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The nineteenth* regular annual meeting for the yvear 1967 convened
in plenary sesslon at 10:00 A,M,, April 4, 1967 in the Teatro Nacional,

San José, Costa Rica, Subsequent working meetings were held in the Board

Room of the Department of Agriculture,
The following persons attended one or more of the sessions:

Lic, Virgilio Calvo Sanchez, Vice-President of the Republic of
Costa Rica

Ing, Guillermo E. YglesiasP,, Minister of Agriculture

Don. José Joaquin Peralta, former Vice-President and Minister of
Agriculture, Costa Rica

Don Fernando Lara, Minister of Foreign Affairs

Representatives of Member Governments:

Costa Rica:

José Luis Cardona-Cooper, Commissioner
Milton H, Lépez, Commissioner

Becuador
B

Miguel Angel Lépez Sad, Chavgé a'Affaires, Embassy in Costa
Rica

Mexilco;
SAEALEUO S

Juan Luis Cifuentes L,, Commissioner
Mauro Cardenas Figueroa, Commissioner

Panama :
T A e by
Juan L, de Obarrio, Commissioner

United States:

J. L, McHugh, Commissioner
John G, Driscoll, Jr,, Commissioner
William H, Holmstrom, Commissioner

Advisors of Member Countries:

Costa Rica;

Fernando Palau C,
Stewart Heigold
Eduarde Bravo

United States:

Burdick H, Brittin, Department of State
Gordon C, Broadhead, Van Camp Sea Foods Co,

*¥The first meeting of the Commission was held on July 18, 1950 in Coro-~
nado, California, Two regular meetings were held in 1951, and a spe-
cial meeting on September 14, 1961, Thus the Commission has met 20
times, Regular Annual Meetings began to be numbered in 1965, starting
with 17, Thus the present meeting is the 19th regular Annual Meeting,



Charles R. Carry, Tuna Research Foundation, Inc,

August Felando, American Tuneboat Association

Gerald V., Howard, Bureau of Commercial Figheries, Terminal
Island, California

Janous Marks, Westgate Corporation

Donald L. McKernan, Department of State

Anthony Nigzetich, Star-Kist Inc.

Alva F, Rollins, Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, Washington,D.C,

John Royal, Fishermen's Union, I.L.W,U,

William M. Terry, Bureau of Commercial Fisheries, Washington,

D.C.
Wilvan Van Campen, Department of State

Staff of the Inter~American Tropical Tuna Commission:

John L, Kasgk, Director of Investigations
James Joseph, Principal Scientist

Julio Carranza, Statistical Agent

Anfbal Orbes, Statistical Agent

Observers from Member Countries:

Coasta Rica:

Jorge A, Acufia U,, Ministry of Agriculture

José Luis Moreno, Fishermen's Assoc., Puntarenas
Alvaro Mufios Quesada, Ministry of Agriculture
Oscar Novoa

Helmut Ruge, Fishermen's Assoc., Puntarenas

Rail Torres B,

Jorge Mora Urpi, University of Costa Rica

Mexico:
Alejandro Cervantes D,, Direccion General de Pesca

Official Observers from Other Countries:

Canada:
M) ottt -

William M, Sprules, Department of Fisheries, Ottawa

K.5. Ketchen, Fisheries Research Board of Canada, Nanaimo,B,C,
Emerson H, Gennis, Canadian Tuna Conmpany (1965) Ltd, ,Toronto
M. A, Godfrey, III Secretary, Canadian Embassy, Costa Rica

Chile:
Anibal Palma Fourcade, Ministry of Foreign Relations, Sociedad
Nacional de Pesca
Also Observer for South Pacific Commisgion
Edgardo Zarrueto Reeves, Embassy of Chile, Costa Rica
Colombia:

Jaime Bonilla Plata, Ambassador, Costa Rica
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Guatemala:

2! Jorge Luis Arriola, Ambassador, Costa Rica
Mario Alberto Saavedra, Chief, Division of Fauna, Ministry
of Agriculture

Japan;

Tadao Kamimura, Chief, High Seas Resources, Nankai Regional
Fisheries Research Laboratory, Kochi

Toshio Isogai, II Secretary, Embassy of Japan, Canada’

Shojilro Shimura, Chief, Guidance Seotion, Federation of Japan
Tuna Fishermen's Co-operative Assoc,,Tokyo

Yoshitaro Yoshisake, Embassy of Japan, Costa Rica

Nicaragua:

Antonio Flores Arana, Instituto de Fomento Nacional, Managua

Rubén Camacho Sénchez, Director, Renewable Natural Resources,
Ministry of Agriculture, Managua

Antonio Rodriguez Garcia, Director Gemeral of Fisheries,
Managua

Peru:

José Pareja Pazsoldan, Ambassador, Costa Rica
Also Observer for South Pacific Commission
Victor Fernadndez Davila, II Secretary, Bmbassy of Peru, Costa
Rica

Representatives from International Organizations:

FAO:

Luis L, Vasconcelos, Director Regional Project Fisheries

' ' Development in Central America, E1 .

- Salvador
Robert W, Ellis, UNDP, BL Salvador gResident in Costa Rica)
Roar Jéraholmen, UNDP, E1 Salvador " " " no)

Interpretation Team:

Carlos Diez, Interpreter
Gerardo Lara, Engineer




Agenda Item (1) - Opening of Meeting by Chairman

The Chairman opened the meeting by welcoming all distinguished
guests and Commissioners, He commented briefly on the objectives and
recent history of the Commission, and then turned the meeting over to
José Luis Cardona-Cooper, senior Commissioner Ffrom Costa Rica, the host
country,

Commissioner Cardona-Cooper welcomed all industry delegates and
guests to Costa Rica. He pointed out that although the Commission was
only 17 years old this vear (the convention having entered into force
March 3, 1950), this year's regular meeting was its nineteenth., For
Costa Rica, however, the year 1967 had a special significance as it was
Jjust 20 years ago, under the government of President Teodoro Picado and
his Minister of Agriculture José Joaguin Peralta, that the first draft
of a tuna convention was prepared in this city, The committee members
appointed by Minister Pevalta in 1947 to draft a treaty consisted of
Fabio Fournier, an attorney in San José, Fernando Flores, Consul-General
of Costa Rica in Los Angeles and Jogé Luis Cardona~Cooper at that time
Under-Secretary of Agricultuve, Dr, John L. Kask, Curator of Aquatic
Biology, California Academy of Beilences, served as scientific consultant,
Mr, Cardena-Cooper also pointed out that the yellowfin tuna of the east-
ern tropical Pacific had been under international regulation for the
first time during 1966, thus bringing the work of the Commission around
full cycle from an idea and a dream in 1947 to accomplishment of at least
a part of its aims and objectives 20 years later in 1967, All members
of the ovriginal drafting committee had been invited to attend this meet-
ing,

Commissioner Cardona~Cooper then introduced the following heads of
delegations and guests:

Ing, Guillermo E, Yglesias P,, Minister of Agriculture in Costa Rica

Ambassador D, L, McKernan, USA,

Dr, Luis L., Vasconcelos, FAO

Dr, J.,L, McHugh, Commissioner USA and Commission Secretary

Biél., Juan Luis Cifuentes L,, Commissioner, Mexico

Juan L. de Obarrio, Commissioner, Panama, and Commission Chairman

Former Vice~President and Minister of Agriculture José Joaquin
Peralta, Costa Rica

Vice-President Virgilio Calvo Sanchexz

All made suitable responses and commented on the work and aims of the
Commission,

Vice-President Virgilio Calvo then on behalf of the President of
the Republic of Costa Rica, Presented Certificates of Merit to the
Costa Rican "founder§"rof7the Commission, Included in this honor was
Fabid'Féurnier,'Cafdona~Cooper, Fernando Flores, as well as their sSponsor,
the Hon, Jose Joaquin Peralta, Also honored in this way were Dy, Milner
B. Schaefer, the Commission's first Director of Investigations (1951~
1963) for his solentific leadership, and Dr, J, L. Kask, the Commission's
present Director, for his part in the early development of this organiza-
tion,

Mr, Cardona~Cooper then introduced all Observers from non-member
countries, international bodies and scientific institutions, With this
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accomplished, Mr, Cardona-Cooper turned the meeting back to the Chairman,

The Chailrman at this point declared a 10-minute recess to allow
government officials to depart, The meeting reconvened at 10:45 A,M,

Agenda Ttem (2) - Consideration and adoption of Agenda

The Commission Chairman pointed out that this yvear's draft agenda
followed the pattern of former agendas and that most agenda items were
supported by explanatory background papers. Both the agenda and the
background papers had been in the hands of Commissioners for gsevaral
weeks, IHe asked if there were any comments or corrections. There being
none, it was moved by the U,S5.A. and seconded by Costa Rica and unanimous-
ly agreed that the agenda as presented be adopted,

A this point, at 11:00 A.M,, the opening morning meeting was adjourn-
ed to convene again in the Department of Agriculture Board Room at 2:00
P.M,

The Commigsion reconvened in the Department of Agriculture Board
Room at 2:00 P,M,

Agenda Ttem (3) =~ Discussion of current researches and research results

The Chairman in introducing this subject stated that during each
annual meeting, a review of recent researches was given by the scienti-
fic staff of the Commission, He asked the Ditrector of Investigations to
proceed with the review.

The Director of Investigations polnted out that this year's report
would deal principally with researches conducted during the previous
years, Because budgetary limitations would not allow any but very modest
researches at sea, most of the report would be confined to work dealing
with the gathering of infTormation on statistics of catch and effort and
analysis of biological and environmental data collected during earlier
vyears. The Director then called on the Commission's principal scientist
James Joseph to carry on with the review.

With the help of graphs and slides, Mr. Joseph in summary proceeded
as follows:

1. BStatistics of the fishery

Detalled statistics of the catch, effort and catch per unit of ef-
fort are essential for studies of any fishery, The Commission has al-
ways placed high priority on the collection of these data, and will con-
tinue to do so, The total catch data, collected from many sources, in-
clude the catches of all the countries fishing for tuna in the regula-

tory arean,,ThBWprincipal‘sourceswofwcatchmper—effortrdata~are'the'ioga E

book records of purse~seiners and baitboats, These are combined with
catch data to estimate the standardized total effort by all vessels,

The most notable use of such data is to determine the effect fish-
ing may have upon the stocks of vellowfin and skipjack tuna.

The skipjack tuna captured within the regulatory area are believed
to be part of a larger stock extending to at least the central Pacific
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Ocean, The long-term series of catch-statistical data on the fishery of
the eastern Pacific hasg been analyzed, and a method which separates the
effort between species has been applied to studies of the apparent abund-
ance of this species and the effect fishing may have upon the catch, It
was indicated that the apparent abundance of skipjack does not bear a
strong relation to the intensity of fishing, and during recent yvears the
catches have been related to the amount of effort generated. This indi-
cates that the stocks of skipjack can support catches greater than are
currently being made,

During the past several years, the landings of skipjack at Manta,
Ecuador, have increased to the extent that they are now an important com~
ponent of the total catch in the southern area of the fishery., In order
to arrive at an estimate of the fighing intemsity generated by the Manta
flieet, which can be compared with the effort of <the high~seas fleet, the
stalf has devoted some time to making comparisons of the relative effi-
ciency of the two fleets,

2, Populetion dynamics

Research on the usge of computers to simulate the fishery for yellow-
fin tuna in the eastern Paclfic has continued., Studies have been direct-
ed to evaluating the effects of different management strategilies on the
stocks of yellowfin and to employment of techniques to estimate the para-~
meters of the deterministic models used to study the fishery,

A theorvetical curve was devised to describe the form of the rela-
tionship between the biomess of spawners and the resultant recruitment,
This curve was very similar to curves devised earlier for other species
by Ricker,

The collection of length~frequency data of fish from the commercial
catch has continued. These data have been used, among other things, to
study the variability and predictability of year-class strength of yel-
lowfin tuna,

3. Vital statistics, population structure and migration

Studies on the growth of skipjack have continued during the year.
Estimates have been derived from two methods: 1) the examination of
length-~frequency data, and 2) increments in growth of tagged fish,

Results showed that since the skipjack spend only a part of their
life in the eastern Pacific, it will not be possible to get estimates of
growth over the whole sirze range of the fishery unless samples are avail-
able from farther to the westward.

4, Population studies

Work on the use of the gtarch-gel technique to identify protein sys-
tems which might be applicable to population studies was continued. A
two-allele transferrin system for yellowfin and a three-allele system
for skipjack were described., Gene frequencies of samples from the east-—
ern Pacific were examined and showed no evidence of population differen~
tiation within the eastern Pacific for either species,
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5. Tagging

During 1966, for the first time in 12 years, funds were so limited
that no tagging could be conducted, Research in this area was confined
to the analysis of data collected previously,

6. Other aspects of tuna biology

During the year, the Mexican Direccidén General de Pesca o Industri-
as Conexas and the TATTC began a cooperative investigation of geographi-
cal and seasonal variation of tuna spawning and attendant ecological con-
ditions in the area off Mazatlén, Mexico,

Btudies of the oceanic distribution of yvellowfin and skipjack tuna
designed to aid in understanding the population structure of these specles
have continued during the yvearn,

7. Bait studies

Because of the decreasing importance of baitfishine in the eastern
, g P
Pacific, studies of these species have received less emphasis,

A comparative study of eight species of engraulid fishes was com-
pleted during the yoar. Results have proved useful for studying the
population dynamics of the baitfish Anchoa naso, which i1s used by the
Manta, Bcouador bait fleet,

Though not one of the Commission's principal objectives, it has
been observed during the course of the tregular baitfish studies that
data collected on catch and effort of bait species may be useful, to-
gether with knowledge of the 1ife history, in assessing the potential of
utilization of certain species for the manufacture of fish meal, One
such species which appears to have the most obvious potential is the an~
choveta (ojito) in the Gulf of Guayaquil,

8. 0Oceanography

e e

Analysis and publication of data gathered in the study of the chemi-
cal, physical, and biological oceanography of the Gulf of Guayaquil are
underway at Commission headquarters.

El Nific Project

Progress on the Bl Nifio Project has been good, Data Reports 1 and
2, covering cruises through 1965, have been published, Number 3 will be
printedmwithin the next few weeks,

A two-month ELl Nif{o workshop, composed of oceanographers from the
Instituto Nacional de Pesca del Ecuador, Instituto del Mar del Perd and
LATTC was held in La Jolla, Charts of surface temperature, salinity,
density, oxygen and vrelative surface circulation were completed during
the workshop. This atlas will be published by the University of Califor-
nia Press,
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ACENTO Program

During 1965, the Empresa Puertos de Colombia and TATTC agreed to ex~
tending the Colombian E1l Nifio cruises to include the Panama Bight, Four
of these extended cruises, one in each quarter, were completed during
1965~1966, The data from these cruises have been publlshed in data re-
ports and analysis of them is nearing completion,

EASTROPAC

This is an international oceanographic program designed to collect
synoptic data on the physical, chemical, and biological properties of
the eastern tropical Pacific, The data will be collected over a period
of 18 months,

IATTC, within the frame of its financial resources, is cooperating
in certain aspects of this program which will prove useful to the Commis-
sion's studies of tuna.

This completed Mr., Joseph's gtory., The Director of Investigations
next called onh Sr, Anibal Orbes, the Commission's statistical representa-
tive in Manta, BEcuador, to review briefly the development of the fishery
for tunas in Bcuador, 8r, Orbes said that the fishery, which began very
modestly in 1950, was then entirely an operation of freezing and trans-
shipment. The fishery experienced a rather remarkable growth from 1950
to 1960, A cannery was established in Manta to provide the material for
a rapidly-expanding market for the canned product within the country. At
the beginning, the industry consisted of no more than two companies; at
present there are five fishing companies dealing with tuna; there is a
sizable and growing fleet of small purse-seiners and small baitboats, and
during recent years these vessels have accounted for over 25% of the to- ..
tal production of skipjack from waters south of Mexico in the eastern
Pacific Ocean,

Following Sr., Orbes' discussion, the Director called on Sr, Julio
Carranza, the Commission's statistical agent stationed near Coishco,Peru,
Sr. Carranza reviewed the Peruvian tuna fishery, which has remained at
about the same level (nine purse-seiners) as in the several past vears,
but which could undergo a rather precipitous change if the numerous ves-—
sels fishing for anchovy, now freed for several weeks a year with a clo-
sure to fishing for that specilies, should elect to go for fishing for
tunas,

These reports were received with conslderable interest,
At this point the Chairman moved on to the next item,

Agenda Item (4) . Yellowfin tuna regulations during 1966

On introducing this item, the Chairman pointed out that the subject
had been fully reviewed in Background Paper No,2, He asked the Commis-
sion's Director of Investigations to review the highlights of this paper
for the benefit of those that had not had an opportunity to read it.

The Director then pointed out that although there had been some
overfishing of yellowfin tuna in the eastern tropical Pacific during five
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of the last six years, and that the Commission had recommended conserva-
tion measures in the form of a cateh guota since 1962, it was not until
the 1966 fishing season that the Commission's recommendations were final-~
ly adopted and generally implemented.

At its Annual Meeting on April 19 and 20, 1966, at Guayaquil, Ecua-
dor, the Commission recommended a catch quota of 79,300 short tons of
yellowfin for 1966 on the basis of a calculated equilibrium catch of
85,000 short tons for that year, A gquota of this size, according to
studies conducted by the Commission staff, would allow the stock to re-
build to maximum size (approximately 91,000 tons} in about three vears,

Fishing for yellowfin during the first four months of 1966 was
poorer than expected on the basis of the previous four years, By early
May, however, fishing had improved to the point where the catch by fish-
ermen of all countries reached a total of 66.4 thousand short tons by
August 23, It was on that day, August 23, that the Conmmission's Divector
of Investigations notified the governments of all nine countries whose
fishermen fished in the Commission's regulatory area that he was recoms-
mending to the Commission and Member Governments that unrestricted Fish~
ing for yellowfin be stopped at one minute after midnight on September 7,
1966. The balance of the allowed quota of 79,300 short tons, it was cal-
culated, would be caught by vessels already at sea on September 7, and
thus not subject to curtailment, and by the 15% of vellowfin allowed as
incidental catch while fishing for other species not under regulation,
The dates for the announcement and closure were selected to allow approxi-
mately two weeks warning or lead-time for all fleets before regulations
were imposed,

As it turned out, all states whose fishermen fished substantially
for tuna in the eastern tropical Pacific could not promulgate their new
fishing regulations by September 7, so a new closure date of September
15 was chosen., This date was generally agreed to, and all pertinent
fishing countries, including the non-member countries of Canada and Jap=
an soon thereafter deposited copiles of theilr special laws or decrees
covering this fishery with the Commission,

The postponement of the c¢losure date by eight days, however, influ-
enced subsequent fishing for yvellowfin to a considerable degree, Not
only did this allow eight more unrestricted days of yellowfin fishing,
but it increased the lead-time before closure from two weeks t0o more than
three weeks, This in turn allowed the fleets to develop a new fisghing
strategy which resulted in vessels with an aggregate of 35 thousand short
tons of fish carrying capacity (of a possible 38 thousand tons) beding at
sea on the date of closure, and of this large fraction of the total fleet,
30 thousand tons was empty capacity, Since these vessels could complete
their trips free of any regtriction, it meant that a large fraction of
the total fleet was fishing for a least one full trip on an open ticket
‘during ansalready shortened closed season, This resulted in heavy, com-
petitive fishing for yellowfin tuna, the preferred species., This extra-
ordinarily heavy pressure on yellowfin was further intensified by the un-
usually high apparent abundance aof the species and by the relative scarci-
ty of skipjack, even in traditional skipjack territory., The total catch
of skipjack was 66,138 (preliminary) short tons forp the year which is
considerably less than the average of approximately 86 thousand tons for
the previous three Years,
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At year's end, the total catch of yellowfin made in the Commission's
regulatory area was approximately 90 thousand short tons, This is near-
1y 11 thousand tons more than the recommended quota, and about 5 thou-
sand tons more than the calculated equilibrium catch. The consequences
of thisg heavier~than-degired fishing on the catch per unit of effort and
on the apparent resultant stock size, after all factors affecting stock
size are considered would, the Director pointed out, be dealt with in
some detail under Agende Item (5).

On inquiry of the Delegate from Mexico as to how the various coun-
tries applied regulations and how effective they were, the Director re-
plied as follows:

In general, the cooperation of all governments was excellent and in
total the results were guite good considering that this was the first
year this complex undertaking was tested., The problems of regulation
for the fleets of different countries varied considerably and even in
the same country fleets using different methods of capture found that
the gsame regulations affected their fishing success differently.

Japanese longliners, for instance, fish right across the Pacific,
both outside and inside the Commission's regulatory area (CRA), with
trips lasting for several months, and at times for as much as a year.
Near the western boundary of the CRA, it is not always easy +o tell when
the vessel is just inside the boundary or just outside. If there is a
penalty involved for being just inside the line, it is conceivable that
this "locationing" would become even fuzzier and certainly the accuracy
of log and reporting records would become more guspect reducing and even
nullifying their scientific value.

The speciles of tunas that are caught in significant numbers by Jap-
anese longliners (a gear less selective than surface gear) in the CRA
are bigeye and yellowfin., A few vears ago, when bigeye fishing was good
in a wide band on both sides of the equator, and yellowfin formed only an
incidental part of the catch, a 15% incidental yellowfin catch of other
species of tuna caught during the closed season was quite realistic. Now,
with the hook-rate for bigeve much reduced, and with fishing areas in the
CRA changed to farther north as well as south on either side of the equa-
tor, along the coast of the Americas, to favor catches of marlins and
other billfishes, the proportion of yellowfin to bigeye, both species of
tuna now really incidental to billfishes, often puns as high as 50-5%0,
To require a 15% yellowfin to other tunas caught during the closed season
oen yvellowfin would, under these circumstances, requlire these vessels to
move out of the CRA altogether to conform to the regulation, This is
not favored by either the Japanese Government or Japanese fishermen,

Another problem encountered by Japanese fishermen fishing in the
CRA during a closed period for vellowfin, is the length of trip. Most
Japanese vessels fishing in the CRA have a fish carrying capacity of 120
to 250 metric tons, With an average catch of about two tons per day of
all species, each vessel requires to spend 60 to 120 days fishing., Add
to this the long running time to and from the fishing grounds, and each
trip adds up to an absence of three to four months from home port, By
U.S. rules, if one of these vessels left its home port in Japan one day
before closure for yellowfin, the boat could Ffish in +the CRA continously
and unregulated for the whole or at least forp most of a several-month
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closed season, If, on the other hand, it left a day after closure, the
same vessel would be obliged to operate under regulation in the CRA for
the whole closure period and,in extreme cases, this could extend into
the new fishing vear,

It was for this reason that Japanese fishing rules during the 1966
closure on yellowfin fishing required Japanese vessels to notify the
Fisheries Agency in Japan the date they entered the CRA and the amount
of each species they had on board on entry and then to report catches in
the CRA by radio every 10 days. If they were in territory where more
than 15% of the total catch, while in the CRA, was yellowfin, they were
required by the Japanese Fisheries Agency that licenses these boats, to
move to other grounds where there was still good fishing but less vellow-
fin and to report their new location.

As there are several hundred Japanese longliners that can, and at
times do, enter the CRA for at least a pavt of thelr trip, and where only
the ship's captain or navigator knows their exact position at sea, fully
effective regulations can only be hoped for if each vessel carried a fish-
eries inspector who was also a navigator, This, it appears, is not pos-
sible, The experience of control by required radic reporting during
1966, the first year of regulated yellowfin catches, has, according to
officers of the Fisheries Agency in Tokyo, worked quite well,

U,5, and Canadian vessels that fish in both the Atlantic and the
Pacific Oceans, and particularly if this is done during the course of a
slngle trip, would find themselves in much the same predicament as the
Japanese, and perhaps a solution similar to the one tested by the Japan-
ese Fisheries Agency might be tried,

Vessels fishing out of some Latin American ports such as Manta, Ecua-
dor, that make only one-~day or very short trips, and where the principal
species caught is skipjack, have experimented with applying the 15% in-
cidental catch during closure over a period of two weeks or a month ra-
ther than for each trip, This, it appears, has worked out quite well
and the aggregate catches of the day-boats have rarely exceeded the
allowed 15 percent.

The larger boats fishing out of Coischo, Peru, that make trips ex-
tending over several days or even weoks have had a more difficult timé
(at least in 1966) limiting their catches of yvellowfin in the areas they
fish during every trip to the 15% allowed. If bonito, the principal
species fished, is included in the total on which the 15% is calculated,
the problem of selecting areas to fish that will limit vellowfin catches
to the 15% allowed, it is believed becomes more practical,

Although most of the yellowfin and skipjack taken in the CRA during
1966 was caught at the surface by United States flag vessels, the care~
fully considered rules developed by this member government did not even
fit all thelr own domestic fleet problems, far less those of all the oth-
er countries. One lesson that was learned from thls first vear's ex-
perince was that to reach the Commission's conservation objectives, a
variety of formulae governing vessel operations would have to be adopted,

A this point the Chairman announced that he would introduce the next
agenda item which deals with the condition of the yvyellowfin stocks for
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review and discussion only. Because of the importance of the subject,
he thought no action should be taken by the Commission until the next
day, after all delegates and advisors had had an opportunity to study
the proposals, The Chairman also announced that immediately following
the reviews of this agenda item, there was scheduled the showing of a
Tilm by Commission staff on the three major types of Tishing, live-bait,
purse-seine and longlining, for tropical tunas. He further announced
that the Government of Costa Rica had kindly dssued an invitation for
all participants to partake in a social evaning scheduled for 6:30 that
evening at the Casa Amardilla,

Agenda Ttem (5) ~ Condition of vellowfin stocks and recommendations
for 1967

On introducing this subject the Chairman called attention to Back-
ground Paper No,3 which fully reviewed the subject and which had been in
the hands of the delegates for several weeks. He asked the Director of
Investigations to point out the highlights of B,P, No.,3., The Dirvector
in turn called on James Joseph to carry out the review since he had done
most of the work on which the proposals were based,

At this point Mr, Joseph gave a brief review of the theory upon
which population dynamics is based. The theoretical models used were ex-
plained and the manner in which actual data had been applied to them was
described,

A review of the course of the Tishery during recent vears was given,
It was shown how the data indicated that in the early 1960's the stocks
of yellowfin had been reduced to the point below which they could support
the maximum sustainable vield. It was stated that the conditions of the
vellowfin stock at the end of 1966 indicated that a sustainable vyield of
approximately 84,500 short tons could be supported which means that, if
the yellowfin stocks are to be restored to the level at which they can
support the maximum yield, then some restoration to the stock is neceg-
sary,

However, it was pointed out that the exact form of the production
turve beyond current levels of fishing intensity is not known. In addi-
tion, there is some possibility that because of a change in the size comw
position of the catch of vellowfin made by the currently dominant purse-
seine fleet, there exists a Possibility that the line of equilibrium
catch may be somewhat higher than calculated at present,

Based on the best current estimate of the condition of the yvellowfin
stocks, the following table for restoration of the stocks was presented:

Averate catch Approximate number of vears

Schedule 7 7 quota nto reach optimum level
A 84,500 never
B 82,800 5
C 81,500 b
D 80,000 3
B 76,000 2
F 64,500 1
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General discussion by the Commissioners and industry advisors led
to the conclusion that because of the possibility that the line of equi-
librium catch might be higher than caleulated at present, and because
the nature of the production curve beyond present levels of fishing in-
tensity is not known exactly, it would be advisable to fish at the cur-
rent equilibrium level to get more data at the high levels of fishing
intensity, especially since this can be accomplished without endangering
the stock or producing adverse economic effects,

The Chalrman then closed discussion Tor the time being and asked
that the film depicting the three principal methods of catching tuna be
shown, The much-appreciated film ran from b:15 P,M, to 5:20 P,M, on com-
pletion of which the Chairman adjourned the meeting until 9:30 A.M, the
next day,

April 5, 1967

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 9:45 A_M,

Agenda Item (5) ~ continued
The Chailrman reopened discussion on the yellowiin guota.

Because the apparent abundance of vellowfin was not reduced as much
as expected by fishing beyond the equilibrium level in 1966, and the re-
latively high catches of yellowfin during the first three months of 1967,
it was thought by some of the delegates that pegrhaps the best guota to
recommend for 1967 would be the present calculated equilibrium level of
84,500 short tons, The Mexican delegation suggested that if this number
was selected, then the reason for taking the equilibrium yvield rather
than a lower quota should be highlighted in the resolution. This was
generally agreed to and the Chairman appointed a drafting committee to
draw up a suitable "resolution."

While the drafting committee was at work, the Chairman proposed that
the next agenda item be considered,

Agonda Ttem (6) ~ Revision of vesearch program under the revised budget

for 1967/68

The Chairman called the attention of the delegates to the agenda
item stating that the subject had been covered in Background Paper No.4,
He asked the Director of Investigations if he wished to elaborate further,

The Chairman stated that historically the Commission had been sig=
nally unsuccessful in obtaining sufficient money resources to carry out
programs of research approved by the Commission., Recent history in this
regard is reviewed in the following table:. T e

Amount requested Amount granted
FY 1963/64 $624,835 $412,818
1964 /65 617,183 *423 110
1965/66 658,590 *€L 58 7hly
1966/6% 823,403 ***¥4 59 9873
1967 /68 859,992 *AX%716, 831
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* $22,695 in contributions still outstanding
X% 297002 ] 1 ] "
LR 36’983 4 h " fl
#%¥%%  based on $658,000 U.8, share requested in President's budget,

To carry out the approved program of research and management for
Y 1967/68,the Commigsion requested the sum of $859,992 from all Member
Govaernments (see Appendix No,l), Officers of the U.5., Department of
State recently informed Commission headquarters that the U,S. Government
would not approve the full amount recommended but that the President
would place %658,000 ag the U.S., share in his budget request from Con-
gress, If congressional committees approve, and 1f all Member Govern-
ments pay their respectivae proportionate contributions on time, this
would result in a total budget of $716,831,

The new budget has dictated a change in program and in emphasis,
The proposed changes are summarized in Appendix No.,2., Since adminis-
trative and overhead ezpenses in a program of this size remain relative~
1y inflexible, the reduction (859,992 - $716,831 = $143,161) was of
necessity made in the time allowed for vessel charter., It is therefore
recommended that the decresse in pProgram be made principally in the
study of tuna ecology at sea (see Project E, Appendices 1 &, 2). The- cut
in budget will again require reduction in the level of Commission parti-
cipation in the Tour-year international and interagency study of fishery
oceanography (EASTROPAC) which is coordinated by the U,S. Bureau of Com-
mercial Fisheries, This, it would seem, is a pity since the Commission
has been an integral part of thisg comprehensive, cooperative and very
valuable research program since its inception, and substantial Commis-
sion participation with money and men was anticipated, Commission parti-
cipation and money support in the program during FY 1966/67 was minimal,
The present budget action requires that participation during 1967/68
still continue at a much lower level than desirable,

Commission approval to this proposed change in the original program
(i,e. brogram approved at the 1965 Annual Meeting) wag solicited to meet
the new budget requirements,

The Chairman invited comments, On motion of the U.5.,4A, and second-
ed by Costa Rica the change in program was agreed to unanimously,

Agenda Item (7) - Recommended research program and budget for 1968/69

On opening this subject forp discussion, the Chairman mentioned that
the program and budget proposal for 1968/69 had been fully covered in
Background Paper No.5. All delegates were urged to study this document,
The Chairman emphasized the need for the speedy resumption of researches
at sea. The increase in the budget requested Principally reflected this

need. He asked the Director of Investigations if he wished to elaborate

on B,P, No.5,

The Director of Investigations said that, as the size of the budget
effectively controlled the kind of operation that could be carried out,
he did wish to emphasize again the importance that he and his associates
placed on resuming studies at sea if the staff was expected to supply the
igformation required to manage a complex two-species high-seas pelagic
fishery., The vrovision of an adequate budget expressed in usable dollars
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is after all a government's one really effective declaration of priori-~
ties and interest, As pointed out before, in this area of our opera-
tlions, namely of obtaining the necessary funds to carry out necessary
programs, we have not been very successful,

In the experience of the first 16 vears of the Commission's opera~
tions we find that in only two vears (1958 and 1959) has the Commisszion's
recommended budget, and hence the program on which it was based, been
approved by all Member Governments, This means that in only two years
of the 16 has the full program the Commission thought necesgsary under
its trecaty mandate been carried out, Even under these straitened circum-
stances, the progress in research by the Commission's staff over the
whole period has been quite good, but it has never been enough to estab-
lish fully the basis of knowlédge required to follow the rapidly changing
and growing needs of the fishery. Now that conservation measures have
been generally adopted foi yvellowfin tuna, the timely development of ade-
quate data is even more urgent since Commission action affects the lives
and the livelihood of many people.,

In this regard it should also be pointed out that the regularly re-
duced amount of the budget over that requested, coupled with the uncer-—
tainty of when, or in what amount the final usable moneys will be made
availdlable, not only interjects some real problems in programming and pro-
gram execution, but also intvoduces almost insoluble problems in the ef-
Fective recruitment and retention of competent professional staff, Nor-
mally, the Director should have adequate staff on hand or guickly avail-~
able to carry out the full program approved by the Commission, The num~
ber and composition of the professional staff has accordingly been gauged
to meet this need, The actual program allowed by the amount of money
finally being made available has always been less than that requested by
the Commission and hence the full staff could rarely be used to best ad-~
vantage, A further aggravation over the past several yvears has been that
while staff salariea and other operating expenses have been steadily in-
creasing at the rate of about 5% per year, the finally approved budgets
have remained the same (about 1/2 or 2/3 of that requested) resulting in
a continually decreasing real budget, even though the number of dollars
remained the same,

Attempts have been made to meet this inexorable march of events in
a number of ways, PFirst, by reduction in staff wherever this appeared
practical, (n September 1, 1963 there were 49 persons on staff; this
has been reduced to 34 by the beginning of 1967, Staff reduction has
been achieved by not initiating new programs when old ones have been com-
pleted (e.g. the field work in the Gulf of Guayaquil) or by just cutting
out programs already underway (e.g. the baitfish studies atb Manta), and
by not filling positions that fall vacant, The main burden of +this cubt-
back has fallen on support staff, simply because support people are ea-
sier to recruit when needed in a hurry than are professionals, This has
“left most professionals without adequate assistance, which in itself is
wasteful,

The situation between staff and income during fiscal year 1966/67
has been so acute that to lighten the salary burden, four members of the
professional staff have been temporarily transferred to other ovganiza-
tions from where they can be retrieved if and when a full, or nearly .
full, program is supported by governments, It is hoped that support for
a full program will be realized in fiscal vear 1968/69,
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It is not mnecessary to add that this sort of half-program of re-
search cannot go on, If for any reason at all the Commission's budget
is once more held at the level of the past several years, then a com-
pletely new reduced program will be dictated based on the gathering, com-
pilation and analysis of statistical catch and effort data, No me aning-
ful work at sea and hence no new research of significance can be under~
taken, If the collection, compilation and analysis of cateh, landing and
logbook statistics alone survive (the present budget is adejuate for this
purpoae), it will require only a part of the present staff, and the com-~
position and training of residual staff will be quite different from the
present, which is heavily oriented toward rather sophisticated research,

The above is not intended as a complaint, It is intended as a real-—
istic look into the future, If history continues to repeat itself, and
16 years of history is all we have, the above will be almost inevitable,

When overfishing of vellowfin tuna was first recognized in 1961 and
1962, and conservation measures were considered necessary, the need for
two kinds of additional information became broadly apparent, The one re~
quirement was to know more about the stock structure and stock relation-
ships of yellowfin within the regulatory area itself, and more particu=-
larly the relationship of the large, deep-swimming tuna canght principal-
1y by longline vessels to those caught at the surface, 7The second reguire-
ment was to know more concerning the abundance and the distribution in
time and space of the elusive skipjack tuna, the species that would have
to bear the burden of increased catches now that the yvellowfin were fully
utilized, The program of research proposed to the Commission for the
past several years were drawn up to answer these and related rather vital
questions, and all pPrograms presented have required researches at seca
often in areas well beyond the Ilimit of the present fishery, As allowed
budgets did not permit required work at sea, this work still needs to be
done and the present budget once more reflects this need,

The amount requested by the Commission for 1967/68 was $859,992, It
appears unlikely again that the full amount will be supplied, but the
Commission has some reason to believe that it might receive $716,831,
This amount would allow a substantial amount of work at sea to be started
during the next fiscal year, The program and budget in the sum of
$989,590 (see Appendix No,3) being proposed for 1968/69 are based on this
possibility,

The Chairman at this point asked for comments. The delegate Ffrom
the U,S.4A, stated that it was his view that the brogram and budget de-
served support and it would receive the support of his delegation, but he
found it expedient to point out again that final money allocations under
U,5. law lay with the Congress and he could not assure what action Con-
gress would take on increases next year, If experience this Year was any
iigization, then the chances of obtaining the full,increase,appearedr -

Without further discussion, the j
- E g 1, program and budget in the sum of
$989,590 for fiscal year 1968/69 was unanimously approved,

CAgenda Item (8) - Proportion of contributions by Member Governments

Governments
w

The Chairman referred +o Batkground Paper No.§ (Appendix 4) which
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dealt with this subject., He asked the Divector of Iovestigations to ela~
borate,

The Divector pointed out that the proportion of the payments made
by Member Governments toward the operation of the Commission was deter—
mined on the basis of the "proportion of the total catch from the fish-~
ervies covered by this Convention utilized,,..eto, by each High Contracting
Party," As this formula was written into the treaty, the instructions
were clear., Because it is necessary to present a program and budget two
years in advance, the proportions cannot apply to the same year for which
the program is designed, Thus the proportions for the 1968/69 budget are
baged on "catch-utilization" in 1966, the most recent year for which
these data are available. Under this formula, the proportions for 1968/
59 are as follows:

fetal bndget requested: $989,590

ot S i

United States' share $o1r, 142
Ecuador 6,080
Mexico 23,11k
Costa Rica 7, Tk
Pouoamn 5G0

The Chaiirman then asked the delegates if further discussion on thig
subject was desired,

As there was no further discussion, on motion from Mexico and sec—
snded by the U,8.4A, +he proportions of contributions as recorded were
unanimously adopted,

Agenda Ttem (9) - Approval of the Commission's Annual Report for 1966

The Chairman pointed out that the draft Annual Report for 1966 har
been in the hands of Com: issioners (in both languages) for some two
menths and thus all had had full opportunity to study it, He aslasd for
comments. Several deliegates expressed approval of the document as pre-~
sented, On motion of the U,S3.A, and seconded by Mexico, the Commission
unanimously approved the Annual Report for 1966 and directed that it be
nrinted and circulated,

Aronda Ttem (10) - Election of officers

The Chairman said thet it has been the custom of the Commission to
rotate the officers of Chairman and Secretary among Member Governments,
except when a new country hecomes a member, then that country is usually
awarded the Chairmenship, and the next annual meeting, if desired, can
be held in the new country, This year (1967/68) the turn for Chairmen
- falls to the V.S.A, and tho Seerebtarysaip falls to Ecuador,

The chief delegate of Mexico proposed Commissioner Pugene D, Bennett
of the U,5,A, for Chairman adding that he was only sorry that Mr, Bennett,
because of il1l health, could not be bPresent in person, This was enthu-
glaptically secondad by Costa Rica., Unanimous agreement was indldecated
by a pound of applaungs,
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On congultation with the delegate from Ecuador, the U,5,A, proposed
Commissioner Wilson Vela H, for secretary, This was seconded by Mexico
to a round of applause,

The United States delegate thanked the Commission for this show of
confidence as did the delegate from Ecuador. The Director of Investiga~
tions was instructed to notify the members of their respective elections
to office,

At this point the delegate from the U.S.A, ipvited all participants
to a social evening at the U,S. Ambassador's residence. The Chairman
accepted this invitation with thanks,

Agenda Item (11) - Place and date of next meoting

The Chairman said it was the custom to rotate the place of meeting,
The 1964 meeting was held in the U.5.4.; the 1965 meeting in Mexico City
the 1966 meeting in Fcuador, and the present meeting was, of course, be-
ing held in San José, Costa Rica. The next meeting place then logically
falls to Panama, As the delegate from Panama, the Chairman added if it
was the pleasure of the Commission, he would be happy to invite the Com-
mission to meet in Panama next year,

-

This suggestion was happily received and immediately was generally
adopted,

With respect to the date of meeting, the Chalrman stated that early
April would be a satisfactory time. He suggested April 2 and 3, 1968,
a Tuesday and Wednesday, This would leave April 4 and 5 for an Inter-
Governmental Meeting if one was desired, Also it would give the Commig-
sion's scientific staff an opportunity to work up their vear-end figures
of stock condition., These dates also stay away from Easter Holideys, as
Easter Sunday falls on April 14,

There being no obJection to this suggestion, the proposed dates were
unanimousgly approved,

Next year's meeting then will be held in Panama City on April 2 and
2, 1968.

Amenda Ttem (12) -~ Other business

The Chairman asked all sections if there was any other business
that Commissioners would like to bring up at this time, As there was
none, the Chairman said he would like to introduce one item of business
brought up by the Director of Investigations, :

The Director had shown him a letter dated March 24, 1967 from Dr,
Warren 8, Wooster, Professor of Oceanography at the University of Cali-
fornia, San Diego and Coordinator of the large oceanographic survey
BASTROPAC, in which Dr, Wooster wished to explore the possibility of con~-
tracting the EASTROPAC plankton sovting (fish ege and larval work) and
meteorological studies, both subjects in which the Commlssion has some
competence, and in which the Commission has a direct interest. As this
activity would put the Commission in the role of a contractor, the Direc-
tor wished 4o have the Commission's approval before he undertook any such
activity. The Chalrman asked for comments,
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The delegate from the U.S, (Dr, McHugh) stated that he knew of this
proposal before and had looked into the administrative side of the mat~ .
ter., He had found that there was nothing insurmountable about that as-—
pect, With respect to the desirability of the Commission engaging in
this type of work, he could see no objection as long as the proposed
activity furthered the objectives of the Commission which, in his view,
it did,

This view was shared by all other Commissioners and was rully sup-
ported by the Chairman, Approval to cooperate in this way with the Co-
ordinator of EASTROPAC was unanimously agreed to,

At thisg point, it now being 5:30 P.M,, the Chairman adjourned the
meeting until 9:30 A M, the next day, at which time the new draft reso-
lution, and the proposed quota would be acted upon,

.§R£i$m§4mi2§z

The Chairman convenad the meeting at 9:30 A.M. to give final rvead-
ing to the "Resolution" and formally to adopt the guota,

The drafting committee presented their draft which was read to the
Comumission., During the reading, the U,S, delegate said that his delega-
tion had a proposed modification for paragraph 5 of the recommendation
in the Resolution, They were hnot golng to press adoption at this time,
but they did want their proposal to be recorded and studied, with a view
toe having it fully considered next year, The U.S. draft of a posaible
substitute fov paragraph 5 appears as Appendix No.5,

With the above agreed to, the Chairman asked for comments on the
Resolution (see Appendix No,65, ags submitted by the drafting committee,
On motion of the delegate from Mexico and seconded by the U,5. and Costa
Rica, the Resolution recommending a catch quota of 84,500 short tons of
yvellowfin tuna from the Commission's regulatory area in the eastern trop-
ical Pacific during 1967 was unanimously adopted, The Chairman ashed
the Director of Investigations to notify all governments whose nationals
fish in the Commission's regulatory area of this action,

As this concluded matters of business, the Chairman thanked the
host government, and especially the Vice-President and his cabinet col-
leagues, for their many hospitalities and courtesies including the so-~
cial evening, Thanks were also offered to the U.,5. delegation for the
delightful evening at the residence of their ambagsador. The Chairman
also thanked all Commissioners, Advisors and Obgervers for theilr splen-
did cooperation and the Commission's scientific staff for their good
work, He also commented favorably on the excellent interpretation serv-
ice provided by Carlos Diez and his engineer assistant Gerardo Lara.

The senior Commissioner from Costa Rica, the host country, made a
sultable response, adding how gratifying it was to have Canada apply Ffor
Commission membership, He commenbed on her interest in past meetings
and that she was so fully and ably represented at this meeting, It was
his hope that Canada would be a full partuner at the next meeting. Commig-
slioner Cardona-Cooper also thanked the Government of Japan for her usual
gplendid cooperation, and for sending such a strong delegation, He
thanked the Chairman for his excellent conduct of the meeting and the
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Governments of Chile, Colombia, Guatemala, El Salvador, Nicaragua and
Peru for their show of interest and for sending Observers, as well as
FAO and the South Pacific Commission, It was his hope that before long
all countries fishing in the eastern tropical Pacific or with interests
in the area would become Commission members, One or two Observers, in
addition to Canada, had already indicated their governments' interest,
Costa Rica, he added, was happy and proud to act as host, especially as
San José was in a way the bdrthplace of the Commission,

All Observers made suitable responses,

With this, and a round of enthusiastic applause, the Chairman de-
clared the 19th Annual Meeting of the Commission closed,

April 21, 1967
La Jolla, Calif,
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APPENDIX NO, 4

PROPORTIONS OF CONTRIBUTIONS BY MEMBER GOVERNMENTS
FISCAL YEAR 1968/69

The Tuna Convention provides (Article I-3): "each High Contracting
Party shall determine and pay the expenses incurred by its section. Joint
expenses incurred by the Commission shall be paid by the High Contracting
Parties through contyributions in the form and proportion recommended by
the Commission and approved by the High Contracting Parties. The propor-
tion of joint expenses to be paid by each High Contracting Party shall
be related to the proportion of the total catch from the fisheries cover-
ed by the Convention utilized by that High Contracting Party." Since the
word "utilized"was not defined by the Convention, the Commission, for
the sake of a modus operandi, defined it in 1952 as "the tuna (yellonin
and skipjack) consumed Tresh or substantially processed in a country.

The latter is considered to include canning, regardless of the ultimate
destination of the canned product,

On this basis, as formerly, we have calculated the proportion of
contributions of each High Contracting Party for fiscal year 1968/69,
The calculations are based on utilization of tropical tunas in the year
1966. It is not possible to calculate contributions for a given fiscal
year on the basis of tuna utilized in that same yvear because financial
regulations of the Commission require that the Director of Invegtigations
submit at each regular annual meeting of the Commission, budget estimates
for the two following vears. For example, at the annual meeting to be
held in April 1967, the Director will present budget estimates for IFiscal
Years 1967/68 and 1968/69, The former will be simply an updated {and re-
vised, usually downward) verslion of the budget presated and approved at
the 1966 Annual Meeting, but the latter (being presented for the First
time) will require approval not only of the budget estimates but also
the contributions of the member countries for that fiscal year (FY 1968/
69), The most recent figures on tuna utilization which will be available
at the time of the 1967 Annual Meeting, of course, will be those for the
calendar year 1966, which are as follows:

United States of America 285,778,000 pounds
Ecuador 14,439,000 "
Mexico 7,242,000 "
Costa Rica 2,426,000 "
Panama none

In accordance with the above, the funds for joint expenses of the
Commission should be in the following proportions (expressed as the ra-
tio of the contribution to that of the U.S.A, )

United States of America 100,000
Beuador i 5,053
" México - ' ' 2.534
Costa Rica 0,849

Panama - Minimum contribution of $500

With a budget of $989,590, the contributions of each government
would be as follows:

United States of America $912,142
Ecuador 46,090
Mexico , 23,114
Costa Rica 7 7l
Panama 500

“$989, 590



APPENDIX NO, 5

U, 85, draft proposal as possible substitute for baragraph

5w0f recommendation in Resolution

5) Permit each vessel Tishing in the regulatory area after
the closure date for the yellowfin tuna fishery to land an inci-
dental catch of yellowfin tuna taken in the regulatory area on
each trip commenced during such closed season., The amount each
vessel is permitted to land as an incidental cateh of vellowfin
tuna shall be determined by the government which regulates the
fishing activities of such vessel, Pr0vided, however, that the
aggregate of the incidental catch of vellowfin tuna taken by
the veasel of each country shall not exceed 15% of the total
catch of tuna and other marketable species taken by such ves-
sels during the period such vessels are permitited to land inci-

dental catches of yellowfin tuna,



APPENDIX NO, 6

RESOLUTTION
The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission

Taking note that the reports of the scientific staff of the Commi s~
sion inddicate that although the catch in 1966 exceeded substantially the
recommended catch quota it did not reduce the apparent abundance of Yvel-
lowfin as expected, and

Recognizing that the Commission does not vet have all the necessary
data to predict precisely the effect of fishing beyond the present level
of dintensity, and

Noting further that although the data presented in Background Paper
No, 2 constitute the best current estimate of the condition of the stock,
it is desirable to improve upon this estimate by obtaining more data
about the effect of fishing at higher levels,:

Concludes that this can be accomplished without endangering the
stock or producing adverse economic effects by fishing at the present
estimated equilibrium level, and

Therefore recommends to the High Contracting Parties that they take
Joint action to:

1. ®gtablish a catch-limit (quota) on the total catch of yellowfin
tuna for the Calendar year 1967 of 84,500 short tons from the regulatory
area defined in the Resolution adopted by the Commission on May 17, 1962.

2. Reserve a portion of this yellowfin tuna quota for allowance for
incidental catches of tuna fishing vessels when fishing for other market-
able species in the regulatory area after the closure of the unrestricted
fishery for vellowfin tuna. The amount of this portion should be deter-~
mined Ly the scientific staf'f of the Commission at such time in 1967 as
the catch of yellowfin approaches the recommended quota for the vyear,

3. Open the fishery for yellowfin tuna on 1 January 1967; during
the open season vessels should be permitted to enter the regulatory area
with permission to fish yellowfin, without restriction on the gquantity
until the return of the vessel to port,

4, Close the fishery for yellowfin tuna during 1967 at such date
as the quantity already caught plus the expected catch of yellowfin
tuna by vessels which are at sea with permits to fish without restric-
tion, reaches 84,500 short tons, less the portion reserved for incidental
catches in Item 2 above, such date to be determined by the Director of
Investigations, Co ' o

5. Permit vessels after the date of closure of the fishery for yvel-
lowfin tuna to enter the area with permission to figh only for other spe-
cies; bub allow any vessel operating under such permission to land not
more than 15 percent by weight of vellowfin tuna among its catch of all
marketable species taken within the area on any voyage which entered the
regulatory area during the closed season, This limitation applies to



each trip on which a vessel departs with permission to fish only for
other species even though the vessel does not return to port from such
a trip until after the ond of calendar year 1967. 1In the case of small
vessels making daily trips, the 15 percent by weight for dincidental
catch of yellowfin may be accumilated for periods of two weeks,

6. Obtain by appropriate measures the cooperation of those Govern-—
ments whose vessols operate in the fishery, but which are not parties to
the Convention for the Establishment of an Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission, in effecting these conservation measures,

San José, Costa Rica
6 April 1967






