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Statement on the decision taken by ICCAT regarding the 2011 quota 
for Atlantic bluefin tuna  
  
The decision of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas 
(ICCAT) to set the 2011 quota for Atlantic bluefin tuna at 12,900 tonnes, only 600 
tonnes less than the 2010 quota, was not what we hoped for. 
  
I would like to thank my colleague Maria Damanaki for her hard work and sincerity in 
arguing for a significant reduction in the total allowable catches. I regret the fact that 
EU Member States did not support her and the Commission's position.  
  
Only one month ago in Nagoya almost 200 countries agreed that by 2020 all fish 
stocks would be managed and harvested sustainably, recovery plans and measures 
would be in place for all depleted species, and fisheries would have no significant 
adverse impacts on threatened species. The probability of bluefin tuna recovery 
following the ICCAT decision is far too low to be sufficient if we are serious about 
sustainable fishing and recovery of the stocks. Let me just remind you that the ICCAT 
Scientific Committee in 2008 Report concluded that "there is a high risk of fisheries 
and stock collapse" of bluefin tuna. Moreover, in its 2009 Report the Committee 
underlined that unless fishing mortality rates are substantially reduced in the near 
future, further reduction in spawning stock biomass is likely to happen, which would 
lead to a risk of fisheries and stock collapse. Enough reasons for concern, especially 
for us in the EU with a binding obligation to follow the precautionary principle laid 
down in the environmental Treaty provisions. 
  
Illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing has always been one of my main worries. 
ICCAT acknowledged the systemic weakness of the current system and decided to 
reinforce it. It is welcomed but I believe the implementation of all these compliance 
measures will be a credibility test for ICCAT in the next coming years. 
  
ICCAT concludes that the agreed quota of 12,900 tonnes follows scientific advice. At 
the same time many are arguing that the same scientific advice clearly indicates that 
this quota is much too high to allow stocks to recover with a reasonable and 
acceptable level of probability. I think it is important that we follow scientific advice 
but it is also clear to me that there are serious knowledge gaps which would need to 
be addressed urgently. Work needs to be done on agreed and convincing 
methodology in order to accurately assess the current status and perspectives of the 
bluefin tuna stocks.  
  
I also regret that our proposals for the protection of sharks by-catch have not been 
adopted, in particular the ban on Porbeagle and thresher sharks for target and/or 
incidental catches. Furthermore, nothing was agreed on the Mediterranean swordfish 
in spite of the need to extend the seasonal closure to three months as stated in the 
recent scientific advice.  
  
The next revision of the recovery plan and new stock assessment for Bluefin tuna will 
take place in 2012, while the earliest opportunity to bring bluefin tuna up for 
discussion once again at the Convention on International Trade in Endangered 



Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) is in 2013.  This considerable delay causes 
me to ask whether the tools at the disposal of the international community and to us 
in the EU for protecting species are sufficiently robust, and whether we need to 
reflect on possible alternatives. 
 


