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The 10th meeting of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity was held in La Jolla, California 
(USA) on 5 November 2008.  The attendees are listed in Appendix 1. 

1. Opening of the meeting 

The meeting was opened by Lic. Arnulfo Franco, of Panama, the Chair of this working group. 

2. Adoption of the agenda 

The provisional agenda was approved, with the addition, under item 4, of presentations by Peru, 
Guatemala, Colombia and Bolivia on cases related to fleet capacity.   

3. Implementation of Resolution C-02-03 on purse-seine fleet capacity  

Dr. Compeán reported that on 30 October information had been sent to all Parties on changes and 
movements of vessels on the Regional Vessel Register since the adoption of Resolution C-02-03 in June 
2002.  

Mr. Brian Hallman, Assistant Director of the IATTC, presented Document CAP-10-03, which contains 
information on the implementation of Resolution C-02-03 on fleet capacity, with particular emphasis on 
the procedures followed by the Secretariat for maintaining the Regional Vessel Register. 

Costa Rica proposed that the Commission recognize agreements between countries by which one of the 
countries can use the other’s capacity temporarily. It was noted that clear and transparent procedures 
should be established by means of a resolution, in order to avoid any possible disputes between the two 

http://www.iattc.org/PDFFiles2/Rights-based-management-report.pdf
http://www.iattc.org/PDFFiles2/Rights-based-management-report.pdf
http://www.iattc.org/PDFFiles2/IATTC-73-EPO-Capacity-Plan.pdf


countries, and to define the role of the Commission in such agreements.  It was agreed that the countries 
involved in this matter should present a draft resolution for the consideration of the Commission. Some 
delegations expressed concern that this system could lead to an increase in the capacity of the fleet.  

Spain noted that the document mentions cases of vessels that operate in the EPO but are not on the 
Regional Register, and that this should be taken into account when the Commission decided which 
vessels should be included in the IUU Vessel List.   

4. Proposals regarding fleet capacity 

Peru, Guatemala, Colombia and Bolivia presented their respective requests for adding vessels to the 
Regional Register, and Venezuela and Ecuador noted that they also had cases pending of transfers of the 
capacity of their flag vessels to other countries. 

Peru made a presentation on the way in which it would implement the utilization of the carrying capacity 
established in the footnote in Resolution C-02-03.  The number of fishing permits issued to foreign 
vessels would be reduced, and would be issued to new vessels of its flag, so that the fishing effort would 
not be increased.  Some delegations noted that the foreign vessels whose fishing licenses would be 
withdrawn would probably be fishing in another area of the eastern Pacific; in addition, the Peruvian 
vessels would receive new licenses, so that in practice the overall fishing effort would increase. 

Guatemala made its presentation, noting that its intention was to recover 3,762 m3 of well capacity lost 
when two Guatemalan-flag vessels changed flag. Guatemala alluded to unclear procedures in place at the 
time that allowed these two vessels to transfer to another State with their capacity. He proposed that a 
resolution be approved granting Guatemala an exception to replace this capacity, allowing it two years to 
find vessels on the Regional Register and, if they were not found within that period, to find them outside 
the Register. 

Bolivia noted that, in its case, transferring carrying capacity is not possible if it is not approved by the 
Bolivian government, and that it never authorized the transfer of the capacity of Bolivian vessels to 
another country, so Bolivia would use the capacity of 5,830 m3 that belongs to it.  

Colombia noted that, like Peru, it is included in the footnote in Resolution C-02-03, so it requested that 
the allocation of that capacity be considered.  Likewise, Venezuela reminded the meeting of its request for 
5,433 m3, presented at previous meetings, resulting from incorrectly implemented capacity transfer 
procedures, and Ecuador presented a similar argument in the case of the vessel Roberto M.  El Salvador 
also noted for the record that it wished to increase its fleet capacity. 

Certain delegations stated that it should be clarified that, in their respective cases, the procedures in the 
resolution had been applied improperly, and therefore it would not be a case of increasing fishing capacity 
but of returning capacity that was taken away improperly.  The Secretariat stated that in all cases the 
procedures in place at the time had been followed properly.  

France expressed its interest, recognized in the footnote to Resolution C-02-03, in developing its fisheries 
in its island territory in French Polynesia, with a small fishing fleet that would operate in its Exclusive 
Economic Zone.  

The Chair indicated that, in general terms, the cases presented involved about 32,000 m3 of capacity, and 
that a decision was required on whether to proceed and consider such an increase in fishing capacity.  

Various delegations noted that any such increases in fleet capacity should be addressed in conjunction 
with conservation measures for tuna, since any increase in capacity should imply a concomitant increase 
in the duration of the closure of the fishery.  

The Working Group discussed the cases presented extensively, but could not reach a consensus on a 
recommendation on how to resolve the cases, individuall or jointly. 

The meeting then discussed the idea of “lending” capacity as elaborated in Document CAP-10-03.  As 
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noted in that paper, it is not clear how this might be carried out, but if it is to occur, the Secretariat 
considered that the rules and procedures associated with the transaction must be clear and understood in 
advance by the member countries of the Commission. The document suggests that the following elements 
must be addressed in the implementation of any capacity lending arrangement:  

a. The vessel involved may be added to the Regional Register using a specified amount of cubic 
meters of capacity currently available to the lending government.  The vessel must fly the flag of 
the recipient country.  The two governments shall agree that the vessel may be removed from the 
Register at any time at the request of either one of the governments involved in a written 
communication to the Director.   

b. Both governments involved shall instruct the Director that, if the vessel is removed from the 
Register, its well volume will revert to the lending country and may be reused only by that 
country.  The recipient government shall not have any rights to the capacity of the vessel if it is 
removed from the Register. 

c. If the vessel changes flag, it shall be removed from the Register. 

d. The recipient government, as the flag government of the vessel, shall be legally responsible for all 
activities of the vessel associated with compliance with the rules and resolutions of the AIDCP 
and the IATTC. 

e. The arrangement shall be notified to the Director and the Parties to the IATTC, and shall be noted 
on the Register as part of the information associated with the vessel. 

The meeting generally agreed that these elements must be addressed in any capacity lending arrangement.  
There was no agreement as to the best way to document these points, but there was a widespread view 
that they should be recorded with the Secretariat in a transparent manner.  It was suggested that these 
elements could be included in a draft resolution for future consideration by the Commission.    

Some delegations expressed concern that such lending arrangements would result in an increase in total 
fishing capacity, and that this would have negative implications for conservation.   

 

5. Recommendations to the Commission  

The Working Group had no recommendations for the Commission.  

6. Other business 

Bolivia reported that it had circulated a note, dated 4 November 2008 (Appendix 2) regarding its request, 
pending since 2004, to remove from the Regional Register a series of vessels, with a capacity of 5,830 m3 
that belonged to Bolivia and whose transfer to another country Bolivia had never authorized.  

7. Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 7:00 p.m. on 5 November. 
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COLOMBIA 
CARLOS ROBLES  

Ministerio de Agricultura y Desarrollo Rural 
carlos.robles@minagricultura.gov.co   

VLADIMIR PUENTES 
Ministerio de Ambiente, Vivienda y Desarrollo Territorial 
vpuentes@minambiente.gov.co 

ALFREDO RAMOS 
Ministerio de Comercio Industria y Turismo 
aramos@mincomercio.gov.co 

MARTHA DE LA PAVA 
Instituto Colombiano Agropecuario 
martha.delapava@ica.gov.co 

ARMANDO HERNÁNDEZ 
ICA/Programa de Observadores de Colombia 
dirpescalimpia@cable.net.co 

ALEJANDRO LONDOÑO 
Asociación Nacional de Empresarios de Colombia 
alondono@andi.com.co 

ALVARO BUSTAMANTE 
Atunec S.A. 
abs@atunec.com.co 

ALVARO BUSTAMANTE JR. 
Atunec S.A. 
alvarojr.bustamante@atunec.com.co 

DIEGO CANELOS 
Seatech International, Inc. 
dcanelos@seatechint.com 

LUÍS PAREDES 
Seatech International, Inc 
paredeslr@lexpraxis.com 

COSTA RICA 
CARLOS VILLALOBOS 

Instituto Costarricense de Pesca y Acuicultura 
cvillas@racsa.co.cr 

ASDRÚBAL VÁSQUEZ  
Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganadería 
vasqueza1@ice.co.cr 

BERNAL CHAVARRÍA 
Instituto Costarricence de Pesca y Acuicultura 
bchavarria@bcvabogados.com 

ECUADOR  
GUILLERMO MORÁN 

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería, Acuacultura y Pesca 
guillermo.moran@pesca.gov.ec 

RAMÓN MONTAÑO 
Subsecretaría de Recursos Pesqueros 
rmontano@pesca.gov.ec  

LUÍS TORRES 
Subsecretaría de Recursos Pesqueros 
probecuador@gye.satnet.net  

LUÍS GARCÍA 
Cámara Nacional de Pesquería 
legarcia@ecutel.net 

CÉSAR ROHÓN 
Cámara Nacional de Pesquería 
indremo@gye-satnet.net 

RAFAEL TRUJILLO 
Cámara Nacional de Pesquería 
direcjec@camaradepesqueria.com 

LUIGI BENINCASA 
ATUNEC 
info@atunec.com.ec 

EDUARDO BRITO 
Brito Morán O’Brien – Abogados 
bmoasoc@espoltec.net.ec 

ABEL PALADINES 
Paladines Hermanos 
camnacpe@gye.satnet.net  
 

EL SALVADOR 
MANUEL OLIVA 

CENDEPESCA 
moliva@mag.gob.sv 

MARTHA CALVO 
CALVO PESCA 
marta.calvo@calvo.es  

CARLOS SÁNCHEZ 
CALVO PESCA 
carlos.sanchez@calvo.es 
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ESPAÑA - SPAIN  
SANTIAGO NECHES 

Embajada de España en Washington 
neches@mapausa.org 

JAVIER ARÍZ 
Instituto Español de Oceanografía 
javier.ariz@ca.ieo.es 

ESTANISLAO GARAVILLA 
OPAGAC 
opagac@arrakis.es 

JULIO MORÓN 
OPAGAC 
opagac@arrakis.es 

IMANOL LOINAZ 
Albacora S.A. 
iloinaz@albacora.es 

JUAN MONTEAGUDO 
ANABAC 
juanpablo@anabac.org 

FRANCE 
JONATHAN LEMEUNIER 

Ministère de l ‘ Agriculture et de la Pêche 
Jonathan.lemeunier@agriculture.gouv.fr 

YANNICK DOUET 
Collective Localisation Satellites 
yannick.douet@cls.fr  

GUATEMALA 
CARMEN SANDOVAL 

Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería y Alimentación 
carmen.sandoval@maga.gob.gt 

FRATERNO DÍAZ  
Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería y Alimentación 
fraterno.diaz@maga.gob.gt 

HUGO ALSINA 
Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería y Alimentación 
hugo.alsina@maga.gob.gt 

JAPÓN - JAPAN 
SHINGO OTA 

Fisheries Agency of Japan 
shingo_oota@nm.maff.go.jp 

KENGO TANAKA 
Fisheries Agency of Japan 
kengo_tanaka@nm.maff.go.jp 

HARUO TOMINAGA 
Fisheries Agency of Japan 
haruo_tominaga@nm.maff.go.jp 

MAKOTO MIYAKE 
National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries 
p.m.miyake@gamma.ocn.ne.jp 

HIROAKI OKAMOTO 
National Research Institute of Far Seas Fisheries 
okamoto@affrc.go.jp 

MASAMICHI MOTOYAMA 
National Ocean Tuna Fishery Association 
motoyama-enkatsu@tairyo.com 

HISAO MASUKO 
Japan Tuna Fisheries Co-operative Association 
masuko@japantuna.or.jp 

KOREA - COREA 
CHIGUK AHN 

Ministry for Food, Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 
chiguka62@yahoo.com  

YOUNG-HOON CHUNG 
Ministry for Food, Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 
yhcfish@mifaff.go.kr  

YONGIL JEON 
Sungkyunkwan University 
yjeon@skku.edu 

KYUNG-SOO LEE  
Sajo Industries Co. Ltd. 
kslee@sajo.co.kr 

MÉXICO 
MARIO AGUILAR 

CONAPESCA 
marioaguilars@aol.com 

MICHEL DREYFUS 
Instituto Nacional de la Pesca 
dreyfus@cicese.mx 

HUMBERTO ROBLES 
Instituto Nacional de la Pesca 
hrobles@cicese.mx  

ORLANDO PÉREZ 
Secretaría de Economía 
operez@economia.gob.mx 

LUÍS FLEISCHER 
Centro Regional de Investigación Pesquera 
lfleischer21@yahoo.com 
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capenic@ibw.com.ni 

JULIO GUEVARA 
Comercial Atunera 
cpesca@gfextun.com 
 

PANAMÁ 
MARÍA PATRICIA DÍAZ 

Fundación Internacional de Pesca 
latintuna@yahoo.com 

ARNULFO FRANCO 
Fundación Internacional de Pesca 
arnulfol.franco@gmail.com 

EUFEMIA DRANDIC 
Tri-Marine 
edrandic@trimarinegroup.com  

ALFONSO PAZ 
Sirenza Maritime M.C. 
alfonsopaz@movistar.pa.blockberry.com 

PERÚ 
ALFONSO MIRANDA 

Ministerio de la Producción 
amiranda@produce.gob.pe 

GLADYS CÁRDENAS 
Instituto del Mar del Perú 
gcardenas@imarpe.gob.pe 

MATE BARAKA 
Sociedad Nacional de Pesquería 
maspillagas@haydul.com.pe  

RICARDO BERNALES 
Sociedad Nacional de Pesquería 
gerencia@diamante.com.pe 

RAÚL SÁNCHEZ 
Sociedad Nacional de Pesquería 
snpnet@terra.com.pe  

CLAUDIA LEÓN 
Pez de Exportación S.A.C. 
cmlr@terra.com.pe 

JAIME TRUJILLO 
Pesquera Hayduk, S.A. 
arimachi@hayduk.com.pe 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA - ESTADOS UNIDOS DE AMÉRICA 
DAVID HOGAN 

U.S. Department of State 
hogandf@state.gov 

SARAH MCTEE 
U.S. Department of State 
mcteesa@state.gov 

RODNEY MCINNIS 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service 
rod.mcinnis@noaa.gov 

JUDSON FEDER 
NOAA – Office of General Counsel  
judson.feder@noaa.gov 

WILLIAM ROBINSON 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service 
bill.robinson@noaa.gov 

ALLISON ROUTT 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service 
allison.routt@noaa.gov 

JEREMY RUSIN 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service 
jeremy.rusin@noaa.gov 

MARTINA SAGAPOLU 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service 
martina.sagapolu@noaa.gov 

SUNEE SONU 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service 
sunee.sonu@noaa.gov 

BRADLEY WILEY 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Services 
brad.wiley@noaa.gov 

SARAH WILKIN 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service 
sarah.wilkin@noaa.gov 

MICHELLE ZETWO 
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service 
michelle.zetwo@noaa.gov 

BRAD ACK 
Marine Stewardship Council 
brad.ack@msc.org 

RENATO CURTO 
Tri Marine International, Inc. 
rcurto@trimarinegroup.com 

SVEIN FOUGNER  
Hawaii Longline Association  
sveinfougner@cox.net 

GUILLERMO GÓMEZ 
Gómez-Hall Associates 
gomezhall@juno.com 

PAUL KRAMPE 
American Tunaboat Association 
krampepaul@aol.com  

WILLIAM M. SARDINHA 
Sardinha & Cileu Management Inc. 
bill@sardinhacileu.sdcoxmail.com 

RANDI THOMAS 
National Fisheries Institute  
rthomas@nfi.org   

JOHN ZUANICH 
Del Monte Foods/Starkist Brands 
john.zuanich@delmonte.com 
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CRISTINA STREDEL 
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Ministerio de Defensa Nacional 
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ALVARO RÍOS 
Registro Internacional Boliviano de Buques 
asesor_juridico@ribb.gov.bo 
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LAUREN DONIHEE 

Fisheries and Oceans Canada 
lauren.donihee@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
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STAFFAN EKWALL 

European Commission, DG Fisheries 
staffan.ekwall@ec.europa.eu 
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Conservation International 
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The Billfish Foundation 
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drrsnnc@aol.com  

WILLIAM FOX 
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Appendix 2. 
 
La Jolla, 4 November 2008 
 
Mr. 
Guillermo Compeán 
Director 
Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission - IATTC 
 

Ref.: Bolivian proposal for the Working group on Fleet Capacity. 
Of our consideration: 
 
The concern that exists within the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), regarding the emerging 
problems of the capacity of the fleet, an aspect highlighted in the recent meetings of the body, especially, in the one 
held in June of this year in Panama City, is known to all. 
 
We understand that these distortions arise from the ambiguity with which the allocation of the capacity de the fleet 
was determined, since the basis of its determination was the vessels included in the Regional Vessel Register and 
leaving aside the sovereign right of States to fish on the High Seas, which, in the first instance, should be the owners 
of the same. 
 
In this regard, the Republic of Bolivia has carried out an in-depth analysis of these problems, with special 
consideration of the rights on which the allocation of fleet capacity should be based, as well as its consequences. 
This analysis starts with an general review of these facts, as well as of the circumstances that affect Bolivia in 
particular and seeks a definitive solution of the problems due to changes of flag, which have concerned our 
countries for a long time. 
 
In that respect, in the following we develop the analysis of these problems and include a formal proposal for 
resolution, so that Bolivia can gain access in a sovereign manner to exercise the right that supports it regarding that 
fleet capacity. Likewise, we use the opportunity to reiterate to the IATTC, the need to make a definitive statement 
regarding the request made by our country, through note DGIMFLMM Nº 122/04, dated 17 December 2004, 
referring to the elimination of the SEATECH INC. company from the Regional Vessel Register. 
 
This analysis is presented below: 
 
I. GENERAL ANALYSIS OF THE PROBLEM.  
 
1. In accordance with the provisions of subparagraph e) of paragraph 1 of article 87º and articles 116º to 120º 

of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (CONVEMAR, CNUDMAR or UNCLOS), there 
is a full recognition of the sovereign right to fish on the High Seas (the main area of influence of the EPO) 
of all States, whether coastal or without a coast. 

2. Also, it determines the obligation de such States to adopt the measures necessary for the the conservation 
of living resources, the duty of cooperating with other States in their adoption, the obligations of 
collaborating among themselves in the conservation and management of the living resources and the 
obligations to determine the permissible catch limit and establish other conservation measures for the living 
resources on the high seas. 

3. Likewise, paragraph 5.2. of article 5º of the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible fishing, a document 
expressly recognized by the Plan of Action for the Regional Management of Tuna-Fishing Capacity (EPO 
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Plan), also recognizes the right of States in development to implement their capacity to exploit their own 
fisheries, as well as to participate in high-seas fisheries, including access to the same. 

4. In turn, the IATTC has as one of its fundamental bases bringing about the development of fishing activity 
by the States, based on the principles established in UNCLOS, which should serve as input for defining a 
fleet capacity that recognizes the right of all States to have access to fishing on the High Seas. 

5. In this regard, it is necessary to specify that the rights established by UNCLOS for fishing on the High 
seas, are expressly recognized in favor of States, which may authorize private parties in the exercise of 
these rights, subject to compliance with their own legislation. 

6. Notwithstanding the above, IATTC Resolution C-02-03 has estimated the fishing capacity and the target 
level of 158.000 m3 on the basis of the vessels included in the Regional Vessel Register, limiting 
furthermore that only vessels on that Register and on that date, are the only ones that may carry out this 
activity.  

7. This circumstance has resulted in that in practice, the owners of the vessels assume that the capacity of the 
fleet is a right that belongs to them, ignoring the sovereign right that States have; a fact that result in a total 
contradiction when it is the States that should manage these allocations and that end up assuming 
responsibility for the control of this activity. Further, it must be understood that if this were the case, the 
vessel owners by themselves should attend the IATTC and not the representatives of the States associated 
with this body.  

8. Worse yet, we see with concern that the allocation of this fleet capacity is not complying with one of the 
main objectives that arise from recognizing the right of all States, without exception, to fish on the High 
seas, which is to further the right to the development of a national fishing industry. 

9. It is illogical to assume that a State has to develop a national fishing industry, when it is obliged to transfer 
its fleet capacity to vessel owners of another nationality and that it no way represent the interests of that 
State. 

10. In the same way, it also does not contribute to the exercise of this right, when a State is not guaranteed the 
free exercise of a portion of that fleet capacity, which can result in an incentive to its nationals to invest in 
the development of this activity. 

11. To date many States, including Bolivia, have been affected by vessel owners who have attempted to change 
the flag of their vessels, retaining for themselves the fleet capacity that corresponds to the flag State, 
because they assume that it belonged to them in impairment of the rights of those countries, a point which 
has led to constant protests to the IATTC. 

12. In this regard, to the extent to which the IATTC does not recognize that States are the real owners of fleet 
capacity and the only ones that can make use of it in accordance with their local legislation, the rights 
expressly protected by UNCLOS are being contravened. 
 

II. ON THE BOLIVIAN RIGHT TO FLEET CAPACITY. 
 

1. According to the data from the Regional Vessel Register, through Resolution C-02-03 the capacity of the 
fleet was estimated at a target level of 158.000 m3, of which a total of 5.830 m3 belong to Bolivia on the 
basis of the Bolivian-flag vessels included in the Regional Vessel Register on 19 August 2000. 

2. In paragraph 15 of the Minutes of the 73rd Meeting of the IATTC held in Lanzarote - Spain, it was agreed 
that: “A change of flag by a vessel from one CPC to another, and the vessel’s status on the Regional 
Register, shall not be considered effective until the Director has received official notification of the change 
from both governments involved”.  Which does no include the transfer of fleet capacity from one State to 
another. 

3. In this regard, the Republic of Bolivia through note DGIMFLMM Nº 122/04, dated 17 December 2004, 
communicated opportunely, the specific case of the Seatech Inc. company, owner of the Sea Gem, Amanda 
M, Golden Coast, Nazca and Cabo de Hornos, requesting that these vessels be removed from the Regional 
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4. With this background, the Republic of Bolivia requests that the IATTC, when it pronounces on this 
disagreeable fact, recognize the sovereign right that it has to 5.830 m3 of the capacity of the fleet. 
 

III. THE SEATECH INC. CASE 
 
1. We cannot leave unmentioned the case of the vessel owner Seatech Inc., a situation that has disturbed the 

status of associate of Bolivia to the IATTC, since apart from having put in doubt its status of sovereign 
owner of the fleet capacity, apparently this has been assumed by a private party, which furthermore are of 
another nationality. 

2. This unfortunate fact is brought about by the intention of the owner of changing flag, being aware of the 
infractions committed while carrying out his fishing activity, which has led to the company to date has 
been sentenced by the Bolivian judiciary to the payment of more than $us. 360.000.- in fines. 

3. It is the case, furthermore, that this company obtained an irregular registry from the Colombian maritime 
authority, having provided it with false certificates of deletion of flag, as is demonstrated by the 
denunciation lodged by Seatech Inc. itself with the Bolivian State Prosecutor, for the offenses of 
ideological falsity, use of falsified instrument and others, a process that, although it was abandoned by the 
plaintiff continues at the request of the victim, which is the Bolivian State. 

4. On the other hand, at the request of the IATTC itself which considered this controversy bilateral, both the 
Bolivian maritime authority, and the Bolivian International Vessel Register, contacted opportunely the 
Colombian maritime authority, without having received any response, to inform it that the Constitutional 
Court of Bolivia had declared inadmissible the constitutional appeals lodged by Seatech Inc., causing the 
immediate annulment of the certificates of deletion of flag granted in its favor and invalidating and 
nullifying its registration with the Republic of Colombia. 

5. In this regard, it can be seen that Bolivia has complied in every one of the cases, with all the requirements 
established by the IATTC, however, its request has not been attended to almost four years after it was made 
to this forum. 

6. In view of the above, we reiterate our request to the IATTC, so that in the framework of the procedures of 
this body, an express pronouncement be made about this case. 

 
In view of all the above, Mr. Director, we would be grateful to you if this note and its annexes were submitted to the 
Working group that will analyze the matter of fleet capacity, on which occasion we will reinforce it with the 
corresponding presentation.  Similarly, we formally ask you that the contents of item III referring to the Seatech Inc. 
case be once and for all resolved by the IATTC, through the pertinent agencies, deciding the exclusion of that 
company from the Regional Vessel Register. All these matters should be included in the Minutes of this meeting. 
 
Also, we would thank you for issuing to us a certification which confirms the presentation of this note and its 
annexes. 
 
Without any other matters, we have the pleasure of greeting you sincerely, 
 

Hernán Becerra V.  Álvaro Ríos Laguna  Roberto G. Freire B. 
       DELEGATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF BOLIVIA 
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