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REPORT OF iHE EICHTH TN4 l‘u'i\.rOVEm‘H-TEE'ITA.L MEETING ON 'THE
. CONSERVATION OF YELLOWVELN TUNA
- ~ San Diego, California

March 19-22, 1969

Tne F]ghth Intcxgovcrrnen tal Meeting on the ConserveLuon of YellowFlh
Tuna was opened by the Provisional Chairman, Mr, William M. Terry of ihe

Island Inn,

San Diego, California.

The Brovnqlonal Chalrman weloomed the 6elegnbes and observers .on behalf

of the Govermaent of the United States. Mr. Wilven G, Van Campen of the
Unlted States and Mr. Katsuyoshi Ydmu. of Japan were appointed as a Conmit-

tee on Credentiéls. ihey reported that the credentials of the persons ,

1isted in ﬂuﬁow 1l uxd been eham ined and Tound in order,
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Hnited Stotee wae alast o Chatrmin of 4

b

iMeetinv —qnu Lie. Alejandro Cervantes D, of Mexico and Mr, Wilvan G, Van
. & J , A

Campen of the Uniﬁe@ States were electad CbuSecretaries,

The rovnslonal agenda was adopted withoul change and is attached to
p ! _

fthis report as Apnex 2. o o

Rpport of the Workang Group on the Economic ﬂffeCu of Lhe bejoxfzn

uns Conscrvntnon Probr - Agondi Ticm 5. Tne report of the Uovklng Grouu

ae

.

n the Economic_Effects of the Yellowfin Tuna Cons ervat:on Progrem, on

the

esults of its study carried out under'in;txuctloﬂa rom the Sevunth Inter-

Bovernmental Meeling, was presented by ¥r, Gerald V. Moward of the United

States, kho wnth Tic, Alejgndro Cervantes D, of Mexico had actod ag

Secrxuarnau to the Working Group, {Copdss of the TtpOPL had bﬁen distributed

rarlier by the Secretariat to Sntercsted Go- Glﬁhﬁﬁt" )

we




%Hﬁi ﬁ%.For 1969 only, permit each vessel over 300 short tons capacity (deter-
g; mined from tables prepared by the Commission on the basis of existing
information and additional data provided by the various governments,
which relate capacity to gross and/or net tonnage) fishing tunz in the
regulatory area after the closure date for the vyellowfin tuna fishery
to land an incidental catch of yellowfin tuna taken in catches of other
species in the regulatory area on each trip commenced during such
closed season, The amount scach vessel is permitted to land as an inci-
dental catch of yellowfin tuna shall be determined by the Government
which regulates the fishing activities of such vessel; provided, however,
that the aggregsté of the incidental catches of veliowfin tuna taken by
. —=—~all such vessels of a country so permitted shall not exceced i5 percent of

the combined toial cateh taken by such vessels during the period these

> T vessels are permitted to lend incidental catches of yvellowfin tuna.
4gbfbr 1969 only, permit the fiag vessels of caeh country of 300 short
tons capacity and less fishing tuna in the regulatory area after the
closure date for the yellowfin tuna fisherv to fish freely until 4000 -
short tons of yellowfin tuna are taken by such vessels or to fish for
vellowfin tuna under such restrietions as may be necessary to limit the
catch of yellowfin tuna by sueh vessels to 4000 short tons; and there-
after to permit such vessels to land an ineidental cateh of vellowfin
tuna taken in thd cateh of other species in the regulatory area on each
trip commenced after 4000 tons have been caught, The amount esach vessel
is permitted to land as an incidental catch shall be determined by the
Government which regulates the fishing activities of such vessel; pro-
vided, however, that the aggregate of the incidental catches of vyellow-
fin tuna taken by such vessels of each country so permitted shall not
exceed 15 percent of the total catch taken by such vessels during trips
commenced after 4000 short tons of yellowfin tuna have been caught,
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RESOLVES

To request tho Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission to include among its

~ recommendations for 1969 the following:
Ww"'("” A

- For-1969"oily, permlf ‘each vessel ‘over 3*00""she1mtons .capacit }/ {d termined
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from tables prepared by the Commlssmn ﬂwhmh,wrelvai:e capadity to gross and/or net ‘fﬁ»
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tonnage) f1shing tuna-dn the regulatory area after the closure date for the yellowfin
tuna =-11-s"hery to land an incidental catch of yellowfin tuna taken in catches of other

species in the reg‘ulatory area on each trip commenced durmg such closed season,
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The amount each vessel 18 permitied {o land as an mcidental oatch of yellowfin tuna

shall be determined by the Government wh1ch regulates 1He f1shing activities of such

2
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vessel; prov1ded howeverwthat”the aggregate of the incidental catches of yellowfin

e

tuna taken by a],lwéuch vessels of a country so permitted shall not exceed 15 percent of
,,w

the coggb‘”fned total catch taken by such vessels during the period these vessels are

or

permitted to land incidental catches of yellowfin tuna.

0 4.c \0}
For 1969 only, permit the vessels of each countryﬁfws 0 short tons capacity and
less fishing tuna in the regulato;y ared after the closure date for the yellowfin tuna
w*’”’“‘” as o comb wel! ¢t
: f1shery to f1sh ;ﬁne’ély until 4000 short tons of yellowfin tuna are talkken by such vessels
y-df'” 4

or to Fish for yellowfin tuna under such restmctwns a8 may be necessary to limit the
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acatch of yellowfin funa by such vessels to 4000 ahort tons a;;dmth@a?eﬁfter to permit each

slioh veﬂs ol to land an ingj,clmﬁait Gikeh of yallnwi’m una taken in the catoh of other
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A

Questionnaire on the Regulatory Sysiem for the Yellowfin Tuna Fishéry
in the Eastern Pacific Ocean

APPENDEX 30.

— e ————— — —

1961 1962 1963 1964 1565 1966 1967
Tnformetion on the Tishing industry
Catch by year {vound weight}
1. All species
2. All tunas (yellowfin, skipjack, bluefin,
glbacore, yellowtail, bonito, big-eye)
3. Yellowfin tune
Value of cateh by year {in national currency)
1. 0OFf &11 caich :
2, 0f all tunas
3. Of yellowfin tuna
Lebor utilized in fishing
1. Number of workers employed in fishing
2. Tumber of worksrs employed in all tune
Tishing
3. Number of workers employed in tuna fishing
in the regulatory area
Exports of fresh and frozen tuna (rownd weight)
1, &11 tuna :
2. Yellowfin tuna
Ex-vessel prices for yellowfin tuna by month
Jan. Feb. Mar. Agpr. May June July Aug, Sep. Oet. Nov. Dec.,
1961
1962
1963
166k
1565
1966
1967




IT. Informallon on the tuna canning industry

A.

B.

Fumber of plants

Combined hourly capecity of all plants
(round weight)

Volume of production (ne‘t weight)
1. A1l tunas (as listed in Part I., 4, 2)

&. from demestie catch

b. from imported raw meterial
2. Yellowfin tp.na

a, Irom domestic catech

b. from impofted raw material

Produeticn per six-month period (net weignt)
1. danuary-Jdune :

2. July-Decenber

Dazmber of worksers employed in tuna canning

_1g81

1962

1G53

196k

1965

195.6

1967

et
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1G6L

1965

1966

1667}

1901 1962 1963

Information on international trude of cammed tuna

4. Annual imports of canned tuna {net welght)

B. Anmusl exports of canned tuna {net weight)

General considerations
A, What problems have developed out of the yellowfin tuna
regulatory system for .the following segments of your
industry?
1. The vessel owners and operaiors

2. ‘The {ishermen
3. The canring industry

B. What changes in the regulations would your ccuntry
suggest to improve on the present quota system?

C. What changes do you antiéipa.te within the tuna industry
of your country during the next 9 years?
1. In capscity end cheracteristies of the tuna fleet

o. Tn rumber and capacity of tuns canning plamts

3, In uarket conditions (consumption, prices, and
foreign trade, ete.)
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The fesulis of the Working Group's siawdy and their lmbllCdL?0n° viere
_éxtenﬁivgly iscussed by the delegations. T d83033b30ﬂ of Mexico GXPT ed
disappointment tﬁat the study had not resuiicd in any action to modify tne
Fpresent conservabion program through the convening of a special 1ntergovernsN:

|
mental meeting prior to the opening of the 169 fishing scason, as appeared |

ito be called for in bvhe Wdrking Grou}'s repart. It was the view of ﬁhe | ;
fMexican delegation thal the present quota system definitely presented.a |
.:éerioué iﬁpedim@nt to gréwth of the smallev nationalrtuna industries andrto E,
he.pro_L jtable operation of {the smaller wvasy TRAN cngagco in thé tuna fu,shcry. ;
r"he large faqhznv vessels of the United Stat 25 could go to 011?T‘r€&10n3
_after closure of the eastern Pacific vellowfin season and continue -operating
profitably, bul the small vessels of other parbicipating counﬂries were

D 1orced o curtail their operalions, resulling in a decrozsed demand for

_cannery,labor and causing serious economic and social problems.

Tn 1Ls ovaluatlon of the WOﬂkJng Group's TGPOPt the United States

?delcnatlon stressed thal the Tu“OTL did not show that the: regﬂTatOTV sy stem
fim effect for the ye?lowLnn tuna flqhery had Cauaed dzuadvantaaes to anﬁ
country?s tuna industry. The latest statistics showed that Mexlco'q share
of the yellowfin;tﬁna'catqh had increased i 1968; as had the catch per ton -
of. vessel éapacity in tﬁe Mexican fleet, .

in response, the Mexican delegation slated that the effects of the

- regulatory system vere Béing félt severcly by the Mexican industry in 1969
and that the ye].]_ox‘d.‘i_n tuna catch by the Mexican fleeft was running far
behind that of previous years. If the socavivn closure were to come in‘April,

a

- the Mexican Tleeb would have baken only abonb 1,000 tons of yellowlin. The
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feurrent rapid buildup of the United States Ticet could only cauvse Mexico's

competitive position to weaken further,

. - . . s ' . .
i 7 The delegation of Cosla Rica associated itself with the view of the

- »,

IMexican delegation, observing that the present regulatory system could

cawse the fajlure of a small national tuna industry and thereby give rise

. a—

to. serions social problems.
The dc]egatlon of Canada stated thal Canada had not been Jn a poultloﬁ

to pari c.pate in the Working Group but had studied its report with intérest,

.

.Thefe were no-prescnh pTaus for expansion of the Cdnanan tuna 1ndu9twv, but
ihere was a desire to preserve the possibility for fuLure growth. A natioqgl
'quotaAsystem, which was mendioned in the Working Group's report aé 2 possible
rmodification_of'the rcgulatorf system, vould require complex cfiteria, based
| i uludxos of histcfica 1, ecconoml c and g0 .ial 'dtoxs, vhicﬁ had not Been

Qone_in this case;. However, Cana a ge@e?gl]y believed in special_prgﬁerence’

for coastal states in fisheries, a principle which was gaining ground in the

+

gﬁerld and would evéntual]y be widely accepted. .

Eg“«~m~?hé*d@3r atlon -of- Japun ata{ed That 5% h“dvalso Lhrefujly ubv"ed the - - —Foome

'EUorklng Group s report and con51dmred that the resulls had not revealad anj
?foects that would require a change in the regulatory system. With respect
to,péssible-alternative systems, it was the position of Japaﬁ that en accept-
able alternative should not advérsely_affeci the rational upilizatﬁon and

conservation of the resource and should, as a general principle, be non-

digeriminatory and not give special privileges to specific countries.
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Txc Costa Rican delegation agreed that the Working Group's report dig

no% oumon ctrabe damaging effects of ihe regulatory ﬁyqtpm to ‘date bul noted

ﬁh&t'it also dicd not show that such damage could not occur, More statistical
-da%a and sludy were needed in order to evaluate possible alternslive sys£éms;
.bostaiﬂiqa 2lso thought that an acceptable altérnative (e { be cons_uicnb
'ﬁith canservgtiun.and must be both nénndiscriminatory arid nonndamaging.‘

- The Nexiéan delegation pointed out that‘tﬁé repoft was of‘alpreliminary___l
and iHCDﬁclusive nature: It had been eﬁpectédlthét ;ecommendatione-for a

ﬁhange in the system would bq further developed at a ébecialrintergovefnmental
_meeting to be held late in 1968; It had been the hﬁpe‘of the Mexican delega--
 £iDn.that the gelentific stsfl of the'IﬁTTu voulo thon havae purticupdted in
 the'study of the regulétofy gys Len énd Sts posgible moo:ficatlon.

© ° The United ! ta es delegaticn observed thal L;p United Staﬁ- had nob

fconsidered that. the Working Group's report presented ¢lear enough evidence

§Of a need for a change in the regulatory system to call for a special

fieebing, The United States had consulied with the other Governments end had

'éxpresncd “its villingresy ‘Ld La (3] pur‘c“ﬁ"n suchk~y feetiftg, i it were called ~ ¢

fov by one o; t}e oihcr 1nterbsted Governmcnts, but this had not been done,

I

Tre heywcbn delegatxon Lhen sugrequeq that nutuonal catch quou s be (%w
éstab31 shed for L}e year 1969 only, based on the percentages_of the yelléwfin 1a
tuna catch quota taken by each country in 1968. The United'Statesﬂdelegatioﬁ

;bseerd that {this sodubion would be favorable to the United St Le and

Mexico but might prove to be discriminatory against sowe ooher couutries,

The Japenn=o delegation again stated that it could not accept any form of
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y ‘national‘quota arraugément. The Costa Rican delegation was of the opinion
jthaﬁ the arrangeﬁent would be hérmful.to their induétry and-also would have
:thc,practical difficulty of reqalrang sclosure of operaﬁiﬁg records oﬁ‘the
so?e Costa Rl can tuna enterprise, wvhich was not legally permiSsiﬁie; _

E' " The dlscu ssion then turned to the possibility ofla special pfeferencé) ,Nﬁf
a N i
:for the smaller vessels of each covatry in “the allocation of the yellovJJn\
7{.una catch an idea suggested by Mexico in thé Working Group rcport This .\\l
type of arrangcnent appeared Lo be cept«ble to a]l delegatzons, as at 1eastx
a parblcl remedy to the economic problems of small vc“sels oporanlnﬂ under
i'1,}1(3 catch quota system and as not hav1ug the chzracter of a n;tiqnal qﬁotat /J
'There wag extended discussion of posgible mechanisms for giving the smélle;
¢vessels a preference, and the practical problens of admihistering such a

systvn vere considered in d tal 1. Tt wes finally agreed that, for 1969 cnly,

| ) .
the small ve.uels, under 300 short tons carrying ca acity, of each couPLry

[
i
shouTQ be allowed to fish without restriction aFLer the closure of the open b

5eauon for yel]oufln tuna fishin ng 1nt11 thelr ageregate catch of Lhau sp901es'

i

Qﬂn each country reached h,000 short tons, Vhere the agarerate caoacwtv of

i e

‘mall.vessel. was vevy large, as in thm United otdies fleet a sultaole

&
‘3

;311m1tat10n on incidental caben coald be applied to ensuwre that the prefer-

k- 19
-3
3

SR

mihe

ntlal-catgh of these vessels did not exceed 1,000 tons, A need for more

8

i ‘
£ . s : . s e e
;mowplatc data on carrying capacity of vessels in each country was expressed

;i

fg

1

nd it was agreed that the stalf of the IATTC would develop stoh data Trom

nformation to be supplied by each Government. These agreemente vere drafted

n the form of a resolution reguesting the TATTC to incorporate Lhem in its

onservation reconmendations for 1969 and were adopted vnanineusly (ﬁnvry3 ).

e
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In apgrecing to the adoption of this resolution, after consvliation with

Giﬁs Goverrment, the Japanese delegation espeQially notea that the pfoposed
}preferential treatmont for small véséeis vags an interim measure for one year
Bnly and reiterated thelpoéitioh of Japan in opposition %ornationai catch

;Quot g, In this connection, the delegation of the United States expressed

) - . L] :
its view that the weasures recommended in the resolution were not of the

2

fuature of a national quota.

i The discussion then turned to furthker work to be done by the Working

Group. The Mexican delegation expressed a desire Tor more definite HEr O
g &' " '

fﬁent on a schedule for the next wmeebing of the Working Group, so that

i .

gparticipation of wore countries could be obtzined, The Mexican delegation

;alsc stressed the desirability of authorizing the Working Group to obtain

§Govermments. The United States delegation expressed the view that the terms

fof reference of the Working Group sheuld be mzde broader and more flexible

k .

;?ﬁan‘those'ériginally prescribed.  After discussion of possiblé scheduling-
orLéIWOrking Qroup meetiﬁgrand a gpeéial Intergovernmental ﬁeeting; four
_baragraphs weré proposeé Tor addition to the draft resolutiﬁnl(Annéx 3) -
5}§5vering‘thé further activities of the,Seéfeﬁafiat of the Working Group,

& meeting of the full Working Group -during 1969, assistance to the Working

#0roup by the IATIC staff, and a special Intergoveramental Meeting to be

held before the end of 1969, The Mexican delegation raised the question of

¥no was Lo convene the special Tntergovernmental Meeling, and it was decided

fexpert assistance from international bodies as well as fyom the part%nﬁpating\'

L
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delegation noted that it was accepling the paragraph concerning convening
of a special Intergovernmental Meebing ad referendum, as it lacked instruct.-
fions on this point, Japan waé_prepared to-cdoperate,'aithough the Japanese
;delegation had certain dougts about the relafion between functions of tﬂé
EIATTC and of the Intergo#ernmental Heeiing o the matters covered by the
iresolution. In approving the reéolﬂ%ion,rthe Canédian delegéﬁiou stated
;its understanding that the Meebing waé agreedlthat_the_IATTG staff would
not be c¢alled vpon to give assisfance to the Working Group beyoné-what_i£
jwas'prépared aﬁd qualified to give, a view with ﬁhicﬁ.a11 delegétions
T_t:{mm:umr_ed . |

‘Bvaluation of the Implementation of the Recommendations of the TATTC in

1968 -~ Agenda Item 6. Regarding the experience of 1968, the Caznadian del- o
-egation reported that the Cbnadj an tuna industry had experlcnbod no - ﬁd“prsa

ieffechu from thn rcgulatoly uy%tem and had 1o.complaints. The Cocta R1c9nr

E;dﬂlcgabloq qbated that thﬂ f:ahang season in their country had not dlfforad

l-s1gn1ficantly Trom pféﬁidﬁﬁ“years and that there had been no problems in the

»t

jmplewentation and enforcement of'the congervation meaSures.

The Japunese delegatloh reportod no particular problem raiséd by the

B . - LI 4
T

1mp]ementat¢on of IA”TG recommondatlon in 19q8 and presented'figures show-

1ng that the yellowlin tuna catch by Japanese Vessela in thc rcgulatory area

after the closure had been louq than 15 percent of their total catch. The
§iUnited States delegation noted that although there had been large new invest-
mnents in tuna Tishing vessels in 1968, ihe Unlicd States flshermon*) share

of both the yellowlin and skipjack catch bad ‘declined. Nevertheless, the

a

e




DRAFT 8

; #United States was encovraged by the success of the conservation program and .

»

§ the good condition of the yellowfin stock. The Un:tcd States. considered the

TATTC one of the wost successful of the international Tishery conventions

Y

- and inbﬂndnq to continue 5uoport1ng it, des putﬂ certain disa 3Vdﬁta es vhich

:it had caused to United States flshermen.

- The Mexican delegabion noted that the Mexican tuna industry had encount-

L“ered certain dirficulties during 1968, As for regulation of the fishery,

f'timely'instfuctions had been issued to field offices ané vessel opnrators
iwhen the yellowfin season was closed. Unfortunatu]y there had becn aomc.
infractions, which had been.dealt with according to the sanctions provided
é;by law. Those reSpoﬁsible for implementing the regulatory System had faced
5égreat probléma an& the constant préssﬁre of dissatisfaction Trom fishermeﬁ

¥ and cannery operators.

¥ Consideration o

TATTC n 1969 - Agenda Ttem 7. The delegation of Costa Hica.stated that

s Government beiieves in conservabion and that it anticipated ngvdifficulty .
in carrying out the Commission'é;recommenﬁations, as the induétry.was émail
and the auuqorlties have the power ﬁnder the 1aﬁ to reguléte it directly.
._The Canadian-dcle"ation stated iﬁs intention to recommehd that'ihe.

.

Commicsion‘u recommendationq be eﬁbodleo in Canadian flsbery reguWDtlonsa

Although Canad1 n tuna fishing vessels operated in areas beyond the direct
‘isuperv151on of threir Government, this was not a problem because good data on
operations were recelived and in apny case the vessels left the area afler the

yellowfin season closure,




The Mexican deJoLUtJon informed the weeting that Mexico firm]y intended
fwithin the Goverament's adwministrative powers to enforce them, employing the
'sanctions prescribed by Mexican law., The Mexican delegation were prepared

: - ! . .‘v

to advige their Government to accept the Commission's 1969 recommendations,

' sion's work nd prepared to recomend ?cceptancc of the 1969 conservabi.on
I reconmendations by its Government. -
The Japanese delegaulon, pointing out that five purse seiners had been

-authorized by the ~Japanese Governwent to opers ate in the eas iern ‘Pacific Ocean

. of the Commission's recommendations.

Other Businéss ~ Agenda Ttem 8, Tt was suggested by the Chajrman and.agreed
,-by the délegations that an English draft report would be preparcd by ¥r, Van

~toooed o
LLLerEsL

ied Governments. The views of the Govermment of Panama would be solicited by

¥ :
- correspondence.

‘Ad}ournnnnt - After various expressions of apqrcc11t10n bv Lhe delegations

o

bo Lhe Chanrman Tor his services, the meeting ad;ourncd at 2:l5 p.m. on

i §

1fdmh 22, 1969

E
i
L
?
i
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to implement the COFMISalOD'; recarvonddtaonu and would do everything vossible

The United Sfates delegation stated that it was pleased with the Comais-

1his year, stated that Japan was prepared to cooperate in the implementation,

Y]
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EIGETH TNTERG VJRHHTRTﬁL MEETING ON THE
CONSERVATICH OF YELLOWFIN TU:A

- San Diego, California
lMarch 19-22, 1569

Agenda
Opening of the Meeling by the Provisional Chajrman
Appointment of a Counitlee on Credentials -
Flection of Officers
Approval of the Agenda ' ' . 7 -

L)

Cons 1oeraL30n of the Raporu of the Working Group on the ﬁconoric
Eal

Effects of the Yellonfln Tuna Conser ratlon Program

Evaiuation of thc Tmplemenlation of the Recommendations of
the 3AT?C in 1968

- Censideration of Measures Tor Tmplerentation of thL Ruv mnendations
of the TATIC in 1969

. _ . o . .
. . , . .
Other Pusiness : .

Closing Remarks
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- RESOLUTION

The Eighth Intergovernmental Meeting on the Conservation of Yellowfin Tuna, having

taken cognizance of the Report of the Working Group on the Economic Effects of the

Yellowfin Tuna Conservation Program, prepared at the request of the Seventh Inter-
governmental Meeting; and

Taking into consideration certain conclusions in that Report, namely:

T

"The limited experience with the present regulatory system does not
indicate that it has affected so far the tuna industries of the cooperating
countries in a discriminatory manner, However, smaller vessels (less
than 200 tons capacity) of some countries are being more affected than
_»i.(arger (farther ranging) vessels, and some countries feel that the

system will shortly be discriminatory as far as they are concerned. " ]

/f;, '”.,Q,L::,;‘s{.?,:
Noting that the fisheries of certain of the countries involved face ’m‘_&sual}difficulties

during the 1969 season;

Having concluded that it would be desirable to put into effect certain ineasures of an

(jrrte'ri:m} provisional and emergency nature, which are not to be construed as necessarily
reflecting the views of any Government regarding long-term solutions to the problems

dealt with in that Reportg



&

: RESOLVES

To request the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission to include among {is

recommendations for 1969 the following:

I‘or 1969 only, permlt each vessel over 300 short tons capacity {(determined

PN VR (VAN a&{"g"'b’“ﬁwg wldiy, a owded . Fadm W%MQAA the f’mf@““qm%

from table%prep e Jg@ the Commission \rvhwh relate capacity to gross and/or net
tonnage) fishing tuna in the regulatory area after the closure date for the yellowfin
tuna {ishery to land an incidental catch of yellowfin tuna taken in catches of other
species in the regulatory area on each trip commenced during such closed season.
The amount each vessel is permitted to land as an incidental catch of yellowfin tuna
shall be determined by the Government which regulates the fishing activities of such
vegsel; provided, however, that the aggregate of the incidental catches of yellowfin
tuna fai;en by all such vessels of a country so permitted shall not exceed 15 percent of

the combined total catch taken by such vessels during the period these vessels are

permitted to land incidental catches of yellowfin tuna.

VoK

For 1969 only, permit thenvessels of each country of 300 short tons capacity and

less fishing tuna in the regulatory area after the closure date for the yellowfin tuna
‘ s A Lt Lrined Eanliah,

~ fishery to fish freely until 4000 short tons of yellowfin tuna are takenhby such vessels

or to fish for yellowfin tuna under such restrictions as may be necessary to limit the
a.:;- 2 ,QQ‘D:AQ,A:M,ﬁe f;@,@g.ﬂ‘; 4

catch of yellowfin tuna by such,vessels to 4000 short tons!-; and thereafter to permit each -

such Ve‘:'a.s;el to land an incidental catch of yellowfin tuna taken in the catch of other
4
species in the regulatory area on sach trip commenced after 4000 short tons have
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«g Peen caught. The amount each vessel is permitted to land as an incidental catch shall
be determined by the Government which regulates the fishing activities of such vessel;
provided, however, that the aggregate of the incidental catches of yellowfin tuna taken

by such vessels of each country so permiited shall not exceed 15 percent of the total

catch taken by such vessels during trips commenced after 4000 short tons of yellowfin

~ tuna have been caught,

i\,
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FURTHER RESOLVES

Temd
£oL2,

N That the Secretariat of the Working Group, Messrs. Alejandro Cervantes D. (Mexico)

pdd u P waned & A@seesl

3 5 *L %:‘ &U“&‘ p\h'\,ﬂ‘l.'»&-é
SR if} and Gerald V. Howard (U.8. A.), be asked to continue,their study of the effects of
S Ty A
" 4 the yellowfin tuna conservation program, giving particular attention to possible long-
b
o
‘“Tig. ;,fg term’ sclutions to the problems identified thus far in the study and to such additional
P o
4 |
f‘é “*;5“ ‘broblems as may be identified, in preparation for a meeting of the full Working Group - : i
P33T el By ™
4 . in 1969;
\~ § T |

URGES

All interested Governments, and particularly those represented af this Eight}\.

Intergovernmental Meeting, to take part in the deliberations of the Working Group;

REQUESTS

The ﬁ}ter—American Tropical Tung Commisgsion to authorize its staff to lend their

expertise to the study and to make available to the Working Group such data as ma‘y

be appropriate,
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- To request the Inter-American Trop:cel Tuna Commission to include among
recommendations for 19¢9 the following

RESOLUTION | . -

THE BIGHTH INTERGOVERNMENTAL ImE’l’th 0N THE CDI.“:!JRV;*TION OF YRELLOWRIN TURA,
Having itaken cognizance of the Revort of the Working Groun on the Economic
Effects of The Yeilowrin Tuna Censervation Program, prenared at the request
of the Seventh Intergovernmental Meeting; and '

-Taking into considerntion certain COnclusions in that Report- and

Notlnﬂ that the fl%nﬂrles of certaln of Lhn counL“JPS 1nvolved foce soe 21,

difficullies during the 1969 season; , o e

Having co ﬁ“lUdJG that 1t would be des:rablu to pulb into effect certain -

measures ol a provisional and emergbncv nature, which are not to be construed

85 na cpsaarlly reflecting the views of any Goverrment regarding long-tern
qolutlons to the problema dealt nlih in that Leporu,

~ RESOLVES:

Lo
il
0

For 1969 only, permwit each vessel over 300 short tons capacity
{determined from tables prepared by the Commission on the basis of
Cexisting information and additional data provided by the Govern
ments which relate capacily to gross and/or neb tonnag ge) ¢1gh1nr
“tuna in the regulatory area after the closuvre date for the yellow-
fan tuna rishery to land an -incidental caich of yellowfin tuna
taken jn calehes of obther spacies in the regulatory area on each trip
cowmenced during such ¢losed season., The awmount each vessel 3g ver-
“mitted to land as en incidentel catch of yellowfin tuna shall be
~deternined by the Government which regulales the fishing activities
of such vessel; provided; however, that the agaregate of Lbe incid-
ental catches of yellowfin tuna La?en by 211 sunh vessels a
country so permitted shall not exceed 15 percent of the COﬂbnned
total cateh taken by such vessels during the period these vessels
are pzrinitted to land incidental catches of yellnwfin_tunaq

UFor 1969 only, permit the Tlag ves snls of each country of 300 short
tons ¢a DuCLif (d’termnnod from tables vrepared by the Commission on
the basis of exislting informaticn and add19~abal data orovided by

e Governments which relate cavacity to gross aﬁd/or net tohﬁmge)
and less Tishing twna in the regalatory eresz after the closure date
for the yellowiin tuna fishery to fish freely until l,000 Q‘O“t
tons of yellowfin tuna are taken as a combinzd calch by such vessels
or to fish for yellowlin tuna under. such reziricilons as way be
necessary Lo 1init the cowbined calch of yellowlin tuna by such
vessals to 1,000 short tons; and Lthereafter to perwmit each such

=¥



vessel to land an incidental calch of yellowfin tuna taken in

- the catch of other spoeies in the regulatory area on each trip
commenced alfter 1,000 short tons have been ceught, The amount
each vessel is permitbed to land as an incidental catch shall

- be determined by the Govermsment vhich regulabes the Tishing i

activities of such vessel; provided, however, that the agpregate -
of the incidental catches of yellowlin tuna taken by such vessels
of each cotntry so permitted shall nol exceed 15 percent of the
total catch taken by such vessels during trivs commenced after
;,000 short tons of yellewfin tuna have been caught."

FURTHER RESOLVES:
That the Secretariat of the Working Croup, Messrs, Alejandro Cervantes D.
(Mexico) and Gerald V. Howard (U.S.k.), be asked to conbtinue their study
and to cousider alternative methods of regulation that will provids for
the conservation of the yellowfin tuia stocks in the eastern tropical
Pacific Oceen and for the more ratiornal ubilizetion of these resources by
all countries concerned, making use of such expert assistance as may be
avallable from interested Governménts and from other. spurces, in prepara-
Thon for'a meebing of the full Vorking Group at the earliest convenient
time in 1963. - L L ' :

URGES:

A1l interested Governments, and particulerly those represented at this
Eighth Intergovernmental Meeting, to tske part in the déliberations of the
Working Group; : S ‘

REQUESTS

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna Cowmissicn bo authorize its staff to lend
thelr expertise to the study and to make availeble to the Working Group
- such assistance as way be appropriate. ' '

PROTOSES :

That a special Intergovernmental Heeting be convened before the end of
calendar year 1969 to consider lhe report of the Working Group, the vrecisc
time and plsce of such meeling to be debermined through consultation among
interested Governments, : | o

h

Y]
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RESOLUGCION (ﬁ

LA VII; REUNTON INTERGUBERNAMENTAL SOBRE CONSERVACION
DEL ATUN DE ALETA AMARILLA

Habiendo tomado conocimiento del Informe del Grupo de Trabajo sobre los

Efectos Econdmicos del Programa de Congervacidn del Atun de Aleta Amarilla,

preparado a solicitud de la VII Reunidn Intergubernamental; y

Tomando en consideracidn clertas conclusiones en dicho Informe;-qg&//

-
-

s ~ g '
"lla experieﬁczp limitada con el siftema regulatorio ﬁctual no, indica

e, e

e hay%/afec ado hasta la. ftha aflas industriha atuneras déilos

""" r .
fsej/éooper ntes en un forma di criminatoria. Sin embargo,!enbar-
/

yore7 (de

stema

Notando que las pesquerfas de al gunos de los pafses involucrados con=,

frontan dificultades ﬁ%ﬁrmales durante la temporada de 1969;

Habiendo llegado a la conclusidn de que serfa deseable poner en vigor

clertas medidas de carécter-&ﬁ&mmﬁmnr-provisional y de emergencia, que no
deben interpretatrse como que necesariamente reflejan el punto de vista de
cualquier Gobierno en relacidn a soluciones a largo plazo para los problemas

que se tratan en dicho Informe,
RESUELVE ;

-~ Bolicitar a la Comisidn Interamericana del Atdn Tropleal que incluya

??fre sus recomendaclones para 1969 la siguiente:

e
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"Para lQBQk@olamente, permitir que cada barco de mds de 300 tonecladas
cortas de‘capacidad (determinada segﬁn cuadros preparados por la Co=
misidh?ﬁhe relacionan la capacidad con el tonelaje bruto y/o neto) que
pesque atdn deqigo del drea reglamenta&{a después de la fecha de clau-
S:angﬁfa elAaleta amarilla, pueda desembarcar una captura incidental
denaleta amarilla obtenida durante la pesca de otras especies en el

drea reglamentaﬁﬁa durante cada viaje que se inicie durante la estacidh
de veda., 1La cantidad que le serd permitida desembarcar como pesca inci-~
dental deAa eta amarilla a cada barco, serd determinada por el gobierno
que regule las actividades del mismo; siempre y cuando que la suma total
de pesca iIncildental delnaleta amarilla capturada por todos dichos barcos
de un pafis con goce de este permiso, no exceda el 15 por ciento de la

captura total combinada obtenida por tales embarcaciones guiﬁ?te el pe-

r{odo que se les permita desembarcar pesca incidental de,aleta amarilla,

: P
(_M_J‘ ;- e, 3R (‘})_ co)f\);% F,OJ@
,,,,,,,, " Para 1969 solamente, permitir a los barcoé}ée 300.toneladas cortas de

e e e AL i Sy !,:»

_xaﬁrfraruin*“”*ﬁﬁﬁacidad O Menos; &wﬁ@ﬁ&ﬁ%“ﬁ%%, que ‘pesquen atﬁh_de tro del drea regla=

i iwﬁJﬁcdﬁﬁmﬁﬁ
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} Caanny
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L m@ntaﬁga despuds de la fecha de clausura para el aleta amarilla, pescar
” At da e o remflm”

libremente hasta que dichas embarcaciones hayan obtén16054.000 tYonela~

£,
-
L

T

ae :
das cortas de atﬁhpgleta amarilla, o pescar atdhﬁgleta amarilla gajig "

| 1::::::::; ' las restricclones que sean necesarias panaflimitar la eaptura e aleta
: " e & by e e L

~ amarilla por tales embarcaclones a 4,000 toneladas cortas; y, de ahf
en adelante, permitir a cada embarcacion desembarcar una captura inci-
dental de atdn aleta amarilla obtenida durante la pesca de otras especieg

P vedlamentuda . ,
en el drea reglamentarxia durante cada viaje que se inicie después que

se han capturado 4,000 toneladas cortas. La cantidad que le serd permi-
tida desembarcar como pesca incidental dergleta amarilla a cada barco
serd determinada por el gobilerno que regule las actividades del mismo;
siempre y cuando que la guma total de la cppsca. incidental de atdn ole

aleta amarilla capturada por dichos barcos de cada pafs con goce de este
.~permiso, no exceda el 15 por ciento de la captura total combinada obte=
‘nida por tales embarcaciones durante viajes inkclados despuds que se han

a).

“3apturado 4,000 toneladas cortas de atdh#gleta amarilla,"
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RESUELVE ADEMAS

Que 'a la Secretarfa del Grupo de Trabajo, Lic. Alejandro Cervantes D.
(México) y Sr, Gerald V. Howard (Estados Unidos), se le solicite que con~

t imﬁeﬁ su estudio .3s.obx_e:,los-—ei::e e¢tog—del-programa..de-conservacidn—del-at
aleta._amarilla,.dando..esp e-c—i-&1"-"-&t-en'cd;o’n"~a-p-o 8ibles—soluciones -a--largo
“p1azomda-ulos‘-»‘problemas,,,.has.ta.._ahoraw-fident-ifioados.«enwelu..eanudio-.w—--y-ma«-nque-l-l-gs

prohlemas- adiclonales~que~puedan—ser—identificad os~,~-~en~prepanaci&;ﬁpa-ra« ‘

una--reun ic’)’n»wdel'"*-Grupomde-mmraba‘j"o“comp-le'ttr""en"“““"m : de-1969

INSTA

A todos los Gobilernos interesados ¥s en especilal, a los que estdn re=
presentados en esta VIII Reunidn Intergubernamental, a que tomen parte ea

las deliberaciones del Grupo de Trabajo;
SOLICITA

A la Comigidn Interamericana del Atun Tropical que autorice a su pex=
_sonal para que preste sus conocimientos al estudio Yy para que ponga a la v
disposicidn del Grupo de Trabajo(We‘ﬁaﬂ?que seaff apropiaddie .
L1
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