
     Bermeo, 14th September 2021 
 
Dear Juan Pedro 
 
Thank you for the comments. These will be very useful in defining our activities 
over the next 12 months in a work plan, that will be available to stakeholders in 
October.  
 
Specific comments are as follows. 
 
Condition 9. PI 1.2.1 - Harvest strategy 
 
While we agree with much of what you write, you must be aware that we mainly 
work on these issues through SIOTI and ANABAC where we seek to influence 
the decision-making process and achieve consensus. A main opportunity to 
address our concerns will be consideration of the extension of the SIOTI FIP over 
the next 12 months and the related action plan.  The current SIOTI work plan 
included work on 1.2.1 and 1.2.2 that we are driving.     
 
Condition 10. PI 1.2.2 - Harvest control rules and tools 
 
We will not adopt a voluntary skipjack catch limit as that would not do anything to 
support a meaningful harvest strategy for the species. Our activities are 100 % 
monitored (in non-COVID times) and we publish catch reports on our web page 
with a minimal delay to provide evidence that we are fully compliant with the 
regulations of Spain and the Seychelles.  
 
Condition 1. PI 2.3.3 - ETP species information 
 
We have taken a different approach that reflects our concern about silky sharks, 
even though it is not classified as an ETP species by the IOTC and purse seine 
fisheries in total account for a small proportion of its total catch in Indian Ocean 
fisheries. We are trying to improve understanding of the real impact of our fishery 
on silky shark, and we thank ISSF for its support, while supporting research on 
migratory patterns that may help identify mitigation measures additional to those 
we already have in place. Once the outcome of the AGAC assessment is known 
we will analyse cumulative impacts and take into account your comments.  
  
Conditions 2, 3, 4 and 5 – PI 2.4.x – (All habitats’ PIs) and PI 2.5.3 - Ecosystem 
information 
 
We published our FAD management in 2020. The original intention was to up-
date it on an annual basis, and the first up-date would have taken into 
consideration ISSF’s response to the original document. However, COVID and 



uncertainty about IOTC regulations led to a delay. We will publish a new FAD 
management plan as soon as practicable following the IOTC FAD meeting in 
October, in which we will participate as observes.  
 
The new plan will incorporate your suggestions where possible and refer to ISSF 
papers. Our current plan is publicly available as will the next version. It will detail 
statistics and buoy data that is not considered as commercially sensitive.   
 
Echebastar has been at the vanguard of FAD management over recent years 
and has voluntarily reduced the number of FADs below the level permitted by 
IOTC regulations.  
 
From January 2022 we will further reduce the number of FADs to 250, subject to 
the outcome of debate on IOTC Reg 21/01.  
 
We only use non-entangling FADs and we are fully engaged in the development 
of bio-FADs.  
 
Our FAD / Coral project seeks to identify the risk that derelict dFADs pose to coral 
communities and identify option to reduce these that may be a viable alternative 
to FADWATCH. We look forward to cooperating with ISSF in this work.   
 
We will cover this aspect in the up-dated plan  
  
Other comments: 
 
Condition 2. PI 2.4.1 - Habitats outcome. See above 
 
Condition 3. PI 2.4.2 - Habitats management strategy. See above  
 
Condition 4. PI 2.4.3 - Habitats information. See above. We are working with AZTI 
on this issue. Once the outcome of the AGAC assessment is known we will 
propose to CFTO and OPAGAC a working group to respond to the common 
conditions.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
ESWG 
 

 


