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The Paraty fishery in the context
of co-management and
Latin America fisheries

Alpina Begossi, Fikret Berkes, Fabio de Castro,
Priscila F. M. Lopes, Cristiana Seixas and Renato A. M. Silvano

The primary objective of this chapter is to embed the understanding of the Paraty
fishery in a more general context of fisheries in Brazil and Latin America, relating
them to environmental conservation demands, especially the establishment of marine
protected areas (MPAs), which are associated to local conflicts (Lopes et al. 2013a;
Lopes et al. 2013b). In particular, we intend to look at Paraty trying to reach
different ecological scales, but with a background in Latin American fisheries. We
keep in mind that, as other artisanal fisheries in the world, the Paraty fishery can be
considered of the “S” type: small-scale, spatially structured, targeting sedentary
stocks (Orensanz et al. 2005). Spatially structured refers to the dependence of
these inshore fisheries on the coastline; in Paraty, for example, whereas groupers
(sedentary species) are caught in the bay of Praia Grande, in the open-sea community
of Trindade pelagic species are very important catches. This chapter serves to
introduce readers in co-management within the Latin American context associated
with this book content, on small-scale fisheries from Paraty, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.

Fisheries and conservation

In Brazil, conservation and development policies have often been at odds.
Conservation policies tend to emphasize restrictions on the use of natural resources
in specific ecosystems, while development policies can favor activities that have a
high environmental impact, such as large-scale infrastructure developments (e.g.,
highways, ports and dams) and intensive production systems for export-oriented
markets (e.g., cattle, industrial fishing and soybean production). As a result,
conservationists perceive development projects as being a major driver of
environmental degradation, where developers claim that conservation policies are a
barrier to development. Rural populations, including small-scale fishing communities,
have been seriously affected by both policy strategies, as they are squeezed between
intensive production systems and restrictive measures that limit their access to
natural resources and ecosystems. The small-scale fisheries of Paraty are in such
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context of pressures that comes from different scales leaving fishers and their
livelihoods squeezed primarily between governmental environmental demands and
industrial fishing (Begossi et al. 2011; Begossi et al. 2012b; Lopes et al. 2013a).

Fishers have gradually been excluded from productive fishing systems and
deprived of legal access to aquatic ecosystems, to an extent that fishers are
increasingly treated as poachers by their own communities. The invisibility of fishers
to both conservation and development policy strategies nullifies their potential to
participate in the design, implementation, and monitoring of sustainable resource
use strategies. Besides reducing the transaction costs of management, fishers could
provide local knowledge and support the monitoring of ecosystems and resources
(Begossi 2008; Berkes 2012; Silvano and Begossi 2012).

As part of the democratization process in the last decades, hybrid policies
combining conservation, development, and social justice have been developed in
Brazil. Government agencies in charge of conservation have developed new
institutions, legal instruments, and procedures. The goals have been to promote
decentralized decision-making, increase stakeholder participation and foster
collaborations among actors. The primary question that has been raised from this
new trend is how effective the initiatives are in terms of promoting sustainability,
local and regional development, and social inclusion (empowerment and improved
livelihood). The extent to which these initiatives are still part of top-down models
and their legitimacy among fishers are unknown.

Co-management

Co-management can be understood as one of the possible institutional
arrangements that can result in sustainable systems, as definitions in Table 1
shown. Berkes (2002) addresses some of these institutional arrangements, including
(in addition to co-management) multi-task groups, citizen science, and worldwide
networks of social movements. There are a variety of models that encourage people
to develop more sustainable resource use systems. Instead of looking for the single
best model, sustainability can be achieved through multiple strategies that should
be chosen according to the characteristics of the resource and its users (Dietz et
al. 2002), as Table 1 illustrates.

Co-management is one strategy that has been employed in resource
management of Latin American fisheries, but other forms of institutional
arrangements can also be found in the region, such as cooperatives in Central
America (Begossi et al. 2010) (Box 1). Even co-management itself can assume
multiple forms. For example, in Brazil, a variety of co-management arrangements
occur, such as reserves established by the government that allow sustainable use
and accords (or agreements) between users and the government (such as the named
“fishing accords” or “fishing agreements”) (Lopes et al. 2011).

Table 1 Selected definitions and concepts of co-management.

Definitions, origins, and concepts of Core aspects of the

Reference

co-management definition
Co-management is a collaborative and (Jentoft 2003) | Power-sharing and
participatory process of regulatory decision- ' partnerships
making among representatwes from user Sl
groups, government agencies, research

institutions, and other stakeholders. :
Co-management involves at least the right to (Pinkerton The level of power in

participate in making key decisions about how, | 2003) access to resources

when, where, how much, and by whom fishing

will occur.

Co-management emerged as a partnership (Pomeroy The role of the state in
arrangement that relies on the capacities and 2003) institutional

interests of the local fishers and community to arrangements
complement the government’s ability to ~

provide legislation, policy, enforcement, and

other functions and types of assistance to

various stakeholders. ‘

In co-management systems, the state supplies (Wilson 2002; [ Communication is an
legitimacy and various forms of support to Wilson 2003) important process in

local groups that are familiar with the area and
can communicate efficiently and respond conflict could act as a
quickly to new management needs. In the driver to these
intersection with scale, conflict is the life force processes

of co-management.

co-management and

Co-management is a political claim to share | (Armitage et al. | Power-sharing
management power and responsibility with the | 2007), basedon | .

state and to develop power sharing several authors
partnerships between the govemment and local

users. ~ c
Co-management has been approached in (Berkes 2007; Power sharing,
diverse ways, including a form of power Berkes et al. cooperation,
sharing, a challenge to capacity building, a 1991) partnerships (at

mechanism for implementing aboriginal rights, different levels),
and an arena in which different systems of capacity building,
knowledge can be brought together. Co- defining rights, linking

management is a “catch-all” term. knowledge

The small-scale fisheries in Latin America

Small-scale fisheries in Latin America (LA) are highly important compared
to fisheries in non-tropical areas. In many Latin American countries, small-scale
fisheries represent approximately half of the national catch, and livelihoods are
dependent on those catches for food and commerce (Begossi et al. 2010). In the
marine environment, the fisheries target: (1) tunas (Scombridae) and other




migratory fish; (2) anchovetas (Engraulidae) and other small schooling fish; (3)
ground fish on the continental shelves; and (4) marine inshore fisheries (Christy
1997). Fresh water artisanal fisheries are also highly important, especially in Brazil,
Colombia, Mexico, Peru and Venezuela (Valbo-Jorgensen et al. 2008; Arnason et
al. 2009).

LA fisheries management has been part of international programs by FAO
and the World Bank, which were primarily aimed to support fishing cooperatives
(Pollnac 1981) by providing loans and credit (Box 1).

Box 1 Cooperatives and marine protected areas in Central America.

Fishery management in Central America has followed basically two
pathways: the management of cooperatives that also manage natural
resources (in addition to economic and social management) and the
establishment of MPAs. Fishing cooperatives were developed primarily in
Central America, especially in Belize, Costa Rica, Honduras and Panama,
although there are also examples in Mexico, Ecuador and Peru (Pollnac
1977; McGoodwin 1980; Aguerro 1991; Pollnac and Poggie 1991). These
cooperatives were developed in the seventies and eighties as part of a general
trend of international and national government programs, such as the ones
promoted by the World Bank (Pollnac and Poggie 1991).

Belize cooperatives, in particular, which emerged in the sixties, became a
model of fishery co-management in Central America (Begossi and Brown
2003), as these cooperatives provided better prices for their fishing products,
and access to low-interest loans (Price 1987). More recently, Belize included
MPAs as a fishery management tool. Other cooperatives have experienced
problems, such as in Mexico, Sinaloa, where government-imposed programs
ignored local rules or management processes and failed to enforce rules
that prevented invasion of inshore fishing spots by industrial fishers
(McGoodwin 1980). In Nicaragua (Pearl Lagoon), cooperatives were
organized during the Sandinista regime (Christie et al. 2000), but there
were problems, such as the incursion of fishermen from outside the
cooperative. Historically, cooperatives have been responsible for better yields
and earnings in land systems, and more recently, they have collaborated to
control against resource depletion. These benefits are exemplified in the
case of ‘environmental cooperatives’ in Honduras (Ruben 1997). Recently,
McCay et al. (2013) reviewed results of 10 cooperatives in Western Mexico
showing their capacity of co-managing fisheries, by following some “design
principles” (see the study for details).

LA fisheries have their own peculiarities if compared with the better known
temperate fisheries, such as: a) the local scale of resource use by small-scale fishing
communities; b) the geographic dispersion of fisheries; c) the existence of local

rules regarding the use and sharing of resources, such as territories and food taboos;
d) the scarcity of available data about aquatic resources; e) fishermen’s local
ecological knowledge, which is not exclusive of LA, but has been shown to be
important; and f) current levels of poverty and social needs that make small-scale
fisheries relevant for local food security and livelihoods (Begossi 2010). These
fisheries are also distinguished due to the use of multiple gears and boats, low
levels of capital investment by fishermen, the presence of several landing sites,
the seasonal use of fishing resources, the supply of protein and jobs, the attraction
of migrants, the limited power of fishermen, and a lack of social mechanisms to
protect fishermen'’s health and employment (Salas et al. 2007). These factors are
important because for any management process to be effective, it must rely on
local participation, a 'participatory building’ process, and must develop effective
actions that address economic and cultural issues.

As common to most tropical fisheries, LA fishers suffer from basic limitations.
For example, there is a widespread lack of basic data on catches, which is an
obstacle for temporal comparisons. Also, there is often no knowledge about the
status of vulnerable species that are commercially important (Begossi 2010). For
example, rocky marine fish, such as groupers and snappers, are important
commercial fish in many countries. Some groupers (e.g.: Epinephelus and Mycteroperca
spp.) are on the JUCN Red List of Threatened Species (Froese and Pauly 2011;
IUCN 2012), but one of these species (Epinephelus marginatus) has been continuously
caught by artisanal fishers of Copacabana, Rio de Janeiro, including catches of
individuals smaller than the minimal reproductive size (Begossi and Silvano 2008).
This suggests an ongoing or near future overfishing of this and other commercial
reef fish species (Begossi et al. 2012a). Indirect indicators, such as those above
mentioned, are sometimes the only basis for the evaluation of fish stocks in LA.

Co-management in the southern cone of South America

South America followed a different pattern than Central America. In its
southern cone, which includes the Pacific and Atlantic Oceans and four countries
(Paraguay, Chile, Uruguay and Argentina), some co-management systems have
been implemented to regulate small-scale fisheries. Some of these co-management
arrangements, notably those of benthic shellfish in the Chilean coast, have been
successful and are regarded as a promising way to avoid overfishing (Castilla and
Fernandez 1998; Castilla and Defeo 2001; Castilla and Defeo 2005; Defeo and
Castilla 2005; Castilla et al. 2007; McClanahan et al. 2009). In Chile, co-
management was first proposed by the government and fisheries managers (top-
down). These programs transferred property rights and responsibilities to existing
organizations of local fishers, therefore sharing power with them (Castilla and
Defeo 2001; Defeo and Castilla 2005). See Box 2 for some examples of the Pacific
South America.




Box 2 The Pacific South American fisheries

The Pacific Chilean shellfish fisheries of benthic invertebrates, especially
those that target the muricid gastropod Concholepas concholepas (loco), are
among the most studied and most successful examples of co-management
in southern LA (Castilla et al. 1998; Defeo and Castilla 2005; Castilla et al.
2007; Gelcich et al. 2008a; Gelcich et al. 2008b; Gelcich et al. 2009). The
loco fisheries in Chile have experienced distinct phases, from fishing mostly
for domestic consumption through overfishing and recovery of shellfish
stocks following a co-management arrangement (Castilla and Defeo 2001).
This well succeeded co-management involved the definition of exclusive
rights of local fishing associations to manage and exploit coastal areas with
defined boundaries (designated as management and exploitable areas for
benthic resources - MEABRs), and granting fishing associations (syndicates)
territorial user rights for fisheries (TURFs) in these areas (Castilla et al.
2007). These MEABRs delivered positive ecological and socio-economic
outcomes, and the number of MEABRSs experienced a sharp increase along
the Chilean coast (Gelcich et al. 2008a; Gelcich et al. 2008b; Gelcich et al.
2009). Despite these achievements, MEABRs have also caused socio-
economic problems and conflicts: some fishers have been excluded from
large coastal areas and many remaining open-access areas have been over-
exploited (Castilla et al. 2007). However, these problems, which should be
addressed in the near future, have usually been outweighed by the benefits
of MEABRs. Further improvements of the current Chilean MEABR system
would be the implementation of a network of connected MEABRs and
MPAs and an ecosystem-based management framework (Castilla and Defeo
2001; Castilla et al. 2007).

With the exception of shellfish extraction in Patagonia, where scallops are
the primary exploited resource (Orensanz et al. 2005), there are limited
data on Argentinean small-scale coastal fisheries. Argentinean fisheries widely
exploit the extensive coast, but primarily through an industrial fleet (Cepparo
et al. 2007). Artisanal fisheries are primarily located in continental waters,
especially along important rivers such as the Parana and the La Plata and
their associated reservoirs (Araya et al. 2009).

Most likely as a result of over-fishing and resource failure (Bisbal 1993),
Patagonia currently represents the only place in Argentina where there is a
co-management situation that focuses on small-scale shellfish extraction
(scallops, clams and mussels) (Parma et al. 2003). With the support of
fishers and processing plants, co-management measures were established in
2001 to limit the harvest rates by closing most of the fishing grounds,
rotating the fishing areas, assessing the pre-harvest biomass and monitoring
the depletion during the fishing season; these measures recovered the scallop
fishery (Orensanz et al. 2005).

Co-management and the Paraty fishery:
how this book may be helpful

Trends in Latin American fishery management are represented in Brazil
through initiatives from local demands and grass-roots movements. These include
the creation of extractive reserves (Begossi and Brown 2003), sustainable
development reserves (Lima 1999), and fishing accords (Castro and McGrath
2003), among others. Although several variables can be useful to analyze
management or co-management, we were inspired by the social-ecological systems
(SES) model by (Ostrom 2007). This model can be used to facilitate thinking and
understanding the data presented here about the Paraty fishery, including its context
of being mostly formed by a rural population, who practices small-scale fishery,
and where biodiversity conservation demands are high.

Paraty: A Latin American fishery in a
high-biodiversity environment

Paraty presents a situation in which fisheries are squeezed among protected
areas, resulting in conflicts between fishers and government agencies, and between
small-scale and industrial fisheries.

In a comparison between the Piridpolis (Uruguay) and the Paraty small scale
fisheries, the context and changes that took place in both seem to have similar
outcomes (Trimble and Johnson 2013). It is then important to understand Paraty
at a regional, national and Latin American scale, as multiple attributes are likely
to have affected it. The main exploited resources (fish) are highly mobile compared
to Chilean fisheries (Castilla and Defeo 2001), for example, which makes
management a challenging process. However, bays and islands are common, and
this could contribute to identification of boundaries for specific co-managed areas.

In Box 3 we summarize the Paraty social-ecological systems that are relevant
for the subsequent chapters of this book. Chapters 1, 2, 3 and 4 deal with resources,
such as aquatic resources (primarily fish and turtles); chapters 5,6, 7, 8,9, 10 and
11 link livelihood with resource access (foraging, livelihood, health, markets and
tourism); chapters 12 and 13, along with conclusions, discuss management and
provide suggestions for the management of the fisheries in Paraty. These and
various other aspects of Paraty fisheries are carefully detailed in this book, which
we expect to be useful for a variety of readers.

We hope, especially, that this book would be useful to the fishers and their
families, in order to live a better life in Paraty, associated with the biodiversity
that emerges from the forest and the sea.




Box 3 The Paraty fishery as an SES system (summary based on Begossi et al. 2012b and the
data addressed in this book) (see Ostrom 2007).

L. Social, Economic, and Political Settings (S)

S1 — Economic development: livelihoods depend on natural resources; Caicaras of SE
Atlantic Forest coast; small-scale agriculture to fishing and tourism. For that aspect,
see Chapter 2 and 5 on fishing, Chapter 4 on turtles, Chapters 7 and 8 on
plants and agriculture, and 11 on tourism. Also (Hanazaki et al. 2013), the
livelihoods of Paraty.

S2 —Demographic trends: descendants are primarily from Native Indians and Portuguese
colonizers. Local populations of caigaras have not increased because of out migration.
Coastal populations have increased because of migration from cities such as Rio de
Janeiro and Sao Paulo.

S3 — Political stability: accompanies the political context of the country.

S4 — Government settlement: policies cause conflicts between the caigaras and the
government'’s protection of protected areas, such as the prohibition of cultivation of
manioc and restrictions on fishing on some islands (see Chapters 12 and 13).

S5 — Market incentives: credit for fishing, tourism-related activities and propositions of
payments for environmental services (PES) — Begossi et al. (2011) and Chapter 10.
S6 — Media organization: there is no organized information on media information.

II. Resource System (RS)

RS1 - Sector: fish (Chapters 1 and 2)

RS2 — Clarity of spstem boundaries: the informal division of fishing spots includes
intrusions from industrial fisheries (Begossi et al. 2011, Introduction).

RS3 - Size of resource system: fish catches, 30-60 kg, annual production of 529.586.40
kg (Begossi et al. 2012b) (Introduction).

RS4 — Human-constructed facilities: fish stores, markets, restaurants, elementary schools,
a high school, and a hospital (Chapter 10).

RS5 — Productivity of the system: fish productivity appears to be decreasing for some
species (Chapter 5).

RS6 — Equilibrium properties: unpredictable systems, the fishery.

RS7 — Predictability of system: unpredictable.

RS8 — Storage characteristics: fish markets with ice and freezers; fish storage varies
among communities (Chapter 10).

RS9 — Location: Tropical, high biodiversity, Atlantic Forest coast.

ITI. Governance System (GS)

GS1 — Government organizations: protected environmental areas that are created by
the government (Chapter 13).

GS2 — Non-government organizations: associations and fishers ~ associations (Chapter
12).

GS3 — Network structure: no strong communication channels, fragile.

GS4 — Property-rights systems: incipient property-rights systems (Chapters 12 and 13).
GS5 — Operational rules: informal acceptance among fishers, but no recognition of
local rules by other users (industrial fishers) or by the government (protected areas)
(Conclusions).

GS6 — Collective choice rules: proposed, but not existing de facto (fishing agreements,
payments for environmental services). Also (Lopes et al. 2013a) (Conclusions).
GS7 — Constitutional rules: formally and from the government (law).

GS8 — Monitoring and sanctioning processes: among fishers and as part of the government.

IV. Resource Units (RU)

RUI - Resource unit mobility: very mobile.

RU2 — Growth or replacement: variable, low for some target species.

RUS3 - Interaction among resource units: very interactive, knowledge on target species.
RU4 — Economic value: very high, as livelihoods depend on resources (Chapter 10).
RUS5 - Size: Not estimated, uncertain and highly variable.

RU6 - Distinctive markings: catches have distinctive markings.

RU7 - Spatial and temporal distribution: patches and periods; fish schools, islands
with reef fish (Chapter 1), and growth and reproduction.

V. Users (U)

U1 — Number of users: estimation of artisanal fishermen: 485 (Begossi et al. 2010).
U2 — Socioeconomic attributes: variable among communities.

U3 - History of use: participation in the economic cycles of the region (Begossi et al.
2012a; Begossi 2013).

U4 — Location: Coastal tropical areas in the Southeast Atlantic, Brazil.

US - Leadership/entrepreneurship: weak compared to Amazon and other coastal areas.
U6 — Norms/social capital: local knowledge is relatively strong.

U7 — Knowledge of SES/mental models: ocal ecological knowledge is important (Chapter 4).
U8 — Dependence on resource: very high.

U9 — Technology used: varies (Chapters 2 and 5)

VL Interactions (I) Outcomes (O)

11- Harvesting levels of diverse users: management of the fishery at Paraty should consider
the diverse fishing technologies and techniques (Chapters 2, 4 and 5).

12 — Information sharing among users: still weak compared to other fishing areas.

13 — Deliberation processes: non-explicit.

14 — Conflicts among users: high conflicts between artisanal and industrial fishers and
between artisanal fishers and government agencies (Chapters 12 and 13).

I5 — Investment activities: tourism, international meetings (FLIP) (Chapter 11).

16 — Lobbying activities: no data.

O1 — Social performance: efficiency and equity.

02 — Ecological performance: catch diversity and resilience through a) economic returns;
b) perceptions of fishermen; ¢) management rules in fishing; and d) substitutability
of activities (Chapters 5, 10, 12 and 13).

O3 — Externalities to other SESs: externalities from the fishery affect the conservation
of biodiversity; protected areas affect fishers’earnings.

VII Related Ecosystems (ECO)

ECO1 - Climate patterns: tropical, including a rainy season (summer) and a dry
season (winter).




ECO2 — Pollution patterns: organic discharges from domestic sewage, small harbors, and shipyards.
ECO3 — Flows into and outof the focal SES: a trade-off analysis for biodiversity conservation and
the economic temptation of the fishers to increase catches and earnings (see Begossi et al.

2012b for details).

Acknowledgements — We are grateful to IDRC/SSHRC International Research
Chairs program, FAPESP 2009/11154-3 and 2012/16722-2, CNPq productivity
scholarships to A.B., C.S.S. and R.A.M.S, and grant no. 454488/2009-2
(collaboration CEDLA, Amsterdam).

References

Aguerro, M. (1991) Small-scale fisherieses research in Pacific South America. In: La Recherche
Face a la pécheartisanale, eds. R. France and J. R. Durand, pp. 223-241. Paris: Orstom.

Araya, P, Hirt, L. and Flores, S. (2009) Some Aspects of the Artisanal Fisheries in the
Influence Area of the Yacyreta Dam. Upper Parana River, Misiones, Argentina. Boletim Do
Instituto De Pesca 35 (2) : 227-238.

Armitage, D., Berkes, E and Doubleday, N. (2007) Introduction — moving beyond co-
management. In: Adaptive co-management, collaboration, learning and multi-level governance, eds.
D. Armitage, E Berkes and N. Doubleday, pp. 1-18. Vancouver: UBC Press.

Arnason, R., Kelleher, G. and Willmann, R. (2009) Sunken billions: the economic justification
Jor fisheries reform. Washington: The World Bank.

Begossi, A. (2008) Local knowledge and training towards management. Environment
Development and Sustainability 10: 591-603.

Begossi, A. (2010) Small-scale fisheries in Latin America: management models and
challenges. MAST 9: 5-12.

Begossi, A. and Brown, D. (2003) Experiences with fisheries co-management in latin america
and the caribbean. In: Africa.

Begossi, A., Lopes, P. E M., Oliveira, L. E. C. and Nakano, H. (2010) Ecologia de Pescadores
da Baia de Ilha Grande. Sao Carlos: Editora Rima.

Begossi, A., May, P, Lopes, P. E M., Oliveira, L. E. C., Vinha, V. and Silvano, R. (2011)
Compensation for environmental services from artisanal fisheries in SE Brazil: Policy and
technical strategies. Ecological Economics 71: 25-32.

Begossi, A., Salivonchyk, S. V., Barreto, T., Nora, V. and Silvano, R. A. M. (2012a) Small-
scale Fisheries and Conservation of Dusky Grouper (Garoupa), Epinephelus marginatus
(Lowe, 1834) in the Southeastern Brazilian Coast. Science Journal of Agricultural Research
and Management.

Begossi, A., Salyvonchyk, S., Nora, V., Lopes, P. E M. and Silvano, R. A. M. (2012b) The
paraty artisanal fishery (southeastern Brazilian coast) : ethnoecology and management of
a socialecological system (SES). Journal of Ethnobiology and Ethnomedicine 8: 22.

Begossi, A. and Silvano, R. (2008) Ecology and Ethnoecology of dusky grouper, garoupa,
[Epinephelus marginatus (Lowe, 1834) ] along the coast of Brazi. Journal of Ethnobiology and
Ethnomedicine 4: 1-20.

Berkes, E (2002) Cross-scale institutional linkages: perspectives from the bottom up. In:
The drama of the commons, eds. E. Ostrom, T. Dietz, N. Dolsak, P. C. Stern, S. Stonich and E.
U. Weber, pp. 293-321. Washington, D.C.: The National Academies Press.

Berkes, E (2007) Adaptive co-management and complexity: exploring the many faces of
co-management. In: Adaptive co-management, eds. D. Armitage, F. Berkes and N. Doubleday,
pp- 19-37. Vancouver: University of British Columbia Press.

Berkes, E, PJ. George and R.J. Preston (1991). Co-management: The evolution in theory
and practice of the joint administration of living resources. Alternatives 18 (2): 12-18.

Berkes, E (2012) Sacred ecology. New York: Routledge.

Bisbal, G. A. (1993) Fisheries Management on the Patagonian Shelf - a Decade after the
1982 Falklands Malvinas Conflict. Marine Policy 17 (3) : 213-229.

Castilla, J. C. and Defeo, O. (2001) Latin American benthic shellfisheries : emphasis on co-
management and experimental practices. Reviews in Fish Biology and Fisheries 11: 1-30.
Castilla, J. C. and Defeo, O. (2005) Paradigm shifts needed for world fisheries. Science 309:
1324-1325.

Castilla, J. C. and Fernandez, M. (1998) Small-scale benthic fisheries in Chile: on co-
management and sustainable use of benthic invertebrates. Ecological Applications 8 (1
(Supplement) ) : S124-5132.

Castilla, J. C., Gelcich, S. and Defeo, O. (2007) Successes, lessons, and projections from
experience in marine benthic invertebrate artisanal fisheries in Chile. In: Fisheries Management
Progess Towards Sustainability, eds. T. R. McClanahan and J. C. Castilla, pp. 25-42. Blackwell
Publishing Ltd.

Castilla, J. C., Manriquez, P, Alvarado, J., Rosson, A., Pino, C., Espoz, C., Soto, R., Oliva,
D. and Defeo, O. (1998) Artisanal “Caletas” as units of production and co-managers of
benthic invertebrates in Chile. In: Proceedings of the North Pacific Symposium on Invertebrate
Stock Assessment and Management, eds. G. S. Jamieson and A. Campbell, pp. 125: 407-413.

Castro, E and McGrath, D. (2003) Moving toward sustainability in the local management
of floodplain lake fisheries in the Brazilian Amazon. Human Organization 62: 123-133.

Cepparo, M. E., Gabrielidis, G., Prieto, E. and Huertas, M. (2007) The EEC-Argentina
fisheries agreement. Its impact on southern Patagonia. The case of Puerto Deseado, Province
of Santa Cruz, 1994-1999. Magallania 35 (2) : 37-53.

Christie, P, Bradford, D., Garth, R., Gonzalez, B., Hostetler, M., Morales, O., Rigby, R.,
Simmons, B., Thinkam, E., Vega, G., Vernooy, R. and White, N. (2000) Taking care of what
we have: participatory natural resource management of the Caribbean Coast of Nicaragua. Ottawa:
Center for Research and Documentation of the Atlantic Coast, Managua, The International
Development Research Centre.

Christy, E T. (1997) The development and management of marine fisheries in Latin America
and Caribbean. In: p. 88. Washington, D.C.: IDB Publications.

Defeo, O. and Castilla, J. C. (2005) More than one bag for the world fishery crisis and keys
for co-management successes in selected artisanal Latin American shellfisheries. Reviews in
Fish Biology and Fisheries 15: 265-283.

Dietz, T., Dolsak, N., Ostrom, E. and Stern, P. C. (2002) The drama of the commons. In:
The drama of the commons, eds. E. Ostrom, T. Dietz, N. Dolsak, P. C. Stern, S. Stonich and E.
U. Weber, pp. 1-26. Washington, D.C.: National Academies Press.

Froese, R.. Pauly, D. (2011) Fishbase. World Wide Web electronic publication.




Gelcich, S., Defeo, O., Iribarne, O., Del Carpio, G., DuBois, R., Horta, S., Isacch, ]. P,
Godoy, N., Penaloza, P. C. and Castilla, J. C. (2009) Marine ecosystem-based management
in the Southern Cone of South America: Stakeholder perceptions and lessons for
implementation. Marine Policy 33 (5) : 801-806.

Gelcich, S., Godoy, N., Prado, L. and Castilla, J. C. (2008a) Add-on conservation benefits
of marine territorial user rights fishery policies in Central Chile. Ecological Applications 18:
273-281.

Gelcich, S., Kaiser, M. ]., Castilla, J. C. and Edwards-Jones, G. (2008b) Engagement in co-
management of marine benthic resources influences environmental perceptions of artisanal
fishers. Environmental Conservation 35: 36-45.

Hanazaki, N., Berkes, E, Seixas, C. and Peroni, N. (2013) Livelihood diversity, food security
and resilience among the Caigara of coastal Brazil. Human Ecology 41: 153-164.

IUCN. (2012) The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species.

Jentoft, S. (2003) Co-management: the way forward. In: Fisheries Co-Management Experiences,
eds. D. C. Wilson, ]. R. Nielsen and P. Degnbol, pp. 1-14. Dordrech: Kluwer Academic
Publisher.

Lima, D. M. (1999) Equity, sustainable development, and biodiversity preservation: some
questions about ecological partnerships in the Brazilian Amazon. In: Virzea — diversity,
development and conservation of Amazonia’s whitewater floodplains, eds. C. Padoch, J. M. Ayres,
M. Pinedo-Vasquez and A. Henderson, pp. 247-263. New York: New York Botanical Garden.

Lopes, P E M., Rosa, E. M., Salyvonchyk, S., Nora, V. and Begossi, A. (2013a) Suggestions
for fixing top-down coastal fisheries management through participatory approaches. Marine

Policy 40: 100-110.

Lopes, P. E. M., Silvano, R., Nora, V. and Begossi, A. (2013b) Transboundary socio-ecological
effects of a Marine Protected Area in the southwest Atlantic. Ambio 42 (8) : 963-974.

Lopes, P. E M., Silvano, R. A. M. and Begossi, A. (2011) Extractive and Sustainable
Development Reserves in Brazil: resilient alternatives to fisheries? Journal of Environmental
Planning and Management 54 (4) : 421-443.

McCay, B. J., Micheli, E, Ponce-Diaz, G., Murray, G., Shester, G. G., Ramirez-Sanchez, S.
and Weisman, W. (2013) Cooperatives, concessions, and co-management on the Pacific
Coast of Mexico. Marine Policy 44: 49-59.

McClanahan, T. R., Castilla, J. C., White, A. T. and Defeo, O. (2009) Healing small-scale
fisheries by facilitating complex socio-ecological systems. Reviews in Fish Biology and Fisheries
19 (1) : 33-47.

McGoodwin, J. R. (1980) Mexico’s marginal inshore Pacific fishing cooperatives.
Anthropological Quarterly 53 (1) : 39-47.

Orensanz, J. M., Parma, A. M., Jerez, G., Barahona, N., Montecinos, M. and Elias, 1.
(2005) What are the key elements for the sustainability of “S-fisheries”? Insights from
South America. Bulletin of Marine Science 76 (2) : 527-556.

Ostrom, E. (2007) A diagnostic approach for going beyond panaceas. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 104 (39) : 15181-15187.

Parma, A. M., Orensanz, ]. M., Elias, I. and Jerez, G. (2003) Diving for Shellfish and Data:
Incentives for the Participation of Fishers in the Monitoring and Management of Artisanal
Fisheries Around Southern South America. In: Towards sustainability of data-limited multi-
sector fisheries, eds. S. J. Newman, D. ]. Gaughan, G. Jackson, M. C. Mackie, B. Molony, J.
St. John and P. Kaiola, pp. 8-29. Perth: Department of Fisheries.

Pinkerton, E. (2003) Towards specificity in complexity: understanding management from
a social science perspective. In: The fisheries co-management experience: accomplishments, challenges,
and prospects, eds. D. C. Wilson, N.J. R and D. P, pp. 61-78. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic.

Pollnac, R. and Poggie, J. J. (1991) Psychocultural Adaptation and Development Policy for
Small-scale Fishermen’s Cooperatives in Ecuador. Human Organization 50 (1) : 43-49.

Pollnac, R. B. (1977) Panamanian small-scale fisherman: society, culture, and change. Kingston:
International Center for Marine Resource Development, University of Rhode Island.

Pollnac, R. B. (1981) Sociocultural aspects of developing small-scale fisheries: delivering services to
the poor. Washington, D. C.: World Bank.

Pomeroy, R. (2003) The government as a partner in co-management. In: The fisheries co-
management experience: accomplishments, challenges, and prospects, eds. D. C. Wilson, N.J. R and
D. P, pp. 247-262. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic.

Price, M. D. (1987) Cooperatives and developmennt: the lobster fishermen of Belize.
Yearbook, Conference of Latin Americanist Geographers 13: 58-65.

Ruben, R. (1997) Making cooperatives work: contract choice and resource management within land
reform cooperatives in Honduras. Amsterdam: CEDLA.

Salas, S., Chuenpagdee, R., Seijo, J. C. and Charles, A. (2007) Challenges in the assessment
and management of small-scale fisheries in Latin America and the Caribbean. Fisheries
Research 87: 5-16.

Silvano, R. A. M. and Begossi, A. (2012) Fishermen’s local ecological knowledge on
Southeastern Brazilian coastal fishes: contributions to research, conservation, and
management. Neotropical Ichthyology 10: 133-147.

Trimble, M. and Johnson, D. (2013) Artisanal fishing as an undesirable way of life? The
implications for governance of fishers’ wellbeing aspirations in coastal Uruguay and
southeastern Brazil. Marine Policy 37: 37-44.

Valbo-Jorgensen, J., Soto, D. and Gumy, A. (2008) La pesca continental en América Latina:
su contribucién econémica y social e instrumentos normativos asociados. In: COPESCAL
Documento Ocasional, p. 29. Rome: FAO.

Wilson, D. C. (2002) Introduction. In: Guidelines for the Assessment of Small-Scale Fisheries
against the MSC Standard, A report to the Marine Stewardship Council, eds. D. C. Wilson, A.
Hough, A. Jarre, S. Sverdrup-Jensen, M. Ahmed, A. Begossi, S. Donda and M. Pido, pp. 1-
46. Denmark: The Institute for Fisheries Management and Coastal Community
Development.

Wilson, D. C. (2003) Conflict and scale: a defense of community approaches in fisheries
management. In: The fisheries co-management experience: accomplishments, challenges, and prospects,

eds. D. C. Wilson, J. R. Nielsen and P. Degnbol, pp. 193-212. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic.




