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Objetivos de la sesion

Al final de la sesion usted serd capaz de:

® Aprender como los Estados Unidos ha adoptado
los principios del EEMP y ha avanzado hacia el
EEMP (caso de estudio)

® Determinar dénde se encuentra su pais en el

camino hacia e
® |dentificar los @

EEMP
esafios que enfrenta su pais en el

avance hacia e

EEMP
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The session has 3 objectives; 
The USA experience used here for 1st objective and to guide the 2nd and 3rd objectives.
Objectives 2&3 are addressed through activities 


Linea del tiempo de EEUU 1950s-2013

1950s-1970s: Sobrepesca - Colapso de las pesquerias

1976 : Nueva Ley de Conservacion y Manejo
Ley Magnuson-Stevens para la Conservacion y Manejo de la Pesca

1980s: Planes de manejo pesquero (PMP) para una sola pesqueria
1996 : Ley de Pesca Sostenible -> Habitat esencial de los peces
2004: PMP para el ecosistema de arrecifes de coral

2010: Planes de pesca ecosistémica (PPE) 6. Manejo
adaptativo

2012: Fin de la sobrepesca de todas las poblaciones fie
peces de Estados Unidos
- Reconstruccion de las poblaciones
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Presentation Notes
This slide shows a timeline of major changes in fisheries management policies and implementation in the United States of America (USA), with a few examples of fisheries management plans in the Western Pacific Region (Pacific Islands Region).  

This timelines demonstrates a long-term evolution toward an EAFM in the USA. 

We will discuss the individual activities in this timeline as we move through this session.  

During the 1950’s to 1970’s, rapid technological advances greatly increased the ability of fishers around the globe to locate, exploit and overexploit fishery resources.  This led to global overfishing and collapsing fisheries, including many in the USA. 

To address these concerns, the U.S. Congress passed the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act of 1976 as the primary fisheries management law for the USA, as will be discussed in the next slide. 





.

1980s: Integracion de 8 Consejos Regionales de
Manejo de la PESCA

. Cooperaciol

y coordinacion

Miembros del Consejo

* Agencias federales (Pesquerias NOAA, Servicio de Pesca y Vida
Silvestre de los EEUU, Guardia Costera de los EEUU, Departamento de
Estado)

- Agencias estatales de pesca (gobierno local)
- Pescadores* (comercial, deportivo)

e Otros usuarios/partes interesadas preocupadas * (dueiios de
alimentos marinos, conservacionistas, investigadores, académicos)

*Nominados por los respectivos gobernadores de estados
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Presentation Notes
Increased participation and better cooperation and coordination was achieved through the establishment 8 Regional Fisheries Management Councils around the USA to: 
Advise the government (NOAA) on fisheries management issues.
Develop and amend Fisheries Management Plans to maintain fishing opportunities while conserving marine resources and habitats.

The voting members of the Council includes people from
Key Federal agencies (NOAA, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, US Coast Guard, and State Department)
State fisheries agencies
Fishermen (commercial and recreational)
Other key fisheries stakeholders (seafood industry, conservationists, researchers, educators, etc.)

Magnuson_Stevens was designed to provide Good Governance (EAFM Principle #1) and to Increase Participation (EAFM Principle #3)




1996: Ley de Pesca Sostenible de los EEUU

4. Objetivos
multiples

Un importante cambio legislativo hacia el EEMP

- reducir la pesca incidental

- proteger habitats esenciales de peces

- considerar los efectos de las decisiones de
manejo en las comunidades.
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Presentation Notes
Here, we emphasize the 1996 Reauthorization and Amendment of the U.S. Fisheries Law with the enactment of the Sustainable Fisheries Act that required the consideration and protection of Essential Fish Habitats in the Fishery Management process as an example of good goverance.  Here essential fish habitat was defined to include both benthic habitats, like coral reefs, seagrass beds, banks, etc., but also oceanographic habitats, areas with particularly characteristics needed to support important life history phases of fishery resources such as temperature, salinity, currents, nutrients, etc. 

The Sustainable Fisheries Act of 1996, 20 years after the original Magnuson-Stevens Act, represented a significant shift toward an EAFM.  It again demonstrates the Adaptive Management Principle  # 6.
As such the Sustainable Fisheries Act provided a major new tool to facilitate the transition toward an EAFM in the USA.  


2. Escala
. apropiada
e e & 2.

arrecife de coral (2004)
Cambio de pesca de especies meta a pesca de multiples
especies y multiples escalas

Pesca de multiples especies (Mas de 2,000 especies)
Pesca con multiples artes (Mas de 25 métodos)

Ocurre a lo largo de aguas nacionales, estatales y
territoriales


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Fig 5.2


® Objetivos de bienestar ecolégico:
-restaurar las pesquerias, recursos y habitats del arrecife
- captura maxima y sostenible a largo plazo

® Objetivos de bienestar humano:

- generar ingresos y medios de vida

- mejorar la conciencia publica sobre los ecosistemas arrecifales
y su vulnerabilidad

® Objetivos de gobernanza:
-promover una mejor vigilancia y aplicacion de la ley
- colaborar con otras agencias para compartir datos y recursos
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Presentation Notes
The Coral Reef Ecosystem FMP included Ecological Well-being Objectives, Human Well-being Objectives, and Good Governance Objectives so clearly sought to address the 3 Components of an EAFM.  This slide also highlights EAFM principles P1# Good Governance and P4 # Multiple Objectives. 

You can refer back to Module 3, section 4, Table 2. Moving towards EAFM continuum: note how the objectives listed on this slide cover.



6. Manejo

~adaptativo

® Uso sustentable precautorio, ecolégicoy
culturalmente sensible

® Aplicar manejo adaptativo

® Establecerinvestigacidon, monitoreo, recopilacién
de datos y permisos para mejorar las decisiones de
manejo
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The plan uses the precautionary approach and adaptive management.The Plan also included objectives to establish research, monitoring, data collection and permitting to improve adaptive management decision-making. 

Still moving toward EAFM—broader scope. You can refer back to Module 3, section 4, Table 2. Moving towards EAFM continuum: note how the objectives listed on this slide cover various aspects listed within the table.


®
2010: Planes de Pesca Ecosistémica (PPE)

- 2. Escala

apropiada

Transicion a 5 PPE basados en areas
- Archipiélago Mariana
- Islas Ultramarinas Menores
- Archipiélago Samoa Americana

- Archipiélago Hawaiano
- Pelagicos del Pacifico

2012: Fin de la “sobrepesca” de todas las
poblaciones en Estados Unidos
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The final stage was the development of 5 area-based FEPs out of the the five species/taxa-based Fishery Management Plans.


Mensajes clave del caso de estudio

® EIEEMP es un proceso paso a paso; aplicando las
lecciones aprendidas en el camino

— aumentando la participacion de las partes
interesadas

— ampliando la escala de manejo

— aumentando las necesidades de datos e informacion
(no solo evaluacion de poblaciones)

— basado en el manejo de pesquerias actual

® Muchas pesquerias en el mundo estan aplicando el
EEMP parcialmente;

® cada pais esta en una etapa diferente de la trayectoria.
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Self explanatory


Nove,, a8 L § LRUGRR
Actividad 1:

1. Cada grupo recibe una tarjeta que muestra un
principio del EEMP (algunos grupos pueden tener
que considerar dos principios).

2. Engrupos, discutir y sacar un puntaje para
determinar dénde creen que su PAIS se encuentra
dentro del espectro 0-5 para este principio.

3. Usando las lineas colocadas en el piso, un

representante de cada principio las recorre para
ubicar su puntuacién mientras sostiene la tarjeta.
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1. For 10 minutes, participants work as a group to establish their score for their allotted principle.
2. Using the lines set out on the floor, one representative for each principle paces out their score while holding the card. 


ST A el g gl 1
Actividad 2: en grupo

1. ldentifique los desafios que su pais podria
enfrentar para avanzar hacia el EEMP

2. Escriba cada desafio en una tarjeta (UN desafio
por tarjeta)

3. Ahora identifique las oportunidades que su
pais pueda tener para avanzar hacia el EEMP (y
para enfrentar los desafios anteriores)

4. Escriba cada oportunidad en una tarjeta
diferente
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1. Participants share initial ideas with neighbour (in pairs) 
2. As a group, identify and write 2-3 constraints (challenges) THEIR COUNTRY might face in trying to move towards EAFM (refer to output from activity 1). Write only 1 challenge per card, on e.g. green cards.  
3. Get same groups to identify opportunities (write these on different colour cards, e.g. yellow). A challenge in one country may be an existing opportunity in another.  
4. Get all groups to walk to back of the room and place constraints and opportunity cards on the floor (on 2 differently-labelled flipcharts).
5. Trainer groups cards (on floor, with all participants helping) and facilitates a brief discussion. Match opportunity cards to challenges cards if possible. Have brief discussion about overcoming challenges- elicit ideas from participants (linking to local/country continuum table produced earlier on flipchart, as well as threats and issues from day 1). 
Trainer sorts and keeps outputs for days 3 and 4 (see session plan).

Possible challenges for countries moving to EAFM: lack of funding; lack of government structures; lack of government support; corruption; short term government posts (i.e. reflect short term perspective only); misconception about management structures needed; decentralisation means responsibility is passed on; weakness of fisher associations/ groups; hierarchical social structure (i.e. does not favour stakeholder participation)…
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