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About MSC
•

Non-profit organization. The world’s
most recognized and credible seafood
sustainability certification and eco
labeling program

•

Help safeguard seafood supplies for the
future.

•

Funding: Grants & Ecolabel use

•

Manage two international standards:
ü Fisheries: MSC’s standard for
sustainable and well-managed
fishing
ü Chain of Custody: Certification
of companies in the supply chain
• Voluntary program; third party
certification; objective and
scientifically verifiable; transparent;
peer reviewed; annual audits

Sustainable and traceable
1) Environmental Standard
•
•
•

Principle 1: Target species
Principle 2: Ecosystem
Principle 3: Management system

2) Chain of Custody Standard
•
•
•

Segregated chain of custody system
Traceable back to a certified fishery
Only labelled products can claim to be MSC
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Gear types in the MSC program (as of Dec. 2015)

Demersal trawls
Gillnets
Pelagic trawls
Purse seines
Longlines
Pole and line
Traps
Dredges
Bottom seines
Hand gathered
Enhanced
Harpoons
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Global Impacts Report 2016
Improvements in fishery performance
(1999-2015)
• 260 of 281 MSC certified fisheries (94%)
were asked to make at least one
improvement to strengthen or further
monitor the sustainability of their
practices.

• 52% of the requested improvements
have been completed and progress is
ongoing for the rest.

• 876 improvements, many more in
development

Global Impacts Report 2016
Bycatch Mitigation
Between 2007 and 2013, 60
fisheries have closed out their
bycatch conditions.
Most implement new or improved
monitoring programs to
demonstrate they meet the MSC
bycatch requirements.
Improvements most commonly
required fisheries to gather more
information about how much
bycatch was being landed, or to
collect population data on nontarget or ETP species where the
fishery is operating.

Progress of bycatch related conditions (pre-2014)
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Example: South Africa hake trawl
• Contracted research institute to undertake investigation into magnitude of seabird
interactions, estimated ~10,000 birds/year
• Worked with BirdLife to implement mitigation measure: tori lines

MSC certified trawl fisheries, w coast N. America
• West coast LE trawl complex (CA/OR/WA): 13 species
• Oregon/Washington pink shrimp
• Pacific hake mid water (US/Canada)
• Alaska flatfish complex: 7 species
• Pacific cod (part)
• Alaska pollock

Photo: Trawler Ms. Julie,
U.S. West Coast groundfish fishery

West coast LE groundfish trawl: habitat PI
Habitat PI

SG 60

SG 80

SG 100

Result

Status The
fishery does
not cause
serious or
irreversible
harm to
habitat
structure…
function.

The fishery is
unlikely to
reduce habitat
structure and
function to a
point where
there would
be serious or
irreversible
harm.

The fishery is
highly unlikely
to reduce
habitat
structure and
function to a
point where
there
would be
serious or
irreversible
harm.

There is
evidence that
the fishery is
highly unlikely
to reduce
habitat
structure and
function to a
point where
there would be
serious/
irreversible
harm

The scale of the impacts
of the fishery on seabed
habitats are managed
through both technical
and area restrictions and
so the fishery satisfies
the SG80 scoring issue
and the existence of
supporting evidence (see
last three paragraphs
above) meets some of
the SG100. Score 85

Rationale for 85 score: large areas not fished/RCAs; scale of fishery reduced
following the implementation of IFQ management; evidence trawled areas
recover; patchy distribution of fishing effort; restrictions on the size of rolling
gear of trawl footrope

MSC certified fisheries– gear modification
• Examples: trawl fisheries and conditions resulting in direct gear modification
Fishery

Condition

Action
Completed

Action Summary

Barents
Sea cod
and
haddock

Ensure fishery is
highly unlikely to
reduce habitat
structure and
function to a
point of serious
or irreversible
harm

Development Set up official relationships with
of lower
scientific institutions in Russia and
impact gears Norway. Client fishery offers time on
fishing vessels for experiments while
scientists explore development of
semi-pelagic or near-bottom trawling
as an alternative to bottom trawling.

Ekofish
GroupNorth Sea
twin
rigged
otter trawl
plaice

Define the
impacts fishing
gear may have
upon habitats
and benthos

Semi-pelagic
trawl doors
and modified
sweeps

Certified vessels now use semipelagic doors and metal ball on the
trawl sweeps which left them slightly
above the seabed. Trials carried out
in cooperation with IMARES

Summary
•

Trawl gears comprise nearly 40% of
certified MSC fisheries

•

Most fisheries make at least one
improvement

•

Conditions are not prescriptive; flexibility
is important

•

Nearly 75% of actions taken to close out
bycatch conditions were related to
improving information

•

For habitat conditions, about 75% of
actions taken = status and information

•

Actions taken to meet one condition can
positively impact another factor (policy,
mgmt.)

Thank you
Dan Averill, dan.averill@msc.org

Photo credits: M. Watson, S. Good, D. Hoggarth, C. Woffenden

www.msc.org

Examples - conditions
• West coast LE trawl complex: 5 conditions (3 on P1, 2 on P2)
PI (scoring
issue)
Information is
sufficient to
estimate
outcome status
with respect to
biologically
based limits.

Condition

demonstrate through
detailed analysis and
written report
that information collected
on vulnerable species,
including aurora, rougheye
and shortraker rockfish is
sufficient to estimate
outcome status with
respect to biologically
based limits
• Oregon and Washington
pink shrimp
• Pacific hake
•

Needed to close out
condition
XYZ

Outcome actions completed
Risk assessment indicates
species is low risk
Measures implemented
reduced number of
interactions
Quantitative analysis showed
fishery impact negligible/
minimal
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Example: DFPO Denmark North Sea plaice (Danish seine, trawl):
• Worked with government to implement EU fishing rules outside EU waters,
prohibiting skate and no directed fishery for spurdog
• Landings of common skate reduced to near 0 and spurdog reduced by 50%
and are well within bycatch quota (2.6tonnes)

Reviewing the standard
• FAO International Guidelines on Bycatch Management &
Reduction of Discards adopted 2011
•
•
•

•

No definition of ‘bycatch’ – MSC use ‘unwanted catch’ to cover both bycatch and
byproduct
FAO 2011 describes options that can be used to minimise catch but MSC not
prescriptive
FAO 2011 does recommend continual consideration of the problems of bycatch
and discards

Continual consideration described is suited to objective
determination that management is working responsibly to minimise
bycatch mortality to extent practicable

Measures to minimise mortality
•

•

•

For many species groups there are
diverse measures/methods that
could be used to minimise mortality
of bycatch
Some universal ‘best practice’
established, e.g. tori lines for
seabird mortalities
What makes something ‘best
practice’ - effectiveness of
minimising bycatch, practicality,
cost effectiveness, minimal adverse
impacts on target species catch or
other species/habitats

Changes to standard
FCR V2.0 released 1 October
2014, effective 1 April 2015
introduces a requirement that the
fishery continually review
alternative measures for
minimising mortality of unwanted
catch (including all ETP), and (at
SG80/100) requires fisheries to
adopt alternative approaches
where
à alternatives are available and
more effective
à practicable (e.g. safe and not
cost prohibitive) and
à do not negatively impact other
species or habitats

Bycatch Information Exchange
• MSC partnership with New England Aquarium
• Further development of Consortium on Wildlife Bycatch
Reduction mitigation database (bycatch.org)
• Online searchable database of global mitigation and
avoidance techniques
Possible developments:
• Reviews of measures by community
• Additional information/links e.g. to suppliers or funders
• Forum for discussion
Watch this space!

Updates
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

CR 2.0
Bycatch info exchange
Asdf
Ads
Adsf
Fdsa
Fd
Fd
Fd
dfs

