
      

     
    

     

 

November 3rd, 2022 

 

Europêche Tuna Group Recommendations for 

ICCAT’s 23rd extraordinary meeting of the Commission 

Panel 1 on tropical tunas 

Portugal, November 14th to 21st 

 

The International Commission for the conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) will hold its 23rd 

exceptional meeting in Portugal, from November 14th to 21st. The Europêche Tuna Group reminds the 

importance of this meeting for the sector, especially on the issues of Bigeye tuna allocation and FADs 

issues as well as its impact on the purse seine fleet’s rentability. 

In case it is not satisfied by the proposal on tropical tunas proposed by the President of ICCAT’s Panel 

1, the European Union is supposed to send its own proposal to the ICCAT secretariat at the latest on 

November 4th.  

As the last meeting on October 13th was disappointing, and the President did not consider most of the 

European Union remarks, EUROPECHE TUNA GROUP (ETG) understands that the European 

Commission will transmit its proposal and ask her to send to the industry the latest version of it for the 

sake of transparency.  

EUROPECHE TUNA GROUP stances the following:  

 

1. Evolution of tuna species’ TACs 

ETG is in favour of increasing the following TACs, based on the scientific advice: 

• Bigeye tuna: 75000 tons for 2023 and 2024, which allows a probability of 64% of neither 

overfishing nor producing overfishing in the 2034 horizon. 

• Yellowfin tuna: 120 000 tons for 2022, which corresponds to an increase of 10 000 tons. This 

would maintain the healthy stock status (no overfishing, not overfished) through 2033 with at 

least 63% probability. The initial proposal by Belize, Curaçao, El Salvador, Guatemala, 

Honduras, Nicaragua and Panama includes such an increase. 

• Skipjack tuna: we consider it is premature to set a TAC or an allocation scheme for eastern and 

western skipjack stocks, as this may compromise the adoption of the allocation scheme for the 

bigeye tuna, which should be the priority. 

 

 

2. Bigeye tuna allocation 

The ETG supports the EU proposal in the sense that it benefits EU, while offering significant fishing 

opportunities for developing states. 



      

     
    

     

However, in our view, the mechanism to allocate bigeye tuna is too complex and has little chance to 

be accepted by other CPCs as it might lead to figures that will be discussed at each step, preventing to 

reach a consensus. In addition:  

• Its complexity might lead to figures that will be discussed at each step. 

• Most CPC with important historical catches of BET receive an allocation equal or below the 

one that they had in 2022, except for the EU. In particular, the limits of Japan and Brazil are 

highly reduced as well as those of the CPCs part of the COMHAFAT and OSPESCA. 

• The developing status used by the EU is not in line with the categories used by the ICCAT for 

the estimation of contributions (Categories A to D).  

In addition, the rationale used to assign CPC to each group is different from the one used by the Chair 

of Panel 1 and therefore the same percentage of allocation per group should not be applicable. 

Finally, it is not clear what the consequences of adopting such a scheme will be in other oceans and 

RFMOs. 

 

3. Management of FADs 

In the absence of clear scientific advice and evaluation of its effectiveness, and to achieve economic 

and social sustainability as well as the environmental one, the FAD closure shall be either suppressed 

or shortened from the actual 72 days duration:  

• The improvement of the status of the bigeye tuna stock and good status of yellowfin and 

skipjack tunas combined with the overall decrease of tuna catches in the ICCAT Convention 

Area makes it possible to end or shorten the consequences of this interim management 

measure, especially since FAD numbers have been further reduced and FAD design improved. 

• The socio-economic impacts of the closure are extremely severe for the purse seine fleet: in 

2021 compared to 2019, BET catches have been reduced by 40%; YFT catches by 20% and SKJ 

ones by 23%. Since 2019, three purse seiners left the Atlantic for the Indian Ocean, because 

they were not economically viable, other three purse seiners were sold and left the ocean and 

two have stopped for economic reasons. 

If not suppressed, ETG would also support the proposal from Belize, Curaçao, El Salvador, Guatemala, 

Honduras, Nicaragua and Panama to reduce the FAD closure duration to one fixed month plus allowing 

CPCs to comply with the rest of the closure duration at a different period of the year of their choice. 

ETG opposes to fix a limit of sets on FADs: there is no science to base this restriction on and it might 

only lead to the multiplication of FADs at sea, if FAD management within ICCAT is shifted from limiting 

the number of FADs utilized to limiting FAD sets. A limit on the number of FOB sets has been proposed 

by the IATTC Secretariat. It was not put in place since it could have led to the transfer of effort to other 

fishing methods and could also have encouraged a "race to floating object fishing" between the purse 

seiners, according to IATTC experts. 

A FAD registry as it is presented in the European proposal would only make FAD’s management more 

complicated: a registry already exists at each Member State’s level and the proposed ICCAT’s one adds 

an administrative burden to the vessels, which will have to declare once more the same information 

in a different tool. ETG proposes instead a more inclusive tool, which will avoid over declarations: a 

FOB monitoring tool. 



      

     
    

     

4. Observer coverage 

ETG is in favour of a Regional Observer Coverage (paragraph 66) and of the 100% observer, either on-

board or electronic, covering all supply and support vessels, as proposed by the European Union. 

However, ETG highlights that observers shall remain dedicated to providing scientific data to both the 

flag state and the vessel, and shall under no circumstances become inspectors, with control 

obligations1. Not only this would endanger their position, but it could also degrade the quality of the 

scientific data collected. Furthermore, there is no reason ship-owners shall pay for having observers / 

inspectors on board: control is the flag and port state prerogative (see attached a comment on the EU 

proposal). 

 
1 EU proposal, annex 10, points 7.a), 7.a)iii) are particularly problematics 




