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With regard to eel the fisheries industry members of the BSAC 
and the other interest group members of the BSAC disagreed 

on many points.

Such disagreements are common within the BSAC

I / we will make clear where there was agreement and also 
where there were significant points of disagreement



The wording used in the text of BSACs position paper is that

The BSAC acknowledges that the stock of European eel 
(Anguilla anguilla) appears to be stabilized at a very low 

historic level.

In a footnote to that text BSAC notes that

The International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) 
and HELCOM refer to the conservation status of eel as 

critically endangered.



Full implementation of national management plans is needed, 
as well as further management measures in light of the ICES 

scientific advice and the stock status.

Illegal fishery is widespread and is totally unacceptable. 
Controls must increase with targeted and joint measures in all 

Baltic Member States. 

Despite the CITES listing illegal exports continue. More effort 
is needed to reduce such illegal activities. 



Upstream efforts should increase

For example to monitor migration and open dams, or at least 
to stop turbines during several weeks in August-November. 

Fish passes and ladders should be established where 
appropriate. The costs for this must be borne by dam owners. 

Failure to remove obstacles to eel migration, or activities 
carried out to block eel migration should be penalized. 



BSAC members acknowledge the importance of eel for some 
coastal fishermen. Because of this representatives of the 

fishing industry are reluctant to endorse that further 
measures towards the marine fishery should be taken. 

Fishing industry representatives do not see this to be contrary 
to the precautionary principle, as it is not a failure to act. 

Representatives of the Other Interest Groups strongly 
disagree and support the ICES advice. 



Representatives of the fishing industry would like to clarify 
that if a ban on all fishing for eel was introduced it would 
mean the immediate termination of all coastal pound net 

fishing. Catches of eel in these enterprises account for 80% to 
90% of the landed value and it is not possible to compensate 

such losses through increased catch of other species. If 
indeed all fishing for eel is stopped, there will be an urgent 

need for compensation to the industries affected. 



Other Interest Groups representatives were of the view that 
in light of the CFP, the MSY goal and the ICES advice, the 

current targeted fishery on eel cannot be allowed to continue, 
including upstream fishing on eel. 

They emphasise that action by all to protect this endangered 
species is paramount and needs to happen now. 



Re-stocking

Some fishing industry representatives see restocking as one 
way of keeping the fishermen in business, whilst also having 

the potential for enhancing stock recovery. 

Other Interest Groups representatives were of the view that
restocking should only be an emergency measure and only 
done in open river systems with no dams or hydropower. 



Thank you for your invitation to this important well timed and 
relevant workshop. We look forward to engaging in the 

discussions. When doing so we will be clear when we are 
representing the views of BSAC or our own organisations.


