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Discard bans around the world….

 Iceland 1977-1996

 New Zealand 1986* 

 Norway 1987*

 Faroes Islands 1994 

 Alaska 1998 

 Chile 2001*

 EU 2015/2019*



Discard bans around the world….

 Iceland 1977-1996 – no monitoring + EM?

 New Zealand 1986 – no monitoring

 Norway 1987  – enforcement + reference fleet

 Faroes Islands 1994 – no monitoring

 Alaska 1998 – 100% Observers

 Chile 2001 – EM & 100% Observers

 EU 2015/2019 – ???



Incentives….

 Industry involvement

 Increase quota

 Preferential access

 Deregulation

 Less cost/funding

 Transparency

 Certification
Monitoring requirements

 Sanctions



LO workshop 

 52 participants

 worldwide discard bans 

 science, control, industry, NGOs

 at-sea monitoring seen as compliance

 change in fishers behaviour

 catch data quality can deteriorate 



At-sea monitoring

Voluntary

Discards legal

Confidential data

Scientific purposes

No change in behaviour

GOOD DATA!

Compulsory

Discards illegal

Public data

Scientific & Control purposes

Change in behaviour

MEDIUM DATA?

TIME



Solutions

Increase sampling coverage

introducing other/new sampling technologies 
(ex. EM)

 better communication between stakeholders 

 positive incentives, such as preferential quota location, 
to increase compliance

 environmental certification



At-sea monitoring

Observers EM Reference fleet Self-sampling

Cost high medium medium-low low

Data availability high medium high medium

Data quality high high high-medium medium

Verification no perhaps yes yes

Engagement medium no yes yes

Behavior change yes yes perhaps no



EU Landing Obligation

2015

2019

X

Objective – reduce unwanted catches
Applicable – TAC & MS species



EU positive incentives
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TACs under LO > TACs with discards

 Bycatch TACS

 TACs deleted

 Prohibited species



EU negative incentives

o Sanctions delayed

o No monitoring

o No reporting

o No discards landed



LO introduction 2015-2018

reducing unwanted catch and changing 

fishing practices has been minimal due 

to a combination of policy changes and 

insufficient monitoring and control

that illegal and unrecorded 

discarding is widespread



Solutions EU LO?

Exemptions full monitored

TAC increase full monitored

Risk assessment



At-sea monitoring

Fully documented fisheries (observers, EM)

zone & type fishery catch (including unwanted) data verified



EU Electronic Monitoring



EWG Outermost Regions

identify & prioritize issues data collection, stock assessment, 

ecosystem knowledge, and social & economic impacts



www.fishfix.eu

Obrigada!


