural beauty (Chawara, vizhinjam, Kovalam, varkal+ Ezhimala, etc.)CRZ-II consists of developed 
"r"u, 

within municipui ti*it, which is already substantiallybuilt up' cRZ-III is applicable to Andaman and Nicobar islands, Lakshadeep and other smallislands.

The norms fixed for regtrlating the acfivities are as follows:_

GRZ-L No new construction shall be permitted within 500 meters of HTL.

cRZ-II: No buildings on the seaward side of the existing authorised structures or road.

cRZ-III: No building upto 200 meters. Buildings are permitted beyond 200 meters fortourism Purposes with restrictions. Reconstructions/alternation of existingbuildings are permitted subject to certain conditions.

cRz-rv: Permission for construction of building can be decided depending on the size of theisland yi*h the approval of MoEF. Those buildings within 500 meters shall not havemore than Z floors.

The Notification requires the Coastal states to prepare within a period of one from the date ofnotification' a Coastal Zone Management Plan (cozMAp) identifying and classifying thecRZ areas' within the frame work of such approved planes, all development activities within cRZ shall be regulated. 
-Till such ph"; aru prepared and approved by MoEF a'development and activities within cRZ rt *tt not violite tie notification

This notification issued on 7g-2-1gg1 has created a hue and cry in resi of the state. Because ofthat the cenhal Government in order to review it, has constituted a committee headed shri.B'B' vohra' The committee consists of representatives of all Coastal states including Kerala.After a year of heated debate on construction of hotels for Tourism development, it hassubmitted its report suggesting certain relaxation of No Development Zone of 200 meters in acase to case basis with regard to such stretches of the coastline which were rocky or hilly.According to the report' building relaxations should be made after carrying out necessaryimpact assessment studies by the MoEF- The vohora committee has also asked for aclarification of limits to which the control would apply since in some areas, tidal ingresscould go upto S0 kms from coastline.
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Accepting the reconunendations of Vohra Committee the MoEF has amended the earlier

notification durin g E9a-

It has relaxed. the 100 meters limits fixed for rir.,ers, Backwaters and creeks to 50 meters' ln

CRZ-III areas a blanket relaxation power has been given to the MoEF for development for

temporary occuPation of Tourists/Visitors'

In the meanwhile, The Indian Council for Enviro-Legal Action has filed a writ petition

during lgg3 before the Supreme Court of India contending that the notification dated

lg-az:rg9l q{the MoEF has not been implemented or enforced by the Coastal States' All the

Coastal States including the States of Kerala was a party to the said proceedings' on L2-12-94'

The supreme Court has granted time to all the respondent states and passed an interirn order

directing the respondent states not to perrnit the setting up of any industry or the

construction of any type in the area at lest upto 500 rneters from the sea water at the

maximurn high tide". The Kerala States was duly represented whiie passing this order'

In the said petition, they have also challenged the validity of the notification of 1994' The

above conditional order was modified on 9-3-1995 and directed that all the restrictions

prohibitions regarding construction and setting up of industries or for any other PurPose,

contained in the CRZ notification, shall be meticulously followed by all the concerned States'

The activities which has been declared as prohibited within the CRZ shatrl not be undertaken

by the coastal States. The restriction imposed in Coastal Areas has to be strictty be followed

by the States.

When the matter is pending before the supreme Court of India, the state has started

preparing the COZMAP. Several litigatior,, *"re also traunched before the High Court of

Kerala alteging violation of the C%Znotification. The main case on this subiect is the Coshree

Island reclamations and the Cochin Marine Drive Construction Case. The Kerala High court

has dismissed the Goshree Island Reclamation case mainly for the reason that only such land

reclamation which would disturb the natural course of sea water would come within the

ambit of the notification and the petitioner has not produced any materials to show that the

reclamation of backwaters by GIDA would disturb the natural course of sea water' The

Kerala High court also held that it is difficult to decide whether the proposed reclamation

would come within the CRZ area until the High Tide Line (HTL) is fixed and demarcated'

Against the said decision the said Institute has approached the Supreme Court of India and

the matter is pending. !

In the meanwhile, the Supreme Court of India has again considered the case ctf Indian

Council for Enviro-legal Action" Be its landmark iudgement dated 18-04-L996 it tras given

directions as well as proposed to take actions against the states which has not prepared

COZMAp. The Supreme Court has quashed certain amendments made by the 1994

notification. The reduction 100 meters to 50 meters in rivers, creeks and backwaters was

declared illegal. The proviso which gives power to the h4OEF to relax the power in CRZ-III

areas is declared arbitrary and violative of Articles 21 of the Constitution of India' T'he states

were directed to finalise the plans and get it approved. The Chief Secretaries of these States

were asked to explain and show cause why further action be not taken for this

non-cornPliance-



In view of the said directions from the supreme court the Kerala Govemment wasconstrained to PrePare the COZMAP. while sufmitting it, the state has requested the MoEFto give apProval for leaving only the least area as suggested in the notification as cRz nearthe water bodies for the enfire state. This cozMAp wus considered bv the MoEF in its TaskForce Meeting held on 19th and 20th June 1996 at New ffi;, ;il* *ir,.rtes of .the saidmeeting shows that the cozMAP r+'as approved subject to certain conditions. The MoEF bythe taking into consideration the speciai features and circumstances of Kerala, like limitedland availability, high population density, etc, it was decided that the set back distance fromHTL along the creeks, rivers and backwaters shall be kept as 100 meters or width of thecreek' river or backwater whichever is less. The state Government is also directed tocategorise'/demarcate to the extent possible CRZ-I within cRz-fi/ III areas. It was also madeclear that no reclamation is allowed and no construction is allowed on iand reclamaied afterFebruary 1997' several other conditions were also imposed regarding dredging.

Despite the directions of the supreme court dated lgth April lgg6,the people in Kerala hasnot been enlightened with the effect of the notification and the suprem court,s order. In themeantime' the write petition fited by the Institute of social welfare for stalling constructionsin Cochin Marine Drive has been refereed to a division Bench considering the importanceinvolved and doubting -some of the observations in the Goshree case. The Kerala High Courtby its order dated 8-7-96 directed the state governrnent to produce the CoZMAp submittedto the MoEF' In accordance with the said direction cozMAp was produced on 16-7-96 andthe public became aware of it' The state Government also prorJuced the minutes of the TaskForce Meeting held on 19th and 20th ]une 7996 in which the coZMAp was recomrnendedfor approval.

on an overall analysis of the notification it can be seen that it is intended to protect andmaintain the environment in sea and other backwaters. The marine water resources are veryvaluable' Abou t 25% of the population of India are depending on the marineresources'/activities for their livelihood. If the conditions impor.;;;-violated it will havean adverse environment impact over the sea and its resources. The fisherrnen who aredirectly taking advantage of the marine resources are the people who are benefited by theconditions and restrictions imposed. trf the notification is not followed in all its respects, itwill cause loss indirectly to the fishermen who are depending on sea for their livelihood. sothe fisherrnen should agitate for strict compliance with ,n*.,orjrr.;;;;our srate.

of course' the-corndition impnssd regarding construction of buildings will cause them somehardship to the fishermen' In order to obtain exemption from the MoEF against theimplementation of notification in Kerala it is essential that the statute should have suchPower' As the notification does not give such power to the Central Government, theexemption from implementation cannot be granted at ail. If the Kerala state needs such ablanket exemption, they ought to have brought this fact to the notice of suprerne court ofIndia when the case was considered- Now the seeking of exemption from the notificationwill be a non-futile attempt' Instead of asking for exemption, what the state should do is toimplement the notification in other respects and then isk for relaxation for the houses offishermen' The Constitution of India casts a fundamental dury on every citizen to protect thenatural environment (Art's1A) and it is the drv of the state Government to protect and
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improve the envirorunent (Art.4SA). State must implement at least the restriction regarditg

land reclamation and take immediate measures, Before asking for relaxation for fisherrnerr.

According to me, Fishermen should be allowed to constmct houses in CRZ-Itr areas subject

to the conditions as per Annexure II of the notification.

Annexure II permits development of Beach Resorts/Hotels in the designated areas of CRZ-Itr

subject to certain condition for temporary occupation of Tourists/Visitors rnainly for the

reason that such construction will not adversely affect the coastal environnrent. Traditional

fishermen who are/were depending on the income from fishing shoutrd be allowed to

construct building on the same terms as contained in Annexure II of the notification for the

reason that it will not harnper the Coastal Protection.

In regard to constructions which has already been made after t9'P{, They should lodge

individual representations before the State Government for relaxation. They should also

undertake to plant trees and other plants in the remaining unbuilt area for keeping it as

Greenary.

For a better living in our country it is essential that we should have Pure air, water and land.

Without these essentials we cannot live. Environment could not be purchased" The available

environment should be protected and maintained properly so as to avoid destruction of the

country and its people. For keeping Kerala Green it is essential that the notification of 1991

must be strictly be followed.

By

Advocate P.B. SAHASRANAMAN
High Court, Ernakulam.
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NATIONAL FISHWORKERS FORUM

F 1 0-12 Malaviya Naga r, New Delhi-l 1 }aalr, T el 6426T914
41,-177 \X eekshanm road, Kochi-6 g201 g, Fax .iT 0gi,4

9-9-1996

To The Minister of Environment and Forests
Payavaran Bhavan,CGO Complex
Lcd.i R<aad, A,ileft" Grffti.

cc: vishwanath Anand, coastal Zone Task force

Dear Sir,

sub: The coa'lil 
i"8:iation zone Notificatiory and the Coastal Zone Management plans

Subrnitted by Indian,s maritime states.

The national fishworkers forum is an organisation representing the country,s rnore than gmillion fisherfolk' we have followed *itn despaii the manner in which the coastalRegulation Zone Act has been distorted, and totally disregarded, by industries who seems tobe working in with the governments of the maritime states.

The coastal stretches of India, besides being containing extremely important and sensitiveecosystems, is also home to rnillions of fisherfolk. Destructive develojment near or aroundthe coastal areas will have disastrous consequences on the ecological security of the area, andon the livelihood securi$r of the fisherfolk who depend upon a healthy coastal and marineenvironment for a living.

It is a within this context that we place following notes and demands before you:

1' It has come to our notice that there is talk within various *inirlus to relax somerestrictions of or even repeal the coastal Regulation Zone notification. We request youto imrnediately set to rest our apprehensions that the CRZ notification will not bechanges to accommodate the induitry, particularly when there are large nurnber ofchemical factories are being constructed within the ,ur,g* of 0-500 meters range.

2' we would like to reiterate that development of the coastal areas should first andforemost, be in tune with the requirements of their traditional inhabitants-thefisherfolk' Highest priority should ie given to developing fisheries in a sustainable
ecologically sound manner.
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3. Sec. 6(2) of the notification permits the construction/reconstruction of dwelling units

between 200 and 500 meters of the HTL as long as it is within the ambit of traditional

rights and customary uses such as existing fishing village and goathans.

We would like to reemphazise our support for this clause, and would like you to ensure

that it is not altered..

Again, given that the first rights of the coastal stretches should go to the fisherfolk, and

given that tourism activities inevitably destroy local fisheries, we strongly exPress our

opposition to the concession rnade by the Ministry to the powerful tourism lobby- The

fisherfolk in Kovalam, Kerala, have become marginalized second-rate citizens because

tourism onslayght in the area of the beaches. The fisherfolk in Goa beaches are forced to

become suppliers in Restaurants and Hotels. Tourism particularly star hotels destroy

Coastal Zone.

We protest in toto the "Guid.elines for Development of Beach Resorts/Hotels in the

Designated Areas of CRZ III for Temporary occupation of Tourist/visitors,with Prior

approval of the Ministry of Environment and Forests, "which is dealt with in Sec. 7(1) of

the Notification.

5. The Coastal Zone Management Plans weren't drafted by the State Government within

the one-year deadline stipulated by the February 799I notification. In fact, the process of

drafting did not begin until less than a year ago in rnost states'

Despite having taken more lhan five years to draft the plans, the state government have not

cor,sulted any representatives of the fisherfolk community. A plan drafted without the

consultation of the most important interest group, namely, the fishing cornmunity, is bound

to be against their interests

Moreover, the concession given to the tourism sector makes clear that the tourism lobby has

been consulted. In Gujarat, the state government has actively colluded with the private

sector Sanghi cements to allow construction of the company's cement plant and jetty facilities

in designut"a CRZ I area. Currently, the state goverrunent is engaged in trying to alter the

region's zonation from CRZ I to CRZ III-

In Kerala, a similar violation of the CRZ is being orchestrated by the state government in the

form of the Goshree Island Project by reclaiming estuarine and lake water bodies within the

range of High Tide. Going by these instances, it is evident that the industrialists too have had

theii say. We, the fisherfolk, demand that steps be taken immediately to address our

democratic rights.

We demand that:

a. the Coastal zone Management Plan be redrafted, this time with the active participation

of representatives of local fisheries;

1.
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b. the approval process, which
mandates of our constifution,
consideration.

too is totally against the consultative and democratic
be stayed until the input of the fisherfolk is taken into

The Zonation followed in the coastal Zone management Plans is inaccurate and, in many
cases' intentionally misrepresented (as in the Sanghi cements case in Gujarat) by the
draughts-persons. No ground-truthing of the zonation process has been conducted by
people knowledgeable about the coastal regions in question

A plan's objective is to reduce resource use conflicts in the future. But for this objective to be
achieved, the various grouPs with vested interest in the region's resources must be consulted.

We are very disappointed by the cavalier treatment accord.ed to the fisherfolk, but sincerely
hope that you will take immediate steps to rectify the situation.

We look forward to your itemised response to our numbered concerns above.

Sincerelp

THOMAS KOCHBRRY
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