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Spatial distribution of fishing effort for the French, the Irish, the Spanish Basque and
the English demersal fleets
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Management measures

In the late 2000s, individual authorisations were expanded in response to
guota overconsumption:

French trawlers and
gill-netters in the Bay |=> sindividual quota for the sole fishery (France),

of Biscay

Irish polyvalent

;f'aW'ers in the Celtic «limited access for the Celtic Sea Herring fishery (Ireland),
Spanish Basque sindividual daily catch limits for mackerel and anchovy (purse seiners, Spain),
trawlers in areas VI/VII sindividual quota for bluefin tuna (purse seiners, Spain),
sindividual transferable quota for the Spanish trawlers,
English demersal
vessels in areas VII/VIII ‘ «fixed quota allocation for the demersal trawlers (UK).

H1: regionalization could be efficient based on a public leasing, without market-based

incentives
H2: regionalization may need market-based incentives across countries

(transferability)



e Western Waters SWOT seminar
 4-5 november 2014, Bilbao, AZTI

e Spain (4)
e France (2)
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e France (1)
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Opportunities
A better governance ?
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Weaknesses

Political issues
Choke species
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threats

Public choice theory:
Government failure ?
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H1: regionalization could be efficient H2: regionalization needs market-based

based on a public leasing, without incentives (transferability)
market-based incentives
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Synthesis of the SWOT

Strengths Weaknesses

Responsibility

Profit Choke species
Equity Concentration
Opportunities Threats

A better governance ?

Which one ? Public choice theory:
Co-mgt by consultation, Government failure ?
delegation,

Partership?

Could be in favor of H2 Could be in favor of H1
Relative stability is questionable Relative stability is preserved



Thank you for your attention

Benthic species Demersal species Pelagic species




