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Climate & Diets

 No distinction between seafood and other 
animal proteins within the diets pillar

 The proposed 20% reduction target in 
animal protein consumption may harm 
seafood unfairly

 Mixed messages to consumers against the 
backdrop of NHS advice to increase 
consumption to 2 portions a week

 Seafood is well placed to be the carbon 
conscious animal protein choice

 Better data is needed throughout the supply 
chain for more accurate scope 3 
measurement and reporting

 More supplier contracts are likely to require 
commitments to Science Based Targets 
moving forward



Deforestation & Agriculture

 Feed requirements remain acutely focused on 
soy and palm deforestation

 Sparse data on the broader terrestrial basket 
and on links to deforestation

 Third Party Standards are now beginning to see 
LCAs as a credible method for measuring feed 
ingredients

 Seafood is linked to terrestrial agriculture 
through aquaculture and added value 
ingredients

 A better understanding of terrestrial certification 
is required

 Increasing scrutiny of environmental impacts 
and water usage



Food waste & Packaging

 Increasing transparency of packaging supply 
chains

 Challenges to the availability of  material with 
recycled content approved for direct food 
contact 

 Innovative solutions are still needed in the 
transport of raw material

 Aligns with WRAP best practice on food waste 
reduction

 The basket focuses on the redistribution of food

 Broadening of specifications to encourage 
better  carcass utilisation



Marine





Minimum requirements

Commitment from companies to source certified material with no conditions or good progress towards 
closing conditions.

 MSC is no longer a single tick box for supply under these requirements

 Potential impacts for Fishery Improvement Projects (FIPs) and their applicability to UK retail after 2030

 Fails to consider small scale fisheries which cannot pursue 3rd party certification due to cost

 RFVS is going to become increasingly important for retailers looking to demonstrate good practice but some retailers may look to go further for their 
own due diligence

 Currently there is no certification scheme for wild capture fish welfare, but there is a growing movement in the NGO space to level the playing field in 
welfare/humane slaughter between wild capture and aquaculture

All sources covered by relevant certification scheme (MSC, ASC, BAP, GGAP (for ecological aspects), RFVS (for human rights), 
RSPCA (for animal welfare and/or GSSI recognised as appropriate) or by a third party verified equivalent.

 Increasing scrutiny of surveillance reports and retailer expectation to be updated on progress by the client group

 Potential drive to have MSC better demonstrate progress of all fisheries and their subsequent conditions through their website



The Seascape approach – Fishing pressure and 
SSB



The Seascape Approach – Emission Intensity

Gephart, J.A., Henriksson, P.J.G., Parker, R.W.R. et al. Environmental 
performance of blue foods. Nature 597, 360–365 (2021).



IUU & Human Rights

 To reduce the prevalence of IUU and human rights
abuses, the WWF Basket recommends that the supply
chains implement/adopt; PAS1550 and the
Responsible Fishing Vessel Standard.

 To support this, UK retailers and their direct
processing suppliers have been working together via
the Seafood Ethics Action Alliance (SEA Alliance).
Formed in 2018, this forum provides a platform to
agree best practice solutions, to respond to ethical
issues in the supply chain and to enable pre-
competitive action.

 Currently, the SEA Alliance is working on a risk
assessment for wild capture fisheries to enhance due
diligence in supply chains and provide a common
reference for buyers to engage with suppliers.



Aquaculture Feed: FFDR

 In the world of feed sustainability metrics, there are many measures we could use

 Despite improvements to these metrics, most of these are simplistic measures in the context of broader 
environmental impacts posed by marine ingredients or other terrestrial resources

 Sustainability needs to be considered more holistically, through Life Cycle Assessment approaches

 However, challenges still remain with LCAs due to a lack of a universally accepted format

FFDR

FIFO eFCR

eFIFO



Advocacy in seafood

 Foundations built for the Advocacy FIP

 Brands, Retailers and Food Service 
calling on governments to reach 
agreement on the sustainable 
management of shared stocks

 Businesses making sourcing decisions 
based on the outcomes of advocacy 
work



Is digitalisation the solution?

Yes, but with some caveats…

• Governments need to be highly engaged
• It should be built through robust stakeholder 

engagement
• It needs to be interoperable through 

standardisation
• It needs to be verifiable

As more comprehensive and verifiable 
data becomes available, this will allow for 
further information to be provided to 
transparency initiatives such as the 
Ocean Disclosure Project.



Five Key Messages
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