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0 Introduction 

The French fishing fleet was composed in 2011 by 3,130 vessels registered along the Atlantic coast, 

1,512 vessels in Mediterranean ports, as well as just over 2,000 vessels in outermost regions (1,610 

active vessels in French Antilles, 166 in French Guiana and 272 in La Réunion Island) according to 

IFREMER most recent published data
1
. Over these 6600 vessels, it is estimated that 238 vessels are 

currently using driftnets in marine waters. 173 other vessels are estimated to deploy driftnets in inland 

waters (rivers). 

These vessels may be aggregated in several driftnet fisheries, some of which are still active today. 

Driftnet fleets have been targeting Albacore tuna (Thunnus alalunga) in the Atlantic and Bluefin tuna 

(Thunnus thynnus) in the Mediterranean. These fisheries have been discontinued over the last 15 

years (see section 1.1.1 and 1.1.3.2).  

Driftnet have been used for targeting small pelagic fish such as herring (Clupea harengus), sardine 

(Pilchardus pilchardus)… along most of the French coast, although this practice has been 

progressively replaced by the use of pelagic trawl and specific seine (“bolinche”). Some small-scale 

vessels (mostly under 10m vessels) are still targeting small pelagic fish for a short period of the year 

(one or two months) (section 2.1.1.1). 

Driftnet is also used in estuarine and lagoon fisheries, in order to target diadromous species such as 

salmon (Salmo salar), sea trout (Salmo trutta), allis shad (Alosa alosa) and other species living in this 

specific environment, such as sea lamprey (Petromyzon marinus). This type of fishery still exists, 

although declining due to a combination of environmental and economic factors (see sections 2.1.1.2 

and 2.1.1.3). 

Finally driftnets are widely used in some French outermost regions, mainly in Martinique and French 

Guiana. These fisheries are targeting Exocoetidae in Martinique (section 2.1.1.4) and a large range of 

whitefish species (mainly Acoupas) in French Guiana (section 2.1.1.5). 

0.1 Case Study Consultations  

Initial information on driftnet fisheries in fisheries was provided by the National federation of fishermen 

association (Comité National des Pêches Maritimes et des Elevages Marins) and during an initial 

phone conversation with the national fishing administration (DPMA). Information gathered at this initial 

stage revealed that contemporary driftnet fishing in France was concentrated in several hotspots in 

the English Channel, along the Atlantic coast and in two outermost regions (See Section 2).  

Consultations were arranged with fishermen organisations situated in the different areas were driftnet 

were reported to be used. Annex 2 provides details of all consultations carried out. These included 

fishers and fishermen organisation involved in current fleets. Phone contacts were also taken with 

fishermen involved in former fisheries (Albacore Tuna). Local administrations were also consulted, to 

understand how control was organised at an operational level and to ascertain the amount of 

compensation provided by France when closing some driftnet fisheries. Consultations took the form of 

semi-structured interviews and were conducted on a one on one basis. Additional contacts were 

taken with relevant NGOs and researchers were consulted using telephone interviews. 

                                                      
1
 E. Leblond, F. Daurès, C. Merrien, S. Demaneche, S. Le Blond, P. Berthou (2013) "Activité 2011 des navires de pêche” 

Ifremer - Système d'Informations Halieutiques. Extract from various fiches “Océan Mer du Nord - Manche – Atlantique”, 
“Façade Méditerranée”, “Façade Antille”, “Quartier maritime Cayenne (Guyane)”, “Quartier maritime Saint-Denis de la Réunion”  

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 
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Table 1 Breakdown of Stakeholder Consultations  

Stakeholder Type  Research Control & 

Management 

Producer 

Organisation/ 

Fisher 

Association 

Fisher/ 

Ex-

fisher 

NGO/

Other 

Total 

No. of 

Organisations 

Consulted 

3 5 9 5 2 24 

No. of Consultations 

with Individuals 
5 8 11 5 2 31 

No. of Focus Group 

Consultations 
(Nos. involved)  

0 0 0 0 0 0 

*Represents the no. of fishers consulted during Focus group conversation organised with fisher 

associations 

 

1 Previous driftnet fleets 

1.1 Fleet trends 
During the different interviews performed during this study, it became clear that the information 

recorded by the fleet register (see Table 22 and Table 33) concerning gears does not properly record 

the activity of the vessels. It seems that the gear information stored in the register is mainly updated 

when a vessel enters the fishing fleet or when a vessel is sold to a new owner which triggers an 

update of the register. Changes in gear usage by specific vessels are not recorded in this register 

every time they occur, even after regulatory modification (such as a ban on driftnet targeting tuna). 

As an example, the information of the fleet register does not allow to identify the end of the driftnet 

fishery for Albacore tuna in the Atlantic, as vessels continued to be registered with driftnet as one of 

two main gears even after 2002: The number of vessels registered with the GND code in Vendée did 

not dramatically fall after the closure of the driftnet fishery partly based on the Yeu Island. 

It should also be noted that the driftnet used in Mediterranean to target bluefin tuna, called thonaille, 

was never recorded as a driftnet (GND) by the French administration, as France was claiming that 

thonaille was a set gillnet (GNS).  

As the French national administration did not provide any data to this study, it was not possible to 

compare the fleet register to actual licence numbers or activity information recorded by IFREMER.  

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 
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Table 2: Evolution of vessel registered in France with GND as main gear – all size of vessels 

NUTS3 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

PAS-DE-CALAIS  
(FR302) 

     1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

SEINE-MARITIME 
(FR232) 

 1   1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

CALVADOS 
(FR251) 

 1 1 1 2 3 3 2 1 1 1 1 1   2 3 4 

MANCHE 
(FR252) 

  1 1               

COTES-D'ARMOR 
(FR521) 

      1 1 2 1         

FINISTERE 
(FR522) 

1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1   1 1 1 1 

MORBIHAN 
(FR524) 

2 14 15 17 17 17 15 16 16 17 18 17 15 12 11 9 8 6 

ÎLLE-ET-VILAINE 
(FR523) 

         1 2 2 1 1     

LOIRE-ATLANTIQUE 
(FR511) 

1 11 13 11 12 13 14 14 13 11 11 11 12 9 9 8 9 8 

VENDÉE 
(FR515) 

1 2 3 2        1 2 1 1 1 1 3 

CHARENTE-MARITIME 
(FR532) 

6 30 31 29 26 27 25 26 23 20 20 20 18 22 21 21 22 19 

GIRONDE  
(FR612) 

7 33 32 32 36 33 36 37 35 34 32 30 29 26 29 27 18 15 

PYRÉNÉES-
ATLANTIQUES (FR615) 

16 69 65 57 57 53 55 55 50 46 43 44 37 27 20 18 12 9 

PYRÉNÉES-
ORIENTALES (FR815) 

        1      1 1  1 

HÉRAULT  
(FR813) 

            1 1 1 1 1 1 

BOUCHES-DU-RHÔNE 
(FR824) 

         1 1 1 1 1 1    

VAR  
(FR825) 

             1 1 1 1 1 

HAUTE-CORSE 
(FR832) 

      1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1  

MARTINIQUE  
(FR920) 

        1 1 2 2 3 2 2 2 3 3 

GUADELOUPE 
(FR910) 

  2 2 3 3 8 12 12 12 14 9 14 17 20 21 21 20 

FRENCH GUIANA 
(FR930) 

  65 34 30 25 47 62 84 93 106 115 119 114 113 121 131 144 

Source: EU fleet register – http   ec.europa.eu fisheries fleet index.cfm  
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Table 3: Evolution of vessel registered in France with GND as secondary gear – all size of vessels 

NUTS3 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

PAS-DE-CALAIS  
(FR302) 

 3 3 3 3              

SEINE-MARITIME 
(FR232) 

 1 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

CALVADOS  
(FR251) 

     1 2 2 2 2 1 1 1     1 

MANCHE  
(FR252) 

 8 8 8 8 9 9 7 6 4 4 4 4 4 5 1   

COTES-D'ARMOR 
(FR521) 

    1 1 1 1 1 1         

FINISTERE  
(FR522) 

 14 12 10 11 11 10 11 11 9 9 7 6 5 5 4 3 3 

MORBIHAN  
(FR524) 

 4 3 3 3 4 3 3 2 3 4 4 4 4 5 2 2 2 

ÎLLE-ET-VILAINE 
(FR523) 

        2 2 2 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 

LOIRE-ATLANTIQUE 
(FR511) 

2 17 18 17 15 13 13 12 10 11 11 11 10 12 8 7 7 7 

VENDÉE  
(FR515) 

2 8 7 10 12 11 11 9 9 6 5 5 5 5 4 4 3 3 

CHARENTE-MARITIME 
(FR532) 

1 10 10 9 7 8 10 12 11 11 11 10 11 5 6 7 7 8 

GIRONDE  
(FR612) 

4 10 10 9 10 9 10 7 6 4 6 7 8 10 10 8 9 10 

PYRÉNÉES-
ATLANTIQUES (FR615) 

1 9 9 10 8 5 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 2 1 1 1 1 

HÉRAULT  
(FR813) 

     2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

BOUCHES-DU-RHÔNE 
(FR824) 

     1 1 2 2 3 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 2 

VAR  
(FR825) 

  2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1     1 

CORSE-DU-SUD  
(FR831) 

 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 

MARTINIQUE  
(FR920) 

           4 4 4 4 5 5 6 

GUADELOUPE  
(FR910) 

  7 6 4 8 9 9 10 10 11 14 18 17 19 20 21 21 

FRENCH GUIANA  
(FR930) 

     11 10 10 7 6 6 4 6 4 4 4 4 7 

Source  E  fleet register – http   ec.europa.eu fisheries fleet index.cfm  
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1.1.1 Fishery characteristics 

1.1.1.1 French driftnet fleet targeting Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) 

Driftnets were used to target Albacore in the Bay of Biscay from the late 80s to the closure of the 

fishery in 2002. Prior to this short period, driftnets have been tested in 1926 and 1947 by the ISTPM
2
 

without being adopted by the fishing fleet
3
. The vessels were operating in the Bay of Biscay, targeting 

Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) and catching also Atlantic pomfret (Brama brama) and Blue sharks. 

According to IFREMER publications, up to 68 vessels were part of this fishery. 

Table 4: Main characteristics of the French driftnet fleet targeting Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) 

Location ICES 

area 

ICES 

rectangle 

Landing ports Vessels Species 

(P primary – S secondary) 

Bay of 

Biscay 

VIIabde 

XIb 

 Lorient, Saint 

Jean de Luz, 

Douarnenez, Les 

Sables d’Olonne 

Up to 

68 

Albacore (Thunnus alalunga - 

P) 

Atlantic pomfret (Brama brama - 

S) 

Blue Shark (Prionace glauca - 

S) 

Source: IFREMER 
 

The vessels were mainly operating between the end of May and the beginning October when the 

Albacore migrates towards the Bay of Biscay. 

 

Source: Deschamps 2009 

Figure 1: Fishing zone for albacore -French driftnet fleet targeting albacore (Thunnus alalunga) 

 

Table 5: Seasonality of the French driftnet fleet targeting Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) 

 J F M A M J J A S O N D 

Albacore tuna      X X X X X   

Source: Deschamps 2009 

                                                      
2
 ISTPM: Institut scientifique et technique des pêches maritimes (Sea Fisheries Scientifical and Technical Agency)  

3
 Deschamps G. 2009 “Les filets maillants” Editions Quae - 269 pages 
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Specific studies performed by IFREMER at the beginning of the 90s evaluated the catch composition 

of this fleet by individuals, in order to better reflect bycatch levels (Table 6)
4
. Albacore (Thunnus 

alalunga) was by far the most important species of the catch composition, with Atlantic pomfret 

(Brama brama) and Blue Shark as main bycatch species.  

Table 6: Estimation of catch (by individuals) by the French driftnet fleet in 1992. 

Species Individuals 

Albacore 904,900 
Other tunas 190 
Swordfish 955 
Atlantic pomfret  65,500 
Wreck fish 5,760 
Blue shark 70,000 
Other sharks 260 
Cetaceans 1,722 
Turtles 30 
Birds 41 

Source: Antoine & Goujon, 1993 

 

At the beginning of the 90s, fishermen were deploying driftnets measuring between 2.5 and 6 km, 

which mains characteristics are detailed in Table 7
56

. The mesh size used in this fishery ranged from 

160 to 240 mm, with a hanging ratio close to 60%. Nets were set at the end of the afternoon to be 

hauled at dawn.  

 

Source: Deschamps 2009 

Figure 2: Diagram of a driftnet as used by the French driftnet fleet targeting Albacore (Thunnus 
alalunga) 

 

                                                      
4
 Antoine Loic, Goujon Michel (1993). Impact de la pêcherie thonière au filet maillant dérivant en Atlantique nord-est sur le 

dauphin commun et le dauphin bleu et blanc. http://archimer.ifremer.fr/doc/00069/18016/  
5
 Northridge, S.P.  1992 “La pêche aux filets dérivants et son impact sur les espèces non visées  étude mondiale.” FAO 

Document technique sur les pêches. No. 320. Rome, FAO. 124 p. http://www.fao.org/docrep/003/t0502f/T0502F00.htm (last 
accessed 19/08/2013). 
6
 Deschamps G. 2009 see footnote 3 

http://archimer.ifremer.fr/doc/00069/18016/
http://www.fao.org/docrep/003/t0502f/T0502F00.htm
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Table 7: Main characteristics of the nets deployed in the French driftnet fleet targeting 
Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) 

 Driftnet 

A. Total net length (m) :  From 2.5 to 6 km although NGO 
were claiming up to 20 km 

B. Net height (m) : 20 to 36 meters 

C. Length of individual net panels (if diff. from A): 50 meters 

Number of panels: Variable 

Configuration of panels: parallel/continuous Continuous 

D. Type, number, and colour of floats used: Every 50m at the surface 

Every meter along the net top 

E. Type and number of weights used: 140 g per m 

F. Depth of net top:  1 to 5 meters 

Hanging ratio: 60% 

Gear markers used:  

Panel 1  Mesh size (mm) : 160 – 240 mm (180mm was 
recorded to be the most used) 

Twine thickness (mm):  

Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK 

 

Are acoustic deterrents/pingers used: Y/N, 

If yes give details: 

N 

Maximum operational distance from coast (km): Up to 150 miles 

Maximum depth of operation (m):  

Time of day nets set? 6am – 11am  

11am - 2pm  

2pm - 6pm  

6pm - 6am X 

Approximate time taken to set nets (hh:mm):     

Approximate soak time (hh:mm): 8-10 hours 

No. of nets set at the same time: 1 

Source: Deschamps (2009) and Antoine& Goujon (1993) 

 

Following the international decision to ban large scale driftnet, the length of authorised driftnet was 

limited at 2.5 km per vessel. The council Regulation (EEC) 345/92 permitted vessels already active in 

the fishery to use 5 km long nets, for a transition period
7
. 37 vessels were granted this derogation 

which lasted only two fishing seasons. The 2.5km limit was however not properly enforced during the 

this period, which led to conflicting situations between French and Spanish fishermen, forcing the 

French Authorities to better implement the measure. Some fishermen claimed that it was not possible 

to be economically viable with net no longer than 2.5km, but the fishery remained active until the 

                                                      
7
 Council Regulation (EEC) No 345/92 of 27 January 1992 amending for the eleventh time Regulation (EEC) No 3094/86 laying 

down certain technical measures for the conservation of fishery resources  
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decision to stop the fishery was taken in 1997
8
 and fully applied after a four year transition period at 

the end of 2001
9
. 

1.1.1.2 Large pelagic fishery in the Mediterranean – thonaille fishery characteristics 

These vessels were operating in the Gulf of Lion and between France Mainland and the Island of 

Corsica. Recorded as a traditional gear along the Mediterranean coast, the thonaille has regained 

interest in the mid-1990s, when new vessels were built to use this gear in order to target bluefin tuna 

along the French coast. These vessels were granted a specific fishing permit in 2002 (after the ban of 

driftnet longer than 2.5 nm or targeting tuna), and the French government argued for several years 

that the gear was not a driftnet as it was constantly attached to the vessel and to a floating anchor, 

even after the publication of a regulation reviewing the definition of a driftnet
10

. A court case ruling of 

the European Court of Justice condemned France to stop this fishery in 2009, as it stated that 

thonaille was effectively a driftnet
11

. 

Table 8: Main characteristics of the French thonaille fleet  

Location GFCM 

area 

ICES 

rectangle 

Landing ports Vessels Species 

(P primary – S secondary) 

Ligurian Sea 

Gulf of Lion 

7 – 8 -

9 

- Sète, Martigues, 

Marseille, Nice, 

Toulon 

Up to 

100 

licences 

Bluefin (Thunnus tynnus – P) 

Swordfish (Xiphias gladius - S) 

Atlantic pomfret (Brama – S) 

Source: Imbert et al. (2001) – French legislation for the number of licences
12

. 

According to Imbert et al. (2001)
13

, this gear was highly selective with Bluefin and Swordfish 

representing 97% of the total catch of these vessels. The thonaille season was mainly taking place 

when Bluefin tunas were gathering in the Ligurian Sea and The Gulf of Lion, mainly between April and 

October. The peak season corresponds to the month of July and August when vessels are fishing 

almost 7 days each month (Figure 1). 

                                                      
8
 Council Regulation (EC) No 894/97 of 29 April 1997 laying down certain technical measures for the conservation of fishery 

resources 
9
 Council Regulation (EC) No. 1239/98 of 8 June 1998 amending Regulation (EC) No 894/97 laying down certain technical 

measures for the conservation of fishery resources 
10

 Council Regulation (EC) No 809/2007 of 28 June 2007 amending Regulations (EC) No 894/97, (EC) No 812/2004 and (EC) 
No 2187/2005 as concerns drift nets. 
11

 Case C-479/07. Judgment of the Court (Third Chamber) of 5 March 2009. French Republic v Council of the European Union. 
Action for annulment - Regulation (EC) No 809/2007 - Definition of the concept of drift nets - ‘Thonaille’ - Duty to state reasons - 
Infringement of the principles of proportionality and non-discrimination. 
12

 Arrêté du 1er août 2003 portant création d'un permis de pêche spécial pour la pêche à l'aide de l'engin appelé « thonaille » 
ou « courantille volante » and following legilation. 
13

 Imbert G., Gaertner J_C. et Laubier L., 2001. “Expertise scientifique de la pêche à la thonaille méditerranéenne : suivi en mer 
de la campagne 2000”. Centre D’Océanologie de Marseille. Région PACA, commande n°3340, 90p. 

Philippe
Texte surligné 
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Figure 3: Record of the activity of the thonaille fleet in 2005 (Source: David, 2005) 
 

Table 9: Seasonality of the French thonaille fleet  

 J F M A M J J A S O N D 
Bluefin tuna    X X X X X X    

Source: David (2005) 

 

The technical details of the thonaille were described in the “arrêté” defining the special fishing permit 

published in 2003
14

. Receiving indications that this gear was generating bycatch of cetaceans, 

especially in the fishing areas situated north of Corsica (the Pelagos sanctuary), the French 

administration published in 2004 a second “arrêté”, which was enforcing the use of acoustic 

deterrents when vessels were operating in the Pelagos sanctuary
15

. 

The thonaille was a gillnet which was constantly attached to the vessel. The maximum length of the 

net was function of the size of the crew, according to the arrêté defining the special fishing permit 

which was authorising 1 nautical mile by crew on board to a maximum of 5 miles. The net was 

operated at night and was effective only by favourable weather conditions (wind speed below 30 

km/h). The gear was effective only if there were at least 45 minutes of darkness, which meant that 

fishing was not possible 6 days around full moon
16

. The arrêté was detailing precisely the 

characteristic a gear could have, notably the mesh size used (from 200 to 240 mm), the height of the 

net (maximum 60 meshes) and the hanging ratio (minimum 30%). 

 

                                                      
14

 Arrêté du 1er août 2003 portant création d'un permis de pêche spécial pour la pêche à l'aide de l'engin appelé « thonaille » 
ou « courantille volante ». 
15

 Arrêté du 8 juillet 2004 modifiant l'arrêté du 1er août 2003 portant création d'un permis de pêche spécial pour la pêche à 
l'aide de l'engin appelé « thonaille » ou « courantille volante ». 
16

 David L. 2005 “Pêche a la thonaille et dauphin bleu et blanc quel impact ? Evaluation du nombre de Stenella coeruleoalba 
pris accidentellement lors de la pratique de la pêche à la thonaille, et caractéristiques biologiques des dauphins”. Rapport Final. 
Programme mené par le G.E.C.E.M. 
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Figure 4: Schematic representation of the Pelagos sanctuary (Source: 

http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Santuario_dei_cetacei.png (last accessed 12/07/2013)) 

 

 

http://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Santuario_dei_cetacei.png
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Table 10: Main characteristics of the nets deployed in the French thonaille fleet 

 Thonaille 

A. Total net length (m) :  Up to 5 nautical 
miles 

B. Net height (m) : 60 mesh maximum 

C. Length of individual net panels (if diff. from A):  

Number of panels: 1 

Configuration of panels: parallel/continuous - 

D. Type, number, and colour of floats used: Floats every 10m 

E. Type and number of weights used: - 

F. Depth of net top:  Up to 30m 

Hanging ratio: Minimum 30% 

Gear markers used:  

Panel 1  Mesh size (mm) : 200 – 240 mm 

Twine thickness (mm):  

Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK 

 

Are acoustic deterrents/pingers used: Y/N, 

If yes give details: 

Y if in the Pelagos 
sanctuary 

Maximum operational distance from coast (km): Up to 6 miles 

Maximum depth of operation (m):  

Time of day nets set? 6am – 11am  

11am - 2pm  

2pm - 6pm  

6pm - 6am X 

Approximate time taken to set nets (hh:mm):    5-10 min 

Approximate soak time (hh:mm): 1/2h-2h 

No. of nets set at the same time: 1 

Source: Imbert et al. (2001), David (2005) and French legislation. 

 

1.1.2 Social and economic characteristics 

1.1.2.1 French driftnet fleet targeting Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) 

As noted before, the major part of the fleet targeting Albacore with driftnet in the Atlantic were 

registered in port from Vendée, particularly the Yeu Island, in South Bretagne (Finistère, Morbihan) 

and close to the Spanish border (Pyérénées Atlantiques). There implication in the fishery was 

representing almost six months of work: four months of fishing (June to September), one month to 

prepare the vessel (refitting, gear maintenance, net adjustment...) as they had to travel far from any 

harbour to target Albacore, and one month to recheck the vessel when coming back to port. The rest 

of the year, these vessels were mainly targeting sole, hake and porbeagle (Lamna nasus) with bottom 

set nets and longlines.  
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Table 11: Area of registration of the French driftnet fleet targeting Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) 
in 2000 

Finistère Morbihan Vendée Charente 
Maritime 

Pyrénées 
Atlantiques 

6 1 27 (24 in Yeu) 1 4 
Source: Deschamps 2009

17
 

 

The fishery started in the late 80s, the first landings being recorded in 1987. It expanded very rapidly 

to represent more than 60% of the annual Albacore landings declared in France in 1990. The 

expansion of the driftnet fishery was coincidental with the development of the pelagic trawling fleet 

(mainly pair trawlers) and the decline of the trolling fleet. 

The driftnet fishery peaked in 1992 and 1993, with an annual production close to 4,500 tonnes, which 

generated annually around 73 million French francs (11 million euros). The first regulation limiting the 

length of the net
18

 reduced the potential of the fishery which stopped expanding; with its annual 

production oscillating around 2000 tonnes between 1995 and 2000 (see Figure 5). It definitively 

closed at the end of 2001 with some residual catch reported in 2002. 

The end of the albacore driftnet fishery saw also the reinforcement of the pelagic pair trawl fleet which 

has represented around 90% of the Albacore catches since 2003. There have been attempt to 

develop longlining for Albacore, but the level of catch in this fishery is currently low (less than 20 

tonnes of annual catch between 2009 and 2011). Attempts to develop an alternative purse-seine fleet 

failed as the majority of catches were bluefin, in quantities insufficient to make the activity profitable. 

The Albacore caught by the French driftnet fleet was mainly consumed in France, Spain and Italy and 

was serving three markets: fresh fish during the fishing season, frozen and canned fish all around the 

year
19

.  

When the ban came into force, most of the netters increased their activities in other fisheries that 

were subject later to recovery plan (hake Merluccius merluccius) or closure (porbeagle).  

According to the information gathered with former fishermen, every crew member received a personal 

compensation of 20,000 euros, while boat owners received up to 285,000 euros per vessel involved in 

the fishery. Local workers that were depending on the fishery were not compensated: a fisherman 

mentioned that almost 20 women mending nets on the Yeu island lost their job after the closure of the 

fishery, with very limited chance to find an alternative job on the small island. The French fiscal 

administration wanted to tax these compensations as exceptional income (close to 50% taxation), 

which led to the blockade of the port on Easter Monday 2002. An agreement was sealed between the 

administration and the fishermen, allowing them to declare this compensation to the fiscal 

administration over seven years, in order to smooth the fiscal impact. 

                                                      
17

 Deschamps G. 2009 “Les filets maillants” Editions Quae - 269 pages 
18

 Council Regulation (EEC) No 345/92 see footnote 7 
19

 Guyader O., 2000 “Évaluation économique de la régulation des pêches  le cas du thon germon de l'Atlantique Nord-Est” 
Editions L'Harmattan - 366 pages 
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Table 12: Landings of Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) in France between 1980 and 2011 

 
Bait Boat Driftnet Longline 

Pelagic 
trawl Trolling Other Unclear Total 

1980 355 
   

3,600 
  

3,955 
1981 392 

   
2,537 

  
2,929 

1982 160 
   

2,695 
  

2,855 
1983 199 

   
2,192 

  
2,391 

1984 10 
   

2,787 
  

2,797 
1985 100 

   
1,760 

  
1,860 

1986 130 
   

1,070 
  

1,200 
1987 130 88 

 
262 1,441 

  
1,921 

1988 
 

753 
 

1,693 359 
  

2,805 
1989 290 1,450 

 
2,240 70 

  
4,050 

1990 
 

2,268 
 

1,032 325 
  

3,625 
1991 

 
3,660 

 
463 

   
4,123 

1992 
 

4,465 
 

2,459 
   

6,924 
1993 

 
4,587 

 
1,706 

   
6,293 

1994 
 

3,967 
 

1,967 
   

5,934 
1995 

 
2,400 

 
2,904 

   
5,304 

1996 76 2,048 
 

2,570 
   

4,694 
1997 27 1,717 

 
2,874 

   
4,618 

1998 140 2,393 
 

1,178 
   

3,711 
1999 64 1,723 76 4,723 

 
1 301 6,888 

2000 111 1,864 4 3,466 0 
 

273 5,718 
2001 85 1,150 26 4,740 0 1 4 6,006 
2002 15 13 16 4,275 

 
25 1 4,345 

2003 50 
 

90 3,252 9 
 

54 3,456 
2004 47 

 
176 2,194 14 7 10 2,448 

2005 218 
 

253 6,743 9 37 6 7,266 
2006 368 

 
309 5,878 

 
26 4 6,585 

2007 101 
 

229 2,842 4 0 2 3,179 
2008 73 

 
128 2,806 0 

 
1 3,009 

2009 4 
 

4 773 1 
 

341 1,122 
2010 57 

 
17 1,216 0 7 2 1,298 

2011 12 
 

3 3,249 10 27 48 3,348 

Source: ICCAT Type I data: https://www.iccat.int/en/accesingdb.htm 

 

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

3000

3500

4000

4500

5000

1
9

8
7

1
9

8
8

1
9

8
9

1
9

9
0

1
9

9
1

1
9

9
2

1
9

9
3

1
9

9
4

1
9

9
5

1
9

9
6

1
9

9
7

1
9

9
8

1
9

9
9

2
0

0
0

2
0

0
1

2
0

0
2

Quantity (tonnes) Value (Million EUR)

 

Figure 5: Landings of Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) by the French driftnet fleet between 1987 
and 2002 (Source: ICCAT Type I data: https://www.iccat.int/en/accesingdb.htm (Quantity), 
FranceAgriMer (prices)) 

 

https://www.iccat.int/en/accesingdb.htm
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1.1.2.2 Large pelagic fishery in the Mediterranean – thonaille Social and economic 

characteristics 

Based on the list of special permits delivered in 2007
20

, it was possible to characterise the fleet 

involved in this fishery. 90 vessels were granted a special fishing permit that year, most of which were 

10 to 12 m long (63%).  

Table 13: Characteristics of vessels holding a special fishing permit for thonaille in 2007 

Length class Vessels Average length Total tonnage Total power 

0-10m 13 9.19m 69.12 GT 2034 kW 

10-12m 57 11.19m 469.41 GT 9414 kW 

12-18m 20 14.30m 374.29 GT 3879 kW 
Source: Note de service DPMA/SDPM/N2007-9636 

 

They were selling their catch for the fresh market, mainly for final consumption in France, Spain and 

Italy. 

After the Judgment of the Court declaring the fishery illegal, most of the vessels switched to longline, 

although the activity seems less profitable, according to comments made by fishermen 

representatives. 

When the commission issued a new definition of driftnet that was banning thonaille, the French 

government first offered compensation to fishermen that had to stop fishing, using the de minimis 

mechanism
21

. Crew members could claim 3750€ while vessel owners could claim between 12,500 

and 15,000 euros depending on the age of the vessel. The total amount allocated to this mechanism 

was 2.5 million euros. The French administration also initiated a scrapping program
22

 for a total 

budget of 2 million Euros (which was subsequently increased at 2.5 million). According to the 

information gathered among local authorities, five vessels were scrapped for a total of circa 926,000 

Euros, 42% of which corresponding to EFF money. 

1.1.3 Sustainability of fisheries 

1.1.3.1 French driftnet fleet targeting Albacore (Thunnus alalunga) 

Since the end of the 60s the North Atlantic Albacore stock has a biomass fluctuating below SSBMSY. 

Since the closure of the driftnet fishery, the status of the Albacore stock has slightly improved, but is 

still far to reach MSY status. It is considered as a near threatened by the IUCN. 

Fish by catch includes blue shark (Prionace glauca), listed as near threatened by the IUCN, and 

Atlantic pomfret (Brama brama) which is not evaluated by the IUCN.  

                                                      
20

 Note de service DPMA/SDPM/N2007-9636 published 16 Octobre 2007 liste des navires ayant des antériorités de pêche à la 
thonaille leur permettant de bénéficier d’un permis de pêche spécial pour le thon rouge en Méditerranée. 
21

 Circulaire DPMA/SDPM/C2007-9619 
22

 Circulaire DPMA/SDPM/C2007-9630 
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Figure 6: Evolution of major stock indicators of the Albacore tuna (Thunnus alalunga) between 
1930 and 2010 

Source: ICCAT 

 

The use of driftnet was also generating by catch of cetacean, birds and turtle. A study performed 

during the early 90s by IFREMER
23

 indicates that the fleet was generating by catch of several 

cetaceans: mainly striped dolphin (Stenella coeruleoalba) and common dolphins (Delphinus delphis). 

Other species caught occasionally were bottlenose dolphin (Tursiops truncates) and long-finned pilot 

whale (Globicephala sp.). In 1992 and 1993, a few species have been observed less than 5 times per 

year entangled in driftnet by IFREMER observers: sperm whale (Physeter macrocephalus), pygmy 

sperm whale (Kogia breviceps), fin whale (Balaenoptera physalus) and common minke whale 

(Balaenoptera acutorostrata) 

The by catch of striped dolphin (Stenella coeruleoalba) was documented by the deployment of 

onboard observers for some vessels. It led to an estimation of fishing mortality of 1.62% 

corresponding to an estimation of 1200 dolphins caught every fishing season. This dolphin species is 

currently listed as a species of least concern by the IUCN, with estimates for striped dolphins’ 

population over 2 million individuals worldwide. Although there are large reported quantities of by-

catch, there is no evidence of a major decline in population numbers
24

. 

The estimated mortality generated by the driftnet fishery on common dolphins (Delphinus delphis) 

was relatively low, estimated around 0.8% per year when the common dolphin total mortality was 

estimated between 3% and 8%
25

. Currently, this dolphin species is considered as least concern by 

the IUCN (2008): the species is widespread and abundant. During a STECF subgroup meeting, it was 

mentioned that bycatch of common dolphin were estimated to be also important in the pelagic trawl 

fishery targeting Albacore
26

. 

The other cetacean species observed in 1992 and 1993 by IFREMER teams onboard driftnet vessels 

are currently listed by IUCN as endangered species (fin whale) vulnerable species (sperm whale), 

least concern species (bottlenose dolphin, common minke whale) or data deficient (long-finned pilot 

                                                      
23

 Antoine & Goujon, 1993 see footnote 4 
24

 Hammond, P.S., Bearzi, G., Bjørge, A., Forney, K., Karczmarski, L., Kasuya, T., Perrin, W.F., Scott, M.D., Wang, J.Y., Wells, 
R.S. & Wilson, B. 2008. Stenella coeruleoalba. In: IUCN 2013. IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. Version 2013.1. 
<www.iucnredlist.org>.  
25

 Spyros F, Goujon M, Antoine L  (1998). Application of Leslie's model on a population of common dolphins (Delphinus 
delphis): Sensitivity study. Aquatic Living Resources, 11(6), 359-369. Publisher's official version : 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0990-7440(99)80001-1 , Open Access version : http://archimer.ifremer.fr/doc/00000/865/ 
26

 Commission staff working paper. “incidental catches on small cetacean”. SEC(2002) 376.  Subgroup on fishery. Brussels, 
3.4.2002.  
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whale, pygmy sperm whale). It should however be noted that most of these species were observed 

less than 5 times a year, as noted before. 

Two species of turtles were observed during the IFREMER study: Leatherback (Dermochelys 

coriacea), currently listed as critically endangered, and Loggerhead (Caretta caretta), listed as 

endangered. Overall, it was estimated that 30 turtles were caught in 1992 (8 observations), but 

released alive as they survive of being entangled in the net. 

The IFREMER study mention two species of bird caught: Cory's Shearwater (Calonectris diomedea) 

and Northern Fulmar (Fulmarus glacialis), both listed as least concern species by the IUCN. The 

observed bycatch (11) is much lower than the number of cetacean observed entangled in driftnet 

(475). 

1.1.3.2 Large pelagic fishery in the Mediterranean – thonaille  

Although believed to be highly selective with more than 95% of the catches are believed to be the two 

main target species, bluefin and swordfish
27

, this fishery has also generated bycatch of Loggerhead 

sea turtle (Caretta caretta), striped dolphin (Stenella coeruleoalba). In a lesser extent, it has also been 

reported anecdotal evidence of bycatch of Globicephala melas, Risso's Dolphin (Grampus griseus) 

and sperm whale (Physeter macrocephalus), although at very low levels
28

. 

Loggerhead sea turtles were mostly released alive by fishermen
29

. There is no mention in literature of 

mortality rates or level of catch by thonaille for this species. 

The by catch of striped dolphin (Stenella coeruleoalba) was however documented by the deployment 

of onboard observers for some vessels operating in the Pelagos Sanctuary zone (see Figure 5). It led 

to an estimation of an average bycatch of 0.19 striped dolphin by fishing trip, corresponding to 155 

dolphins caught every summer (June – September) every year
30

. This dolphin species is currently 

listed as a species of least concern by the IUCN, with estimates for striped dolphins’ population over 2 

million individuals worldwide. Although there are large reported quantities of by-catch, there is no 

evidence of a major decline in numbers
31

. 

 

                                                      
27

 Imbert G., Gaertner J_C. et Laubier L., 2001 see footnote Error! Bookmark not defined..  
28

 David L. 2005 See footnote  Error! Bookmark not defined.. 
29

 Bănaru D, Dekeyser I, Imbert G, Laubier L. 2010 “Non-target and released alive by-catch distributions observed during 
French driftnet fishery in the Northwestern Mediterranean Sea (2000-2003 database).” Vol. 3   33-45, Journal of 
Oceanography, Research and Data 
30

 David L. 2005 See footnote  Error! Bookmark not defined.. 
31

 Hammond, P.S., Bearzi, G., Bjørge, A., Forney, K., Karczmarski, L., Kasuya, T., Perrin, W.F., Scott, M.D., Wang, J.Y., Wells, 
R.S. & Wilson, B. 2008. Stenella coeruleoalba. In: IUCN 2013. IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. Version 2013.1. 
<www.iucnredlist.org>.  
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2 Current driftnet fleets 
The French administration has launched several national surveys for collecting the data that will fulfil 

its obligation in terms of data collection (in the framework of the DCR and now of the DCF) and of 

monitoring of cetaceans bycatches
32
, notably the “OBSMER” program which regroup all on-board 

surveys. Several metiers are included in this program, although driftnets are not targeted by the 

program. There are therefore no systematic data collected at the national level onboard fishing 

vessels using driftnets. This implies that there are no data on cetaceans or other type of bycatch 

gathered in a systematic way at the French level. The main reasons evoked by various 

correspondents from the French administration lie in the relative small size of the various fleets using 

driftnet (falling out of the DCF criteria), in the small level of interactions these fisheries might have with 

protected species and the need for prioritising samples on fisheries that seem to present more 

potential of interactions with cetaceans. 

2.1 Fleet structure 
No information was made available from the French national administration on fleet structure.  

 

2.1.1 Fishery characteristics 

Most information presented in this section has been obtained from fishermen and fishermen 

representatives during our field study. 

2.1.1.1 Small pelagic fishery in the English Channel 

Located in the Eastern part of the English Channel, a highly seasonal fishery targeting small pelagic 

species (mainly herring) is occurring when herring stocks are present in the area, mainly during the 

month of November. 

Table 14: Main characteristics of the driftnet fisheries in the English Channel 

Location ICES 

area 

ICES 

rectangle 

Landing ports Vessels Species 

(P primary – S secondary) 

English 

Channel 

VIId  Boulogne sur Mer ~10 Herring (P) 

Mackerel (S) 

English 

Channel 

VIId  Boulogne sur Mer Less 

than 5 

Seabass (P) 

Mullet (S) 

English 

Channel 

VIId  Dieppe - Fécamp ~15 Herring (P) 

Mackerel (S) 

Source: Information gathered with local authorities and during fishermen interviews in Boulogne-sur-mer 

 

The major species caught by driftnet is a quota species: herring, which is targeted mainly in 

November, mainly for market reasons (see paragraph 3.1.2.1. page 28). 

                                                      
32

 Council Regulation (EC) No 812/2004 of 26 April 2004 laying down measures concerning incidental catches of cetaceans in 
fisheries and amending Regulation (EC) No 88/98 
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Table 15: Seasonality of the driftnet fisheries in the English Channel 

 J F M A M J J A S O N D 

Herring          X X X 

Mackerel          X X X 

Seabass      X  X     

Mullet      X  X     

Source: Information gathered with local authorities and during fishermen interviews in Boulogne-sur-mer 

 

The gear used in the herring fishery is a drift gillnet varying from 20m to 400m long. It is usually used 

in combination of other gears: vessels tend to lay some fixed gears (usually nets) and deploy the 

driftnet afterwards. Vessels shoot their net and stay close to it, monitoring regularly the level of catch 

by hauling a float. The net is drifting without being attached to the vessel. When the catch level is 

sufficient, the net is hauled completely on the deck of the vessel. Depending on the fish density, the 

operation can last between 30 minutes and 2 hours, usually around stand of tide.  

The vessel using driftnet to target seabass during the summer are operating their gear in the same 

manner than the herring net, although some gear characteristics are adapted to target larger fish 

(larger mesh size). 
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Table 16: Main characteristics of the nets deployed in the driftnet fisheries in the English 
Channel 

 Herring Seabass 

A. Total net length (m) :  From 20m to 400m 200-300m 

B. Net height (m) : 6 – 8 m  

C. Length of individual net panels (if diff. from A):   

Number of panels: 1 1 

Configuration of panels: parallel/continuous - - 

D. Type, number, and colour of floats used:   

E. Type and number of weights used:   

F. Depth of net top:  Up to 30m  

Hanging ratio:   

Gear markers used:   

Panel 1  Mesh size (mm) : 42 to 54 mm 90-120 mm 

Twine thickness (mm):   

Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK 

  

Are acoustic deterrents/pingers used: Y/N, 

If yes give details: 

N N 

Maximum operational distance from coast (km): Up to 6 miles Up to 6 miles 

Maximum depth of operation (m):   

Time of day nets set? 6am – 11am   

11am - 2pm   

2pm - 6pm   

6pm - 6am   

Approximate time taken to set nets (hh:mm):    5-10 min 5-10 min 

Approximate soak time (hh:mm): 1/2h-2h 1/2h-6h 

No. of nets set at the same time: 1 1 

Source: Information gathered during fishermen interviews in Boulogne-sur-mer 

 

2.1.1.2 Estuarine fisheries along the Atlantic coast 

The limit between maritime fisheries and freshwater fisheries is enshrined in French law since the 

mid-19
th
 century. This limit is called the “limite de salure des eaux” (limit between freshwater and 

marine water). The part of a river lying between the territorial water baseline and the limite de salure 

des eaux will be called “estuary” in the text. From a regulatory perspective, a fishery taking place in 

this area is regulated as a maritime fishery by the French fisheries administration. A fishery taking 

place upstream this limit is a river fishery, regulated by the French environmental administration. 

Three major river basins host driftnet fisheries in and close to their estuaries: the Loire River (close to 

Nantes), the Garonne River and its estuary, the Gironde (close to Bordeaux) and the Adour River 

(close to Bayonne). Table 8 summarises the fisheries occurring in these three estuaries. They all 

target several diadromous species All estuarine fisheries are regulated through a national licence 

system “CMEA” defined by the Comité National des Pêches Maritimes (the national federation of 

fishermen). This licence system is for vessels operating in the maritime part of rivers (brackish 

waters), but as these fisheries take place almost exclusively in the mouth of the rivers, all vessels are 

subjected to the licence system.  
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Table 17 Main characteristics of the various estuarine fisheries 

Location ICES 

area 

ICES 

rectangle 

Landing 

ports 

Vessels Species 

(P primary – S secondary) 

Loire VIIIa 23E7 

23E8 

 15 Sea lamprey (P) 

Allis shad (P) 

Seabass (European or spotted) (S) 

Twaite shad (S) 

Meagre (S) 

Gironde – 

Garonne 

VIIIb 18E9 

19E9 

20E9 

20E10  

Royan 40-45 Sea lamprey (P) 

Meagre (P) 

Seabass (European or spotted) (S) 

Adour VIIIb 16E8 Ciboure 15 Salmon (P) 

Sea Trout (P) 

Sea lamprey (P) 

Allis shad (P) 

Seabass (European or spotted) (P) 

White seabream (S) 

Twaite shad (S) 

Meagre (S) 

Source: Comité national des pêches maritimes and interviews with fishermen representatives along the French 
coast (Nantes, Arcachon and Ciboure) 

 

Driftnet activities are highly seasonal as the presence of these species in the estuary depends on 

their life cycle. The majority of species may be caught between March and July, when the diadromous 

species migrate to the freshwater to breed.  

The use of driftnet is also developed in the freshwater part of these rivers. Discussions with fishermen 

associations led to identify some 173 vessels targeting diadromous species with driftnet in the 

freshwater part of large rivers, some of which are situated at some distance from the maritime areas 

(fishermen in the Doubs river or in the Rhin-Meuse area). These fishermen use the same type of gear 

than their counterparts fishing downstream in the maritime areas of these rivers 

Table 18: Number of vessels using driftnet in rivers (freshwater) 

River Vessels using driftnet 

Loire aval (D44) 35 
Loire moyenne (amont D44) 25 
Garonne-Dordogne (D33) 40 
Garonne-Dordogne amont D33 (et Charente) 30 
Adour 20 
Rhône aval 3-5 
Rhône moyen et Saône 10 
Doubs 3-5 
Rhin-Meuse 3 

Source: Comité National des Pêches Maritimes 
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Table 19: Seasonality of the various estuarine fisheries 

 J F M A M J J A S O N D 

Salmon    X X X X X      

Sea Trout     X X X      

Sea lamprey  X X X X X X       

Shads   X X X        

Seabass  X X X X X X X X X X X X 

Meagre   X X X X X X X X   

Source: Comité national des pêches maritimes and interviews with fishermen representatives along the French 
coast (Nantes, Arcachon and Ciboure) 

 

It should be noted that not all species may be caught in all estuaries. Depending on the level of local 

stocks, some resources may not be targeted. For this reason, salmon and sea trout cannot be caught 

in the Loire and in the Gironde/Garonne and allis shad cannot be targeted in the Gironde because 

local stocks are too low. 

Fishermen tend to set only one gear at the same time, although it is possible in some conditions 

(clear weather, large estuary) to set two or three nets to drift at the same time. The fishermen may 

keep the net in hand for the whole duration of the fishing operation; but it is possible to follow the net 

without keeping it attached to the vessel. Some fishermen are advocating for the enforcement of the 

unique net rule (only one net set at the same time, attached to the vessel for better controllability), in 

order to better control the effort deployed within the fishery. Fishermen tend not to soak the gear for a 

long time, in order to avoid debris carried by the river: soak time reported usually range from 30 

minutes to 2 hours. 

Various nets may be operated by a same fishing vessel, as each species is targeted by a specific net. 

One common aspect is linked to the French regulation which limits the net length to two third of the 

river at the point where it is operated, with a maximum length of 800m for the Gironde (which is wide 

by 12 km at its mouth) and 600m for the Adour.  

Gears deployed differ slightly depending on the species targeted (gillnet or trammel net with a mesh 

size ranging from 66 to 130 mm), on the estuary but also between fishermen. Fishermen 

representatives mentioned that the high variability in local conditions (depth, current…) is reflected in 

the variation in gear rigging between fishermen. 
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Table 20: Main characteristics of the nets deployed in the Loire estuary 

 Allis shad / 
Twaite shad 

Sea Lamprey 

A. Total net length (m) :  500m max 500m max 

B. Net height (m) : 4 – 10m 4-10m 

C. Length of individual net panels (if diff. from A):   

Number of panels: 3 3 

Configuration of panels: parallel/continuous parallel parallel 

D. Type, number, and colour of floats used: - - 

E. Type and number of weights used: Variable Variable 

F. Depth of net top:  0 0 

Hanging ratio: 1/3 1/3 

Gear markers used:   

Panel 1 and 3 Mesh size (mm) : 400mm 400mm 

Twine thickness (mm):   

Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK 

  

Panel 2 Mesh size (mm) : 66mm 120mm 

 Twine thickness (mm):   

 Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK  

  

Are acoustic deterrents/pingers used: Y/N, 

If yes give details: 

N N 

Maximum operational distance from coast (km):   

Maximum depth of operation (m):   

Time of day nets set? 6am – 11am   

11am - 2pm   

2pm - 6pm   

6pm - 6am   

Approximate time taken to set nets (hh:mm):    5 min 5min 

Approximate soak time (hh:mm):   

No. of nets set at the same time: 1 1 

Source: interviews with fishermen representatives from the Loire estuary 
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Table 21: Main characteristics of the nets deployed in the Gironde – Garonne estuary 

 Meagre (little) Meagre (big) Sea Lamprey 

A. Total net length (m) :  400m (x2 
inboard) 

300 200-300m 

B. Net height (m) : 4 – 8m 4-8m  

C. Length of individual net panels (if diff. from A):    

Number of panels: 1 3 3 

Configuration of panels: parallel/continuous - parallel parallel 

D. Type, number, and colour of floats used:    

E. Type and number of weights used:    

F. Depth of net top:     

Hanging ratio:  1/2  

Gear markers used:    

Panel 1 (and 3 when 
parallel) 

Mesh size (mm) : 90mm 800mm-
1000mm 

Variable 

Twine thickness (mm):    

Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK 

   

Panel 2 Mesh size (mm) :  130mm 70mm 

 Twine thickness (mm):    

 Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK (see 
Appendix 1 for guidance)  

   

Are acoustic deterrents/pingers used: Y/N, 

If yes give details: 

N N N 

Maximum operational distance from coast (km): Estuary Estuary Estuary 

Maximum depth of operation (m): Seabed Seabed  

Time of day nets set? 6am – 11am    

11am - 2pm    

2pm - 6pm    

6pm - 6am    

Approximate time taken to set nets (hh:mm):    5-10 min 5-10 min 5-10 min 

Approximate soak time (hh:mm): 1/2h-2h a few minutes 1/2h-2h 

No. of nets set at the same time: 1 1 1 

Source: interviews with fishermen representatives from the Gironde – Garonne estuary 
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Table 22: Main characteristics of the nets deployed in the Adour estuary 

 Salmon, 
Shads and 
Sea Trout 

Sea Lamprey Seabass 

A. Total net length (m) :  Up to 180m Variable Up to 180m 

B. Net height (m) : 4,9m 2,9 – 6m 4,9m 

C. Length of individual net panels (if diff. from A):    

Number of panels: 3 3 3 

Configuration of panels: parallel/continuous parallel Parallel Parallel 

D. Type, number, and colour of floats used: White white - 

E. Type and number of weights used:    

F. Depth of net top:  0 0 0 

Hanging ratio: 1/3 1/3  

Gear markers used:    

Panel 1 Mesh size (mm) : 540mm 540mm 540mm 

Twine thickness (mm): 33/100   

Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK 

   

Panel 2 Mesh size (mm) : 110-120mm 68mm 100mm 

 Twine thickness (mm): 33/100   

 Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK (see 
Appendix 1 for guidance)  

   

Panel 3 Mesh size (mm) : 540mm 540mm 540mm 

 Twine thickness (mm): 33/100   

 Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK (see 
Appendix 1 for guidance)  

   

Are acoustic deterrents/pingers used: Y/N, 

If yes give details: 

N N N 

Maximum operational distance from coast (km):    

Maximum depth of operation (m):  seabed  

Time of day nets set? 6am – 11am    

11am - 2pm    

2pm - 6pm    

6pm - 6am    

Approximate time taken to set nets (hh:mm):    5min 5 min 5 min 

Approximate soak time (hh:mm): 15 – 30min 1h max 15-30min 

No. of nets set at the same time: 1 1 1 

Source: interviews with fishermen representatives from the Adour estuary 

 

2.1.1.3 Driftnets in Arcachon 

There are some driftnet activities in the “Bassin d’Arcachon”, a lagoon close to Bordeaux and in 
nearby coastal areas. This activity is however minor, with around five vessels deploying driftnet in this 
area.  
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Table 23: Main characteristics of the driftnet fisheries operating close to Arcachon 

Location ICES 

area 

ICES 

rectangle 

Landing ports Vessels Species 

(P primary – S secondary) 

Bassin 
d’Arcachon 

VIIIb 18E8 Arcachon 5+ Seabream (gilthead or black) 

(P) 

European seabass (P) 

Sand steenbras (S) 

Source: interview with fishermen representatives from the Comité Départemental de Gironde 

 

Vessels are operating driftnet in the lagoon in May-June to target Black seabream. During the winter 

season (November – February), they deploy drifting nets just outside the lagoon, targeting seabreams 

(black and gilthead) as well as seabass. 

 

Table 24: Seasonality of the fisheries close to Arcachon 

 J F M A M J J A S O N D 

Black seabream X X   X X     X X 

Gilthead 
Seabream 

X X         X X 

Seabass X X         X X 

Source: interview with fishermen representatives from the Comité Départemental de Gironde 

 

The gears used in the lagoon are mainly fixed gillnet that are slightly modified to drift. Fishermen use 

small driftnets, generally no longer than 300m. Soaking time is extremely short, with less than 30 

minutes. 
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Table 25: Main characteristics of the nets deployed in the area of Arcachon  

 Sparus aurata - Spondyliosoma 
cantharus – Dicentrachus labrax 

A. Total net length (m) :  300m (x2 inboard) 

B. Net height (m) : 11m 

C. Length of individual net panels (if diff. from A):  

Number of panels: 1 

Configuration of panels: parallel/continuous - 

D. Type, number, and colour of floats used:  

E. Type and number of weights used:  

F. Depth of net top:  0 

Hanging ratio:  

Gear markers used:  

Panel 1 Mesh size (mm) : 100mm 

Twine thickness (mm): 30/100-33/100 

Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK 

 

Panel 2 Mesh size (mm) :  

 Twine thickness (mm):  

 Net material: PA/ PES/ 
PE/ PP/ PVA/ UNK (see 
Appendix 1 for guidance)  

 

Are acoustic deterrents/pingers used: Y/N, 

If yes give details: 

N 

Maximum operational distance from coast (km):  

Maximum depth of operation (m): 10 – seabed 

Time of day nets set? 6am – 11am  

11am - 2pm  

2pm - 6pm  

6pm - 6am  

Approximate time taken to set nets (hh:mm):    5min 

Approximate soak time (hh:mm): 10min 

No. of nets set at the same time: 1 

Source: interview with fishermen representatives from the Comité Départemental de Gironde 
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Flying fish in Martinique 

According to information provided by IFREMER, there are vessels targeting Exocoetidae (flying fish) 

around the island of Martinique, mainly for the local market. This fishery occurs all year round. 

Table 26: Main characteristics of the driftnet fishery operating in Martinique 

Location ICES 

area 

ICES 

rectangle 

Landing ports Vessels Species 

(P primary – S secondary) 

Martinique n/a n/a  ~50 Exocoetidae  

Source: IFREMER Martinique 

Table 27: Seasonality of the various estuarine fisheries 

 J F M A M J J A S O N D 

Exocoetidae  X X X X X X X X X X X X 

Source: IFREMER Martinique 

 

2.1.1.4 Whitefish in French Guiana 

According to various IFREMER studies, driftnets are the main gear used by the smaller vessels of the 

French Guiana fleet. These vessels are operating in coastal waters and are widespread along the 

coast of French Guiana. 

Table 28: Main characteristics of the driftnet fisheries operating in French Guiana 

Location ICES 

area 

ICES 

rectangle 

Landing points Vessels Species 

(P primary – S secondary) 

French 
Guiana 

n/a n/a Kourou, Cayenne, 

St-Laurent, 

Iracoubo, 

Sinnamary, 

Rémire-Montjoly 

140  Acoupa weakfish (Cynoscion 

acoupa - P)  

Green weakfish (Cynoscion 

virescens – P) 

Crucifix sea catfish 

(Hexanematichthys proops – P) 

Source: Blanchard et al. (2011) 
 

A large variety of species are target by driftnet, but the three main species are Acoupa weakfish, 

Green weakfish and Crucifix sea catfish, representing almost 60% of the catch achieved by the 

vessel
33

. They are targeted all year round.  

Table 29: Seasonality of the various estuarine fisheries 

 J F M A M J J A S O N D 

Acoupa weakfish X X X X X X X X X X X X 

Green weakfish X X X X X X X X X X X X 

Crucifix sea 
catfish  

X X X X X X X X X X X X 

Source: Blanchard et al. (2011) 

 

Information on gear used is partial. It seems however that fishermen use mainly drift gillnets that may 

be composed of several panel of different mesh size in order to target several species in the same 
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fishing operation. According to IFREMER most recent data, vessels tend to use 4 main sizes of mesh: 

120mm, 140mm, 160mm and 180mm (see Figure 7). 
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Source: IFREMER – data for 2011 

Figure 7: Mesh size used for nets in French Guiana  

Net lengths reported in IFREMER surveys are mostly comprise between 600 and 1100 meters (Figure 

8). Larger vessels (improved Creole canoes and tapouilles) tend to operate longer nets, close or even 

over the 2.5 km limit set by the regulation. Nets between 4 and 5 km have been reported but only 

marginally in 2006
34

. According to contacts with local fish associations and local NGOs, net length is 

no longer an issue for the registered fleet active in French Guiana, which are now aware of the 2.5km 

limitation. 

 

Figure 8: Length of the driftnets in French Guiana 
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Source: IFREMER
35

 - Colours represent type of vessels; yellow: pirogues, blue: Creole canoes, red: 

improved Creole canoes, green  “tapouilles” (largest vessels in the fleet)  

 

These nets are set drifting between 1 and 12 hours depending on the area fished and the species 

targeted. Their height varies between 2.5 and 4.5 m for the smaller vessels staying close to the shore, 

while those fishing at further distance tend to use higher nets (5 to 7 m) according to the most recent 

available data from IFREMER which details net length for 2007
36

.  

 

 

Figure 9: Height of the driftnets in French Guiana 

Source: IFREMER
37

 - Colours are for representing type of vessels; yellow: pirogues, blue: Creole canoes, red: 
improved Creole canoes, green  “tapouilles” (largest vessels in the fleet)  

 

2.1.2 Social and economic characteristics 

2.1.2.1 Small pelagic fishery in the English Channel 

According to the information gathered with local fishermen association, there seems to be around 45 

vessels operating in this highly seasonal fishery, mainly under 10m vessels. These vessels are small 

coastal vessel using a large range of passive gears, often called “doris” in the area. They target 

herring at the beginning of the winter during local “Herring festivals” that take place in several ports 

(Fécamp, Etaples, Etretat, Boulogne sur Mer...). Crew are usually composed of the skipper and 1 to 2 

additional mates. Fishermen usually sell their catch directly on the quayside or to local fishmongers. It 

was mentioned that during the herring season, the catch could be sold over the phone to usual 

customers before the vessel was back in port.  

IFREMER’s annual economic surveys cover these vessels but do not isolate their activities from other 

under 12m vessels using fixed net in the area. The latest AER data
38

 available for French vessels 

using nets is summarised (Table 30). 
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Table 30: Cost structure of French netters in area 27 in 2010  

 
DFN 

0 to 10m 
DFN 

10 to 12m 

Income 100% 100% 
Wages 47% 46% 
Energy 7% 7% 
Repair & Maintenance 6% 6% 
Other variable costs 10% 9% 
Non-variable costs 17% 15% 

Source: Anderson & Carvalho (2013). Figures as percentage of total income 

2.1.2.2 Estuarine fisheries along the Atlantic coast 

The licence regulating fishing activities in the estuaries restricts the access to under 12m vessels. 

Except for specific cases (vessels operating before the licence came into force), these vessels cannot 

be over 10UMS and engines over 110kW. Interviewees indicated that most of the vessels using 

driftnet are actually under 7m long. 

Replacing a net would cost close to 1,000 euros for a 200m long drift trammel net. Fishermen 

representatives and fishers interviewed indicated that most fishers would rig their own net to reduce 

costs. Anecdotal information place the cost of materials for a 200m long trammel net between 100 to 

200 euros, with an associated time of rig of 5 days. 

IFREMER’s annual economic surveys cover these vessels but do not isolate their activities from other 

under 10m vessels using passive gears in the area. A specific survey was performed as a test in the 

Adour River between 2006 and 2008, but due to shifting priorities, IFREMER no longer published 

economic data for this specific fleet. These data may not be used because they were gathered before 

the ban on elver export: in 2008, elver represented almost 60% of the turnover of the vessels of the 

Adour and was caught with a specific gear (tamis à civelle). With the ban on elver export, the catch 

level and the price have both dropped since then. Driftnets are now representing the most part of the 

revenue of the fishers according to the interviews conducted during this study. 

Catch may be sold through auctions for some estuaries (Adour at Ciboure, Gironde at Royan), but a 

large share of the catch are sold directly to mareyeurs (fish traders), restaurants or fishmongers which 

does not allow a proper evaluation of the quantity sold and the associated price. Most of the vessels 

fishing in estuaries are not declaring their catch through logbooks but only through fishing notes 

(“fiche de pêche”) which are not well covered by FranceAgriMer. 

Salmon and Sea trout of the Adour River are mainly destined to a niche market of fine restaurants. It 

has also been mentioned by fishermen that shad and lampreys were essentially sold to local 

customers and in a lesser extent exported to Portugal.  

As for the netters operating in the English Channel, these vessels are covered by IFREMER’s annual 

economic surveys but are not isolated from other under 12m vessels using fixed net in the 

subsequent analysis. The latest AER data
39

 available for French vessels using nets is summarised in 

Table 30. 

2.1.2.3 Driftnets in Arcachon 

Vessel operating in the “bassin d’Arcachon” (Arcachon lagoon) are subjected to a licence scheme. All 

vessels should be under 12m long when fishing in the lagoon. 

                                                                                                                                                                     
38

 Anderson J. & Carvalho N. (Eds.) (2013) The 2013 Annual Economic Report on the European Fishing Fleet. Scientific, 
Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries (STECF) 
39

 Anderson J. & Carvalho N. (Eds.) (2013) The 2013 Annual Economic Report on the European Fishing Fleet, Report EUR 
24554 EN. Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries (STECF) 

Philippe
Commentaire sur le texte 
le fabriquer soi même?

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Commentaire sur le texte 
l'interdiction d'exporter la civelle

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 

Philippe
Texte surligné 



 
Evaluation of driftnet fisheries – France Case study report Page 31 

As for the netters operating in estuaries and in the English Channel, these vessels are covered by 

IFREMER’s annual economic surveys but are not isolated from other under 12m vessels using fixed 

net in the subsequent analysis. The latest AER data
40

 available for French vessels using nets is 

summarised in Table 30. 

2.1.2.4 Whitefish in French Guiana 

The fisheries sector in French Guiana has been characterised by an important activity of unregistered 

customary French vessels and illegal foreign vessels. Local authorities have pushed in recent years 

to improve the registration of local vessels, which is now considered a past issue. The local 

authorities however struggle to control the activity of illegal fleets coming from nearby countries in the 

French EEZ (Brazil on the east border, Suriname on the west border). 

Fishermen are selling their catch on the local market. Part of the catches are consumed on the 

domestic market while another part is sold on the Martinique and Guadeloupe market after 

processing. Whitefish shipped to Guadeloupe and Martinique are eligible to financial support under 

the POSEI scheme (Reg (EC) 791/2007) 

2.1.3 Sustainability of fisheries 

2.1.3.1 Small pelagic fishery in the English Channel 

The targeted stocks (herring, mackerel) are currently in good health, although not at the MSY, and the 

fishing mortality generated by the French driftnet activity is anecdotal compared to the mortality 

derived from the pelagic trawl fleets targeting these stocks (UK, France...). 

There are no bycatch reported for this fishery. 

2.1.3.2 Estuarine fisheries along the Atlantic coast 

In France, the limit between the maritime and the freshwater jurisdictions is related to the salt 

concentration in the water. The “limite de salure des eaux” is defined by decrees dating from the 

XIXth century that are still in force
41

. Professional fishermen active in the freshwater area of rivers are 

subjected to the French environmental legislation, which does not hold a register of active vessels. 

Only professional freshwater fishermen may use driftnets to target the same range of species than 

marine fishermen. Freshwater fishermen cannot fish in maritime waters (excepting some fishermen in 

the Loire River) and marine fishermen cannot fish in freshwater areas. To get around these 

restrictions, some fishermen own two vessels: one registered under the marine jurisdiction and a 

second one holding a freshwater licence. 

A national strategy aiming at managing diadromous species is defined by the environmental 

administration: lampreys, shads, salmon, sea trout, eel and sturgeon (Acipenser sturio) are some of 

the species that are covered by this strategy. The aim is to develop a common approach for all river 

basins, in order to manage these stocks and the associated habitat to regenerate the river 

populations. The strategy is then implemented in every river basin by a dedicated Committee called 

COGEPOMI
42

 which defines management plans for the various species present in the river basin. 

This plan is applicable to all fishermen of the basin, in both jurisdictions (maritime and freshwater). 

The various fishermen associations present along the river are part of the Committee. Evaluations are 

performed for each species when data is available, mainly through counting at specific points in the 

river (dams, mills…) and technical measures may be defined locally. In various rivers, fishing is 

forbidden for some species when abundance indices are too low. For example, it is possible to target 

salmon only in the Adour River (and not in the Garonne and the Loire rivers) and due to a declining 

stock, the fishery for Allis shad has recently been closed in the Gironde/Garonne River. The national 

strategy is reviewed and adapted every four years. 
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It also has to be noted that at the national level, the coordinator for estuarine fisheries in the Comité 

National des Pêches Maritimes (the National Committee for Marine Fisheries) is also working for the 

Comité National de la Pêche Professionnelle en Eau Douce (the National Committee for Professional 

Freshwater Fisheries). 

In terms of bycatch, these estuarine fisheries are not monitored by the French administration or 

scientific institutes. It is therefore not possible to evaluate if they generate bycatch of cetacean or 

birds. During discussions with the French administration, it was mentioned that the potential 

interaction between these gears and cetacean was estimated to be low, due to the localisation and 

the limited number of vessels participating of the fishery. It was estimated that cetacean densities in 

estuaries and rivers were lower than what could be observed in coastal waters or close to 

concentration of large pelagic fish. In terms of bird bycatch, the upcoming implementation of Natura 

2000 areas in several estuaries is considered as future improvements in the monitoring of bird 

bycatch. 

Other bycatch occurring in this fishery are related to the presence of sturgeon, notably in the Gironde. 

Over the recent years, the number of sturgeon caught is increasing, notably due to the reintroduction 

of sturgeon in the Garonne River. The French administration has paired with the fishermen 

associations to raise awareness among fishermen on the importance of releasing sturgeon caught in 

driftnet. It should be noted that the bycatch statistics are generated by the fishermen themselves, who 

send regular updates to the “Sturio project” on when and where bycatch occurred. The team 

responsible for this project in the local French administration (DIREN Aquitaine) indicated that the 

survival rate of a sturgeon caught by a driftnet was estimated at almost 100%. 

2.1.3.3 Driftnets in Arcachon 

Species targeted by driftnet are not evaluated. There are no bycatch reported for this fishery. 

2.1.3.4 Whitefish in French Guiana 

Among the various species caught by the driftnet fleet in French Guiana, only the Red Acoupa 

(Cynoscion acoupa) has been recently evaluated. This species is by far the most important species 

for these vessels, both in terms of tonnage and revenue generated. The preliminary results indicate 

that the stock may be overexploited and that a reduction in effort of about 40% would be needed to 

converge towards MSY
43

. 

It has been reported that 2 Annex VIII species could be among the several species caught and 

possibly landed in French Guiana: blacktip shark (Carcharhinus limbatus) and scalloped hammerhead 

(Sphyrna lewini)
44

. The level of interaction between the driftnet coastal fleet and these species is 

however not well defined. 

There are no systematic monitoring of potential bycatch of turtles and birds by driftnet vessels in 

French Guiana. Local NGOs and fishermen association have recently decided to launch a monitoring 

program aiming at evaluating the bycatch levels of turtles. Previous joint surveys organised by NGOs 

and the fishermen association have identified possible interactions with several turtle species (mostly 

green and leatherback turtles) as well as a local cetacean species: the Guiana Dolphin (Sotalia 

guianensis, data deficient species for the IUCN), without quantifying the level of interaction.  
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2.2 National implementation of EU regulatory regime and relevant National 

Legislation  

2.2.1 National legislation 

Following the “thonaille” case brought to the European Court of Justice, the French administration 

published an “arrêté” restricting the use of driftnet in the Mediterranean
45

. Only under 10 m vessels 

are allowed to deploy driftnet with a distinction between lagoons and coastal waters. In coastal waters 

(from the coastline to 2 nautical miles), vessels may only use nets with a maximum mesh size of 

50mm. In lagoons there are no mesh size limits defined by this regulation. 

There are no national regulations concerning driftnets in the Atlantic and in outermost regions taken 

by the national administration. 

In France, professional regulations are important as they are validated and enforced by the 

administration. The national federation (Comite National Des Peches et Elevages Marins) has defined 

specific regulation for professional fishing in estuaries. A licence scheme has been decided at the 

national level (CMEA licence
46

) which defines annually a maximum number of vessels authorised to 

fish in each estuary. This licence does not mention explicitly driftnet, but as driftnet is one of the main 

gears deployed in these estuaries, it incidentally constraints the effort level in these fisheries. 

During our study, the French Foreign Office passed a decree for the ratification of the Dubrovnik 

agreement on the complete ban of driftnet fishing in the Mediterranean
47

. From our conversation with 

various stakeholders, It is however not clear if this regulation is going to stand or is going to be 

repealed by the Fisheries administration in the near future. 

2.2.2 National Monitoring, Control and Surveillance of driftnet fleets 

Current driftnet fisheries are not seen problematic by the national authorities compared to other 

fisheries. Therefore, the control of driftnet activities is not seen as a priority by the Control authorities. 

Existing driftnet activities are considered marginal and are not seen as potentially capable to infringe 

the main aspects of the driftnet regime which are the use of nets longer than 2.5km or the catch of 

Annex VIII species. Moreover, controls at landing points are seen as effective to detect possible 

infringements: Annex VIII species are mostly tuna and tuna-like species that are only landed by 

specific vessels. Moreover, it is not considered economically viable to tranship illegal catch at sea to 

be landed by trawlers or bait boats.  

Some regional administrations are concentrating some of their effort on large netters, notably in the 

Bay of Biscay. The control procedure for vessels holding a special fishing permit for fixed net in ICES 

zones VIII, IX, X will soon be updated to include specific checks regarding the potential use of nets as 

driftnet.  

In the Mediterranean, control of illegal thonaille is seen as complex by the control authorities as 

possession of a thonaille is not an infringement but only the use of it. Since the ban of thonaille was 

decided, 3 infringements were detected (1 in 2010 and 2 in 2011). One infringement was spotted by a 

flight of the French customs that happened to fly over a vessel that was using a thonaille, while the 

other two infringements were detected after transhipment. 

In French Guiana, the local driftnet vessels are not the major issue facing the local administration. In 

terms of fishing monitoring, the priority lies in controlling the IUU vessels entering the French EEZ 
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from neighbouring countries. Moreover, even if turtles were caught by driftnets, there is a consensus 

among the administration and NGOs to evaluate this as minor compared to the bycatch of turtle 

achieved by other fisheries in the area.  

2.2.3 Costs of Monitoring, Control and Enforcement 

Control authorities have not been able to give any insight on the cost of controlling driftnet activities. 

They first mentioned that total control costs are not known at the French level, due to the various 

administrations involved (fisheries inspectors, navy, customs, freshwater police...) and the complexity 

of their assignments. The example given was related to a thonaille infringement which was detected 

by a flight of the French customs patrolling between France mainland and Corsica to detect various 

traffics and happened to fly over a vessel that was illegally deploying a thonaille. The purpose of this 

flight was not fishery-related but it resulted in detecting a driftnet infringement. 

They also mentioned that when a fishing vessel holding a special fishing permit for fixed net in ICES 

zones VIII, IX, X is controlled at sea, there is only a small part of the control check list which could be 

attributed to the driftnet regime. Overall, the control authorities do not evaluate the cost related to 

each regulation. 
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Annex 1 Stakeholders originally contacted with online 

questionnaire 

Organisation  Organisation Type 
&/or Role  

Date Online 
Questionnaire Sent  

Response Received Yes/No; 
Questionnaire completed 

DPMA National administration 
- Management 

05/06/2013 no  

 

Annex 2: Stakeholders Consulted  

Organisation Organisation Type  Type of consultation  and 
assistance provided 
Email/ Telephone/ Meeting 

Date of 
Consultation 

(initial contact) 

DPMA - Contrôle National 
administration - 
Control 

Email + phone interview 
Control of driftnet activities – 
all fisheries (present & past) 

14/06/2013 

DPMA - Ressources National 
administration - 
Management 

Email + phone interview 
Management of driftnet 
activities – all fisheries 
(present & past) 

14/06/2013 

DPMA - Economie National 
administration - 
Management 

Email + phone interview 
Economic importance of 
driftnet activities – all 
fisheries (present) 

27/08/2013 

DDTM Boulogne sur 
Mer 

Local administration - 
Control 

Interview  
Data on current fisheries in 
English Channel 

09/07/2013 

DIRM Nord Atlantique-
Manche Ouest 

Local administration - 
Control 

Email + phone interview 
Control of driftnet activities 
(Bretagne, Pays de Loire) 

09/07/2013 

DIRM Sud-Atlantique Local administration - 
Control 

Phone interview 
Control of driftnet activities 
(Poitou Charente and 
Aquitaine) 

09/07/2013 

DIRM Nord Atlantique-
Manche Ouest 

Local administration - 
Management 

Phone interview 
Review of local regulation 
and compensation for closed 
fisheries (Atlantic) 

09/07/2013 

DIRM Sete Regional 
administration - 
Subsidies and 
compensations 

Email + phone interview 
Compensation for closed 
fisheries (Mediterranean) 

28/08/2013 

DIRM Marseille Regional 
administration - 
Subsidies and 
compensations 

Email + phone interview 
Compensation for closed 
fisheries (Mediterranean) 

28/08/2013 

CNPMEM National fishermen 
association 

Email + phone interview 
General context – Licences, 
professional regulations 

14/06/2013 

CRPMEM Pays de 
Loire 

Fishermen 
association 

Email + phone interview  – 
seasonality, local regulations 
(Loire river) 

25/06/2013 
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Organisation Organisation Type  Type of consultation  and 
assistance provided 
Email/ Telephone/ Meeting 

Date of 
Consultation 

(initial contact) 

CDPMEM Gironde Fishermen 
association 

Phone interview – 
Identification of vessels, 
seasonality, local regulations 
(Gironde river and basin 
d’Arcachon) 

18/06/2013 

CIDPMEM Pyrénées 
Atlantique Lande 

Fishermen 
association 

Interview – Identification of 
vessels, seasonality, local 
regulations (Adour river) 

02/07/2013 

CRPMEM Nord Pas 
de Calais 

Fishermen 
association 

Phone interview – 
Identification of vessels, 
seasonality, local regulations 
(English Channel) 

25/06/2013 

CDPMEM Gironde 
(Vice president) 

Fishermen 
association 

Interview – Local usages 
(gears, seasons) 

01/07/2013 

CDPMEM Gironde 
(Vice president) 

Fishermen 
association 

Interview – Local usages 
(gears, seasons) 

03/07/2013 

CRPMEM Poitou-
Charentes 

Fishermen 
association 

Interview – data on local 
usages (gears, seasons) 

04/07/2013 

CRPMEM Aquitaine Fishermen 
association 

Phone interview - 
Identification of vessels, 
seasonality, local regulations  

15/07/2013 

Fisherman Boulogne-
sur-Mer 

Fisherman Interview – Local usages 
(gears, seasons) 

12/07/2013 

Fisherman (Gironde) Fisherman Interview – data on local 
usages (gears, seasons) 

01/07/2013 

Fishermen (Adour) Fisherman Interview + on board 
observation – data on local 
usages (gears, seasons) 

02/07/2013 

Fisherman (Loire) Fisherman Interview – data on local 
usages (gears, seasons) 

09/07/2013 

Fisherman (Dordogne) Freshwater 
fisherman 

Interview – data on local 
usages (gears, seasons) 

04/07/2013 

WFF Guyane NGO Phone interview – data on 
bycatch of protected species 

15/07/2013 

CCR Sud - Southern 
RAC 

RAC Phone interview – data on 
fisheries location 

13/06/2013 

Ifremer Anglet  Science Phone interview –  socio-
economic data of river 
fisheries 

27/06/2013 

Ifremer Martinique Science Emails – data on Martinique 
fisheries 

16/07/2013 

Ifremer Guyane Science Emails – data on French 
Guiana fisheries 

15/07/2013 

IMA Bordeaux Science Interview – research about 
diadromous stocks 

04/07/2013 

SMIDAP Science Interview – research about 
diadromous stocks 

16/07/2013 
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