The theme for this workshop " fisherydependent societies in new
administrativesystems". I have lived all my life in the municipality of
Bremanger , except the years I went to college in Bergen.

All of my ancestors have been fishermen, my brothers are fishers and my
husband was a fisher for many years, before he started working at the
public fishery administery. For the moment he has a leave of absence from
his work in the Ministry of Fisheries, to work within aquaculture.
Bremanger has trough times been very dependent of Fishing. It has been
good times and bad times and this has made consequences of the access of
fish. The new system of regulations- and quotas has made that the number
of fishermen and vessels had a drastic reduction. 15 years ago we had 200
fishermen, now there is only 30 left. This is a remarkable change for a
municipality with 4000 inhabitants. Norges Fiskarkvinnelag has always been
very careful with involving themselves within the fishery politics. We
understand that it can be difficult for a regional organisation like
Norges Fiskarlag to stay gathered because of a constant fight for the
fishery resources. It is in our interest that people in the local
municipalities, who are dependent on one type of fishery, shall involve us
all. I, who come from the west coast of Norway where the fishermen work at
ships that travels long distances- where they can be gone for 7-8 weeks,
have a larger problem than those who love in the north where they come
home every day. We in Norges Fiskekvinnelag have from the very beginning
worked especially for the fishermen's safety, which has also kept their
families feel safe. The fishermen’s wives have always contributed with
developing the local societies to be a good place to live.

In this plea I will therefore describe the currant situation for many of
the coast societies my members come from. I will also like to mention some
of my own views on some of the obstacles on new settlements. In earlier
times, if you lived by the coast, you were a fisherman. You earned good
money, and your wife was usually at home with the children. Nowadays it is
few fishermen who earn good money, because now you can work on a
supplyboat etc. but you only work 6 months a year.

A naturally starting point to develop a traditional fishing community,
where extremely few exceptions in Norway experience a drastic setback in
number of fishermen, we have to enter new fields to fight. The goal is not
to go back to old times, but to develop a exiting and attractive society
for new inhabitants and industries.

Last year 294 persons emigrated from 431 municipalities in Norway. If you
look upon the number as only a centralisation tendency, you can easily
draw the conclusion that the goal must be to stop all the people form
moving. The problems in the remote area are not that we move too much - it
is rather that we move to little. Mostly Norwegians move, in similarity
with other west Europeans, only when they are between 20 and 35 years.
Persons at this age, plus their children, makes out three out of four of
the total number of those who are moving between Norwegian counties. They
mainly move to get an education, and later to find their first job. When
they have found a job they settle down. After turning 35 the yearly
emigration between counties and other parts of the country is lower than 2
percent.

The centralisation follows almost as a law of nature. It is impossible to
get a higher education in Bremanger or Røst. People who live there must
educate in more central areas. Small municipalities can usually not offer
a wide spectre of job possibilities, so it is natural that people seek
jobs in larger places. This is the reason why people mostly settle down in
these places, at this age. And since we know that people do not move much
after they have established themselves, they usually stay there for the
rest of their life.

To prevent that large part of Norway besides the area around Oslo
disintegrates; we have to do something about the lack of immigration after
turning 35 years old. What can we do? It is not sure that we can do so
much. Low mobility is a general phenomenon in Western Europe, and a lot of
the research in this area shows that it is the result of prosperity. It is
not only when we are getting older that we are sedate, but also as we are
getting richer. Therefore we have to count on that most of the people over
35 prefers to keep the jobs and residences they already have.

If they do not want to take the big step and move to Bremanger or Røst for
good, it is on the other hand many who gladly are willing to take a
halfway step into the unknown. Prosperity makes us less mobile, but it
also make more people hunger for a partly life outside the largest cities.
This opportunity gets larger as many people is constantly getting jobs
where they in periods could just as well be virtual as physical present.

Experiences from south-England, Provence, Toscana and Spain show that
these part-time inhabitants can be important and valuable. Then we can do
our best to make them full-time inhabitants. For my hometown, Bremanger,
is everyone who has trade for a living like groceries, haircutters, flower
shops, fish stores etc. got dependent on the part-time inhabitants.

For the small coast societies it is crucial that there is a certain level
on the local business, especially for the younger generation.

In Norway we have a thing called residential obligation on agriculture
properties. If you repossess an agriculture property you have to live at
it. This not only a case for large properties, but small ones down at 8
acres. This rule makes it impossible for those who want to repossess a
smallholding to live in for periods, because the law demands them to live
there permanently. Consequently people get referred to housing
developments, among other things. It is logic that people do not want to
build new houses in a housing development in Bremanger, to use it only for
short periods, when they at the same time have a house in a housing
development in Bergen.

I have no difficulties in understanding the motives for the residential
obligation. It shall contribute to keep the property values at a level
that makes the local inhabitants able to buy and own attractive
properties, instead of being referred to housing developments. But the
residential obligation has not prevented that the agriculture is a branch
of industry that is declining and that the villages is getting
depopulated.

Some things can be done to reduce the problems many people have with the
residential obligation and that is to raise the limit of area considerable
so that it is possible for many people to buy and live in periods without
having to live there full-time.

In Norway, we have a general ban not to build a house nearer than 100
metres from the shoreline. For those of you who have visited many coast
societies in Norway know that this is a rule that is impossible to follow.
Where I live is probably more than half of the population nearer than 100
metres from the sea. What makes the coast so attractive to many is the
closeness to the sea. Many of those who build houses and spare time-houses
want to be in close contact with the sea, because this makes it extra
special.


I understand that the government wants to avoid the conditions they have
in the coast-line around the Oslofjord and the coast around southern
Norway. But they cannot transfer this to the rest of the country where the
problems with depopulation are paramount. In Bremanger we have 4000
inhabitants, but we have about 700 kilometres with coastline. So it goes
without saying that it has to be built extremely many houses near the
coastline before it affects the outdoor life to people in general.
Tourism is no new industry in Norway. But the new thing is that it is an
important area in small coast-societies, and especially in earlier 
fishery societies.


In earlier times sheds and boathouses were used for fishing. This has
changed as the fisheries have been shut down so that the buildings have been
left unused. This is sheds and boathouses that are expensive to keep in
good repair. Therefore many people have furnished these and now rent them
out to tourists, especially fishing-tourists. Although the income is not
always big, the buildings are kept in good repair and this makes them look
well kept.


We hope that we also in the future can manage to partly sustain small
active fishery-environments because this is for a decisive influence on
the tourist industry. For many tourists to look at fishing boats and to
talk to fishermen are very interesting.


There is a hint of conflicts between those who fish as a living and those
who fish for recuperation. Many local fish stocks are under a great
pressure. I hope that the government together with the industry is able to
find solutions that are sustainable.


The resources in the ocean cannot bear an increase in catching capacity.
On the other hand the aquaculture has a great potential. In Norway we
produce much salmon. Other marine species is now at top speed forward,
both fish and shellfish. Here there are opportunities to create new working
places, which are attractive and interesting. This can be the working
place that replaces traditional jobs onboard on fishing vessels.
We in Noregs Fiskarkvinnelag have, as I have said, worked for the
fishermen's welfare. This we have succeeded in. The fact that the number
of fishing vessels has decreased dramatically is positive for the
individual fisherman. This is because many small inexpedient and old
vessels is replaced with a new, modern and at least secure vessels. The
profitability has by collecting more quotas in one vessel, increased. On
the individual fisherman this has resulted in higher incomes and better
working time arrangements. This was necessary to be able to compete with
attractive works in fields like oil, shipping etc. The disadvantage is, as
previously mentioned, fewer vigorous fishery-societies with increasing
emigration.


To handle this challenge we need all good powers, also this workshop, to
contribute with finding solutions that does not make the local societies,
which are so valuable, go to the dogs in long terms.
