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Despite the fact that cetacean bycatch has been acknowledged as the “greatest immediate and well-
docum ented threat to the survival o f  cetacean species and populations progress at reducing the
scale and conservation impact o f  cetacean bycatch has been slow, sporadic, and limited to a few specific 
fisheries or circumstances In this paper, we 1) Review the occurrence o f  Sotalia bycatch all along its 
distribution area, 2) Examine how the problem has been addressed in some areas and 3) Outline some 
priority actions for conservation o f  the genus regarding management o f  bycatch issues. A recent review 
o f cetacean bycatch in the Wider Caribbean Region indicates that mortality o f  Sotalia in fisheries-related 
operations with gillnets occurs in Colombia, French Guyana, Honduras, Surinam and Venezuela. Bycatch 
is also reported in Brazil, Nicaragua and Peru. Some mitigative measures including a ban on fisheries in 
protected areas, monitoring programs and field surveys for evaluation o f  bycatch have been made or are 
planned in Costa Rica and Venezuela. In Brazil, bycatch o f  Sotaliah&i, been widely documented in coastal 
areas and also in the Amazon River Basin. In this country, an official action plan for the conservation o f 
aquatic mammals includes specific recommendations to evaluate the impact o f  bycatch and to develop 
mitigative measures. According to recent statistics, m ost o f  cetacean bycatch worldwide occurs in gillnet 
fisheries. A precautionary approach suggests that — to protect Sotalia and other cetacean populations- 
these fisheries should be either regulated, m onitored, limited or -in some instances — banned, taking 
into account that creative solutions should be provided by means o f  collaborative efforts between 
resource managers, fishermen, scientists and interested parties. O n the other side, because o f  the socio­
economic aspects involved in such a decision, appropriate alternatives an d /o r incentives as well as local 
characteristics o f  some fisheries must be properly considered.
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PRIO RIDAD ES D E  ACCIÓ N INM ED IATA

A pesar del hecho de que la captura incidental de cetáceos ha sido reconocida como la “más inmediata y
bien documentada amenaza para la supervivencia de las poblaciones y especies de cetáceos el progreso
para la reducción el impacto de estas capturas ha sido lento, esporádico y limitado a sólo unas cuantas
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