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1.
2.
The 91st (extraordinary) meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) was
held in La Jolla, California (USA), on 7-10 February 2017. The attendees are listed in Appendix 1. Two
Members were not present: Kiribati and Vanuatu.
Opening of the meeting
3.
The meeting was opened by the Chairman of the IATTC, Mr. Guillermo Morán, of Ecuador. In
accordance with paragraph 10 of the Commission’s Rules of Procedure, Ms. Marlene Galdámez, of El
Salvador, was appointed rapporteur.
Adoption of the agenda
4.
The agenda was approved with a request by the United States to make a presentation under item 4,
Other business, on progress regarding its proposal on the safety of observers at sea. Colombia requested
that its proposal A-3 on regulating FADs be considered together with the other proposals under item 3 of
the agenda.

Tuna conservation and management measures 2017-2019 and activation of the capacity of
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Guatemala and Venezuela
5.

A. General comments

6.
The discussion started with general comments regarding the organization of work during the
meeting. The European Union regretted that a revised and consolidated version of the proposals was not
available, since that had been agreed at the previous meeting. It noted as an example the joint proposal by
Colombia and Ecuador (G-2B) which is the same as the one discussed at the previous meeting.
7.
Likewise, several Members expressed their concern that none of the existing proposals addressed
the problem of the excessive increase in catches of juvenile tunas despite the need for it and taking into
account further that only a small part of the fleet was taking most of that catch. Other Members stated that
fisheries management involved all fishing gears and set types equally.
8.
Several Members stated the need to establish a deadline for requesting information from the IATTC
staff during the meeting. They also stressed that sufficient time should be scheduled for consultations at the
margins of the meeting with the purpose of reaching agreement on conservation measures for 2017 and
also, if possible, for future years.
9.
Guatemala and Venezuela noted that any conservation measure that was approved should consider
the concomitant activation of the capacity that had been authorized to them during the 88th extraordinary
meeting of the IATTC (Guatemala: 3,762 m³; Venezuela: 1,668 m³).
10.

B. Review of existing proposals

11.
The Commission staff made a presentation on the analysis of the potential, in terms of tuna
conservation, of the three proposals submitted (Document IATTC-91-03a), which the Commission had
requested at its meeting in October 2016.
a)

Proposal G1-D (United States)

12.
Dr. Mark Maunder, of the IATTC scientific staff, explained that this proposal, applicable during
2017-2019, includes an individual-vessel catch limit (IVL) of 1.0 t of bigeye and yellowfin combined per
cubic meter (m3) of capacity, and eight additional days of closure for vessels with a Dolphin Mortality Limit
(DML) issued under the Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program (AIDCP). When
this proposal included only IVLs on floating object sets (as it was left at the Resumed 90th Meeting of the
IATTC) it was equivalent to approximately 16-21 (including the additional closure for vessels with DMLs)
and 33 days of the existing 62 day closure of the EPO for yellowfin and bigeye, respectively. The revised
version of the U.S. proposal, which was submitted for the 91st Extraordinary Meeting of the IATTC (G1C), included IVLs for both floating objects sets and non-associated sets, and this was equivalent to about
24-33 days for yellowfin. [Of the three proposals, this one had the greatest benefits for conserving the
resource.
13.
In this regard, several Members stated their general concerns about IVLs, and specifically that
vessels, once they had utilized their IVL, could change to another type of fishing, putting greater pressure
on the resource, apart from the difficulty of monitoring the measure, since vessels of less than Class 61 do
not carry observers on board. Moreover, several Members noted that the proposal lacked elements for
regulating fishing on juveniles, in particular because it did not contain measures for limiting the number or
use of FADs and regulating their recovery.
14.
Peru stated its concern that the proposal included fishing on unassociated tunas and, if so, would
not support any measure restricting fishing on unassociated tunas, since scientific information indicates that
no measures are required for skipjack, the main species caught using the technique. The United States
explained that the intention was to incorporate the entire spectrum of the fisheries and fishing effort, and
1

Class 6: > 363 tons carrying capacity

2

thus fishing on unassociated tunas was included. It stressed that the effects of the measure should be
assessed annually, and the measure modified in accordance with the recruitment and maximum sustainable
yield (MSY).
15.
Mexico pointed out that 25,000 m³ of capacity were being added to the Regional Vessel Register
(RVR), and asked whether this capacity would operate in its entirety, since the actual increase in capacity
needed to be known in order to design the measures to be applied. It added that everything suggests that
this additional capacity would not operate in the fishery on dolphins, but on floating objects, and there
should therefore be a commitment to limit the number of FADs deployed and to recover a certain percentage
of them.
16.
The United States stated that its fleet, like those of other Members of the IATTC, is utilizing its
available capacity on the Regional Register, in accordance with Resolution C-02-03. It noted that there is
no certainty that the vessels included as active on the Register will operate full time in 2017 in the EPO,
and that possibly in 2018 the activity of the US fleet in the EPO will be reduced, but the US is unable to
predict this or provide any guarantees. For precautionary reasons, the capacity recorded to date should be
taken into account.
17.
The European Union mentioned the possibility of establishing a global catch limit, and asked the
scientific staff for its opinion on what it might be, for indicative purposes. It expressed concern about
monitoring the IVLs. Likewise, it insisted on the importance of considering the fishing mortality of
yellowfin tuna in the design of conservation measures to be adopted.
18.
Mexico and Venezuela, with Colombia’s support, noted that fishing effort on FADs has increased
considerably in recent years. Since this mode of fishing is the main cause of mortality of juvenile tunas,
there is an urgent need for regulatory measures.
19.
Later in the meeting, the United States submitted a modified version of its proposal that included
global catch limits for bigeye and yellowfin as a safeguard for the IVL management system. This was
provided to address concerns from other CPCs and as precaution in case purse seine vessels caught higher
amounts than the previous averages of the vessels. Although several members expressed support for the
proposal, consensus could not be reached.
b) Proposal G-2B (Ecuador and Colombia)
20.
Dr. Maunder explained that this proposal is applicable during 2017-2018 and includes a global
catch limit for bigeye and yellowfin combined in sets on FADs of 95% of the 2013-2015 average, which
will be divided among the countries. The remaining 5% would be available to distribute among vessels
without catch limits. This proposal is equivalent to approximately 4-6 and 11 additional days of the existing
62 day closure of the EPO for yellowfin and bigeye, respectively.
21.
Several delegations noted their concern that this proposal could be an incentive to catch all of the
amount set as the limit, as a result of its being distributed among countries and not among vessels, while a
limit is not a goal to be reached, unlike a quota. Others also noted that the proposal does not include the
closure of the “corralito”, which has proven effective, when, on the contrary, the possibility of increasing
its area or duration or of establishing other similar closures should be considered.
22.
Panama asked why, in the proposal, the longline catch limit for bigeye was increased from 500 to
750 t for Members that traditionally do not fish with longlines, since the idea is to limit catches. Colombia
explained that the increase was in response to the concern of one Member that the limit of 500 t would be
reached.
23.
Mexico and Venezuela, with Colombia’s support, insisted that conservation efforts should focus
on regulating the fleets that are causing the greatest mortality of juveniles, mainly through the deployment
of FADs, a concept that is not included in the proposal. Japan, Korea, and Chinese Taipei also expressed
their concern about the increase in catches of juvenile bigeye by the FAD fishery, and emphasized the need
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for measures of the fishery for their protection.
24.
Guatemala requested further information on the application of the national catch limits in cases of
capacity loans, and specifically whether the limit would be allocated to the country that loans the capacity
or the one that receives it.
25.
The European Union stated that a measure for FADs only was insufficient, since it has no impact
on conservation of yellowfin tuna, and therefore the proposal was inadequate for guaranteeing the
protection of the resource.
26.
Ecuador indicated that the proposed limits are below the recorded average catches, and do not
exceed the MSY. It indicated that the intention was not to motivate a race to reach the individual limits, and
that the wording of the corresponding paragraphs could be adjusted. In response to the question by
Guatemala, Ecuador clarified that the catch limit would be awarded to the State that received the capacity
loan for the duration of the loan.
c) Proposal G-5A (México)
27.
Dr. Maunder explained that this proposal, applicable during 2017, includes all purse-seine vessels
in the 62-day temporal closure. It eliminates the exemptions due to force majeure, as well as the exemption
for Class-4 vessels to make a trip of up to 30 days’ duration during the closure, requires that vessels recover
50% of the FADs they deploy before the beginning of the temporal closure, and includes limits on the
number of FADs that vessels may deploy, linked to their well volume, and also proposes a single closure
rather than two periods. Mexico made some additional comments, in particular to explain that the proposal
is based on the perspective of a massive increase in fleet capacity and also to insist on the need for
recovering deployed FADs. There were no questions or comments.
d) Additional presentations
28.
Dr. Maunder presented Document IATTC-90 INF-B Addendum 1, an analysis of the potential of
other measures additional to the 62-day closure included in the previous proposals.
29.
Colombia also made a presentation with an analysis of the impact on the fishery of the increase of
capacity of the last years and in particular the activation of the 25,000 m³ of the United States fleet. In the
presentation, it was argued that the last stock assessment of bigeye and yellowfin by the IATTC scientific
staff indicated that the F multiplier was 1.05 for bigeye and 1.02 for yellowfin. Therefore, the fishing effort
could increase by 5% for bigeye and 2% for yellowfin without exceeding the maximum sustainable yield.
From assessing the 2016 catches of the United States fleet, it can be seen that this fleet mainly focuses on
the capture of skipjack and that its catches of yellowfin and bigeye amount only to 1.8% and 3.9%,
respectively, of the total catches in the EPO. Accordingly, if the increase in fleet capacity is measured by
the impact on fishing mortality for yellowfin and bigeye, there may be no need for an increase in the days
of closure. However, Colombia expresses its concern about the increase in the use of FADs and the
corresponding catch of juveniles, and therefore insists on studying the possibility of implementing a limit
for the deployment of FADs per vessel.
30.
The European Union expressed its disagreement with these conclusions and affirmed that
conservation measures additional to the existing 62-day closure must be adopted, on the basis of the
recommendations of the scientific staff.
31.
The United States indicated that its fleet is not the only one responsible for the increase in capacity,
since other fleets have increased it, and asked the comments from the Commission staff on the information
presented by Colombia. Dr. Rick Deriso, IATTC Coordinator of Scientific Research, reported that, when
the increase from 62 to 87 days of closure was recommended, the staff did not have final information on
catches, which is now available and indicates that in 2016 they were lower than in 2015, despite the increase
in fleet capacity.
32.

C. Establishment of an open working group
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33.
Numerous delegations requested that a single consolidated proposal be worked on. Working at
parallel tables was proposed to attempt to make progress on agreement on the issues that involved the
greatest differences, or in bilateral consultations. When the failure to achieve results when working in this
manner at the previous meeting was recalled, it was agreed to form an open working group. Japan stated
that any consolidated proposal should be subject to a scientific review of its effect on tuna conservation. It
was agreed that, if no progress was made on a consolidated proposal, the plenary would reconvene to
consider the recommendation by the scientific staff to increase the existing 62 days of closure.
34.
Ms. Zuleika Pinzón, of Panama, was elected to chair the work of this group, which reviewed two
particular issues: catch limits and measures for managing FADs.
a) Catch limits
35.
Several delegations expressed themselves in favor of a system of individual-vessel catch limits
(IVLs), arguing that negotiating national limits would take a great deal of time, maybe even years, with the
difficulty of first reaching agreement on the criteria for this distribution and the danger that the system
established might not necessarily turn out to be a fair and balanced.
36.
Several other delegations supported a global limit for bigeye and yellowfin, and pointed out that a
proposal for a limit could be found in the documentation already produced by the Secretariat.
37.
Nicaragua suggested establishing a system similar to that for DMLs, with a global limit and an
individual-vessel limit, which would make it possible to eliminate or at least to reduce the risk of a "race"
to reach the global limit.
38.
Ecuador asked what the scientific basis would be for determining a global limit, and noted that this
type of limit would lead to a race to reach it, while, with national limits, each Member would be responsible
for distributing the IVLs. Ecuador recalled that the longline catch limits are based on historical catches, and
stressed that the proposal for a global limit would affect Ecuador’s interests and would not guarantee that
the mortality of juvenile yellowfin would be reduced.
39.
Colombia stated that it shared Ecuador's concern regarding the danger of a race, and suggested the
possibility of a hybrid system, with a global limit and national allocations.
40.
Venezuela noted that global limits are already applied in the IATTC for bluefin and albacore tunas,
and noted that the measure would be only for one year, thus providing the possibility of improving it as
necessary based on experience.
41.
The United States noted the difficulties of calculating the historical catches on which the national
limits might be based, in particular in the case of those fleets which, like its own fleet, had been in the EPO
for a short time. It also highlighted the difficulty of verifying catches by vessels without observers.
42.
Several delegations stated that a system of IVLs would avoid the risk of a “race” for fish, would
not discriminate against fleets with no catch history, and would allow the capacity of Guatemala and
Venezuela to be activated.
b) Management measures for FADs
43.
Mexico noted that the number of sets on FADs has increased significantly in recent years, and
proposed that the number of FADs that a vessel may deploy be limited and that vessels be required to
recover a certain percentage of the FADs deployed. Colombia, Nicaragua, and Venezuela supported this
proposal, and Japan, Korea and Chinese Taipei stated their interest in regulating the number of FADs in
order to reduce the mortality of juvenile bigeye.
44.
While considering that no clear correlation between fishing mortality and FADs number can be
established, the European Union stated that a limit on the number of active FADs allowed should be
established, and should be either distributed among vessels in accordance with their capacity, as in the
Mexican proposal, or alternatively treated as a global maximum limit. Regarding recovering FADs, the way
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of doing it should be analyzed so that it would be viable.
45.
The United States acknowledged the concern about regulating the use of FADs, and accepted
limiting the number of FADs aboard its vessels, but could not agree to setting up a commitment to
recovering them. The United States also noted that the IATTC scientific staff had previously indicated that
there is no clear correlation between the number of FADs deployed by individual vessels and fishing
mortality.
46.
Ecuador reported that it is working at the national level on a management and data collection plan
for FADs, and the results would be shared with the Scientific Advisory Committee. Ecuador indicated that
it could accept a limit of up to 500 FADs per vessel and allow the Committee to review it based on the best
information available. It stressed the need to review the information available on recovering FADs in order
to take appropriate decisions.
47.

D. Continuation of the discussions

48.
When the plenary resumed, Ms. Pinzón reported that the working group had made some positive
progress but was not able to overcome essential differences regarding catch limits and regulating FADs.
49.
Also, Ecuador and the United States reported on bilateral discussions they had held, in which the
application of a national catch limit for Ecuador and IVLs for the other Members was discussed as a possible
solution. Many delegations expressed a preference for working multilaterally, and for measures that were
the same for all.
50.
In view of the lack of agreement on a consolidated proposal, the discussion focused again on the
IATTC scientific staff's recommendation for a possible extension of the existing 62-day closure. The United
States and the European Union recalled their position of accepting the 87 days recommended by the
scientific staff. Mexico indicated that it could accept 70 days of closure if measures for regulating FADs
were also applied.
51.
The European Union requested clarification on the number of days of closure necessary for 2017
and the conservation effect of extending the closure of the corralito. Dr. Deriso stated that the increase of
more than 3% in the capacity of the purse-seine fleet since April 2016, when the staff formulated its original
recommendations, meant that 33 additional days of closure were now needed rather than 25, even without
the activation of the additional capacity of Guatemala and Venezuela, and that extending the corralito
closure would be equivalent to only three days of closure. Dr. Maunder presented information, already
reviewed at previous meetings, on a closure area for yellowfin, and recalled that it had been concluded that
closing areas for this species would negatively affect bigeye, since the fleet would move to areas where that
species is caught. The European Union stated that it was very clear that the duration of both closures, total
and corralito, should be extended.
52.
Ecuador stated that it could not accept any increase of the existing 62-day closure. The United
States, supported by the European Union, stressed that it would not support a measure that was the same as
that for previous years, because the scientific information indicated the need for more drastic measures.
53.
The European Union proposed changing the dates in the second closure period in 2017 so that it
would finish on 31 December, for a total of 80 days of closure during the year. Several delegations indicated
that changing the dates the application of the 62 days of closure would have no real benefit for the resource,
and Guatemala added that the proposal also did not consider the additional four days of closure to
compensate the activation of its capacity.
54.

E. Proposal approved

55.
In response to the Chairman’s suggestion of extending the existing measure in 2016 to 2017, Japan
presented a proposal (G-6), which consisted essentially of extending the application of the provisions of the
Resolution C-13-01 during 2017, but with the addition of global purse-seine catch limits for yellowfin and
bigeye combined, as an emergency solution. (“5. The IATTC establishes a Commission-wide annual catch
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limit of the average level observed during the period 2013‐2015 (i.e. XXX,XXX mt) for yellowfin and
bigeye (combined) caught by size class 6 purse seine vessels. (…)” )
56.
Mexico noted that this proposal would not resolve the problem of the catches of juvenile tunas.
Japan, China, Korea, and Chinese Taipei echoed this statement, and stated that they would prefer to increase
the days of the existing 62 days closure, but stressed that the proposal offered an emergency solution for
2017, in order to prevent the adverse effects on those stocks due to the absence of conservation measures.
57.
The European Union considered that limits should be established for each fishing gear, i.e. FADs,
non-associated and dolphins, on the basis of the 2013-2015 average as recommended by the scientific staff.
58.
In general, the Members were of the opinion that this proposal, even if it was not the most suitable,
was at least the best guarantee of having a conservation measure of 2017. Nevertheless, Ecuador stated that
it preferred to maintain its proposal for national catch limits.
59.
In view of the lack of consensus regarding the conservation measures proposed at the meeting and
considering the possible eventuality of implementing a measure that would not reflect the consensus of all
IATTC Members, several countries expressed their view. Likewise, Peru made a broad legal analysis of
consensus in the decision-making of IATTC, specifically in the decision-making of the Commission. With
the elimination of the possibility of a management and conservation measure that would not be not
applicable to all Members and would not be adopted by consensus, which would be contrary to the
provisions of the Antigua Convention, renewed efforts were made to achieve a compromise acceptable to
all.
60.
After an extended discussion about whether to apply the limits to the fishery on FADs only, and at
the request of the European Union, Japan suggested dividing the global catch limits among the three types
of set (on tunes associated with dolphins, associated with floating objects, and unassociated). Peru opposed
the inclusion of unassociated sets, and stated that, because] they catch mainly skipjack, a species that does
not require measures. that would restrict its utilization.
61.
The EU, Mexico, Costa Rica and numerous delegations expressed their disagreement with
excluding this type of set from the proposal, since it left the door open to the uncontrolled exploitation of
skipjack, whose catch rates have doubled in recent years. However, with the aim of achieving consensus,
they would accept this exclusion, with the understanding that at the next meeting of the Commission the
possibility of regulating the exploitation of skipjack would be reviewed. For non-associated sets the closure
days would continue to apply but not any additional measures.
62.
Ecuador did not agree with the total annual catch limits established for fishing on floating objects
by purse seiners of all capacity classes. Therefore, Colombia proposed to establish the same annual catch
limit for fishing on floating objects, but only for purse seiners of capacity classes 4, 5 and 6. Ecuador
accepted this proposal and a consensus was reached on the total annual catch limits for fishing on floating
objects and on dolphins.
63.
Mexico proposed eliminating the exemptions due to force majeure, in order to reduce fishing effort.
Venezuela, Japan, and the European Union supported the initiative, but it was withdrawn at the request of
Ecuador and the United States.
64.
At the request of Colombia, with the support of most of the Members, a provision was introduced
to limit the number of FADs deployed. The EU suggested limiting the number of active FADs to 400 per
vessel. The United States requested that the provision not be binding, and that it ‘encourage’ instead of
‘require’, but in that case Colombia preferred that the provision not be introduced for now, and stated for
the record the pressing need to adopt measures for regulating the use of FADs. Colombia also noted that
the United States had previously agreed to include a compulsory limit for the number of deployed FADs
and that it had never opposed that provision but until the end of the negotiations.
65.

Mexico suggested that sets on unassociated tunas and floating objects be defined, indicating that in
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some RFMOs the rule is that any set made less than two nautical miles from a floating object is not
considered ‘unassociated’.
66.
Guatemala requested the inclusion of a sentence that indicated that with the conservation measures
adopted the capacity authorized by the Commission at its 88th extraordinary meeting for Guatemala and
Venezuela would be activated. Ecuador recalled that, as recorded in the minutes of the meeting, Guatemala
offered at that time to limit fishing by this capacity to the technique of fishing on dolphins. In this regard,
Guatemala indicated that it would subject its activation of the conservation measures recommended by the
Commission, as there is no problem in fishing on dolphins with that capacity.
67.
There was consensus for approving the activation of the capacity of Guatemala and Venezuela;
both countries thanked the Commission, indicating that this was a very important step since the matter had
been under discussion for years.
68.
Without prejudice to the adoption of measures for the year 2017, El Salvador highlighted the
importance of arriving in future at management and conservation measures for tunas that would make a
difference for developing Members that have small fleets, in addition to taking into account the capacity
requested by developing Members.
69.
Peru asked that its request for 5,851 m³ of capacity submitted previously be considered as part of
the adoption of conservation measures at the current meeting. Several delegations indicated that the
discussions on conservation and management measures for 2017 and the adoption of the corresponding
resolution were not the time to address pending capacity requests, whose review should continue in the
Permanent Working Group on fleet capacity and within the Commission. It was noted that the cases of
Guatemala and Venezuela are different from the pending requests, since they had been previously approved
by the Commission.
70.
Finally, the text of Resolution C-17-01 on conservation and management measures for tunas during
the year 2017 was approved (Appendix 2). At the time, it was adopted ad referendum until the European
Union (whose representative had to leave the meeting before it finished) joined the consensus, which it did
in the following days, after receiving a copy of the text as adopted.
Other business
a) Location of the 92nd meeting of the IATTC
71.
Costa Rica asked about the situation regarding Vanuatu's offer to host the next annual meeting of
the IATTC. The Chair reported that Vanuatu, which was not present at the meeting, had not yet confirmed
it officially. The Commission asked the Director to communicate with the Government of Vanuatu in order
to clarify the situation.
72.
Mexico repeated its offer, made at the meeting of the IATTC in October 2016, to host the meeting
if it could not be held in Vanuatu.
b) US proposal on observer safety at sea
73.
Due to lack of time the presentation announced by the United States at the beginning of the meeting
could not be made.
Adjournment
74.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:20 PM on 10 February 2017.
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judson.feder@noaa.gov
PAUL ORTIZ
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
paul.ortiz@noaa.gov
KRISTIN RUSELLO
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
kristin.rusello@noaa.gov
HEIDI TAYLOR
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
heidi.taylor@noaa.gov

ANTONIO ALVAREZ
Aach Holding Co.
galvarezd@aol.com
KEVIN BIXLER
Chiken of the Sea International
Kevin.bixler@thaiunion.com
STUART CHIKAMI
Western Pacific Fisheries, Inc.
schikami@westpacfish.com
RICARDO DA ROSA
Pacific Princess
RicardodaRosa@cox.net
AUGUST FELANDO
CWPA
augustfelando@aol.com
SVEIN FOUGNER
Hawaii Longline Association
sveinfougner@cox.net
BRIAN HALLMAN
American Tunaboat Association
bhallmanata@gmail.com
JOE HAMBY
Tri- Marine
jhamby@trimarinegroup.com
MARK HELVEY
California Pelagic Fisheries Association
markhelvey2@gmail.com
MATTHEW OWENS
Tri Marine
mowens@trimarinegroup.com
DAVID RUDIE
Catalina Offshore Products Inc.
dave@catalinaop.com
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RACHAEL WADSWORTH
NOAA/National Marine Fisheries Service
rachael.wadsworth@noaa.gov
MICHELLE HORECZKO
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
michelle.horeczko@wildlife.ca.gov
ERIC KINGMA
Western Pacific Regional Fishery Management Council
eric.kingma@noaa.gov
TRUNG NGUYEN
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
trung.nguyen@wildlife.ca.gov

WILLIAM SARDINHA
Sardinha & Cileu Management Inc
bill@sardinhacileu.sdcoxmail.com
JAMES SOUSA
GS FISHERIES
jim.sousa@marpacifico.net
JOHN ZUANICH
Tri Marine Fishing Management
jzuanich@trimarinegroup.com

FRANCIA - FRANCE
MATTHIEU LE-QUENVEN*
Maritime Affairs in French Polynesia
matthieu.le-quenven@affaires-maritimes.pf

GUATEMALA
BYRON ACEVEDO*
Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería y Alimentación
bacevedo@maga.gob.gt
BRYSLIE CIFUENTES
Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería y Alimentación
brysliec@hotmail.com
CARLOS MARÍN
Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganadería y Alimentación
cfmarin1058@gmail.com

HUGO ALSINA
MAYAPESCA S.A
halsina@campomarino.ws
FRATERNO DÍAZ
Pesquera Reina de la Paz
diaz.monge@hotmail.com

JAPÓN - JAPAN
KENGO TANAKA*
Fisheries Agency of Japan
kengo_tanaka880@maff.go.jp
YUJIRO AKATSUKA
Fisheries Agency of Japan
yuujirou_akatsuka530@maff.go.jp

HIROHIDE MATSUSHIMA
Fisheries Agency of Japan
hiro_matsushima500@maff.go.jp
AKIHIKO KONO
Japan Tuna Fisheries Cooperative Association
kono@japantuna.or.jp

MÉXICO – MEXICO
MARIO AGUILAR*
CONAPESCA/Comisión Nacional de Acuacultura y Pesca
mario.aguilar@conapesca.gob.mx
MICHEL DREYFUS
Instituto Nacional de la Pesca
dreyfus@cicese.mx
LUIS FLEISCHER
Embassy of Mexico
lfleischer21@hotmail.com
MARTHA ESTRADA
CONAPESCA/Comisión Nacional de Acuacultura y Pesca
mestradaj@conapesca.gob.mx
ISABEL REYES
CONAPESCA/Comisión Nacional de Acuacultura y Pesca
ireyesr@conapesca.gob.mx
JUAN PERDOMO
CONAPESCA/Comisión Nacional de Acuacultura y Pesca
juan.perdomo@conapesca.gob.mx
ARMANDO DÍAZ
PNAAPD – FIDEMAR
adiaz@cicese.mx

GUILLERMO GÓMEZ
Alianza del Pacífico por el Atún Sustentable
gomezhall@gmail.com
ANTONIO GUERRA
Grupo Maritimo Industrial S.A de C.V
ssantoyo@grupomar.mx
HAK SONG LEE
Fishbox S.A de C.V
hlee@grupoaltex.com
MARIANA RAMOS
Alianza del Pacífico por el Atún Sustentable
mariana@pacifictunaalliance.org
MARK ROBERTSON
Potomac Global Advisors
mrobertson@potomacglobal.com
AMANDA SÁNCHEZ
Procesa
amanda.sanchez@procesa.mx
EVARISTO VILLA
Herdez
evm@herdez.com

NICARAGUA

11

EDWARD JACKSON*
Instituto Nicaragüense de Pesca y Acuicultura
inpesca@inpesca.gob.ni
JULIO GUEVARA
INATUN/Industrial Atunera de Nicaragua
juliocgp@hotmail.com

MIGUEL MARENCO
NICATUN S.A
lobodemar59@gmail.com

PANAMÁ-PANAMA
ZULEIKA PINZÓN*
Autoridad de los Recursos Acuáticos de Panamá
zpinzon@arap.gob.pa
LUCAS PACHECO
Autoridad de los Recursos Acuáticos de Panamá
lpacheco@arap.gob.pa
GINA VERGARA
Autoridad Marítima de Panamá
gvergarab@amp.gob.pa

ARNULFO FRANCO
FIPESCA
arnulfofranco@fipesca.com
PANAGIOTIS LYMBERÓPULOS
Procesadora Marpesa S.A
panol@marpesca.com

PERÚ - PERU
JESÚS PONCE*
Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
jponce@rree.gob.pe
GLADYS CÁRDENAS
Instituto del Mar del Perú
gcardenas@imarpe.gob.pe
OMAR RÍOS
Ministerio de la Producción
orios@produce.gob.pe
ALFREDO GARCÍA
Ministerio de la Producción
sramirez@produce.gob.pe
OSCAR BERNALES
Sociedad Nacional de Pesquería
snpnet@snp.org.pe

MARÍA JOSÉ BOLUARTE
Sociedad Nacional de Pesquería
snpnet@snp.org.pe
JAVIER CALMET
Sociedad Nacional de Pesquería
snpnet@snp.org.pe
ALFONSO MIRANDA
Sociedad Nacional de Industrias
Alfonso.miranda@pezex.pe
PABLO NIETO
Sociedad Nacional de Pesquería
snpnet@snp.org.pe
JORGE RISI
Sociedad Nacional de Pesquería
snpnet@snp.org.pe

TAIPEI CHINO – CHINESE TAIPEI
CHUNG-HAI KWOH*
Fisheries Agency/Council of Agriculture
chunghai@ms1.fa.gov.tw
YUHUA CHEN
Dept. of Treaty & Legal Affairs
yhcheng01@mofa.gov.tw

TSUNG-HAN WU
Dept. of International Organizations
thwu01@mofa.gov.tw
HUI-SHAN MA
Overseas Fisheries Development Council
sandrama7@ofdc.org.tw

UNIÓN EUROPEA – EUROPEAN UNION
ANGELA MARTINI*
European Commission
angela.martini@ec.europa.eu
ELENA CONSUEGRA
Ministerio de Agricultura, Alimentación y Medio Ambiente
econsuegra@magrama.es
DANIEL CALVO
OPAGAC
daniel.calvo@isabel.net

JULIO MORÓN
OPAGAC
julio.moron@opagac.org
JOSU SANTIAGO
AZTI Tecnalia
jsantiago@azti.es

VENEZUELA
ALVIN DELGADO*
FUNDATUN
fundatunpnov@gmail.com

LILLO MANISCALCHI
AVATUN/Asociación Venezolana de Armadores Atunero
lillomaniscalchi@yahoo.com

ORGANIZACIONES INTERNACIONALES – INTERNACIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
BERNAL CHAVARRÍA
OSPESCA
bchavarria@lsg-cr.com
ORGANIZACIONES NO GUBERNAMENTALES – NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
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PABLO GUERRERO
World Wildlife Fund
pablo.guerrero@wwf.org.ec
VISHWANIE MAHARAJ
World Wildlife Fund
vishwanie.maharaj@wwfus.org

GALA MORENO
International Seafood Sustainability Foundation
gmoreno@iss-foundation.org

OBSERVADORES- OBSERVERS
IGOR ALMAGIA
LUIS DÍAZ
Técnicas Hidraúlicas S.A
CLS
i.almagia@thsa.com
ldiaz@cls.fr
MARVIN CASTILLO
JOSÉ C. GONZÁLEZ
Marine Engineers Corporation (Panama) Inc.
Fishbox S.A de C.V
zdeespinosa@mecshipyards.com
jgonzalez@grupoaltex.com
JINYOL CHO
ERIC KARDONSKI
Fishbox S.A de C.V
Marine Engineers Corporation (Panama) Inc.
jcho@grupoaltex.com
zdeespinosa@mecshipyards.com

SECRETARÍA – SECRETARIAT
GUILLERMO COMPEÁN, Director
gcompean@iattc.org
MARISOL AGUILAR
maguilar@iattc.org
RICARDO BELMONTES
rbelmontes@iattc.org
ALEXANDRE DA SILVA
adasilva@iattc.org
MONICA GALVÁN
mgalvan@iattc.org
MARTIN HALL
mhall@iattc.org
CLERIDY LENNERT
clennert@iattc.org
MILTON LÓPEZ
mlopez@iattc.org

JOYDELEE MARROW
jmarrow@iattc.org
MARK MAUNDER
mmaunder@iattc.org
CAROLINA MINTE VERA
cminte@iattc.org
JEFF MORGAN
jmorgan@iattc.org
JEAN-FRANCOIS PULVENIS
jpulvenis@iattc.org
NICHOLAS WEBB
nwebb@iattc.org
BRAD WILEY
bwiley@iattc.org
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Appendix 2.

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

91ST EXTRAORDINARY MEETING
La Jolla, California (USA)
7-10 February 2017

RESOLUTION C-17-01
CONSERVATION OF TUNA IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN
DURING 2017
The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in La Jolla, California (USA), on the
occasion of its 91st Extraordinary Meeting:
Aware of its responsibility for the scientific study of the tunas and tuna-like species in its Convention Area
and for formulating recommendations to its Members and Cooperating non-Members (CPCs) with regard
to these resources;
Recognizing that the potential production from the resource can be reduced if fishing effort is excessive;
Aware that the capacity of the purse-seine fleets fishing for tunas in the Convention Area continues to
increase;
Taking into account the best scientific information available, reflected in the IATTC staff’s
recommendations, and the precautionary approach;
Recognizing the importance of conservation measures taken by the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC) for the tuna stocks in that region and the stocks of highly migratory tunas in the
Pacific Ocean;
Agrees:
To apply in the Convention Area the conservation and management measures for yellowfin and bigeye tuna
set out below, and requests that the staff of the IATTC monitor the fishing activities of the respective CPC’s
flag vessels relative to this commitment, and report on such activities at the next meeting of the
Commission;
1. These measures are applicable in 2017 to all CPCs’ purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity classes 4 to
6 (more than 182 metric tons carrying capacity), and to all their longline vessels over 24 meters length
overall, that fish for yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack tunas in the Convention Area.
2. Pole-and-line, troll, and sportfishing vessels, and purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity classes 1-3
(182 metric tons carrying capacity or less) are not subject to these measures.
3. All purse-seine vessels covered by these measures must stop fishing in the Convention Area for a period
of 62 days in 2017. These closures shall be effected in one of two periods, as follows:
29 July to 28 September 2017, or from 18 November 2017 to 18 January 2018.
4. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 3, purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity class 4 (between
182 and 272 metric tons carrying capacity) will be able to make only one single fishing trip of up to 30
days duration during the specified closure period, provided that any such vessel carries an observer
authorized pursuant to the Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program (AIDCP)
5. The IATTC establishes a total annual catch limit of the average level observed during 2013-2015 for
yellowfin and bigeye (combined) caught by capacity class 4, 5, and 6 purse-seine vessels of 97,711 t
for the fishery on floating objects, and 162,182 ton dolphins by Class-6 vessels. These catch limits
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include the activation of the capacity recognized for Guatemala and Venezuela at the 88th Meeting of
the IATTC. The Director shall notify CPCs when the catch of yellowfin and bigeye by capacity class
4, 5, and 6 purse-seine vessels reaches 80% of the total catch limit in sets on floating objects or dolphins,
respectively. At 90% of the total catch limit, the Director shall notify CPCs of an estimated closure date
for the respective fishery, and at 100% the Director will announce the closure of the respective fishery.
CPCs shall ensure that purse-seine vessels flying their flag stop making sets on floating objects or
dolphins when the total limit is reached in the respective fishery.
6. The fishery for yellowfin, bigeye, and skipjack tuna by purse-seine vessels within the area of 96º and
110ºW and between 4°N and 3°S illustrated in Figure 1 shall be closed from 0000 hours on 29
September to 2400 hours on 29 October.

Figure 1. Closure area
7. a. For each one of the closure periods, each CPC shall notify the Director, by 15 July, the names of
all the purse-seine vessels that will observe each closure period.
b. Every vessel that fishes during 2017, regardless of the flag under which it operates or whether it
changes flag or the jurisdiction of the CPC under which it fishes during the year, must observe the
closure period to which it was committed.
8. a. Notwithstanding the provisions of subparagraph 7a and 7b, a request by a CPC, on behalf of any
of its vessels, for an exemption due to force majeure 2 rendering said vessel unable to proceed to
sea outside said closure period during at least a period equivalent to the closure period prescribed
in paragraph 3, shall be sent to the Secretariat
b. In addition to the request for an exemption, the CPC shall send the evidence necessary to
demonstrate that the vessel did not proceed to sea and that the facts on which the request for
exemption is based were due to force majeure.
c. The Director shall immediately send the request and the evidence electronically to the other CPCs
for their consideration, duly coded in order to maintain the anonymity of the name, flag and owner
of the vessel.
d. The request shall be considered accepted, unless an IATTC Member objects to it formally within
15 calendar days of the receipt of said request, in which case the Director shall immediately notify
all CPCs of the objection.

2

For the purposes of paragraph 8, only cases of vessels disabled by mechanical and/or structural failure, fire, or
explosion shall be considered force majeure
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e. If the request for exemption is accepted:
i. the vessel shall observe a reduced closure period of 30 consecutive days in the same year
during which the force majeure event occurred, in one of the two periods prescribed in
paragraph 3, to be immediately notified to the Director by the CPC, or
ii. in the event said vessel has already observed a closure period prescribed in paragraph 3 in the
same year during which the force majeure event occurred, it shall observe a reduced closure
period of 30 consecutive days the following year, in one of the two periods prescribed in
paragraph 3, to be notified to the Director by the CPC no later than 15 July.
This exemption applies to the vessels of fleets that observe either of the closure periods prescribed
in paragraph 3.
9. Each CPC shall, for purse-seine fisheries:
a. Before the date of entry into force of the closure, take the legal and administrative measures
necessary to implement the closure;
b. Inform all interested parties in its tuna industry of the closure;
c. Inform the Director that these steps have been taken;
d. Ensure that at the time a closure period begins, and for the entire duration of that period, all the
purse-seine vessels fishing for yellowfin, bigeye, or skipjack tunas that are committed to observing
that closure period and that fly its flag, or operate under its jurisdiction, in the Convention Area are
in port, except that vessels carrying an observer authorized pursuant to the AIDCP may remain at
sea, provided they do not fish in the Convention Area. The only other exception to this provision
shall be that vessels carrying an observer authorized pursuant to the AIDCP may leave port during
the closure, provided they do not fish in the Convention Area.
10. China, Japan, Korea, and Chinese Taipei undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye
tuna by their longline vessels in the Convention Area during 2017 do not exceed the following levels:
Metric tons
China
Japan
Korea
Chinese Taipei

2017
2,507
32,372
11,947
7,555

11. All other CPCs undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye tuna by their longline vessels
in the Convention Area during 2017 do not exceed the greater of 500 metric tons or their respective
catches of bigeye tuna in 2001 3,4. CPCs whose annual catches have exceeded 500 metric tons shall
provide monthly catch reports to the Director.
12. Landings and transshipments of tuna or tuna products that have been positively identified as originating
from fishing activities that contravene these measures are prohibited. The Director is requested to
provide relevant information to CPCs to assist them in this regard.
13. Each CPC shall submit to the Director, by 15 July of 2018, a national report on its updated national
compliance scheme and actions taken to implement these measures, including any controls it has
imposed on its fleets and any monitoring, control, and compliance measures it has established to ensure
compliance with such controls.

3

The Commission acknowledges that France, as a coastal State, is developing a tuna longline fleet on behalf of its
overseas territories situated in the Convention Area.
4
The Commission acknowledges that Peru, as a coastal State, will develop a tuna longline fleet, which will operate
in strict compliance with the rules and provisions of the IATTC and in accordance with the resolutions of the
Commission.
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14. In order to evaluate progress towards the objectives of these measures, in 2017 the IATTC scientific
staff will analyze the effects on the stocks of the implementation of these measures, and previous
conservation and management measures, and will propose, if necessary, appropriate measures to be
applied in future years.
15. Subject to the availability of the necessary funding, the Director is requested to continue the
experiments with sorting grids for juvenile tunas and other species of non-target fish in the purse-seine
nets of vessels that fish on FADs and on unassociated schools, by developing an experimental protocol,
including parameters for the materials to be used for the sorting grids, and the methods for their
construction, installation, and deployment. The Director shall also specify the methods and format for
the collection of scientific data to be used for analysis of the performance of the sorting grids. The
foregoing is without prejudice to each CPC carrying out its own experimental programs with sorting
grids and presenting its results to the Director.
16. For 2017, renew the program to require all purse-seine vessels to first retain on board and then land all
bigeye, skipjack, and yellowfin tuna caught, except fish considered unfit for human consumption for reasons
other than size. A single exception shall be the final set of a trip, when there may be insufficient well space
remaining to accommodate all the tuna caught in that set. At its annual meeting in 2017, the IATTC will
review the results of the program, including compliance, and decide whether to continue it.
17. The IATTC shall continue efforts to promote compatibility between the conservation and management
measures adopted by the IATTC and WCPFC in their goals and effectiveness, especially in the overlap
area, including by frequent consultations with the WCPFC, in order to maintain, and inform their
respective members of, a thorough understanding of conservation and management measures directed
at bigeye, yellowfin, and other tunas, and the scientific bases and effectiveness of those measures.
18. In 2017 and 2018 the results of these measures shall be evaluated in the context of the results of the
stock assessments and of changes in the level of active capacity in the purse-seine fleet and, depending
on the conclusions reached by the IATTC scientific staff, in consultation with the Scientific Advisory
Committee, based on such evaluation, the Commission shall take further actions including substantial
extension of closure days for purse seine vessels or equivalent measures at its meeting in 2017.
19. Except in cases of force majeure prescribed in paragraph 8, no exemptions will be allowed with regard
to the closure periods notified to the Director in accordance with paragraph 7a, nor with regard to the
fishing effort of the purse-seine fleets of the respective CPCs.
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Appendix 3a

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

91ST MEETING
La Jolla, California (USA)
7-10 February 2017

PROPOSAL IATTC-91 G-1D
SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED STATES
MULTIANNUAL PROGRAM FOR THE CONSERVATION OF
TUNA IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN DURING 2017-2020
The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) gathered in La Jolla, California (USA), on the
occasion of its 91st Extraordinary Meeting:
Aware of its responsibility for the scientific study of the tunas and tuna-like species in its Convention Area
and for formulating recommendations to its Members and Cooperating non-Members (CPCs) with regard
to these resources;
Recognizing that the potential production from the resource can be reduced if fishing effort is excessive;
Aware that the capacity of the purse-seine fleets fishing for tunas in the Convention Area continues to
increase;
Taking into account the best scientific information available, reflected in the IATTC staff’s
recommendations, and the precautionary approach;
Understanding that those include extending the closure, or other equivalent measures, for large purse-seine
vessels to maintain or restore the populations at levels of abundance which can produce the maximum
sustainable yield (MSY); and
Recognizing the importance of conservation measures taken by the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC) for the tuna stocks in that region and the stocks of highly migratory tunas in the
Pacific Ocean;
Agrees:
To apply in the Convention Area the conservation and management measures for yellowfin and bigeye tuna
set out below, and requests that the staff of the IATTC monitor the fishing activities of the respective CPC’s
flag vessels relative to this commitment, and report on such activities at the next meeting of the
Commission;
1. These measures are applicable in the years 2017-2020 (with the exception of paragraphs 5 and 6 that
are not applicable in 2017) to all CPCs’ purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity classes 4 to 6 (more
than 182 metric tons carrying capacity), and to all their longline vessels over 24 meters length overall,
that fish for yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack tunas in the Convention Area.
2. Pole-and-line, troll, sportfishing vessels, and purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity classes 1-3 (182
metric tons carrying capacity or less) are not subject to these measures.
3. All purse-seine vessels covered by these measures must stop fishing in the Convention Area for a period
of 87 days in 2017, 62 days in 2018, 62 days in 2019, and 62 days in 2020. These closures shall be
effected in one of two periods in each year as follows:
2017 – 3 July to 28 September, or from 30 October 2017 to 18 January 2018.
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2018 – 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November 2018 to 18 January 2019.
2019 – 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November 2019 to 18 January 2020.
2020 – 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November 2020 to 18 January 2021.
4. Applicable in each of 2018, 2019, and 2020, all purse seine vessels of class 6 that target adult yellowfin
tuna (that have dolphin mortality limits (DMLs)) must stop fishing in the Convention Area for an
additional 8 days contiguous with the closure periods of paragraph 3.
5. Applicable in each of 2018, 2019, and 2020, each purse seine vessel of class 6 shall be subject to a limit
on the combined retained catches of bigeye and yellowfin tuna from sets on floating objects and from
non-associated sets. The annual limit is [1.0 mt/m3] of vessel capacity (as recorded on the IATTC
Regional Vessel Register as of January 1, 2017). The IATTC scientific staff shall annually review and
recommend any necessary adjustments to the catch limit in the context of the stock assessments and
fishing capacity to ensure fishing mortality is not exceeding MSY. Based on the recommendations of
the IATTC scientific staff, the Commission shall consider these adjustments for adoption. The IATTC
staff shall provide updates of the catch data by trip to the CPCs and the CPCs shall make these estimates
available to vessel owners or operators for tracking purposes. Once a vessel reaches [80%] of its limit,
the owner or operator shall monitor the catch by set and may use estimates from the weekly catch
reports by observers to ensure the limit is not exceeded. CPCs shall take the necessary measures to
ensure that vessels flying their flag do not exceed their annual limit. CPCs shall report to the IATTC
any overage in accordance with the compliance process under Resolution C-11-07. For compliance
purposes, the finalized catch data provided by the IATTC staff will be used to compare to the catch
limit for each vessel. Any overage of an annual limit by a vessel shall be deducted from that vessel’s
limit the following year. Underages (i.e., any portion of the annual limit not caught in a calendar year)
may not be carried forward to the following year and are not transferrable.
5bis. As an additional precautionary measure to complement the individual vessel limit system, the IATTC
establishes a Commission-wide annual catch limit of 127,988 mt for yellowfin and bigeye (combined)
caught by size class 6 purse seine vessels in floating object sets and non-associated sets. The Secretariat
shall notify CPCs when the catch of yellowfin and bigeye from floating object and non-associated sets
reaches 80% of the Commission-wide catch limit. At 90% of the Commission-wide catch limit the
Secretariat will notify CPCs of an estimated closure date, and at 100% the Commission will announce
the closure. CPCs shall ensure vessels flying their flag stop fishing on floating objects and nonassociated sets when this Commission-wide limit is reached.
6. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 3, purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity class 4 (between
182 and 272 metric tons carrying capacity) may make a single fishing trip of up to 30 days duration
during the specified closure periods, provided that any such vessel carries an observer authorized
pursuant to the Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program (AIDCP).
7. The fishery for yellowfin, bigeye, and skipjack tuna by purse-seine vessels within the area of 96° and
110°W and between 4°N and 3°S illustrated in Figure 1 shall be closed from 0000 hours on 29
September to 2400 hours on 29 October in each of 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020.
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Figure 1. Closure area

8.

a. In each year in which these measures are applicable, and for each one of the closure periods, each
CPC shall notify the Director, by 19 June for 2017 and 15 July for 2018-2020, the names of all the
purse-seine vessels that will observe each closure period.
f. Every vessel that fishes during 2017-2020, regardless of the flag under which it operates or whether
it changes flag or the jurisdiction of the CPC under which it fishes during the year, must observe
the closure period to which it was committed.
9. a. Notwithstanding the provisions of subparagraphs 8a and 8b, a request by a CPC, on behalf of any
of its vessels for an exemption for either of the following shall be sent to the Secretariat: (i) due to
force majeure 5 rendering said vessel unable to proceed to sea outside said closure period during at
least a period equivalent to the closure period prescribed in paragraph 3 above, or (ii) due to a
vessel that was in port without conducting fishing activities for at least 120 consecutive days.
b. In addition to the request for an exemption, the CPC shall send the evidence necessary to
demonstrate that the vessel did not proceed to sea and that the facts on which the request for
exemption is based were due to force majeure or to being in port without conducting fishing
activities for at least 120 consecutive days.
c. The Director shall review the request to ensure all relevant information was submitted to complete
the request and shall consider the request incomplete until all the relevant information is submitted.
The relevant information shall include valid documents to demonstrate that the vessel did not
proceed to sea and that the facts on which the request for exemption is based were due to force
majeure or to being in port without conducting fishing activities for at least 120 consecutive days.
Once the Director confirms the request is complete, the Director shall immediately send the request
and the evidence electronically to the other CPCs for their consideration, duly coded in order to
maintain the anonymity of the name, flag and owner of the vessel.
d. The request shall be considered accepted, unless an IATTC Member objects to it formally within
15 calendar days of the circulation of the request to all CPCs, in which case the Director shall
immediately notify all CPCs of the objection.
e. If a IATTC Member objects to the request:
i.
The CPC who submitted the request will have 15 days from the date the objection was
circulated to respond. The Director will circulate this response to CPCs.
5

For the purposes of paragraph 9, only cases of vessels disabled by mechanical and/or structural failure, fire, or
explosion shall be considered force majeure.
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ii.
iii.

IATTC Members will again have 15 days to respond.
If the request is again objected to by a Member, the request will not be considered accepted
and the Director will notify the CPC of this result.

f.

If the request for exemption is accepted:
i. The CPC shall immediately notify the Director if the vessel will observe a reduced closure
period of 30 consecutive days in one of the two periods prescribed in paragraph 3 in the same
year during which the force majeure event occurred, or the vessel stayed in port during at least
120 consecutive days, or
ii. In the event said vessel has already observed a closure period prescribed in paragraph 3 in the
same year during which the force majeure event or vessel was in port for at least 120
consecutive days without conducting fishing activities, it shall observe a reduced closure period
of 30 consecutive days the following year, in one of the two periods prescribed in paragraph 3,
to be notified to the Director by the CPC no later than 15 July.
This exemption applies to the vessels of fleets that observe either of the closure periods prescribed
in paragraph 3.
10. Each CPC shall, for its purse-seine fisheries:
a. Before the date of entry into force of the closure, take the legal and administrative measures
necessary to implement the closure;
b. Inform all interested parties in its tuna industry of the closure;
c. Inform the Director that these steps have been taken;
d. Ensure that at the time a closure period begins, and for the entire duration of that period, all the
purse-seine vessels fishing for yellowfin, bigeye, or skipjack tunas that are committed to observing
that closure period and that fly its flag, or operate under its jurisdiction, in the Convention Area are
in port. The only exceptions to this provision shall be that vessels carrying an observer authorized
pursuant to the AIDCP may remain at sea or leave port during the closure, provided they do not
make a set in the Convention Area.
11. China, Japan, Korea, and Chinese Taipei undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye
tuna by their longline vessels in the Convention Area during 2017-2020 do not exceed the following
levels:
2017-2020
China
Japan
Korea
Chinese Taipei

Metric tons
2,507
32,372
11,947
7,555

12. For 2018, 2019, and 2020, the total annual longline catch limits in paragraph 11 for bigeye tuna in the
Convention Area shall be adjusted appropriately based on any conservation measures that may be
adopted for purse-seine vessels in those years, as adjusted in accordance with paragraph 22.
13. All other CPCs with historical catch shall undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye
tuna by their longline vessels in the Convention Area in each of 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020 do not
exceed the greater of 750 metric tons or their respective catches of bigeye tuna in 2001. 6,7 CPCs whose
6

The Commission acknowledges that France, as a coastal State, is developing a tuna longline fleet on behalf of its
overseas territories situated in the Convention Area.
7
The Commission acknowledges that Peru, as a coastal State, will develop a tuna longline fleet, which will operate
in strict compliance with the rules and provisions of the IATTC and in accordance with the resolutions of the
Commission.
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annual catches have exceeded 500750 metric tons for a calendar year shall provide monthly catch
reports to the Director for the remainder of that calendar year. If the conservation measures for purseseine vessels are maintained, the limits in this paragraph shall remain in effect, unless adjusted in
accordance with paragraph 22.
14. Overage by a CPC of a bigeye tuna annual catch limit listed in paragraph 11 or 13 shall be deducted
from that CPC’s annual catch limit the following year.
15. a. A CPC with an annual catch limit of bigeye tuna under paragraph 11 or 13 may transfer part of that
limit to one or more CPCs within a calendar year, provided that the CPC that receives the transfer
also has an applicable catch limit under paragraphs 11 or 13, and that the total tonnage transferred
by a CPC during a year does not exceed 15 percent of that CPC’s annual catch limit. Both CPCs
involved in a transfer shall, separately or jointly, notify the Director [10 days] in advance of the
intended transfer, specifying the tonnage to be transferred, the estimated amount (in weight and
year-to-date) of bigeye tuna caught by longline vessels greater than 24 meters length overall of the
CPC receiving the transfer at the time of the transfer, and the year in which the transfer will occur.
The Director shall promptly notify all CPCs of the transfer. The CPC that receives the transferred
catch limit shall be responsible for its management, including monitoring and monthly reporting of
catch, and may not retransfer any of the transferred catch limit to another CPC.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

b. Such transfers may not be used to retroactively offset an overage of its catch limit by a CPC.
c. The amount of bigeye tuna transferred in any one year shall be considered without prejudice by the
Commission for the purposes of establishing any future limits or allocations.
Landings and transshipments of tuna or tuna-like products that have been positively identified as
originating from fishing activities that contravene these measures are prohibited. The Director is
requested to provide relevant information to CPCs to assist them in this regard.
Each CPC shall submit to the Director, by 15 July of each year, a national report on its updated national
compliance scheme and actions taken to implement these measures, including any controls it has
imposed on its fleets and any monitoring, control, and compliance measures it has established to ensure
compliance with such controls.
In order to evaluate progress towards the objectives of these measures, in each of 2017, 2018, 2019,
and 2020 the IATTC scientific staff will analyze the effects on the stocks of the implementation of
these measures, and previous conservation and management measures, and will propose, if necessary,
appropriate measures to be applied in future years.
Subject to the availability of the necessary funding, the Director is requested to continue the
experiments with sorting grids for juvenile tunas and other species of non-target fish in the purse-seine
nets of vessels that fish on FADs and on unassociated schools, by developing an experimental protocol,
including parameters for the materials to be used for the sorting grids, and the methods for their
construction, installation, and deployment. The Director shall also specify the methods and format for
the collection of scientific data to be used for analysis of the performance of the sorting grids. The
foregoing is without prejudice to each CPC carrying out its own experimental programs with sorting
grids and presenting its results to the Director.
CPCs shall require purse seine vessels flying their flag For 2018, renew the program to require all
purse-seine vessels to first retain on board and then land all bigeye, skipjack, and yellowfin tuna caught,
with the following two three exceptions allowing tropical tunas to be discarded if:
a. they are considered unfit for human consumption for reasons other than size (i.e., fish may not be
discarded simply because they are small and may therefore be of lower commercial value. Size is
not a reason fish are unfit for human consumption and therefore is not an acceptable reason to allow
discards).
b. they are caught in the final set of a trip, when there is insufficient well space remaining to
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accommodate all the tuna caught in that set.
At its annual meeting in 2020, the IATTC will review the results of the program, including
compliance, and decide whether to continue it.
21. The IATTC shall continue efforts to promote compatibility between the conservation and management
measures adopted by the IATTC and WCPFC in their goals and effectiveness, especially in the overlap
area, including by frequent consultations with the WCPFC, in order to maintain, and inform their
respective members of, a thorough understanding of conservation and management measures directed
at bigeye, yellowfin, and other tunas, and the scientific basies and effectiveness of those measures.
22. In 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020 the IATTC scientific staff shall evaluate the results of these measures,
including paragraph 4, in the context of the results of the stock assessment and of changes in the level
of active capacity in the purse-seine fleet. Based on the conclusions reached by the IATTC staff, in
consultation with the Scientific Advisory Committee, the Commission shall adopt conservation and
management measures, at its annual meetings in 2018, 2019, and 2020, to modify this Resolution, as
appropriate, to ensure the sustainable use of the tunas and tuna-like species (e.g., to ensure stocks are
maintained or restored at levels of abundance which can produce MSY).
23. Except in cases of force majeure and vessels in port without conducting fishing activities for at least
120 consecutive days prescribed in paragraph 9, no exemptions will be allowed with regard to the
closure periods notified to the Director in accordance with paragraph 8a.
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Appendix 3b

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

90TH MEETING (RESUMED)
La Jolla, California (USA)
12-14 October 2016

PROPOSAL IATTC-90 G-2B
SUBMITTED BY COLOMBIA AND ECUADOR
MULTIANNUAL PROGRAM FOR THE CONSERVATION OF TUNA
IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN DURING 2017-2018
The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in La Jolla, California (USA), on the
occasion of its 90th Meeting (resumed):
Aware of its responsibility for the scientific study of the tunas and tuna-like species in its Convention Area
and for formulating recommendations to its Members and Cooperating non-Members (CPCs) with regard
to these resources;
Recognizing that the potential production from the resource can be reduced if fishing effort is excessive;
Aware that the capacity of the purse-seine fleets fishing for tunas in the Convention Area continues to
increase;
Taking into account the best scientific information available, reflected in the IATTC staff’s
recommendations, and the precautionary approach;
Understanding that those recommendations recognize that the purse-seine capacity has increased by 10%
since 2014 and include an increase in the days of closure for large purse-seine vessels in order ta maintain
the populations at levels of abundance that can produce the maximum sustainable yield.
Recognizing the importance of conservation measures taken by the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC) for the tuna stocks in that region and the stocks of highly migratory tunas in the
Pacific Ocean;
Agrees:
To apply in the Convention Area the conservation and management measures for yellowfin and bigeye tuna
set out below, and requests that the staff of the IATTC monitor the fishing activities of the respective CPC’s
flag vessels relative to this commitment, and report on such activities at the next meeting of the
Commission;
CHAPTER I
TEMPORAL AND SPATIAL CLOSURE FOR THE PURSE-SEINE TUNA FLEET
1. These measures are applicable in the years 2017-2018 to all CPCs’ purse-seine vessels of IATTC
capacity classes 4 to 6 (more than 182 metric tons carrying capacity), and to all their longline vessels
over 24 meters length overall, that fish for yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack tunas in the Convention Area.
2. Pole-and-line, troll, and sportfishing vessels, and purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity classes 1-3
(182 metric tons carrying capacity or less) are not subject to these measures.
3. All purse-seine vessels covered by these measures must stop fishing in the Convention Area for a period
of 62 days in 2017 and 62 days in 2018. These closures shall be effected in one of two periods in each
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year as follows:
2017 – 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2018.
2018 – 29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2019.
4. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 3, purse-seine vessels of IATTC capacity class 4 (between
182 and 272 metric tons carrying capacity) will be able to make only one single fishing trip of up to 30
days duration during the specified closure periods, provided that any such vessel carries an observer of
the On-Board Observer Program of the Agreement on the International Dolphin Conservation Program
(AIDCP).
5. a. In each one of the years in which these measures are applicable, and for each one of the closure
periods, each CPC shall notify the Director, by 15 July, the names of all the purse-seine vessels that
will observe each closure period.
g. Every vessel that fishes during 2017-2018, regardless of the flag under which it operates or whether
it changes flag or the jurisdiction of the CPC under which it fishes during the year, must observe
the closure period to which it was committed.
6. a. Notwithstanding the provisions of subparagraphs 5a and 5b, a request by a CPC, on behalf of any
of its vessels, for an exemption due to force majeure 8 rendering said vessel unable to proceed to
sea outside said closure period during at least a period equivalent to the closure period prescribed
in paragraph 3 above or a vessel that was in port and did not fish during at least 120 consecutive
days, shall be sent to the Secretariat.
b. In addition to the request for an exemption, the CPC shall send the evidence necessary to
demonstrate that the vessel did not proceed to sea and that the facts on which the request for
exemption is based were due to force majeure or to being in port and not fishing during at least
120 consecutive days.
h. The Director shall immediately send the request and the evidence electronically to the other CPCs
for their consideration, duly coded in order to maintain the anonymity of the name, flag and owner
of the vessel.
i.

The request shall be considered accepted, unless an IATTC Member objects to it formally within
15 calendar days of the receipt of said request, in which case the Director shall immediately notify
all CPCs of the objection.

j.

If the request for exemption is accepted:
i. the vessel shall observe a reduced closure period of 30 consecutive days in the same year during
which the force majeure event occurred or to staying in port during at least 120 consecutive days
and without conducting fishing activities, in one of the two periods prescribed in paragraph 3, to
be immediately notified to the Director by the CPC, or
ii. in the event said vessel has already observed a closure period prescribed in paragraph 3 in the
same year during which the force majeure event occurred or to staying in port during at least 120
consecutive days and without conducting fishing activities, it shall observe a reduced closure
period of 30 consecutive days the following year, in one of the two periods prescribed in
paragraph 3, to be notified to the Director by the CPC no later than 15 July.
This exemption applies to the vessels of fleets that observe either of the closure periods prescribed
in paragraph 3.

7. Each CPC shall, for purse-seine fisheries:
8

For the purposes of paragraph 7, only cases of vessels disabled by mechanical and/or structural failure, fire, or
explosion shall be considered force majeure
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e. Before the date of entry into force of the closure, take the legal and administrative measures
necessary to implement the closure;
f.

Inform all interested parties in its tuna industry of the closure;

g. Inform the Director that these steps have been taken;
h. Ensure that at the time a closure period begins, and for the entire duration of that period, all the
purse-seine vessels fishing for yellowfin, bigeye, or skipjack tunas that are committed to observing
that closure period and that fly its flag, or operate under its jurisdiction, in the Convention Area are
in port, except that vessels carrying an observer from the AIDCP On-Board Observer Program may
remain at sea, provided they do not fish in the Convention Area. The only other exception to this
provision shall be that vessels carrying an observer from the AIDCP On-Board Observer Program
may leave port during the closure, provided they do not fish in the Convention Area.
CHAPTER II
BIGEYE AND YELLOWFIN CATCH LIMITS FOR PURSE-SEINE TUNA FLEET IN SETS ON
FLOATING OBJECTS
Countries
Colombia
Ecuador
Mexico
Nicaragua
Panama
European Union
United States
Venezuela
Others (according to IATTC
register)

Tons
3,282.30
60,752.40
2,399.40
2,597.10
10,651.80
1,998.60
1,040.10
1,764.90
5,052.00

8. From the year 2017 to the year 2018 Class-6 purse-seine vessels, that are on the IATTC Regional Vessel
Register, shall limit the catches of bigeye and yellowfin tuna caught in sets on floating objects, for
which a maximum catch limit of 89,538.60 tons is established for the entire EPO, calculated on the
basis of average of the historical catches in sets on floating objects between the years 2013 and 2015
(99,487.33 t) by the tuna purse-seine fleet in the Eastern Pacific Ocean with a reduction of 10%
(9,948.73 t).
9. The global catch limit shall be allocated for each country in accordance with its historical average of
catches 2013-2015 during the years that its vessels have operated minus 10%, which shall be allocated
as follows:
a. The 5% reduced from the general catch limit for bigeye and yellowfin tuna which are
4,974.37 tons, shall be considered as a reserve that would be issued under a rate of up to
0.50 tons of bigeye and yellowfin tunas/cubic meter of well per vessel and year, for CPCs
whose allocation is less than 5% of the global catch limit.
b.

For which the following criteria shall apply:

i.

Vessels that entered the fishery on FADs during 2015 and 2016 and that have a minimal
historical value.

ii.

Active vessels on the IATTC Register that did not make sets on FADs before the year 2015.

iii.

Fortuitous cases with that demonstrate that they could not operate for more than a continuous
year during the period between 2013 and 2015.
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iv.

Inactive and sunk vessels on the IATTC Register that do not have a history.
c. The rules for distributing this remainder are the following:

i.

That xxx % of the catch limit allocated to the CPC has been utilized.

ii. That the country makes the initial request to the IATTC Secretariat.
iii. That the request does not exceed 100 % of the allocation to the CPC.
d. On the other hand, the remaining 5% of the determined global catch limit, for the catches
of bigeye and yellowfin tunas in sets on floating objects during the 2013 to 2015 period,
shall not be utilized, with the objective of reducing the fishing mortality of these two
species contributing to the conservation of both species.
10. The rate for allocating the catch limit from the 5% shall be reviewed by the IATTC scientific staff every
year, to recommend to the Commission whether it needs to be modified in accordance with the levels
of maximum sustainable yield of bigeye and yellowfin tuna.
11. The catch limit allocated to each CPC for bigeye and yellowfin tuna in the EPO in accordance with
paragraph 8 of this same resolution, shall be distributed as an individual catch limit by the CPC, in
accordance with the following rules:
a. The modality for allocating the individual catch limit that each CPC establishes shall be
communicated to the IATTC Secretariat by 15 December of each year.
b. Appropriate monitoring of the catches with on-board observers shall be established, together with
other equipment that help to improve the monitoring of possible discards.
c. The catch limit of bigeye and yellowfin tuna for each vessel, shall be applied only to sets on floating
objects, therefore, they will not be applied to sets on breezers or dolphins.
d. The fisheries authority of each CPC shall monitor the unloadings of bigeye and yellowfin tuna,
which shall be corroborated in the processing plants up to 72 hours after the unloading. For
appropriate compliance with this paragraph, each CPC shall develop a protocol for monitoring and
verifying unloadings within a maximum period of 60 days from the approval of this resolution.
e. Once the vessel reaches 80% of the individual bigeye and yellowfin tuna catch limit, the fisheries
authority shall notify this immediately to the vessel owner with copy to the IATTC Secretariat, so
that it ceases to make fishing sets on floating objects on reaching 100%.
f.

CPCs shall send monthly reports to the IATTC Secretariat on the use of their allocated catch limit.

g. If the CPC exceeds its allocated annual catch limit, the excess shall be deducted from its catch limit
for the following year.
h. The catch limit allocated to each CPC shall be used among its flag vessels and the only exception
for transfer to another CPC shall be under the cases in which there is a temporary transfer of
capacity,
subject to the approval by the CPC and informing the IATTC Director.
i.

Vessels with a historical record that do not fish their allocated catch limit nor transfer it to any other
vessel, may request a reduction in the number of days of the closure period referred to in paragraph
3 of this resolution for the following year, in accordance with the parameters that the IATTC
scientific staff may establish at the time that the individual catch limit is allocated.

12. With the aim of helping with the objective of reducing the catch of bigeye and yellowfin on floating
objects, it is stipulated that the depth of the nets of purse-seine vessels shall not be greater than 24 strips.
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CHAPTER III
BIGEYE CATCH LIMITS FOR LONGLINE TUNA FLEET
13. China, Japan, Korea, and Chinese Taipei undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye
tuna by their longline vessels in the Convention Area during 2017-2018 do not exceed the following
levels:
t
China
2,507
Japan
32,372
Korea
11,947
Chinese Taipei
7,555
14. For the year 2018, the total annual longline catches of bigeye tuna in the Convention Area shall be
adjusted appropriately based on any conservation measures that may be adopted for purse-seine vessels
in those years, as ratified or adjusted in accordance with paragraph 19.
15. All other CPCs undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye tuna by their longline vessels
in the Convention Area during 2017-2018 do not exceed the greater of 750 metric tons or their
respective catches of bigeye tuna in 20019,10. CPCs whose annual catches have exceeded 500 metric
tons shall provide monthly catch reports to the Director during the remainder of that calendar year. For
2018, the limits in this paragraph shall remain in effect if the conservation measures for purse-seine
vessels are maintained, as ratified or adjusted in accordance with paragraph 19.
16. The excess of an annual bigeye catch limit established for a CPC in paragraph 9 or 11 shall be deducted
from the CPC’s annual catch limit for the following year.
CHAPTER IV
SUNDRY PROVISIONS
17. Landings and transshipments of tuna or tuna products that have been positively identified as originating
from fishing activities that contravene these measures are prohibited. The Director is requested to
provide relevant information to CPCs to assist them in this regard.
18. Each CPC shall submit to the Director, by 15 July of each year, a national report on its updated national
compliance scheme and actions taken to implement these measures, including any controls it has
imposed on its fleets and any monitoring, control, and compliance measures it has established to ensure
compliance with such controls.
19. In order to evaluate progress towards the objectives of these measures, in 2018 and 2019 the IATTC
scientific staff will analyze the effects on the stocks of the implementation of these measures, and
previous conservation and management measures, and will propose, if necessary, appropriate measures
to be applied in future years.
20. The Director shall prioritize in his research program the experiments with sorting grids or other
technological mechanisms for reducing the catch of juvenile tunas and other species of non-target fish
in the purse-seine nets of vessels that fish on FADs, by developing an experimental protocol, including
parameters for the materials to be used for the sorting grids, and the methods for their construction,
installation, and deployment likewise for other technological mechanisms that it may be desirable to
9

The Commission acknowledges that France, as a coastal State, is developing a tuna longline fleet on behalf of its
overseas territories situated in the Convention Area.
10
The Commission acknowledges that Peru, as a coastal State, will develop a tuna longline fleet, which will operate
in strict compliance with the rules and provisions of the IATTC and in accordance with the resolutions of the
Commission.
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implement. The Director shall also specify the methods and format for the collection of scientific data
to be used for analysis of the performance of the sorting grids. The foregoing is without prejudice to
each CPC carrying out its own experimental programs with sorting grids and presenting its results to
the Director.
21. For 2017, renew the program to require all purse-seine vessels to first retain on board and then land all
bigeye, skipjack, and yellowfin tuna caught, with only three minor exceptions so that tropical tunas
may be discarded when they are:
a. considered unfit for human consumption for reasons other than size (i.e., size is not a reason for
considering the fish unfit for human consumption and is therefore not a reason for discarding it).
b. caught in the final set of a trip, when there is not sufficient well space available to load all the tuna
caught in that set.
c. when serious equipment failures occur.
Notwithstanding the above, it will not be considered an infraction if the discards do not exceed 0.5%
of the catches for the fishing trip.
At its annual meeting in 2018, the IATTC will review the results of the program, including
compliance, and decide whether to continue it.
22. The IATTC shall continue efforts to promote compatibility between the conservation and management
measures adopted by the IATTC and WCPFC in their goals and effectiveness, especially in the overlap
area, including by frequent consultations with the WCPFC, in order to maintain, and inform their
respective members of, a thorough understanding of conservation and management measures directed
at bigeye, yellowfin, and other tunas, and the scientific bases and effectiveness of those measures.
a. In 2017 the results of these measures shall be evaluated in the context of the results of the stock
assessments and of changes in the level of active capacity in the purse-seine fleet and, depending
on the conclusions reached by the IATTC scientific staff, in consultation with the Scientific
Advisory Committee, based on such evaluation, the Commission shall adopt conservation and
management measures for the sustainable use of tuna and tuna-like species at its meeting in 2017.
b. In 2018, the results of these measures shall be evaluated in the context of the results of the stock
assessment and of changes in the level of active capacity in the purse seine fleet and, depending on
the conclusions reached by the IATTC staff, in consultation with the Scientific Advisory
Committee, based on such evaluation, the Commission shall adopt conservation and management
measures for the sustainable use of the tunas and tuna-like species at its meeting in 2018.
23. Except in cases of force majeure and of vessels staying in port during at least 120 consecutive days and
without conducting fishing activities as prescribed in paragraph 7, no exemptions will be allowed with
regard to the closure periods notified to the Director in accordance with paragraph 6a, nor with regard
to effort.
24. Any vessel that enters the Regional Vessel Register as a substitute for another vessel that has carried
out the closure in the first period shall not be considered for complying with a new closure period.
25. Any vessel that enters the Register in the second semester as a substitute for a vessel that was inactive
for more than six months shall not be obliged to carry out any closure period.
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Appendix 3c

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

90TH MEETING (RESUMED)
La Jolla, California (USA)
12-14 October 2016

PROPOSAL IATTC-90 G-5A
SUBMITTED BY MEXICO
RESOLUTION ON THE ANNUAL PROGRAM FOR THE
CONSERVATION OF TUNA IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN
DURING 2017
The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in La Jolla, California (USA), on the
occasion of its 90th Meeting (resumed):
Aware of its responsibility for the scientific study of the tunas and tuna-like species in its Convention Area
and for formulating recommendations to its Members and Cooperating non-Members (CPCs) with regard
to these resources;
Recognizing that the potential production from the resource can be reduced if fishing effort is excessive;
Aware that the capacity of the purse-seine fleets fishing for tunas in the Convention Area continues to
increase;
Recognizing that fish aggregating devices (FADs) have a greater negative effect on stocks and the pelagic
ecosystem in the EPO compared to other types of sets in purse seine fisheries, and that these effects should
be mitigated;
Taking into account the best scientific information available on the stocks of tropical tunas, reflected in the
recommendations of the IATTC staff and the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC), as well as considering
the need to apply the precautionary approach considered in Article IV of the Antigua Convention;
Recalling the definition of fishing established in Article I, Definitions, paragraph 2 of the "Antigua
Convention", which stipulates that fishing means “placing, searching for or recovering any fish-aggregating
device or associated equipment, including radio beacons”;
Understanding that the IATTC Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) itself recommended exploring
complementary conservation measures as an alternative to an increase in the days of closure suggested by
the scientific staff of the Commission;
Considering that a reduction in fishing mortality of juveniles in fishing using floating objects would
increase the level of sustainability of resources;
Making progress towards the objectives set out in section I, paragraph 6 of Resolution C-16-01 , regarding
the collection of information and the formulation of recommendations to limit the catch of small bigeye
and yellowfin tuna associated with fishing on FADs;
Recognizing that reducing the catches of juvenile bigeye and yellowfin mainly associated with fishaggregating devices (FADs) should be attempted;
Bearing in mind that the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tuna and the Indian
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Ocean Tuna Commission have established measures for controlling the máximum value of FADs that their
vessels can use per year;
Recognizing the importance of conservation measures taken by the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC) for the tuna stocks in that region and the stocks of highly migratory tunas in the
Pacific Ocean being compatible, fair y balanced.
Agrees:
To apply in the Convention Area the conservation and management measures for yellowfin and bigeye and
skipjack tuna set out below, and requests that the staff of the IATTC monitor the fishing activities of the
respective CPC’s flag vessels relative to this commitment, and that such activities be reported on as a
priority at the next meeting of the Commission;
1. These measures are applicable in the year 2017 without exception for all CPCs’ purse-seine vessels,
and to all longline vessels over 24 meters length overall and also for pole-and-line, troll, and
sportfishing vessels that fish for yellowfin, bigeye and skipjack tunas in the Convention Area.
2. All purse-seine vessels covered by these measures must stop fishing in the Convention Area for a period
of 62 days in 2017. These closures shall be effected in one of two periods as follows:
29 July to 28 September, or from 18 November to 18 January 2018.
3. The fishery for yellowfin, bigeye, and skipjack tuna by purse-seine vessels within the area of 96º and
110ºW and between 4°N and 3°S illustrated in Figure 1, known as the “corralito”, shall be closed from
0000 hours on 29 September to 2400 hours on 29 October.

Figure 1. Closure area
4.

a. For each one of the closure periods, each CPC shall notify the Director, by 15 July which period
each one of its vessels will observe.
k. Every vessel that fishes during 2017, regardless of the flag under which it operates or whether it
changes flag or the jurisdiction of the CPC under which it fishes during the year, must observe the
closure period to which it was committed.
5. Each CPC shall, for its vessels’ respective fisheries:
i.

Before the date of entry into force of the closure, take the legal and administrative measures
necessary to implement the closure;

j.

Inform all interested parties in its tuna industry of the closure;
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k. Inform the Director that these steps have been taken;
l.

Ensure that at the time a closure period begins, and for the entire duration of that period, all vessels
fishing for yellowfin, bigeye, or skipjack tunas that are committed to observing that closure period
and that fly its flag, or operate under its jurisdiction, in the Convention Area are in port, except that
vessels carrying an observer from the AIDCP On-Board Observer Program may remain at sea,
provided they do not fish in the Convention Area. Likewise vessels carrying an observer from the
AIDCP On-Board Observer Program may leave port during the closure, provided they do not fish
in the Convention Area.

6. China, Japan, Korea, and Chinese Taipei undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye
tuna by their longline vessels in the Convention Area during 2017 do not exceed the following levels:

Metric tons
China
Japan
Korea
Chinese Taipei

2017
2,507
32,372
11,947
7,555

7. For 2017, the total annual longline catches of bigeye tuna in the Convention Area shall be adjusted
appropriately based on any conservation measures that may be adopted for purse-seine vessels, as
ratified or adjusted in accordance with paragraph 19.
8. All other CPCs undertake to ensure that the total annual catches of bigeye tuna by their longline vessels
in the Convention Area during 2017 do not exceed the greater of 500 metric tons or their respective
catches of bigeye tuna in 2001 11,12. CPCs whose annual catches have exceeded 500 metric tons shall
provide monthly catch reports to the Director.
9. Landings and transshipments of tuna or tuna products that have been positively identified as originating
from fishing activities that contravene these measures are prohibited. The Director is requested to
provide relevant information to CPCs to assist them in this regard.
10. Each CPC shall submit to the Director, by 15 July 2017, a national report on its updated national
compliance scheme and actions taken to implement these measures, including any controls it has
imposed on its fleets and any monitoring, control, and compliance measures it has established to ensure
compliance with such controls.
11. In order to evaluate progress towards the objectives of these measures, in 2018 the IATTC scientific
staff will analyze as a priority the effects on the stocks of the implementation of these measures, and
previous conservation and management measures, and will propose, if necessary, appropriate measures
to be applied in future years.
12. The Director is requested to continue, in consultation with interested CPCs, a pilot program for research
into, and gathering information on, the fish-aggregating devices (FADs) used to aggregate tunas in the
Convention Area. The program shall include, inter alia, provisions for the marking of FADs,
maintaining a record of the numbers of FADs on board each vessel at the beginning and end of each
fishing trip, and recording the date, time, and position of the set, as well as removing 50% of FADs
before the start of the closure selected by each vessel, not deploying FADs one month before each
11

The Commission acknowledges that France, as a coastal State, is developing a tuna longline fleet on behalf of its
overseas territories situated in the Convention Area.
12
The Commission acknowledges that Peru, as a coastal State, will develop a tuna longline fleet, which will operate
in strict compliance with the rules and provisions of the IATTC and in accordance with the resolutions of the
Commission.
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closure period, and additionally, removing the FAD of the last set. The Director is requested to report
on the status of this effort at the next annual meeting of the IATTC. The information collected shall be
held by the IATTC staff.
13. An annual limit for FAD deployments is established and the CPCs shall ensure that none of their purseseine vessels of IATTC Classes 1 to 6 deploy more than XXX FADs per cubic meter considering its
capacity. For monitoring compliance with the FAD deployment limit by each one of its vessels the CPC
shall monitor it using the form for collecting data on FADs established in Resolution C-16-01, and the
information provided by the on-board observer on IATTC Class-6 vessels, as well as a program to
review the logbooks for vessels classes 1 to 5 without observer on board. The Commission, in
conjunction with the Scientific Advisory Committee, shall review the progress and results of the
implementation of this measure and may adjust the established limit. In their work, the abovementioned bodies may consider the recommendations issued by the ad hoc Working Group on FADs.
14. Subject to the availability of the necessary funding, the Director is requested to continue the
experiments with sorting grids for juvenile tunas and other species of non-target fish in the purse-seine
nets of vessels that fish on FADs and on unassociated schools, by developing an experimental protocol,
including parameters for the materials to be used for the sorting grids, and the methods for their
construction, installation, and deployment. The Director shall also specify the methods and format for
the collection of scientific data to be used for analysis of the performance of the sorting grids. The
foregoing is without prejudice to each CPC carrying out its own experimental programs with sorting
grids and presenting its results to the Director.
15. For 2017, renew the program to require all purse-seine vessels to first retain on board and then land all
bigeye, skipjack, and yellowfin tuna caught, except fish considered unfit for human consumption for
reasons other than size. A single exception shall be the final set of a trip, when there may be insufficient
well space remaining to accommodate all the tuna caught in that set.
16. The IATTC shall continue efforts to promote compatibility between the conservation and management
measures adopted by the IATTC and WCPFC in their goals and effectiveness, especially in the overlap
area by frequent consultations with the WCPFC, in order to maintain, and inform their respective
members of, a thorough understanding of conservation and management measures directed at bigeye,
yellowfin, and other tunas, and the scientific bases and effectiveness of those measures.
17. a. In 2018 the results of these measures shall be evaluated in the context of the results of the stock
assessments and of changes in the level of active capacity in the purse-seine fleet and, depending on
the conclusions reached by the IATTC scientific staff, in consultation with the Scientific Advisory
Committee, based on such evaluation, the Commission shall adopt conservation and management
measures for the sustainable use of tuna and tuna-like species at its meeting in 2018.
18. Given the increase of the operative capacity of the purse-seine fleet operating in the EPO, give priority
to the work in the framework of the Permanent Working Group on Fleet Capacity that will allow a
scheme to be defined so that in the short term progress may be made in the management and reduction
of the operative capacity in the EPO.
19. Apply, in the meantime, measures in a voluntary manner that will allow the operative capacity of purseseine vessels operating in the EPO to be reduced, as well as advance in the updating of the IATTC
Regional Vessel Register regarding long line vessels that will allow a precise definition of those that
are active and inactive with the aim of likewise establishing a limit on operative capacity.
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Appendix 3d

INTER-AMERICAN TROPICAL TUNA COMMISSION

90TH MEETING (RESUMED)
La Jolla, California (USA)
12-14 October 2016

PROPOSAL IATTC-90 A-3 REV
SUBMITTED BY COLOMBIA
REGULATION USE OF FADS IN THE PURSE-SEINE FISHERY FOR
TUNAS IN THE EASTERN PACIFIC OCEAN DURING 2017-2019
The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC), gathered in La Jolla, California, USA, on the
occasion of its 90th Meeting:
Aware of its responsibility for the scientific study of the tunas and tuna-like species in its Convention Area
and for formulating recommendations to its Members and Cooperating non-Members (CPCs) with regard
to these resources;
Recognizing that the potential production from the resource can be reduced if fishing effort is excessive;
Aware that the capacity of the purse-seine fleets fishing for tunas in the Convention Area continues to
increase;
Concerned because the capacity of the purse-seine fleets and the number of FADs that are being deployed
in the Convention Area continues to increase.
Taking into account the best scientific information available, reflected in the IATTC staff’s
recommendations, and the precautionary approach;
Understanding that the IATTC Scientific Advisory Committee recommended looking for complementary
conservation measures as an alternative to an increase in the closure days suggested by the scientific staff;
Recognizing that attempts must be made to reduce the catches of juvenile bigeye and yellowfin mainly
associated with fish-aggregating devices FADs;
Reiterating that there is an urgent need to limit the increase in fish-aggregating devices (FADs) deployed
in the Convention area; and
Taking into account that the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tuna and the Indian
Ocean Tuna Commission have established measures to control the maximum value of FADs that their
vessels can utilize per year;
Recalling the definition of fishing in Article I of the “Antigua Convention”, which establishes that fishing
means “engaging in any activity which can reasonably be expected to result in the locating, catching,
harvesting of these stocks”.
Agrees:
To apply in the Convention Area the conservation and management measures for yellowfin and bigeye tuna
set out below, and requests that the staff of the IATTC monitor the fishing activities of the respective CPC’s
flag vessels relative to this commitment, and report on such activities at the next meeting of the Commission;
I. ANNUAL LIMIT ON DEPLOYMENT OF FADs PER VESSEL
1. Beginning in the year 2017, CPCs shall ensure that none of their purse-seine vessels of Classes 1-6
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shall deploy more than de 500 FADs per year.
2. Each CPC shall require before the beginning of the closure period to recover 80% of the FADs
deployed during the previous trips.
3. For monitoring compliance with the FAD deployment and recovery limit by each of its vessels, CPCs
shall keep track by using the FAD data collection format established in Resolution C-16-01, as well as
the information supplied by the observer aboard IATTC Class 6 vessels.
4. The Commission jointly with the Scientific Advisory Committee and the Ad hoc Permanent Working
Group on FADs, shall review the progress and results of the implementation of this measure and may
adjust the established limit.
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