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incorrect’ just because (!). Trawling for shrimp between the Gulf 
of Mexico and S Brazil implies huge quantities of bycatch that is 
normally discarded [3].

Bans of a given species for non-selective fishing methods are 
just not effective and will inevitably contribute for an increase not 
only in illegal catches but also in unknown takes of biomass and tax 
evasion. Protected species just “do not know that they are protected” 
and will keep on biting the hook and or get trapped in nets [4]. On 
the other hand, a fully protected species may have their populations 
grow to a point in which they will cause serious trouble to a whole 
community. Perhaps one of the more elucidative cases in this aspect 
is the situation of Goliath Grouper populations’ growth in Florida 
with a strong impact on a vast number of fish and invertebrate species 
[5].
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Editorial
Marine Protected Areas (MPA’s) in the World are small and, 

more often than not, badly managed. In fact, the total area of MPA’s 
is not bigger than that of South Africa. However, if we remove MPA’s 
where some kind of traditional fishing is allowed that total is about 
the size of Holland – which means next to zero [1].

Fishing policies in many countries around the World, and 
this includes many of the so-called 1st world countries are ‘limited’ 
by short to mid-term decisions in face of short electoral calendars 
[2]. This means that decisions on bans, moratoria and MPA’s are 
simply dominated by political calendars and not by sound long-term 
scientific studies many of which have proven to be sound and wise for 
a sustainable use of marine (and also other aquatic) resources.

The issue of fisheries economics may well be a primer tool, and in 
fact has already proved to be of important use. Economics, however, 
will never be independent from politics and financial matters of short 
term urgency do transform mid- to long-term policies into immediate 
actions and legislation that cause damage, if not drawbacks, to fisheries 
and fishing policies. One reason behind this problem may well be 
due to the fact that, despite a majority of nations being signatories 
of the Biodiversity Convention, the application and enforcement of 
sanctions for non-accomplishments are just not effective.

Selective fishing is not applied as a norm while many real selective 
of fishing (e.g. spear fishing) are actually being labeled as ‘politically 
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