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A Crime of Aggression against Mother Nature.
By Roberto Mielgo Bregazzi©
The heated debate held internationally since last year surrounding the survival of the Thunnus thynnus, also known as Mediterranean and NE Atlantic BlueFin Tuna, has exposed, if not definitively corroborated, some inconvenient truths considered as taboo until very recently in European Commission circles and among Japan’s Fisheries Agency. 

What are these revelations then? 

1. Annual production rates for BlueFin Tuna (Mediterranean + NE Atlantic basin) since 2003 inclusive, when the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tuna (ICCAT) quotas became applicable in Bilbao, are in excess of 50,000 tonnes per year. 
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This range has been demonstrated both by the international scientific community and by diverse studies and analyses of commercial transactions between producing and importing countries. 

2. The annual quotas as fixed by ICCAT from 2003 to 2006 inclusive where 32,000 tonnes p/y, in spite of the fact that, already in Bilbao, the international scientific community had recommended annual capture quotas well below those adopted at the time. 

3.  The existence of markets which legally could and wanted to absorb 32,000 tonnes p/y of BlueFin Tuna for the period 2003-2006, and hence the existence of an extractive infrastructure technically, logistically and economically capable of meeting such demands. 
4. The existence of markets which could and wanted to illegally absorb 18,000 tonnes p/y of BlueFin Tuna for the period 2003-2006 and hence the existence of an extractive industry, technically, logistically and economically capable of supplying such markets with what is known as “grey” product, I/U/U fishing, meaning, illegal, unregulated and/or undeclared fishing.

We estimate the consolidated value of these markets to be over €2.5 billion in illicit BlueFin Tuna sales for the period 2003-2006, primarily in the Japanese market, where the national strategic reserve of frozen stock was estimated to exceed 21,000 tonnes in august 2006, besides other quantities distributed around South-East Asia and stored on board deep-freeze reefer-vessels at sea. 
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5. The colossal failure shared by ICCAT, the European Union and Japan in the implementation of the management and control measures adopted in Bilbao for the quadrennial period 2003-2006, whose intellectual authors are the same as those who have now rubberstamped the management and control measures adopted in Dubrovnik and Tokyo for the quadrennial period 2007-2010. 

6. Given the unsustainable rates of capture, both legal and illegal, the species will disappear, and with it, a millenarian extractive activity deeply rooted in the history and culture of many states around the Mediterranean basin.
7. For the first time in its history, the SCRS, ICCAT’s international scientific body, unanimously determined in Dubrovnik that, besides requiring a fierce battle against I/U/U fishing on behalf of ICCAT’s member states and contracting parties, maximal annual catches cannot exceed 15,000 tonnes for the next four fishing seasons in the Mediterranean Sea and in the North-eastern Atlantic, or otherwise there will be a serious risk of the BlueFin Tuna stock collapsing irremediably. 
8. The existence, primarily in the Mediterranean Sea, of an extractive sector, (Precisely the tuna purse seining fleet), and of   a    processing    sector   (Ranching   and

fattening at offshore tuna farms) which are clearly oversized and overcapitalised, not only with respect to the maximal sustainable annual production rates as assigned by the SCRS for 2007 and onwards, but with respect to those legally permitted until 2006 by ICCAT itself. 

9. The real and actual extractive capacity, only regarding the tuna purse seining fleet in the Mediterranean, reaches a staggering sum of 54.330 tonnes.

The real and actual ranching and fattening capacity of currently moored tuna ranches inside the Mediterranean Sea, reaches another staggering sum of 58,642 tonnes according to recent ICCAT calculations and our own.

10. Mid range production prices, those paid by tuna farmers to Mediterranean tuna ship owners, have steadily decreased since 2003, and are now stuck for the third consecutive year in a €3.25 to €4.50 range per kilo of BlueFin Tuna transferred alive to cages in high sea waters.

Mid range prices of first large scale sales in Japan, those charged by BlueFin Tuna farmers for every kilo of tuna freshly processed or frozen, have followed the same tendency in Yens since 2003, primarily because of the combined effect of the over saturation of legal stock in the Japanese market and the growing distribution of “grey” or I/U/U genre. 
11. According to our calculations, the real increase in fix and variable production costs in the Mediterranean purse seining extractive sector since 2003 is located in a 38-42% range in Euros for EU fleets.

12. In January 2003, the European currency amounted to 125 Yens (Japan’s currency for first large scale sales). In January 2007, the Euro reached 158.3 Yens, which means that since 2003, businesses operating with tuna farms in the Mediterranean, and particularly those located in EU waters have had to face the combined effect of a deflation in prices for first sales in Yens as well as a 26.64% depreciation of Japanese currency against European currency. 

The combined effect of the twelve inconvenient truths we schematically outlined above cannot be other than a vicious circle in which, as profit margins decrease, the means of production are over capitalised with the purpose of increasing the tonnage of captured species, transformed and commercialised, thus over saturating an already mature market, the Japanese, which, thanks to its technological advantage in deep freeze systems, controls the final destiny of a resource which should be an exclusive heritage of Mediterranean states. 
This is, as we see it, the core question on which the EU’s General Directorship for Fisheries and Maritime Affairs should have reflected with the triple purpose of saving a natural resource on the verge of extinction, putting the true Mediterranean looters in their place and, finally, revaluing by means of audacious active policies, a leading economic activity as well as a final product of high value and quality, worthy of a responsible and serious political approach. 
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Joe Borg, EU Commissioner for Fisheries and Maritime Affairs.
This said, Brussels’ negotiating “Dream Team”, in an appalling display of professional inconsistency and unacceptable political negligence, has done exactly the contrary, rescinding its historical responsibilities in an embarrassingly self-promotional style. Hence, Commissioner Joe Berg prides himself in having reached a realistic agreement on the sustainable management of this resource, both at Dubrovnik and Tokyo…
Thus, a few days after the meeting of the five regional commissions for the conservation of tuna, (RFMO) held at Kobe, Japan, the results of the Panel 2 (BFT) meeting of ICCAT taking place behind closed doors in the premises of the Japanese Fisheries Agency in Tokyo from the 29th to the 31st January 2007, cannot be labelled as anything else other than an ignominious blunder. 

During this small scale summit, safely held far from the scrutiny of European public opinion, the details for the management and allocation of the quotas of Mediterranean BlueFin Tuna were finalised, in accord with a plan which has been carefully weeded by the EU’s General Directorship for Fisheries and Maritime Affairs with Japan’s approval and partially approved last November during ICCAT’s plenary session in the Croatian city of Dubrovnik. 

Showing utter contempt towards SCRS indications, November’s pre-agreement already foresaw a reduction in annual quotas from 32,000 tonnes to only 29,500 tonnes for 2007, thus exceeding by 14,500 tonnes the figure unanimously agreed by the international scientific community in order to prevent the final collapse of the stock. 
The mid term prevision to establish a maximum quota of 25,000 tonnes for 2010, hence exceeding the SCRS recommendation by 10,500 tonnes, is, without question, a suicidal option which pursues the unsustainable exploitation of the resource, both environmentally and economically. Quite foreseeable, not enough BlueFin Tuna will be left by then, in order to satisfy such short-term-minded voracity.
Nevertheless, the European Commission and Japan, in yet another exercise of political filibustering, regard these agreements as highly positive. 

Nonetheless, the truth of the matter vastly differs from the carefully sweetened version propagated by the media closest to Mr. Joe Borg and Massanori Miyahara (chief negotiator for the Japanese Fishing Agency before ICCAT), perhaps worried in concealing the shameful outcomes of Dubrovnik blessed later in the secretive Tokyo meetings.

The management plan approved by ICCAT in Dubrovnik and whose central axis for 2007 is the closure of all fishing grounds from the 1st July combined with a total quota of 29,500 tonnes was already a preposterous blunder: No ship owner or bank will be willing to finance a fishing campaign lasting only 10 days. 

The beginning of the fishing season in the Balearic fishing grounds has been postponed year after year to the third week of June, depending on the moon cycle, for the last three years. The closure of the grounds from the 1st July 2007 will therefore bring as its consequence the almost total displacement of the tuna fishing fleet in the Western Mediterranean to Libyan seas. 
In addition, Croatian, Greek and Turkish fleets will also search for those catches which they are no longer able to obtain in their exhausted fishing grounds of the Adriatic, Eagan and Levant seas, and we must also consider the ageing Tunisian fleet and the growing Libyan pirate fleet controlled by French, Spanish, Italian and Turkish ship owners.

Since November 2006, and to our knowledge, Libya has  re-flagged  three  more BlueFin Tuna purse seiners 
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ICCAT contracting parties’ Chief Delegates meeting at Japan Fisheries Agency HQ, January 29th to 31st.

in spite of the stress made at Dubrovnik to freeze the actual extraction capacity in the Mediterranean.

In this sense and perfectly understanding such realities, the group controlling more than 60% of BlueFin Tuna production in the Mediterranean has just recently offered the entire tuna fleet from Sète and Marseille the purchase of all its catches in Libya with the purpose of supplying its own farms in Sicily, Malta, Croatia, Tunisia and Cyprus. The same group would have closed deals with important long-line fleets for the purchase of their production, including tuna below 30 kilos. 
Another Italian-Hispanic group is doing the same with Sicilian and Ionic Sea purse seiner fleets so as to fully load the new five BlueFin Tuna farms which the Italian Government has just authorised, taking the maximum capacity in Italy to 10,900 tonnes for 19 registered farms.

According to our initial estimations, more than 200 purse seine tuna fishing vessels, with a real fishing capacity close to 35,000 tonnes, in an unscrupulous competition, may be able to labour from the 20th May to 20th June 2007 (Depending on the moon cycle) inside the ill termed and unilaterally declared “Libyan Fishing Protection Zone”, thus generating the largest fishing pressure toward a single species in a determined fishing ground ever known in the history of the Mediterranean Sea. 
If this folly isn’t remedied, as will presumably be the case, 2007 will witness the largest massacre of Cyrenaica, Sirtica and Tripolitania BlueFin Tuna sub-stock, which were already showing clear signs of population precariousness and reproductive fatigue in the 2006 season, during which, and according to Libyan sources, more than 120  tuna purse seine vessels were operative, most of them traceable to the EU. 
According to Japanese sources, 40% of purse seined catches in 2006, transferred from such fishing grounds to transportation and ranching cages belonging to Italian, Maltese, Croatian, Tunisian, Greek and Turkish farms, weighed less than 60 kilos per fish. Libyan fishing grounds supplied 60% of annual BlueFin Tuna catches in the Mediterranean Sea during 2006. While disastrous for the species and the industry, the decisions adopted in Dubrovnik still required the finishing touches of the Tokyo meeting, so as to satisfy the vested interests of those markets willing to absorb more than 18,000 tonnes p/y of BlueFin Tuna and also of the extractive and processing sectors, technically and economically capable of supplying such markets with “grey” or I/U/U product if necessary, which will take the final toll for 2007 to 32,413.55 tonnes, that is, 413.55 tonnes more than in 2006 and whose distribution is outlined in chart, page 6.

The “negotiating strategy” of the EU, with Japan’s tacit approval, was based in weakening the position of the Turkish delegation and to choreograph a total refusal on behalf of Libya to accept, not only the proposal for its assigned quota, but its rejection of the entire package of management and control measures approved in Dubrovnik. 

The Turkish delegation, which already at Dubrovnik demanded, appealing to correctly calculated historic fishing rights, its national quota to be increased to 10.35% of whatever total was reached, found itself with a non negotiable verbal proposal by the EU, of 1,500 to 1,600 tonnes for 2007. 
Turkey rejected such offer in form and content, arguing, not without reason, that its national interests were being wrongly considered by the EU. Turkey’s assigned quota was reduced to 918.32 tonnes, after which Turkey announced that it would unilaterally raise its national quota to 2,877 tonnes, corresponding to a 9.75% of the total proposed quota set at 29,500 tonnes. 

Turkey made clear that it only objects to its national quota as imposed by the EU, but that it nevertheless stands by the management plan approved at Dubrovnik. 

In turn, Libya made clear at Dubrovnik that it aspired to a national quota of 3,500 tonnes for 2007. Evidently, such tonnage was unacceptable for a country which has flatly opposed all management and control measures resolved by ICCAT since it became one of its contracting parties.
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Massanori Miyahara, Japan’s Fisheries Agency ICCAT Chief Negotiator.

Nevertheless, and since Tokyo and Brussels are well aware  that  Libyan fishing grounds are by far the most 
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productive and least controlled, it was interesting for this country to distance itself in the manner it did, objecting, once again, to all proposals and unilaterally assigning itself a national quota of 2,235 tonnes, thus inducing a “legal and environmental dumping” of catastrophic consequences. 
As mentioned, Libyan fishing grounds supply 60% of purse      seine      catches     of   BlueFin   Tuna   in   the
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Mediterranean Sea. If we bear in mind that more than 200 fishing units will be operative in Libyan waters in 2007 with a real fishing capacity of 35,000 tonnes, we may reasonably conclude that Libya’s position is far from insignificant. 
The tacitly approved objective is that such an armada may operate inside Libya’s “killing-fields” with no effective control whatsoever, with the aid of tuna 
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January 29th to 31st 2007.

Contracting parties | Tonnes % Allocation Origin
Algeria 151127 466 Allocated by ICCAT
China 6578 020 Allocated by ICCAT
Croatia 86231 266 Allocated by ICCAT
UE* 16,779.55| 5177 Allocated by ICCAT
Island 5334 016 Allocated by ICCAT
Japan 251582| 7.76 Allocated by ICCAT
Korea 177.80| 055 Allocated by ICCAT
Tunisia 2,33358) 720 Allocated by ICCAT
Libya™ 128014 Allocated by ICCAT|

ol
Morocco 2,82430( 871 Allocated by ICCAT
Taiwan 7112|022 Allocated by ICCAT
Syria 5334 016 Allocated by ICCAT
Norway 5334 016 Allocated by ICCAT
Turkey LLLE . Allocated by ICCAT|
Totals 32,413.55| 100.01

= UE Includes Cyprus (161,33 tonnes) and Malta (368.75 tonnes) both to be included as national TACs whithin the European

iccaT quota

= Libya has objected to ICCAT's Mansgement Scheme, therefore rendering such plsn unspplicable.





spotting aircraft, the use of which was explicitly prohibited at Dubrovnik.

Since non of the fishing restrictions and prohibitions voted at Dubrovnik’s ICCAT meeting will now be applicable inside Libyan waters, we foresee that all sorts of unpunished fishing offences may be committed inside such fishing grounds  during 2007, as long as tuna ranches moored offshore Italy, Malta, Tunisia, Turkey, Libya, Croatia, Cyprus and Greece are fully-packed.

Hence, what comes out of Tokyo may be soon typified by the environmental jurisprudence as a “crime of aggression against Mother Nature”.

Paraphrasing Justice Robert Jackson at the Military Tribunal at Nuremberg in1946 the implementation of what was agreed in Dubrovnik and Tokyo will not only be an international fishing crime, but the supreme international  fishing crime and thus a crime against Mother Nature which differs from the other crimes in that it contains within it the accumulated evil of the whole. In other words, what is already known as Darwin’s nightmare in the Mediterranean Sea.

Whilst contemplating the possible extinction of BlueFin Tuna, we may reasonably ask the future awaiting an already weakened ecosystem in the Mediterranean once the main predator in its trofic web is eliminated in one stroke. 

What may at first appear as a an inflaming pamphlet for an uninformed reader, regretfully describes the crude  reality  of  what  was  agreed  in Dubrovnik and 
Tokyo, in violation of the most basic principles of sovereignty, control and democratic sanction and against what is an outspoken demand on behalf of international public opinion, flatly opposed to the systematic depredation of natural resources, in the case of BlueFin Tuna in the Mediterranean, on behalf of a well identified cartel of looters, whose interests have been tacitly supported by the EU an Japan, either by omission or by proxy.

The environmentally criminal character of such policies and their likely implementation this year is further aggravated by perfidy, premeditation, advantage,    danger,  abuse  of   power, 
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Libyan BlueFin Tuna purse seiner FV/Tagreft, transferring its live BlueFin Tuna catch into two transport cages inside the “Libyan Fishing Protection Zone”.
servitude, impunity, treason, perjury, fraud, conspiracy, negligence, benefit of natural resources, ignominy and obvious economic incentives.

On the other hand and though evidence shows that first wholesale prices in Japan will increase (In Yens, both for fresh and frozen tuna, due to commodity shortage after Japan’s announced Atlantic and Pacific production cuts) this will not necessarily imply an increase in profit margins for tuna ranches in the Mediterranean, all in spite of our estimate that around 30% of Mediterranean catches in 2007 will remain undeclared.
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Abdussalam Zbida, Libya’s Chief Negotiator at ICCAT’s Dubrovnik and Tokyo meetings.

This is due to the combined effect of the Euro’s strength against Japanese currency and of the general rise in production costs.

Hence, the average price of transferred live tuna will hardly surpass €5.25 per kilo during the 2007 fishing season, which is well below the minimum price necessary for each one of the extractive units to operate profitably, assuming a scrupulous adherence to newly assigned quotas. 

Meanwhile, and in an apparently contradictory manner, consumer prices for sashimi in Japan may increase from 11% to 20%, depending on the quality of the genre.

This appears to be corroborated by the fact that sashimi, for the first time in Japan, has become an integral item in consumer price indexes, at a moment when the Japanese economy seems to have finally overcome long years of economic stagnation and deflation. 
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105 grams Malta-ranched BlueFin Tuna sashimi portion. Picture taken January 30th 2007 in Tokyo.
In Tsukiji market, large scale sale prices for every kilo of BlueFin Tuna, fresh or frozen, peaked 30% with respect to January 2006. 

Nevertheless, the average price per kilo of ranched BlueFin Tuna imported on December 2006 was ¥2,973, 40% cheaper than Japan’s wild-caught national tuna which was worth an average ¥5,129 per kilo.

Added to the ongoing stocking phenomenon of frozen BlueFin Tuna by the main Sogo Soshas, (Mitsubishi-Torei, Maruha, Sojitz-TRY, Itochu, Mitsui, Kanetomo, etc.) in prevision of the collapse of the species, we may forecast an important citizen’s boycott movement in European and North American markets directed not only against the consumption of BlueFin Tuna under the known slogan of “Buying Kills”, but also directly against a variety of Made-in-Japan consumer goods.

It may still be early to predict the effect such a boycott may have on the circulating genre, but it is certain that public opinion in Europe and North America is sensitive and pro-actively mobilised around strong environmental, conservationist and consumer organisations. 
In this light, those fishing BlueFin Tuna in the Mediterranean, machiavelly destined to become sea mercenaries by those who control the market, would do well to think twice before casting off and setting sail toward an uncertain future which already points them out with an accusing finger. 
The same ones which today incite them towards barbarism are now secretly displacing their activity to countries like Panama, Costa Rica, Algeria, Senegal or Mauritania, supported by those who will scrap their fleets tomorrow or transfer them from the Mediterranean.

At heart, the question is whether the fruits of the sea should belong to those who work for a sustainable resource or not.

The answer is only in hearts and minds of those who wish to pass on to their sons and grandsons the noble art of fishing, once inherited from their ancestors. 
█
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Monthly fluctuations of Japan’s processed and frozen BlueFin Tuna national strategic reserve. Such stock was estimated to exceed 21,000 tonnes in august 2006, besides other quantities distributed around South-East Asia and stored on board deep-freeze reefer-vessels at sea.





�





Variable (Med + NE Atlantic) BlueFin Tuna fishing pressure diagram, according to ICCAT’s SCRS.  Light blue area singled out in the red High Risk area, corresponds to ICCAT’s adopted 2007 fishing quota and management plan.
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